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1888. CONGRESS 


i 
was authorized to do, and the Congress of the United St 
without a dissenting voice to remunerate this attorney props 
service. Such a case as that may occur at any point, 
Territories of the Union. 

Then comes the Distric 


ates saw { 


rly for that 
one of the 


in any 


‘ +3 


t of Columbia; and this presents a most im- 
portant matter. 

By the act of August 5, 1886, page 335, to provide for protecting t 
interests of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, proceeding 
were begun by the proper officers of the Government. 

To the bill filed by the Attorney-General, in the supre1 court o 
the District of Columbia, under section 1, there have been thirty-nine 
answers, making practically thirty-nine suits. 

The questions involved go back one hundred years, and involve ¢« 
titles to land and water for miles up and down the river. The resear I 
labor necessary for a thorough examination of the records of the War, Treas 
and Interior Departments, the court records and papers on fil t Congres 


ay 
sional Library have consumed months, 


The undivided attention of an attorney, able and expert in the mat- 
ters under investigation, will be needed to look after these suits, othe 
wise the Government will sustain heavy pecuniary loss. The best 
lawyers in the District are employed in the defense. 

The civil business of the United States attorney’s office o 


‘ 
i 


the Dis- 


trict of Columbia has absolutely outgrown the capacity of the ofiice to 
deal with it. 
More than sixty cases are now on the docket, the force being insuffi- 


cient; and the delay therefrom has been most injurious. 


Many of these suits are against wealthy corporations, who are assisted 


i 


by the ablest counsel in Washington. In some instances the Government | 


is pitted against leading railroad companies, which, by reason of the in 
sufficiency of the force in the United States district attorney’s oflice, 
have every advantage. Unless Congress comes to the reli the Gov 
ernment will be made to suffer enormous losses. 

Now, in connection with that, as an illustration of the growing im- | 
portance of that Department I hold in my hand a copy of the bill 





tne pill in 


equity in a single, solitary case relating to the North Carolina Chero- | 


kees, which has recently been filed by the Department of Justice, and 
is now pending in the court, embracing seventy pages of closely printed 
manuscript in the billalone. Now, Mr. Chairman, itis perfectly ma 
ifest that no district attorney will be able to take up the class of lit 
gation to which I have called the attention of the House and dispose of 
it to the best interest ot the Government without the assistance of coun- 
sel. 

I have but little information as to the character of the district a 
torneys in the different States of the Union. 
of the highest order of talent, of the very best men; but any man who 
has had experience in a court will see the embarrassment which must 
necessarily occur if the district attorney is compelled to take up and 
dispose of the current business of the court and in addition to that have 
these suits involving millions of acres of the public domain and mill- 
ions of dollars to the Government without any competent assistance. 

The Department of Justice, I believe, asked for $40,000 in their esti- 
mate. It was disallowed. They now come and ask upon this bill that 
you give them $20,000 in addition to what you have given; and I think 
in view of the explanation which I have now made, which should per- 


t- 


I assume that they are | 
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haps have been more fully made to the Committee on Appropriations 
than was heretofore madeor than came out in the discussion of the sub- | 


ject upon this floor some weeks ago. In view ofthese facts, and in view 
of this additional work and accumulated work upon the Department of 
Justice of this high and important character, involving so much to the 
Government, that the Congress of the United States ought not to em- 
barrass and cripple the Department, but on the contrary ought to give 


it the necessary assistance to carry on this work in a way that will be | 


successful. 

In conclusion, I have only this to say, for the Committee of tl 
Whole as well as the Committee on Appropriations, that in presenting 
these statements I do not know anything about them except as they 
have been left by my colleague [Mr. OATES] with a request for me to 
present them to the House. I assume that they are correct, though I 
have no knowledge on that fact. But what I doinsist is that in view 
of the explanation now made there should be no question as to the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations about making this appropria- 
tion. 

What we all want to do, on both sides, is to do right, and the dis- 
position of all parties concerned is to do right when we ascertain what 
itis. Now the Department of Justice has placed these things before 
the Committee of the Whole and it is for the committee to say itsel! 
and for the Committee on Appropriations to say, whether or not in view 
of this increasing labor they will make an appropriation which will 
enable that Department to preform it in a proper manner, and with 
these observations I will close, stating that when the proper place is 
reached ! will offer an amendment with that view. 

[Mr. STONE, of Missouri, addressed the committee. 
his remarks until they have been concluded. 
plete in the succeeding day’s proceedings. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Will my friend yield to me for the purpose of mov- 
ing that the committee now rise? 


Ie 


He withholds 
They will be found com- 
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Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Certai [I pres that I w : 
the floor ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the gent t 

oor when the committee again resumes s 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee rise 

rhe motion was agreed to 

The committee a 1 i Mr. ¢ 3 
chair as Speaker } D NGER rep \ ( 
mittee of the Whole Ho l te | lay 
consideration the eneral dé | » res I 
thereon. 

NAVAI APPR AT N I 

Mr. HERBERT I committee of confers e - 
priation bill instruct me to ma report on t ey ee 
making appropriations for the naval service f 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes 

Iask unanimous consent that the report of t ymmitt 
firmed and that certain amendments therein specified be n-< irred 
in, and others concurred in, and that further conferé ced 
with the Senate on the ing votes the t » Hous 

Mr. HOLMAN [ hope there will be i.e brie t 
of the nature of these amendments 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not know al ing b b 1 
ike to have some little information as to the am: t 
lfow much is the increase ? 

Mr. HERBERT. The incre: by the Senate is about $240,000 

Mr. ROGERS What for? 

Mr. HERBERT. For the const tion of a f 
Naval Academy. That is theprincipal one. 1 mitte . 

| mous in its report. 

Mr. CANNON. Let this report be print t 8 
time to examine it 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Lan state t 
item: upon which non-concurrence is recom 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not remember the ex e— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itseems to me that the g 1 had bett 
the direction of the H ston mecurrence f th 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the report will be i: ted in the R 
so that we may have an opportunity of exan g it, and tl - 
man can call it up Monday morning 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection this repor be 
printed in the RecorD and lie over for the present. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report by Mr. HERBERT) is as follows 

Zhe Committee on Naval Affairs, who have had under considerat - 
ate amendments to H. R. 10556, entitled “‘An act maki priat 
naval service for the fiscal year ending Jur ), 18 and other } 
submit the folloy eport and recomme ns 

There five amendments reported ir s it 
senate. 2 after full consideration o 
curre i th its numbered respe ¥ 

Al ed 1, 2,9, 10,12 dl 

Also n rence in Senate amendment n ed \ ul in 

é 15. after the word Mexico soas to make t i 

ind the South Atlantic coast for navy-; + i d 

They also recor d concurret! t 1en i117 
32, 33, 36, 42, 43. 4 4, 61, and 69 

rhe committee re nmend non-concurrence é sas 

Amendments numbered 3,4, 5,6,7, 8 14 8, 2 z h, 27,2 i, 
3), 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51,5 », Of iS 
71, 72, 73, 74,75 

They also recommend that line 977 be ar ed by s g after t 
“construction ’’ the words‘ steam machine ind ar 

Also it the words *“‘ construction and st« n ach ¥ 
in line 1031, be stricken out 

Also. that the word “‘ or where it occurs in lines 1093 and 1 é 1 
out, and t it the word ~ and be inserted nil i thereof 1ea 

Als tthe words “ with their engines s,and l 
in 3, after the word “ Congress ! e the w ul 

Also t the word “‘armament im line e str é out 

rhey recommend concurrence inamendment numbered with ¥ 
amendments, that is to say, strike out the wor and art rent { 
insert between the Annar Ss id to in | t 14. the w r 
cept when in emergencies it may be used for other purposes,”’ and t serting 
“sixty in the place of venty-five in line 147. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ELMIRA, N. Y. 

Mr. FLOOD. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. 9380) for the erection of a public building at 








the city of Elmira, N. Y. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
jections. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ia here au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise pro- 
| vide a site and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious build 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommod yn of the post-office j 
for other Government uses, at the city of Elmira, N. ¥ The site and building 
| thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be previously mad 
and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shal! not exceed in cost the sum 
of $75,000: nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the er fa 
building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the tr saction of 
the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum 
berein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have 











TOLO 








be Secretar e Treast : and no purchase of site nor 
J ull ed by the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
v tur said sum of $75,000 for site and building; 
ar t chased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That 
t e expended until a valid title to the said site shali be 
I ate ! ntil the State of New York shall cede tot! 
I the same during the time the United 
rer t thereof, for all purposes except the admin- 
1 Stat 1d the service of civil proces 
t 
ith im 3s hereby, appropriated, out 
‘ i ry! »p 1, to carry out the pro- 
HO I 1e report be read. 
GER. Pending that, I understand that objection has 
} thdr 1 to the request of the gentleman from Alabama. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read in this 
( » the right of « ction 
PRINGER. Let us dispose of this other matter; objection is 
vithdrawn. 
Mr. HERBERT. I understand that the gentleman from Illinois 
withdraws his objection to the request for a committee of conference. 
Mr. BURROWS. I think that the report ought to be printed and 
lie over until Monday. 
SPEAKER pi » tempore. rhe report of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds will be read. 
‘I report (by Mr. NEAL) was read, as follows: 
1g to the census report of 1880 the population of the city of Elmira 
641 it is now estimated to contain a population of 25,000 or 30,000. It is 
the ographical, commercial, and business center of the southern tier of coun- 
ties New York, and is the distributing point for mails to most of the offices 
and towns in the territory embraced in these counties, extending from 75 to 100 
mile n all directions from Elmira. It has extensive business and manufact- 
ul nterests, 
post-office at Elmira the d »sitory for the fourth-class post-offices in 
{ nt of Chemung, Schuy id Steuben, being more than one hundred 
il ' . 
! em ycs in the post-office at Elmira, including clerks and 
i WW ’ 1e. 
isiness transacted through this office during the fiscal year ending June 
is shown in the appendix hereto annexed. 
receipts of the office for the same time were $48,247.37. The net rey- 
‘ r ffice was $27,912. 
are of the opinion that a public building should be erected at 
but are further of the opinion that a public building can be erected 
there, including purchase of site, which will be sufficient to meet the present 
rospective needs of the public service at that place for the sum 
of Phe nittee therefore report the accompanying bill as a substi- 
tut id recommend that it do pass, and that the original bill be laid on the 
tal 


ir. HOLMAN 

gest that $50,000 ought certainly to be sufficient. 
man to accept that amount. 

Mr. FLOOD, Very well, I am willing to accept that. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 

ander the previous order the House stands adjourned until 11 o’clock 


on Monday. 


This is simply for a post-office, and I would sug- 
I ask the gentle- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 11028) granting a pension to William 
A. Mackroth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary 
Vanbuskirk—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan 

E. Latture—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 11031) granting a pension to James 
McK eag—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11032) granting a pension to 
William J. Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11033) granting a pension to Benja- 
min H. Coursey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: A bill (H. R. 11034) granting a pension to 
Joseph Grubenstein—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOOLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11035) for the relief of 
James McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Robert Osborn, of Ray County, Mis- 
souri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Catharine Holly, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of L. A. Davidson and others, of Harrison 
County, and of W. M. Arnold and others, of Gilmer County, West 
Virginia, for an appropriation for the relief of the sufferers in the great 
flood of July, 1888—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

#y Mr. HOUK: Petitionof the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
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of Tennessee, for a prohibitory constitutional amendment—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. LEE (by request 


‘ 1 


Smith, deceased, of Culpeper Cor 


; 


ly’s Ford, Culpeper County, Va., for reliefi—to the Committee 


inty, and of GranvilleS. Kelly, of Kel- 


on War 


Petition of George Smith, heir of George 


| Clain 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Thomas Frundle, of estate of Louisa 
G. Beall, of N. T. Haller, of Warren Garrott, of Jacob A. Miller, of 
Elizabeth Clagett and others, of Lemuel L. Beall, of estate of Michael 
Bartholow, of estate of B. T. Norris, of Magdelena Gross, of William S. 
Wilson, of Phillip Reich, of Cornelius Virts, of James H. Elgin, of Isaac 
Renn, of J. O. Myers, of John C. Fleming, of Henry G. Rhodes, and 
of David E. Miller, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of D. R. Miller and 40 others, citizens of Maryland, 
for the passage of House bill 9517—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of soldiers and citizens of 
the National League, for pensioning all honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors of the late war-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5y Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Martha McCurdy, and of John 
R. House, of Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. THOMAS: Petition of Helen A. DeRussey, for relief 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William Swansey, of Jacob Penn- 
ington, heir of Margaret Pennington, and of John H. Bishop, of Cher- 
okee County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON (by request): Petition of David Miller and 
others, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, for certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, July 30, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of certain citizens 
of Hampton and Beaufort Counties, South Carolina, praying for the 
passage of certain amendments of the interstate-commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of L. M. Rogers and 83 others, 
citizens of Lenawee County, Michigan, praying for protective legisla- 
tion ou wool and woolen manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas Older, of Lenawee County, 
Michigan, praying that wool may be admitted free of duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of W. D. Leiper 
and other citizens of Hot Springs County, Arkansas, praying for certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1324) providing for an additional asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (5. 3348) fer the relief of George K. 
Otis, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5080) for the reliefof C. B. Wilson, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9056) te protect purchasers of Jands lying in 
the vicinity of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn by the exeeutive 
department of the Government as lying within the limits of certain 
railroad grants, and afterward held to lie without such limits, reported 
it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3392) granting a pension to Edward 
Gregory; which was read twice by its title, and, with the aceompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3393) granting a pension to 
Morgan Welsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3394) to create the Colmar 
land district, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

eo BLAIR. At the request of the Federation of Labor I introduce 
a bill, 
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waived by the court 
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rhe aforesaid court shall not consider any claim whik 
rejected by any Department or officer of the Gov« t or 7 
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° : . \ ry ‘ 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingen enst ; ao 
, \ i i ‘ 
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A bill (H. 
Whaley 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (HL. R. 
A bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Mary Foster; 
A bill (H. R. 8881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 
A bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 
@ A bill (H. R. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 
A bill (H. R. 2140) granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 
A bill (H. Rt. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge at or near Burlington, Iowa; 





R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 


36) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; 


37) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 


BS 


~)} +) 


A bill (H. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis; 

A bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 3521) granting a pension to Emanuel Garcia; 

A bill (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delilah Whipps; 

A bill (H. It. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 
A bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederick Ronicke on the 


pension-roll; 

A bill (Hf. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
Meade; 
bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren; 
bill (H. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilly; 
bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 
bill (H. R, 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 
bill (H. R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac N. Johnson; 
bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 

A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry; 
A bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taaffe; 

A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Corson; 

A bill (H. R. 6764) to grant a pension to Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah, 
or ‘‘ John,’’ an Indian who aided in saving the lives of many white 
people in the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862; 

A bill (H, R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

A bill (H. R, 8075) granting a pension to Ann M. Arnold, widow of 
John Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 

A bill (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Susan F. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow of 
the late W. T. Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 8677) granting a pension to Mary E. Forren; 

A bill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 

A bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little; 

A bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 

A bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 

A bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Burtram; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 

A bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to George C. Chase; 

A bill (H. IR. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 

A bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lien- 
tenant-colonel and quartermaster-general United States Army,deceased, 
and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official bond; 

A bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig; 

A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles Jewett; 

A bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; 

A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 

A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 

A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 

A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 
love; 

A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 

A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood; 

A bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, 
the helpless and invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a mem- 
ber of Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 10758) to amend the charter of the Capitol, North O 
Street and South Washington Railway Company; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 206) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled a ‘* Joint resolutjon to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government.’ 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 10540, being the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10540) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer three or four amendments from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

On page 115, after line 25, I move to insert: 

To enable the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate to provide suitable rooms for the 
use of the folders of the Senate, $150. And heis authorized to lease such rooms 
for the space of four months, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 108, after line 23, I move to insert: 
Penitentiary in Wyoming Territory: For completion and necessary repairs 
of penitentiary building, in addition to the amount appropriated in the sundry 
civil appropriation act approved August 4, 1886, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 117, after line 6, I move to insert: 

To enable the Architect of the Capitol to protect the paintings in the Rotunda 
by suitable railing or wire netting, in his discretion, $500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 119, line 25, in the items for printing and 
binding tor the Departments, I move to strike out ‘‘four’’ before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: 


For the Department of Labor, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, on page 117, I ask unanimous consent, 
as the amendment there has already been agreed to, to change the sum 
from $2,213,000, which I believe is now in the bill, to $2,217,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 117, line 20, in the appropriations for 
‘* public printing and binding,’’ after the words ‘‘ two hundred and,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘thirteen’’ and insert ‘‘seventeen;’’ so as 
to read: 

And for all the necessary materials which may be needed in the prosecution 
of the work, $2,217,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. I move to amend the bill on page 63, line 6, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ by inserting what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

/The CHIEF CLERK. On page 63, line 6, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ it 
$ proposed to insert: 

For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by irrigation, and the segregation of the irriga- 
ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and 
other hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for ir- 
rigation and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instru- 
ments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geological Survey, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $250,000. All titles to the public 
lands hereafter acquired shall be subject to the right of the United States to 
make reservations for reservoirs for storing water and for rights of way for 
ditches and canals for the purpose of irrigation. 

Mr. BOWEN. I desire to be heard briefly on the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say a word before the Senator from Colo- 
rado proceeds. That amendment, I believe, was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. Iam not certain that the amend- 
ment is in order, and therefore I reserve the right to make a point of 
order, but will hear the Senator from Colorado before making it. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, in offering this amendment I desire 
the Senate to understand, and understand with great distinctness, that 
I am not engaged in the performance of an act of merely perfunctory 
character, because the very reverse is true. I am very much in earnest 
about it, and do most sincerely hope the Senate will give it the fair and 
candid consideration which the great importance of the subject de- 
mands, 

This amendment has failed to receive the approval of the Committee 
on Appropriations, but I have reason to believe the committee is not a 
unit in this regard. Be this, however, as it may, I now bring it be- 
fore this body, not for the purpose of antagonizing the committee, which 
I doubt not stands ready to be convinced, but with the view of taking 
the judgment of the Senate upon the subject. 

It requires no argument to establish a universally accepted truth; 
and when I assert that if each and every individual in this country 
owned in fee a parcel of land it would not only conduce to the pros- 
perity and happiness of each but would likewise constitute one of the 
most potential elements of strength to the Government, I consider I 
am simply enunciating one of those universally accepted truths. As- 
suming that I am, I will not pause to dwell at length upon the reasons 
that lead to such acceptance. 

Let it suffice to simply call attention to the rapidly increasing popu- 
lation in our country and to the dense masses in our already overcrowded 
cities, together with the additional fact that these conditions exist in a 
country which is, comparatively speaking, only in its infancy. 
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Then let me ask all thoughtful persons to cons! ler the é 
to how longit will be before additional provision must be made for 
efflux of people from the over ea ahs wnt So ] 
as we have a surplus of unoccupied land we will not feel the pressure 
of an augmenting population; but, sir, let me say now that we have 
nearly reached the culminating point where we have no such land 
surplus. To make my meaning clear I wish it understood that Id t 
speak of the quantity of land considered necessary in th ler coun- 
tries of the world, where people are crowded toge l ] ) 
outa bare existence, and live and die in utter hopelessnes é 
ing their condition, but that I do speak of what is necessary to our ow 
people, who never have been, and I hope never will be, accustomed to 


such conditions; people born to freedom, 
and wholly unused to the cramped a 
ings of people in less favored lands. 
With these qualifications and explanations I re 
fore, that our available surplus lands are well-ni pl 
and I may add that the time is nearly on us when, if the people who 


constitutional ndepends 
nd pinched and pitiable surrou 





may desire to secure and build homes of their own are to have 
op portunities, we must do our part of the work here. It is idle to 
wait until the exigency arises. The Bible says 
The wise man forseeth evil and avoidethit; the fool goeth « ! ed 
Let us heed this condensed wisdom and do that which, to be useful 


at all, must be done in apt time. 

To those whose lives and lines of thought and effort have carried 
them away from an investigation of the question 
will, be a matter of surprise when I state thatthe ‘‘arid’ 
country embrace, exclusive of Alaska, about four-tenths or nearly 
one-half of the entire area of the United States! Such, however, is 
true. 

By arid lands I mean all land which is non-productive without irri- 
gation; and this classification embraces the eastern portions of Califor 
nia, Oregon, and Washington, and nearly the whole of Idaho, Utah 
Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, Colorado, Wyoming, and Montana, 
while the western portions of Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas 
are in some seasons seriously affected by drought. 

Habituated as we are to contemplate the vastness of the territory em- 
braced within the limits of the United States in a general sort of way, 
sufficiently magnificent in its proportions to constitute a score of em- 
pires—ay, a world within itselfi—we swell with pride and satisfaction 
at the thought that this is our country; yet we find our enthusiasm 
dampened when the cold fact is announced that if we have to depend 
upon nature for the one single element of moisture we could not on 
nearly one-half of all this vast domain raise a single bushel of wheat 

On the other hand the evidence rises to the dignity of proof, of ab- 
solute conclusiveness, that whenever and wherever this one missing 
link in the great chain of conditions essential to success in agricult 
supplied these verdureless deserts change as if by magic and becom: 
the garden spots of the world. Look, for example, at the State of Col 
rado. Only thirty years ago the first movement of — to 
country was made; they were not looking for farms, but for gold, 
had no thought of engaging in agriculture. The plains were dry ; and 
desolate and the general outlook was anything but encouraging; and 
very many returned totheStates. Some, however, remained, and little 
by little agriculture by means of irrigation began to engage the atten- 
tion and efforts of the people. It was asuccess. Instead of watching 
the clouds and hoping for rain, they found they could do their own 
raining whenever they pleased by simply turning the water from thé 
ditches. They also learned that their seemingly barren land was ricl 
in all the elements essential to vegetable growth. From these smal 
beginnings the interest grew with marvelous rapidity, and what do we 
see to-day ? 

Why, sir, wherever water can be commanded we see as successful 
agriculture as the sun of heaven shines upon anywhere, and tl 
right at the door of one of the finest mining regions in tl R 
These two great interests combined are building up a veritable em- 
pire. To say nothing of the lesser cities, towns, and villages—and we 
have them by the sccres and hundreds—look at Denver, the ‘‘ Queen 
City of the Plains,’’ with its hundred thousand inhabitants now, and 
still moving forward with giant strides in her race for a oo r ofa 
million in the near future, and then remember that only thirty years 
ago—ata period when some now here wereeven then serving the country 
as members of Congress—the sole occupants of the site were the buf- 
falo, the antelope, the cayote, and the jack-rabbit; and that without 
water for irrigation the original occupants would still be holding the 
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fort. What has been done there in the way of material development 


can be done to a greater extent all over the arid regions. 
Is it necessary to bring forward an array of argumer its or waste a 


moment’s time to convince the Senate of the wisdom of reclaiming these | 


lands? Ithink not. Senators may honestly differ as to whenand how 
it shall be done; but there can be no dispute as to the general propo- 
sition that it should be done. 

With equal confidence I assert that there can be no dispute as to the 
fact that the engineering part of this great work must be done first, 
and this is just what the ‘amendment now under consideration contem- 
plates, 
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that in my opinion, while I sit here and vote millions for the purposes We appropriate vast sums in aid of river and harbor improvements 
suggested by you and claimed to be useful and meritorious, 1 may in | About $150,000,000 have been expended since 178 ) on these improve- 
ull 3 yn and good faith ask for the pittance covered by my amend- | ments, whether meritorious or otherwise, but I do not doubt that valu- 
ment 1 isto be expended, not for the benefit alone of the people | able returns have been rendered therefor in the advancement of our 
of 1 n of country, but for the grander purpose of furnishing | coastwise and internal water commerce. Much of this outlay has been 
hoi for the homeless all over this broad land. of experimental nature, in aid of projects advocated and recommended 
Is thisdesirable? Isita piration? Lookaround youand | by our Army engineers, and Congress has not been illiberal in this par- 
‘ emplat cts no heed for the moment to the fut- | ticular. I claim the application of the principles underlying river and 
u ind what do we see older settled parts of this country? | harbor improvements to the project so urgently recommended by 
The pros] is farmer in the astern or Middle States raises his family | authorities of the Geological Survey, civil engineers f world-wide rep- 
‘ urt sand they becomé past masters of the art of agricul utation, who should know whereof they spea 
ure. ‘The time arrives.when these boys desire to start life for them- | me seone riation urged is strictly within the line of economy, be- 
selves, and, possibly possessed of a few dollars of patrimony, go West | cause it as base d upon considerations of the highest national importance 
to n homes in new lands. In time they have families of thei1 and | : polity, directly and indirectly affecting the happiness and 
own welfare of the American people, for whom homes are needed, with all 
Th the types of that American progress which causes the earth | their concomitants of civilization and contributive wealth. 


h buildsschool-houses and churches, 
that erects the forge, the factory, and the mill, standing everywhere 
throughout the « and hamlets of our happily 
endowed land. ‘This is the history of our great development inward; 
ime will come when this progress must be checked through 


ual proc 


to yield up her hidden riches, whi 


untless towns, villages, 


the grad ssesof absorption of ourarable publicdomain. What 
hall we do to anticipate? Or shall we anticipate at all? 

We do not want money to improve our rivers, but we do want it to 
save their waters for the purposes I have indicated, thus being enabled 

ish our portion of commerce and to make subsistence so plenti- 
nature’s great store-houses of mineral wealth may be 
up and their increased products added to the world’s wealth. 

The appropriations for the Geological Survey are contained in the 
bill now under consideration, else I might well have insisted on plac- 
ing this amendment upon the river and harbor bill, because I firmly be- 
o far atleast as the Lower Mississippi Riveris concerned, that 
region would be more thoroughly protected from floods and overflows 
by a perfect reservoir system than by all the millions that have been 
and still are being expended there. Let me for a moment read what 
Major Powell says on this point. I consider him as good authority as 
any in all this land. I read from his recent report to the Secretary of 
the Interior: 

The development of irrigation along the base of the Rocky Mountains is of 
double importance because of its influence on the agriculture of the Lower Mis- 
‘To store up the water of the Missouri and its main affluents for the 
purpose of irrigation is to diminish the volume of that flood of the Lower Mis- 
sissippi, which is most destructive by reason of its recurring in the heart of the 
farming season. Moreover, the great difficulty of the problem of the Lower 
Mississippi arises from the fact that the river normally makes a deposit there, 
thus clogging its course and giving to its channel an unstable position. The 
principal source of the sediment is the Missouri River, and it is carried forward 
chiefly during floods. With abolition of great Missouri floods the sedimentary 
load of the Lower Mississippi would be diminished, and the scouring power of 
the less-loaded floods from ‘he Ohio and Upper Mississippi would establish for 
the Lower Mississippi a lower grade and a deeper channel. For every acre re- 
claimed to agriculture in Montana another acre will be reclaimed in Louisiana; 
and, in general, all land redeemed by irrigation on the great plains will be 
equaled by the lands redeemed from floods in the great valley of the Lower 
Mississippi. 

I can add nothing which will strengthen his statement, 
clearness and perspicuity stands unrivaled. 

Mr. President, I now come to the last point to which I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate. 

The Congress and Executive are already committed to this work. At 
this very session of Congress the Secretary of the Interior has been di- 
rected by joint resolution, duly passed by both branches of Congress 
and approved by the President— 

By means of the Director of the Geological Survey to make an examination 
of that portion of the arid regions of the United States where agriculture is car- 
ried on by means of irrigation, as to the natural advantages for the storage of 
water for irrigating purposes, with the practicability of constructing reservoirs, 
together with the capacity of the streams and the cost of the construction and 
capacity of reservoirs, and such other facts as bear on the question of storage 
of water for irrigating purposes. 

The proposed appropriation is for the purpose of carrying this joint 
resolution into effect. Without the appropriation we had just as well 
never have passed the resolution. 

Will Congress put itself in such an attitude? Sir, one of the well- 
founded accusations preferred against our Government is that our ex- 
ecutive and legislative branches are inert and indisposed to promptly 
recognize and aid in the advancement of scientific projects. This may 
be accounted for by the facts that our civilization is new, compared 
with that of the Old World, and that our resources seem to be so limit- 
less and our people are so actively engaged in countless enterprises they 
have little time to pause and consider that a period must arrive when 
lines for the future must be distinctly drawn. 

It is beyond question that the inventors of the steam-engine and mag- 
netic telegraph pleaded vainly throughout long and weary years for 
Governmental aid in furthering or developing their discoveries. The 
inventors of the various implements and armaments which, during the 
late civil war, revolutionized the art and science of modern warfare 
were coldly, if not cruelly, treated by our Government, and other in- 
ventors in the same line are to-day meeting with like indifference, if 
not wholly repelled. It is a struggle always for recognition, and this 
is the effort | am making to-day in advocacy of this comparatively 
new—to us—but no less important proposition. 
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nal co leratic and yet delil { ly closing the doors of the 

the necessary outlay. A wise policy demands the 

growing West is blo the rose, but there 

are vacant places, de erts which ca: n be made oases. The people’s de- 
mands for homes must constantly increase proportionately with our in- 
crease of population. The Sable domain is being rapidly absorbed, 


and there is no provision for the future. The end must come and the 
door shut in the faces of our hardy, enterprising settlers, unless we can 
extend our area by reclaiming the arid lands. There will be no home- 
stead or pre-emption privileges when the land offices are closed, and 
what then? Li ‘ at t the people and let the Senate ponder and reply. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regard this as the most useful 
and leamortaent item of appropriation w hich has been presented to this 
Congress. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, has the question of order been made 
and decided? The chairman of the Committee on 
raised a question of order, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senat 
man of the committee, stated that he reser 
decide whether or not to submit it hereafter. 

Mr. BECK. the right to make it will not be los 
goes on? 

Mr. STEWART. The people of the United States have not until 
recently been called upon to consider the question of irrigation, but it 
always has been a leading question among civilized people. It would 
be safe to estimate that two-thirds at least, certainly one-half, of all 
the agriculture which has been practiced by man from the beginning 
has been by the aid of irrigation. Ancient and modern Egyptians were 
and are compelled to irrigate to raise any crop. Italy and Austria also 
irrigate, although in those countries there are places where crops can 
be raised without irrigation. 

Irrigation is practiced in more than half of France. It is absolutely 
necessary in the greater part of Asia. The Eastern empires of old sup- 
ported vast populations by irrigation. Two hundred and fifty million 
people in India are generally supported by irrigation. Irrigation has 
been practiced on this hemisphere from the beginning. In Mexico and 
South America a large portion of the country requires irrigation to pro- 
duce crops. 

We have acquired a large section of country requiring irrigation. It 
is admitted that about two-fifths of the area of the United States, ex- 
cepting Alaska, requires irrigation. 

We have thus far proceeded to treat all land asif it were arable 
land, to survey it in the same way and to dispose of it under the same 
laws, except the statute known as the desert-land law, which is im- 
perfect. The design of this law was good, and it has worked tolerably 
well, but it needs some modifications. Aside from that there has been 
no legislation by Congress looking to irrigation, except a general law 
which was passed in 1866 conferring rights to ditches and canals on the 
public lands for mining and agricultural purposes, and recognizing the 
use of water for those purposes. 

There has been some incidental legislation in regard to that matter, 
such as arecognition of the difference between arable lands, timber lands, 
mineral lands, ete. In the various acts providing for the Geological 
Survey the fact that there is land requiring irrigation is recognized. 
The various acts making appropriations for the Geological Survey have 
provided for the classification of the lands, such as require irrigation 
and such as do not, such as are desert, such as are agricultural, and 
such as are minerallands. You have appropriations in this bill for the 
Geological Survey, for topographical and geological surveys, and kin- 
dred subjects, nearly $600,000. 

The most important part of this geological survey is the topographical 
survey. That is the foundation of the geological survey. You must 
have the topography in order to give the geology. This survey of the 
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country for the purposes of ascertaining its topography and ‘geology 
commenced when I was a member of the Senate many years ago. An 
appropriation was made for the purpose of a geological survey along the 
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If you can spend $600,000 a year for the purposes of science and the 
future, I do not object to that. We ought to do all that we can for 
science, to inform the world of what we have and to understand our- 
selves what we have in our country; but I say while you do that, and 
the surveyors are in the field making these topographical surveys, you 
ought to add a little more, so as to show the line of demarkation be- 
tween the arable land and the land that can not be cultivated, and mark 
out the lines for ditches and reservoirs as a part of your topographical 
survey. 

When you are working for science, which I approve, do something 
for the settlers, do something to prevent these lands being placed in a 
position where they can not hereafter be irrigated. This is the time. 
[f you will pass this law and show the people of the West the land that 
can be reclaimed and how it is situated you may then go before the 
Committee on Public Lands and they can devise some scheme whereby 
the people can take land without danger of monopoly. 

This appropriation is reeoommended by Major Powell, having these 
surveys in charge, and also recommended by the Interior Department. 
There are several communications from the Interior Department, 
which has considered this subject so far as its officers have been able, 
and the Secretary adopts the estimate of Major Powell. 

There was a joint resolution passed requiring this investigation, which 
was introduced and reported from the Committee on Public Lands by 
the Senator fram Colorado [Mr. TELLER], requiring that this kind of 
investigation be made. As I said before, the statutes require that the 
Geological Survey shall also classify the land, but do not provide for 
making locations for these reservoirs and ditches; and in view of this 
condition of things a resolution was passed by the Senate in the follow- 
ing language: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report to the 
Senate what appropriation is necessary to enable the United States Geological 
Survey to carry into effect the joint resolution “‘ directing the Secretary of the 
interior, by means of the Geological Survey, to investigate the practicability of 
constructing reservoirs for the storage of water in the arid region of the United 
States, and to report to Congress,’’ approved March 20, 1888, and the several acts 
of Congress requiring such Geological Survey ,under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to classify the public lands and furnish a map or maps 
showing the various divisions of the public domain suitable for agricultural, 
mineral, and*ether purposes; and particularly to segregate the lands susceptible 
of irrigation, where irrigation is required,from other lands,and designating 
places for reservoirs, canals, and other hydraulic works. 

That was the resolution, and in response to it the Secretary of the 
Interior writes: 

In response thereto I transmit herewith a report from the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey embodying his views as to the method of con- 
ducting the required investigation, and recommending that an appropriation 
of $250,000 be made for the purpose. I have no means to make any estimate 
other than the considerations presented by the Director. The examinations 
aud study made by him have necessarily caused a delay in making response to 
the resolution which has been due to no other reason. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE. 

Then here is a long letter from Major Powell explaining what. is 
necessary to be done to carry out the design of the resolution in con- 
nection with the Geological Survey. Major Powell has also been be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations and given his testimony; but in- 
dependent of testimony and independent of everything else here is a 
vast region of country requiring irrigation, without which it is-useless 
and with which it will become a most productive part of the United 
States. 

It is liable to be placed in such a position in afew years by monopoly 
of the sources of the streams so that irrigation will be very much re- 
tarded or prevented. It is necessary in order that settlements may go 
on that the people shall have immediate access to this country; they 
are there now desiring to make homes, and I say that this appropria- 
tion is absolutely necessary, and if we have any regard for the public 
lands, any regard for the settlers, we must let them know what we 
have and what we can do with it. 

I hope that the amendment will be adopted and become a law, and 
that it will not be defeated on any technical ground. In fact Ido not 
believe there is any technical ground of objection against it. It has 
been recommended by a committee. It merely increases the appropri- 
ation for a topographical survey, and it is simply to carry out laws that 
are now in force and for the purpose of inquiring into a subject abso- 
lutely necessary if the arid country is to be settled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on this amendment that 
it is new legislation. I do not know that any other point of order will 
lie against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa inter- 
pose the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; to the legislative part of the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Onthe ground that it proposes gen- 
eral legislation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the only ground upon which I make the 

ont. 

" Mr. STEWART. Iappeal to the chairman of the committee to with- 
draw the point. The last clause of the amendment, of course, is the 
only part to which it can apply, and I appeal to the committee to with- 
draw that, because this isan emergency. The places for the reservoirs 


JuLY 30, 





| 


are being taken by private parties, and a person who locates where there 
ought to be a reservoir knows it very well. If he gets in the high 
mountains he can see that this is to be a reservoir, and let those who 
go there hereafter take it subject to that. I hope that the chairman 
of the committee will withdraw the point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw it, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. DoTI understand that the Senator has withdraw 
his objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the point of order for the reason that 
if this amendment is to pass I think it is better with the legislative 
provision in than with it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Iowa to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do that because after the examination of these 
reports and the joint resolution No. 6, which was alluded to by the 
Senator from Colorado, I think this amendment is in order. 

I think it is due, however, to the Senators whoare interested in this 
matter and to the committee that sent this amendment to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that I should state briefly the reasons why 
the Committee on Appropriations did not adopt it. 

The committee summoned Major Powell, the chief of the Geological 
Survey, before it with a view of ascertaining what he would do with 
this $250,000 if it were appropriated and how he proposed to execute 
this great scheme of irrigation. He stated to the committee that the 
greater portion of this $250,000 would be expended in what he calls a 
topographical survey of the region; that is to say, if we appropriate 
now $250,000 for this purpose, 80 per cent. of it will be expended in 
the survey of the topography of this high mountain region. There is 
in this bill already a provision appropriating $200,000, in round num- 
bers, or $199,000 for a topographical survey of the United States, every 
dollar of which is to be expended in the discretion practically of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Director of the Geological Survey. I 
am aware that the Director now is expending this money in various 
portions of the United States in making topographical surveys. 

So, if an appropriation was to be made for this purpose, it seemed 
to the committee that it would be wiser to make it in the course of the 
ordinary appropriations now embodied in this bill. The Director of 
the Geological Survey stated to the committee that if this money was 
appropriated, he would use itin making surveysof the highest mountain 
regions in our country, which would involve, of course, a topograph- 
ical survey of the headwaters of the Missouri River, those great rivers 
which unite and form the Missouri. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not believe it wise at this time 
to enter upon a work of such great magnitude as the location of reser- 
voirs and the dedication of land for the purpose of building canals. 
This undoubtedly is a great work, and it undoubtedly will sooner or 


i 
later be executed by the Government of the United States, because no 








private enterprise can engage in the work of diverting the headwaters 
of the Missouri or the headwaters of the Colorado, or the headwaters 
of the Platte, or any of those great interior streams. 

But it seemed to me, and it seemed to the committee, that before en- 
tering upon this work it would be wise to make a further and more 
definite examination into the methods and the cost of this work, and 
in the mean time, while these estimates are being made and whilst proper 
legislation is being prepared for this purpose, it may be a wise thing to 
enlarge somewhat the general appropriation for topographical surveys. 
Therefore the committee did not feel or believe that it was wise now 
to enter upon this work without legislation looking for the segregation 
of these lands,and the prevention of men following up this geological 
survey day by day and when a location is found suitable for a reservoir 
under the general Jand laws immediately picking it up as a homestead, 
orunder the timber-culture law, or the pre-emption law. Whenacanal 
is set apart and located by this geological survey, there may come at 
once an enterprising American citizen who locates himself in the valley 
or in the pathway of this canal so that the Government of the United 
States would be bound sooner or later to pay him a large sum of money 
for the use of the land which he, under the general land laws, is en- 
titled to take. Legislation is necessary on these points. 

Therefore the Committee on Appropriations thought as preliminary 
to this great work it would be wise for the Committee on Public Lands, 
or some other committee of this body to examine with care the ques- 
tions involved in it, and make such preliminary legislation as would 
justify and authorize the beginning of this great expenditure. 

For these reasons the Committee on Appropriations did not see its 
way clear to recommend an appropriation of $250,000 for this specific 
work, and in this way to commit the Government, without the neces- 
sary knowledge as to the expenditure in the future, to a great’scheme 
of irrigating the entire mountain region of our country. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the proposition to appropriate $250, - 
000 for information can not be said to commit the Government to any- 
thing. When we have appropriated $250,000 and obtained the infor- 
mation, if we get the information we desire, it may be found desirable 
for the Government to take some steps to enhance the value of this 
land by building reservoirs and selling the land at an enhanced price. 
It may be that the Government will decline to do that. The whole 
matter is simply one for information, and it in no way commits the 
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Government to anv system, to anys ne, to any proje vhat I 
and I am astonished that ee can find no bett et ! 
to the amendment than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to int 
moment ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Major Powell, Director of the Geolk ] é 
stated that to locate the reservoirs and canals would cost f1 
to $5,000,000. Therefore it is not an appropriation of $250, 000; it is tl 
beginning of a much larger appropriation, which is inv rst 
in this appropriation of $250,000, and certainly if the ¢ nment 
the United States shall enter upon the construction of these canals and 
the building of these reservoirs a much larger sum will b ve d 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken as to what th 
Director of the Geological survey said. He said he had ready ex- 
pended a million dollars for the topographical surveys of the United 
States, and that to complete the entire topographical survey of th 


United States would cost $4,000,000 more, and would take tl al 
time in the way in which we were doing it. Ihold the printed state- 
ment in my hand and can 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like 
Mr. TELLER. I will do so. 
Mr. ALLISON. He said it would cost $4,000,000 or 
make the topographical survey of this region. 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, he said nothing-of the kind; 
said so it would not makea particle of difference. 
The chairman asked: 


. PS ce 
not be mistaken 


to have the Senator read 
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Q. Are you through with your general statement? 

A. Yes, sir; but I want to speak something about the cost. 

Q. That is what we want to hear you upon, 

A. To complete the survey as we have been going on— 

He had been speaking of the topographical survey— 
without laying out the reservoirs, without laying out the sites fi ulworks 
and canals and so on, would take about $5,000,000. We have expended about 
$1,000,000, so that it would now take about $4,000,000 to complete that w« 

He is speaking of the general topographical work of the United States 
which must ultimately bedone. He says that the way they have been 


going on it would take thirty years. TheSenator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BECK] asked him: 

Q. And what length of time?—A. At the rate we have been ; g on it 
take between thirty and forty years. 

Q. With ample means how long would it take ?—A. It could be done in ten 


years. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the Director of the Geological Survey spoke 
of $5,000,000 or $4,000,000, he had reference to the topographical sur- 
vey of the mountain regions. 


If the Senator will yield I shall be obliged to him. 


survey of the United States will cost $20,000,000, and I believe it will 
cost $30,000,000 before it iscompleted. He had reference to the topo- 


graphical survey of the region to be involved in this improvement. 
The Senator knows.very well that the entire region of Colorado has 
already had its topographical survey. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, not by any means; 
of it has. 

Mr. ALLISON. A good portionof it has, and nominally nearly the 
whole of it. Of course I do not say that it has had such a close and 
definite survey as Major Powell is making, nor was the survey of Clar- 
ence King of that character; but there has been, as the Senator well 
says, a million dollars expended in topography in the mountain regions, 
and $4,000,000 more will berequired. Thatis all there is of the state- 
ment of Major Powell. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator is entirely mistaken. He 
the geological work with the topographical work. They are two dis 
tinct things. The vast amount of money which has been appropriated 


a good portion of 16, s 


has been appropriated, not for the topographical but for the geologi- 


al examination of the country, which is an entirely distinct thing. 
The one is an investigation into the earth and the other is an 
gation on top of the earth. 

Mr. ALLISON. If theSenator will allow me, I will state that every 
scientific man who has made a geographical survey has mad: 
graphical surve¥ accompanying it. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. Major Powell in all his statements everywhere 
shows that where he is making a geological survey he accompanies it 
with a topographical survey. It is an essential as a preliminary par 
of the geological survey. So I confound nothing when I say that. 

Mr. TELLER. 
mit, on all these questions; but on some of these points he is evidently 
a little mistaken. 
of the Geological Survey, who ought to knowsomething about this mat- 
ter, if he does not. 

Mr. ALLISON. He knows all about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I read from Major Powell’s statement before the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


Investi- 
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It is certainly well known to those who | 
have examined the subject that the completion of the topographical 


| ber of 


confounds | 


above 


The Senator from Iowa is very well posted, I ad- 


Now, I will go en with the statement of the Director 
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By the CHAIRMAN 
Q. Of course, topography 
A. Topography is the first 
Q. It is the essential thing? 
4 And the chief cost 
Q. If you run this whole ar 
314,000,000 for topography, and 
million and a quarter? 
4. It could be done for a m 
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and it ll ma homes for th yple where they can not live without 
I 1, these streams have natural reservoirs, and if the Gover 
ment will go to work and determine wherethe reservoirs are, theirca- 
pacity, the expense of filling them with water, then under some gen- 
eral tem of legislation the people of the States, the States them- 
| the } ple i 3 will 
tl basins t 
{ t tine 1 W l 1 States 
\ 1 oO »% t 12s done n 
lregion put ] 
‘ andl « d into reser- 
\ in India in its prime, before it was cursed by British misrule, he 
will tounded when her Is of dams 60 miles long for no other 
purpose than to h the rain that fell upon the plains lying above 
them. To-day the British Government is spending millions of pounds 
in restoring the old reservoirs and old canalsin India. Itiscompelled 


a recurrence of what took place within twelve years— 


the starvation of those pt yple to the extent of more than 10,000,000 

ni tant 
I time will come when we shall be crowded with population and 
hall be required to do the same thing. Is it too much to 


ask now, in the days of our strength, of our richness, that we should 
atleast know where the places are that wecan put the water, and that we 
hall give to the people who may desire to put their money in these en- 
terprises a knowledge of what it will cost them, how much the reser- 
voirs will hold, their capacity, their cost, and their utility? That is 
all we ask, and I think we are entitled to it, not because it is local, 
not because the money is to be expended in Colorado, in Nevada, in 
California, or in Utah, Arizona, or New Mexico, but because it will 
eventually make homes for the people still living in New England, or 
the people who shall hereafter be born on the Atlantic coast and in 
other sections of the country. It is not a local interest; it is a general 
interest; and $250,000 is nothing at all in comparison with its magni- 
tude and importance, 
Che other day there was passed through the Senate a bill appropri- 
iting twenty-two million and some odd thousand dollars for rivers and 
harbors. What did the great States lying in the interior of the conti- 
nent get from that measure? What did the State I in part represent, 
situated on top of the continent, having its waters running both to the 
Pacific and to the Atlantic, get? Nota dollar, and it never did get a 
dollar from such a measure. The Government has done nothing at 
any time for the people of that section of the country, a section equal 
in extent to almost the entire inhabited region east of the Mississippi 
River. 

The State that I represent in part has put into circulation more than 
$200, 000,000 of bullion in the last ten years. We have paid our debts, 
we have erected our public buildings, and constructed our roads, and 
all those things we have done without any help from the General Gov- 
ernment. We are not to be specially benefited by this system any 
more than the people of Massachusetts or the people of Iowa or the 
people of Illinois. 

[ know Senators say that it is entering upon a big undertaking. It 
is not, Mr. President. It is determining, first, whether we shall enter 
upon a big undertaking when we have the evidence before us. I have 
no doubt about our entering upon it in some shape and at some time, 
but the first thing to obtain is the information; and why should it be 
withheld? Who has the authority to do this work but the Government? 
Who else can do it in such a way that it will be valuable to the people 
of the whole country? 

Take the Rio Grande of the West, rising within 12 miles of my home, 
and running through the States of Colorado, Nevada, Arizona Terri- 
tory, and California to the Western coast. Whose interest is it that 
the water should be stored at the head of that stream? It is the in- 
terest of every State and Territory lying below. It flows through a 
valley that I say here without fear of contradiction is as rich as the 
Nile, and which will contain a population some day of immense num- 
bers; and yet every foot of that land must be irrigated if it is to be 
made productive. 

This measure is not local, it is not the interest of Nevada or Colo- 
rado, but it is the interest of the whole nation that the Government 
should be put in possession of the facts, so that a system of legislation 
may be devised when we know the facts which shall make these res- 
ervoirs valuable to the public, and shall prevent their appropriation by 
a few capitalists here and there. 

Mr. President, the subject is a great one. I hold in my hand a let- 
ter which I received yesterday, written from Colorado, speaking of an 
area with which I am pertectly familiar. The writer says that by 
flooding 1,885 acres of land there could be 377,000 acres of land irri- 
gated at a foot of water per acre, and when it has been irrigated two 
years 6 inches will irrigate it; or, in other words, it will double the 
area. This examination has been made by private capital. This al- 
ludes only to four places, but the examination of the thousands of places 
like unto thesecan not be made and will not be made by private capital. 

I say, Mr. President, that it is a small sum te ask, and it is not en- 
tering upom any dangerous experiment, or any scheme, or any job. It 
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is in the interest of the people who expect to make their living out of 
the soil, and of nobody else. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have .no loeal o1 per- 
sonal interest in this amendment, but I earnestly hope it will adoptec 
It seems to me that the statement made by the chair 
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lan of the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations ought to be a sufficient reason to the Senate 











why the amendment should be adopted. He admitted the importance 
of the scheme, the great interest the people at large had in it, but said 
it was necessary for us to know more of it, and that it should be consid- 
ered by the Committee on Public Lands, or by somebody else, so that 
we could understand better wh: + propose to un lertake. The pro- 
| posed appropriation of $250,000 is intended to accomplish exactly that 
purpose. 
| No great work is undertaken in this country by intelligent men 
without a preliminary examination for the purpose of ascertaining 
something about what is proposed to be entered upon. This appro- 
priation proposes that the Geological Survey shall make an examina- 
tion and furnish to Congress the informatic y to enable them 
to determine whether this scheme for the irrig his large amount 
of arid land is feasible. 
In the published report made by Major Powell some time since the 
quantity of arid land in the country susceptible of irrigation is esti- 


mated at 1,000,000 square miles, a tract of country equal in extent to 
twenty large States, which is practically useless as conditions exist at 
the present time. If this Jand can be reclaimed by any reasonable ex- 
pense, here is a great purpose, wort] » best efforts of the United 
States Government and of the sci en to take in hand and at- 
tempt to accomplish it. 

In addition to all this, I feel interest in this scheme for the reason 
that a very large part of the State in which I live is liable to inunda- 
tion. For forty years scientific men have been investigating the ques- 
tion as to how the swamps bordering the great rivers are to be reclaimed 
from annual overflow. A great engineer, Charles Elliott, devoted 
years of his life to the investigation of this question, between thirty and 
forty years ago, and wrote a volume which was published by the Smith- 
sonian Institution, endeavoring to demonstrate that the only feasible 
plan for reclaiming these rivers from overflow would be to preserve 
their excessive waters in reservoirs near their sources. The plan or 
scheme has been entertained and considered by scientific men for a 
long while, and I do not understand how it can be said now that this 
first step proposed to be taken in that direction is premature. 

If there has been a question considered carefully and with all the 
facilities which have been at the hands of men connected with it, this 
has been. It has been looked into as carefully as it can be without 
actual surveys. 

The next thing to be done is to have examinations made so that sci- 
entific men may say to the committees of Congress exactly whatcan be 
done and what cost will be necessary to inclose an area of country which 








will hold so many cubic feet of water, and the estimated amount of 


rainfall that will be tributary to each particular reservoir. When 
those reports are made and those facts are furnished to Congress it will 
be possible for us to make some definite and general law by which to 
guide the Government in future. But we must have some facts to be- 
gin with. We can not pass a law now to provide for carrying out this 
scheme, because we have not the facts and data necessary to enable us 
to know what we are to do. 

The chairman of the committee seemed to apprehend that when a 
survey shall be made under this appropriation speculators and schemers 
will follow along the survey and locate homesteads or otherwise take 
up tracts of country which would be selected as places for reservoirs. 
They are justas competent to go and make those selections to-day with- 
out any examination on the part of the Geological Survey as they will 
be afterwards. What information would be derived by the examiners 
in the field would not be made public. The ground lies open for the 
investigation of such persons now as much as it would then. 

There is no danger, in my judgment, of any harm coming from this 
provision, but I should have no objection to having a clause added that 
all this land shall be reserved and shall not be subject to be taken up 
by private individuals until after this question has been settled and 
the location of these works has been fixed by the engineers of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Any man who has seen the results which have come from irriga- 
tion in many of our Western States, any Senator who Mas visited South- 
ern California or any other part of the great tract of country where 
irrigation has been adopted, can form some conception of the immense 
benefits to result to civilized man from an intelligent system of irri- 
gation. What has been done in that respect has gone along in a hap- 
hazard manner, and now many localities where irrigation has been 
adopted are suffering from the fact that there was no scientific plan in 
the first place adopted by which irrigation could be carried on in a 
regular and systematic way. 

I think the Government of the United States should start in this 
matter where the beginning should be, and that it should make first 
an examination before there is any effort made to do any of the worlk:. 

I hope that the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I intend every time I get an oppor- 
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to represent was depicted upon the maps of this country as ‘‘ the Great 
American Desert.’? It is not so now. During a residence of twenty 
years within the borders of the State of Nebraska I have witnessed 
wonderful changes in its soil and the capabilities of its production. By 
reason of increased rainfall, or perhaps a better wording would be to 
say because of a more even distribution of rainfall, I have seen the 
area of arable land in that State continually westernized, the western 
limit of its arable land moving steadily westward and the area of its 
arid soil constantly and very largely decreased. 

{ remember well when 150 miles west of the Missouri River was con- 
sidered the western limit of land fit for cultivation. Now, perhaps for 
the reasons that have been suggested by the Senator from Alabama (al- 
though it is not the reason that is so important as the result), the 
greater part of the rich States of Kansas and Nebraska are subject to 
cultivation without irrigation. A small portion in the far western part 
of these States, for successful croppage year after year, would undoubt- 
edly be benefited by irrigation, but irrigation has long ago ceased to 
be a necessity. Itis no local object, therefore, that prompts me to the 
support of this amendment. 

Several times in going over land to California, and in visiting por- 
tions of Colorado, Nevada, and other parts of the West, particularly 
the Territories, I have seen the lands that it is proposed to benefit and 
reclaim by the measure about to be inaugurated. I remember some 
years ago, in passing through the State of Nevada, traveling over what 
is known as the Humboldt Desert. I had never seen a spot so deso- 
late, apparently so useless for all purposes as that great desert called the 
Humboldt Sink. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you ever see a more fertile spot in the world 
when it is cultivated by irrigation? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, and I was about to say when interrupted, 
as the cars carried us through that great plain of alkali and ashes, and 
we experienced all the discomfort that comes from the slacking of the 
alkali dust upon our lips, our eyes were suddenly gladdened by fields 
of waving grain, showing as high a condition of cultivation as I have 
ever seen anywhere; grass was abundant and thick, and there were 
exhibited to us vegetables grown in these ash-heaps that challenged our 
admiration and were beyond description. All this result was simply 
for the reason that this land thus improved was ‘‘ under-ditch,’’ to use 
the parlance of the country, and that water had been conducted from 
the mountain sides to the barren alkali land, and made it blossom like 
the rose. 

The old familiar story was told of the saying of a former member of 
this body, Senator Wade, of Ohio, who in passing over that part of the 
West, the State of my friend, who so strongly favors this amendment, 
said that Nevada resembled very much another place not to be men- 
tioned to ears polite, in that all it needed to be made a paradise was 
water and good society. There is much of truth in the statement that 
at first seemssomewhatshocking. Good society has undoubtedly come 
to that country, and I hope water will come in all sufficient abundance 
by reason of this and similar legislation. 

Unquestionably, as a measure of economy, it is desirable that the 
Government should enter upon this course of experiment. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that this is the best way to reach the 
result desired. I do not know that the Geological Survey Office is the 
best office or the Director of the Geoloical Survey the best man to ac- 
complish this important work. For myself I should be glad to see 
matters of this kind pass in large degree under the control of those in- 
telligent and painstaking gentlemen, educated at the public expense, 
constituting the Engineer Corps of the Army of the United States. 

I say this without any desire to reflect upon the Director of the 
Geological Survey, for whom I entertain the highest respect, or upon 
his Department, which has accomplished great good; but the question 
who shall do this work is a matter for the future rather than for the 
present. The desirable thing now is that we should enter upon this 
course of experiment right speedily for the abundant reasons set forth 
by the different Senators who have spoken, particularly those from 
the State of Colorado, who are peculiarly well fitted to give us infor- 
mation on this important subject. 

Mr. President, there are other reasons that prompt me to support this 
measure. There is no difficulty in ascertaining what are the rights of 
private owners of land along streams, whether they be navigable or 
not. The law-books are fall of decisionssettling the rights of riparian 
owners. If Iama private-land owner and through my lands there 
courses a stream it is not within the power of my neighbor who lives 
up stream to divert that water course to his private purposes and from 
me to my injury, and remedy would lie in law for such diversion. 

But when you come to the diversion of streams from their natural 
course or from their general purposes by whole communities, by the in- 
habitants of great States, I submit therecomes a new and very startling 
proposition for the courts to determine. I am led to this suggestion 
for this reason: There flows through the State of Nebraska from its 
western to its eastern boundary, running a length through the State 
of very nearly 500 miles, the Platte River. Itis nota navigable stream 
at any point from its mouth to its source, although a wide and rapid 
river. 

It is useful, however, for many purposes, not only for irrigation, but 
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because of its length and width, spreading as it does over much terri- 
tory, undoubtedly contributes in more or less degree to that increase of 
rainfall to which I have referred. Within a year or two, owing to the 
large settlement of agriculturists in the State of Colorado and the use 
by those cultivating the soil and by the ranchmen of that State of the 
waters of the north and scuth forks of the Platte River, there come 
times at seasons of the year when water should be abundant, and when 
the water of the Platte River is of the utmost importance to the resi- 
dents of the State in which I live, that the bed of the Platte River 
along the lower levels almost needs irrigation to be worthy the name 
of river. The abundant use of the water from its tributaries by those 
who tap them for irrigating purposes threatens to destroy the Platte 
for the uses of Nebraskans. 

This evil became so great within the last year that the governor 
of Nebraska, once a member of this body, Hon. John M. Thayer, ad- 
dressed a communication to the governor of Colorado, calling his at- 
tention to this overuse of the waters of the two forks of the Platte 
River that caused it to become a dry stream, if that term can be under- 
stood, throughout much of the State of Nebraska, but the governor of 
Colorado very properly said that he did not see what there was within 
his power to do, and I do not apprehend that a suit could be main- 
tained by the State of Nebraska against the State of Colorado for such 
diversion and such use of the waters of that great stream. It may be 
that, if Colorado through its State authorities was to take such action 
with the water a suit might lie; but I do not see how the evil can be 
remedied, when many thousands of citizens of the State of Colorad’ 
are making the use I have mentioned of the water near the sources of 
the river. 

So nothing could be done apparently by the courts or the States for 
the purpose of remedying this difficulty. I submit, however, that one 
of ‘the ways, perhaps the only way, by which the difficulty may be 
remedied, is that the Government of the United States should take hold 
of this matter, and prevent the improper or improvident use of the 
waters of these great rivers by those who live near their sources. By 
the building of reservoirs such as are contemplated by this amendment, 
it would be within the authority and power of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment charged with that duty to see to it that there was maintained 
in these reservoirs a proper supply of water during the time when water 
was needed, either for purposes of navigation or for purposes of irriga- 
tion on the lower portion of the rivers. They could be filled when 
water was abundant, and in the dry season the rivers could remain un- 
touched. 

I received in the earlier part of the spring; in May, 1888, a letter 
from the governor of Nebraska, which is addressed to the Nebraska 
delegation in Congress, which I will read, because it suggests in some- 
what different language that which I have already said, and presents 
the matter quite forcibly: 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Lincoln, May 7, 1888. 

Dear Stirs: I submit for your consideration a subject of large interest to the 
people of Nebraska, especially those of the western — of it. L refer to the 
use of the waters of the Platte River. Complaints have frequently been made 
to me by farmers in our western counties that the waters of the North and 
South Platte during the drier seasons of the year are almost wholly absorbed 
by the ranchmen occupying the valleys of these streams—especially the latter— 
who have established a system of reservoir dams and irrigating ditches by 
which they seem to have acquired control of those streams. 

It would hardly be a tenable position for them to assume that the Platte River 
was created for their especial use and benefit, but it is reasonable to believe that 
nature intended to bestow her bounties upon all alike, and the assumption is 
well founded also that the people of Nebraska possess as much moral right to 
the waters of the rivers in question as the people of Colorado, though the latter 
have the advantage of usin location. They have the physical power to take 
those waters, and it is freely conceded that there is not at present any legal 
means by which their power can be restrained. 

I do not desire to deprive the ranchmen and farmers of Colorado of the use 
of those waters, but I do claim a fair share of them for the ranchmen and farm- 
ers of Nebraska. They are abundantenough for all those who dwell in the val- 
leys of the North and South Platte from their headwaters, and of the main 
Platte to its mouth. . 

I believe the same facts exist and the same reasoning is applicable in regard 
to the Arkansas River in Kansas. It is true that does not interest our peo- 
ple personally, but enlightened and unselfish views should prevail, having 
reference to all sections equally interested. . 

Having’ given to this subject much careful consideration and earnest thought, 
I am led to believe that a feasible plan can be devised by which the end herein 
outlined can be accomplished. 

If Congress can expend millions for constructing reservoirs in the Upper Mis- 
sissippi to benefit the millers of Minnesota, why may not Congress expend a 
much less sum upon the two Plattes and the Arkansas for the benefit of the 
farmers of Nebraska, Kansas, Colorado, and Wyoming? 

My plan would be for Congress to make an appropriation for the survey of the 
headwaters of the two Plattes and the Arkansas in Colorado, with the view to 
the building of reservoirs there to hold back the surplus waters from the spring 
rains and melting snows of the mountains and cajions. 

A system of this kind, it appears to me, is practicable, and under proper re- 
strictions and control the waters of those rivers can be utilized for the great ad- 
vantage of all the people directly interested, as well in Nebraska and Kansas as 
in Colorado and Wyoming. 

If a measure of this character were adopted and carried into execution a vast 
domain of public lands, now regarded as almost wofthless, would be opened for 
settlement and made susceptible of a high degree of cultivation. The area of 
the public lands now open for settlement, and which attract the settler, is rap- 
idly diminishing. Asa result of the measure herein advocated, new fields will 
be opened for those seeking homes in the West where an immense population 
may be sustained, and will to a considerable extent meet the demand created 
by the exhaustion of the supply of public lands now offered to the settler. _ 

It is difficult to conceive any ceed veasen why Congress should not provide 
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for carrying this measure into effect, as well 
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Furthermore, here is a field whereasmal! portion ofthe 






~ iu pin the Treasury, can be utilized for the public 
add largely to the wealth of the nation, for it does not require any g 
of foresight to be convinced that the outlay for this enterprise w 


ianifold inerease. This subject will « sllenge atten- 
and will have to be met. 
gress being far advanced, the circu tances may 
r early action, but it is desirable that this matter sh« l re 
ceive attention, and I therefore present it for your considerat 
Very respectfully, yours, 


to the Government with 1 
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rhe present session of C 







not be auspicious f 


JOHN M. THAYER 
Senators C. F. MANDERSON and A. S, PADpDocK and 
Representatives JAmMres LAIRD, G. W. E. Dorsry, 
and JOHN A. MCSHANE, 
Washington, D 
P, S.—Since writing the above Congressional reports allude to an amendment 
to some bill offered by Senator PAppbock, relating to irrigat t not having 
seen the bill I do not know its scope and character. 
A F 


It was probably because of this letter and because asa member of the 
Committee on Public Lands his attention had been challenged to mat- 
ters of this character that my colleague [Mr. PADDOCK], who is un- 
fortunately absent, presented, I think by way of amendment to this 
bill, or if not by a bill that went to the Committee on Public Lands, 
substantially the measure that is presented. by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. 

It is suggested to me, and I remember now,.that the resolution intro- 
duced by him went to the committee of which he is chairman, the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, and was by 
him reported favorably from that committee and sent to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I regret very much that he is not here so that 
he could himself urge the adoption of this amendment, having given 
this matter the attention that its importance and the feasibility of the 
plan that is suggested by the amendment demands. 

It has been suggested, Mr. President, that very great chan; 





ges have 
been made by reason of the denuding of our forests and other causes 
on the one hand, producing arid soil and desert land, and on the other, 
by reason of the cultivation of the soil, producing that which is arable 
and fertile. I think those who have gone over our Western country 
and are familiar with its characteristics see there evidences of these 
changes. 

A year or two ago it was my fortune to travel over New Mexico and 
Arizona, and my attention was called by a geologist, who was of the 
party, to what he claimed to be evidences of the fact that at some far- 
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Why, Mr. President, should we not keep s 





i 
tional domain for the generations yet to come I at t 
in love with the philosophy of Artemus Ward, who 1 as 
had not done anything for him, he did not see why he s! 
thing for posterity. 

lhe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR sme w 
many inhabitit now as in t future, if someof them had it: 
no. Itisnottheland. The landof course isnot going to bea 
it isthe ownership of the land t I here is 
much land in the country, I suppose, as there wa sand ve ‘ 
and no less, but the ownership of it is the material thir Che moment tl 
United otates Govern ient ceases to b i great land ow rt ut rile t 
land in private possession commences to goup. It is possibl ¥ to 
get cheap land in almost all the States, that is to say, compara 
cheap; but it is becau J Siates has a it area V 1 
constantly offering for homestea a pre- . 
the price of land is kept down in the older States and w ini ! 
of men of modest means. The moment the Government has disposed 
of its domain land will go up with fearful rapidity, andthe men of th 
present and the men of the immediate future in large numbers, in 
countless thousands, will find themselves unable to get land. 

[ am not anxious to absorb this public domain; I am not anxious to 
live to see the day when the congestion of population around the great 
cities that produces disturbance can not be relieved by the go 
of the population thus congested upon the public domain, where it can 


find, if not what it would like to have, something, at least, that will 
be conducive to independence and bring an ample support. 

That is one reason why I am not willing now to do anything which 
will induce the population within the 


these great altitudes upon the roseate 


areas to go out into 


present 


anticipations which will be ex- 


cited by the reports we shall get. Chere is no doubt about the fi 
fulness of that soil; there is no doubt that, supplied with water, it will 
yield bountifully. That we all know; and even if we had the report, 


certainly we should not learn anything of that kind that we do not 
know now of the result of this experiment. I know the fert brain 
of these gentlemen, and I suppose the Chief of the Geological Survey 
wants another job. We shall hearal]l about it on the finest letter-press; 


| there will be the finest pictures the mind of man ever conceived of or 


off period there were, in that country, irrigating ditches in great num- | ' 
| It never yet refused employment to a single relative of a Congressman 


ber. I think there can be no question but that that land, now in great 
part an arid desert, not fitted for the purposes of cultivation, hardly 
fitted in many parts for grazing, was at one time a fertile and a prom- 
ising country. 

It is not easy to conceive that those venturesome and intelligent 
Spaniards who with Cortez conquered Mexico and who followod Co- 
ronado in his wonderful expedition centuries ago in search of the fa- 
mous seven cities of Cibola were tempted to march, as they did, to the 
far-off Arkansas and probably to the still farther Platte liver, if the 
country through which they journeyed was at that time what it is 
to-day. 

I have no question of the fact that great parts of New Mexico and 
Arizona were in that distant time countries of great fertility, main- 
taining a great and prosperous agricultural population, with a fairly ad- 
vanced civilization, of which there are many evidences. 
possible to reclaim these now waste places, and certainly under our civ- 
ilization, so much greater than that of the past, we can bring these arid 


the photographer’s art ever produced as the result of it; there will be 
endless volumes and cart-loads of books, I may say, about it, and there 
will be employment for Congressmen’s sons and relatives and friends. 

The Geological Survey is the lying-in hospital of the Government. 


or to any one who is supposed to be influential in regard to obtaining 


appropriations, and the appropriations they ask for are never refused, 
| and, with one exception, it is the only appropriation made in tue pt 
cise terms requested and never diminished in either House of Congress. 
I venture to say for whatever it may be worth that the money that 
has been expended by the Geological Survey, as a rule, has been the 
worst expenditure since the Government was made. We have heard, 


L believe itis | 


plains of the West again to be fertile farms, affording prosperous homes | 


to a progressive people. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have not been able to give my as- 
sent to this proposition, nor have I been convinced by the argument 
that has been made here, substantially all of which is trash. No one 
doubts that if water is placed upon grounds of the highest altitude, 


vegetation follows, and, of course, the traveler across the western wastes | 


who has encountered one of these oases always remembers it, and he 
is to be pardoned for bringing it to mind on a proper occasion. But 
the question is a practical one in a different respect. 

We have got a large area of public domain beyond the reach of pres- 
ent occupation, and that is the area which it is sought by this measure 
to begin to bring within the reach of cultivation. I am not one of 
those who think that a measure of that kind is of present importance, 
because I do not believe that it is the public interest to absorb all the 
public domain at the earliest possible day. 

There are millions of acres of land in Kansas, in Nebraska, in Min- 
nesota—why need I specify the States?—not 10 per cent. of the arable 
surface of the United States to-day is under cultivation. Why should 
men be enticed away from the places where they now live, where agri- 
culture is as profitable as anywhere, from lands that are cheap enough 
to answer all the purposes of even the poorest, to go into spaces where 
the very meagerness of the population makes expensive everything they 
do far beyond what it would if they were working in some locality 
where they were surrounded by neighbors, by theappliancesof civiliza- 
tion, by the means and facilities of transportation, of schools, ofchurches, 
and so on, which they would not need themselves to provide out of 
their meager means. 


of course, a great deal about ethnology, about the disappeared and th« 
disappearing races on the American continent, a large portion of which, 
in my belief, has been pure invention, just as absolutely the work of 
the brain of man without the basis of factas the tales of Munchausen. 

When we do this I want it done, in the first place, under proper au- 
spices. The time will probably come when the Government should do 
it, but it will not come until population presses upon these areas and 
demands that they be opened in order that the men who can not get 


land otherwise may there be supplied 


We have 60,000, 000o0f people in the United States. Make it 64,600 
| 000; make it 100,000,000—still the comparative density of population 
is nothing. There is room for 400,000,00C people within the limits in 
which cultivation of the soil is carried on now, and there will be no 
overcrowding. Why, then, should we not preserve to someextent t 
existing condition of things? Why should we not rather seek to cde 
velop that which is within our own immediate range, and why not 
leave some of these areas for those who are to come after us and who 
by changing fortune or by means of successful enterprise or skill and 
determination, or of that feeling which bids a man to leave the place 


| 


of his birth, may find comfortable means to go out into these high al- 
titudes, these unexplored soiitudes of the Rocky Mountains and of 
great plains? 


Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska builds his support of th 
measure upon the belief that there will be more water in the South 
Platte. Let him put the men of Colorado who are supporting this 


| measure upon the stand and ask them what will be the result of it, 


and they will tell him that for every drop Nebraska gets now it wi 


not get half a oneif this measure shall be carried out to its full fruition 
Why, Mr. President, the area of cultivation, of irrigation in Nebras 
alone will have no more water than falls upon that great arid wate 
shed. This whole measure is conceived in utter disregard of the righ 
of the riparian proprietors on the Lower Platte and the I 
and the Lower Mississippi. I do not mean to say that they are to be 
taken into question now. I am not arguing for that. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator a quest 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator wishes a chance to speak, I will make 
a motion to adjourn on his account. 
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Mr. President, the water that is necessary to cultivate all the land known that this water is only collected in flood times, that at other 


that is susceptible of cultivation upon the Upper Platte and the Upper 
Arkansas will take more than falls or than is carried off on the surface 
on which it falls in all that great area. The General Government has 
got no jurisdiction over what the Colorado man should do with the 
water that is taken out on the part on which he is engaged in enter- 
prises upon his own land, and it can not defend or protect the rights of 
the riparian proprietor on the Lower Arkansas or the Lower Platte to 
the flow of the water to which he was accustomed when he bought his 
land, nor to any other flow. It will have to be settled, like all other 


questions of that kind which involve the infringement of the rights of 


one by another, by the courts. The Government storing water in Up- 
per Colorado and feeding it out to the people in the lower valley of the 


Platte will be a spectacle that the Senator from Nebraska will not live | 


to see; it will not come. 

Mr. President, because in the first place I believe in retaining just 
as much as we can under a judicious system of the public domain foi 
the future, because I am opposed to the expenditure by the present 
head of the Geological Bureau, because Iam opposed to giving him 
any further privileges with the public Treasury, and because I see in 
this a means of speculation in the public domain, lam opposed to it. 

[am thankful to the Senator who moved this amendment that he 
put the amount at $250,000. If he had put it ata million probably 
there would not be two votes against it in this body. We deal with 
these sums as though they were playthings, and when anybody says 
anything about appropriating the public money the answer is that a 
tremendous surplus has been piled in the Treasury which invites all 
sorts of extravagances and relieves us of all responsibility. I do not 
say anything, therefore, about the money itself. I know that is vain. 
But I do speak about it as I think from the higher standpointof the 
public weal, of the interests of those who are to come after us, of things 
which may in themselves concern even the perpetuity of the American 
Republic; and I say that now is not the time; noneed calls for it; every 
dictate of public policy, I think, is against it; and that, to my mind, 
is re-enforced beeause [ believe the money will be extravagantly ex- 
pended—not an argument against spending, but extravagantly spend- 
ing it. 

lor these reasons, Mr. President, I am opposed to this amendment, 
although I have myself interest in this section of the country and feel 
towards Colorado almost as towards my own State, willing to do any- 
thing and everything I can to advance its interests, for a large portion 
of its population went from Kansas; not a town or a hamlet in that 
State but probably has moremen whoonce lived in Kansas than almost 
any other State in the Union. I know them; I see them every year. 
I have watched the growth of that State. I know that the climatic 
changes in that State and all that great area which lies between the 
Rocky Mountains and the Missouri River during the past thirty-two 
or thirty-three years I have been a witness of it—it has come without 
anything being done to promote it except the labor of the pioneer. He 
has done it not always for his own profit; he has done it for the public 
interests, not so designing, but with that result, more than for his own 
benefit, and as he has worked his way westward, as he has cultivated 
the soil, as he has planted the trees, as he has built the domestic fire, 
as he has stimulated the building of railroads he has compelled cli- 
matic changes which have made that which was before uninhabitable 
not only inhabitable, but fruitful to the last degree. 

He has not always lived to get the full benefit of it; he has done it 
for those who are to come after him, but he has done it; and thatsame 
process still continuing with the necessary and inevitable growth of 
the population westward, whether with or without inducement, will 
bring a similar change still further west. It has been left forthe west- 
ern pioneer to demonstrate the practical truth of the assertion of the 
good book, that the earth was made for man. Wherever there is soil 
good for anything, where human labor is brought to bear upon it, it 
can be made to yield. He has been the compelling agent which has 
brought about the final result. 

Yet, Mr. President, twenty-five years ago when the pioneers first 
entered upon these great spaces, if the Government had then said ‘‘We 
want to know what is in the mountains, and we want some gauge of 
the great resources of the United States,’’ it could have done something 
of this kind with a great deal better grace than it can doit now. Now, 
the men in Colorado have been going into every place where the water 
naturally flows, they have cut out ditches, as a result of which they 
have cultivated fields which before could not be tilled. They have 
made Colorado not only a mineral State but an agricultural State, and 
at this late day the Government comes in, and under the pretense of 
doing that which they have already done really, perhaps as a subject 
of speculation, as it will practically be, to spend money to publish 
abroad what the pioneer himself has done with his own labor and with- 
out help from the Government. 

Mr. STEWART. Nothing has surprised me more than the reasons 
given by the Senator from Kansas against the adoption of this amend- 
ment, and I want to call attention to some of those unique, peculiar, 
and original objections. One of them was that it would deprive Kan- 
sas and the Lower Mississippi of water, and would therefore be in vio- 
lation of the principle of riparian proprietorship. Now, it is well 








times these streams run dry, and I shuuld like to have somebody figure 
out how the Lower Mississippi or Kansascould possibly be injured by 
relieving it of the surplus water. 

This water that we would save runs to waste into the occan. There 
is no human being that has got any beneficial interest in it. There is 
plenty of water in the ocean for the fish within it, so that no fish, no 
animal, nobody will be benefited by this water flowing to the ocean. 

So far as that argument is concerned that takingsome ofthe surplus 
of the water of the Platte River in time of flood and saving the Lower 
Mississippi and the lower valleys of the Platte from injury is a reason 
why this amendment should not pass, it is in keeping with every other 
reason and with all the reasons assigned by the Senator from Kansas. 

Another reason was that he wanted to preserve the population for 
Kansas and did not want the population to go out into new Territories. 
I think that Kansas is pretty well settled. I do not believe that there 
are 5,000,000 acres of land in that State that have not been entered 
upon. All the best land has been filed upon in Kansas and the people 
are going west of Kansas. 


Then, again, there is another reason. Hesays he wants to save these 
lands for posterity. He wants to save these mountainous Territories 
for posterity. How ishe saving them for posterity ?. By what process ? 


He says that this amendment squanders them, and he wants to save 
them. Whatis this amendment? This amendment does not dispose 
of an acre of land. On the contrary, it is an amendment to prevent 
the headwaters of these streams from being monopolized so that the 
land will be lost to settlement. 

Every year thousands, if not millions, of acres ofland are practically 
destroyed because the headwaters of streams are monopolized, and it 
becomes impossible to utilize them because there is no place to save the 
water. This amendment provides for reservations for reservoirs to 


| store water so that it can be distributed on these lands. 


I know that there is one class of men who are interested in keeping 
these rivers open to speculation and keeping these places for reservoirs 
open to speculation, and that is the cattle barons. They geta location 
at the head of a stream and command the whole situation. I have been 
surprised that we have not made these reservations, that we have not 
a place reserved for reservoirs so that the country can ultimately be 
settled. 

I do not think it is quite generous in the Senator from Kansas, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, to advocate a proposition 
that shall exelude settlers from these Territories. If there is a chance 
to benefit the people by opening tothem this section of country, which 
is better than the plains of Kansas, let themgothere. Itwas supposed 
the whole country wasfree to them. There are Territoriesin the West 
that were organized asearly as the Territory of Kansas; they have been 
organized for the last forty years, some of them. 

People have lived there, made their homes there, and there are mill- 
ions of people there now, and laws should be passed that will prevent 
the monopolizing of land and of water and make it possible to develop 
that region. I say they have just as good rightsas any other people in 
the United States. 

The Senator objects to the Geological Bureau and its Director. It 
is no time now to discuss the organization of that bureau. Its or- 
ganization is an established fact. Its Director is competent, energetie, 
and enthusiastic. The bureau has in charge this work, and there is no 
other means of accomplishing it. No one proposes to abolish the bu- 
reau; $600,000 is already appropriated in this bill for the work which 
is connected with it. The amendment provides for $250,000 more to 
make the necessary exploration, surveys, and topographical work to se- 
cure the reservoirs and ditches, so that we can know what land can be 
irrigated. 

This irrigation survey is but a small part, but it should go along with 
the other. It is a waste to have two sets of engineers doing this work. 
It is a part of the work you are appropriating $600,000 for, and it is a 
part of the work necessary if these lands shall be dedicated to settlers. 

I know what the pioneer settlers want on thissubject. I know how 
anxious they are that these rivers shall be preserved to the people, so 
that they may be spread over the land and make homes for the millions. 
I know we must take some action in that direction, and I know if it is 
not taken by some other committee besides the Committee on Public 
Lands, we may despair of ever having it done. 

It is the first time I ever heard it announced by any member of that 
committee, or any member of Congress in either branch, that it was 
desirable to discourage settlement on any part of our continent. The 
people of the West who have gone there and made their homes have 
made anempire in those mountains that were not very long ago marked 
on the geography of the country as the unexplored regions of the great 
desert of America. ‘Those people have built homes and have pros- 
perous Territories there. If a policy is to be pursued by Congress to 
prevent the settlement of that region, to make 1t impossible to develop 
it, it will be a great disappointment to the pioneers and bad faith on 
the part of the United States, and a reversal of the policy of this Gov- 
ernment. 

The people feel a deep interest in this question more than in any 
other. They do not want to rob Kansas of her population, and there 
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to be a pai law. ‘There is no other relief ava 
that there can be no hope through the Committee on Public Land 
their policy is against the development of that region. Their pol 

as represented by their chairman, is against the settlers, against the 
hundreds of thousands of people who have made homes in that coun 
try and are now waiting for wholesome laws under which they « 

velop it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say just a word in regard to this In t 
first place, Mr. President, I doubt whether the origination of 
belongs to the Senator. I will call attention tothe testimony of M 
Powell, on page 70 of the report of the Committee on Appropriat 
on this bill, in which he says: 














Twelve years ago I sent a volume of 200 pages as a rey to ¢ 
subject. Vhat I wish to say further is, that if thisirrigation worl 
a general increase of my appropriations ought to be made. I uld d and 


get scientific men and experts to do both. 


The Senator will have to take hold lower than he did a m 
if he wants to get the credit of it. 

Now, as to who shall get these lands and in support of what I 
about the whole theory to put this into the hands of the wealthy p« 
ple and not the poor settler, this occurred on page 67 of the testimony 
taken before the Committee on Appropriations 

By Mr. Beck 

Q. Suppose some fellow should jump that claim as soon as it was 
and say, “ Here is a good thing; we have got it from the Geological 8 
what is going to prevent a squatter from taking it? 

A. It is our purpose to mark it out so that the people will | wy 
ean be used for irrigation. 

Q. It is just giving a fellow an intimation of where he can get a bi 

A. Certainly; that is the very purpose. 

Q. Then your survey ought to include with it exclusion from pr 

A. I think not; let me explain that to you. 

Then he goes on to explain. 

Mr. STEWART. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him if ] 
has read this amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I have read the amendment; but that will 
ply be a thing of to-day. The Senator will be here with all his volu- 
bility next year to ask that something shall be done next yearto make 
those lands available, and that can only be done by millions of 
tal. Major Powell says in reply to a question of the Senator from K 
tucky [Mr. Beck] on page 70 of this document: 








You must remember that the utilization of a large stream by t! nsti 
of a reservoir is going to take combined capital, amounting to $ »% 





000, or $5,000,000, as the case may be. 

The poor settler who wants a little tract of land that he may cu 
vate is going to stand a good chance with a combination of that sort! 
That is all, Mr. President. The thing did originate just exactly as | 
said it did. It has been pressed for no purpose so far as we know—ol 
course the Senator can state his own position, and I do not quarrel with 
him about it—but it was originated in the scheming brain of the head 
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conditions now existing, by such inducements as are now held out 
to them, as people have done heretofore, to found homes there and 
build up a prosperous commonwealth there, it is all right. But it is 
one thing to let them go in that way, helping themselves and at the 
same time helping the public and contributing to the public interest, 
and another thing at this time by a process which absorbs the public 
domain too rapidly and unnecessarily, to cut off that supply of popula- 
tion not only in the great future, but for the immediate future, which, 
is I think, is fraught with the greatest possible consequences to the 
people of this country. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I sabmit an amendment to the pending bill 
and move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to report favorably an amendment submitted 
on the 28th instant by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], in- 
tended to be proposed to the pending bill. I move that it be referred, 
without printing, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I am not about to make a speech 
on this subject. I have no opinion to give as to the propriety or im- 
propriety of attaching the amendment to the pending bill, though I do 
not see why it might not be done. Asa rule, however, perhaps the 
wisest and safest course is to sustain our committees on questions of 
this kind. 

However that may be, the right side of this question is advocated by 
those interested in those distant plains. I have been on them to a 
limited extent. In the future, and not in the very far future, there 
will be a development of wealth on them which bewilders the imagina- 
tion now in trying to conceive of it. This process of irrigation will be 
adopted. -It may be delayed, but it at last will come. 

The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] says the superintendent of the 
Geological Survey almostex pects to be incorporated into the Constitution 
asa part thereof. IRfhe were, there would bean acquisition of wisdom 
and usefulness to that instrament, and the general-welfare clause of 
the Constitution would be greatly enlarged, in my judgment. I look 
upon Major Powellas one of the most useful and scientific men of his 
age, and he will be remembered by his glorious works long after the 
rest of us are forgotten. 

[ did not rise, however, for the purpose of speaking, myself, on these 
points. I had furnished to me, without any request of mine,some 
days ago a memorandum which I shall ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate to have read at the Secretary’s desk. I doit as my contribution, 
althongh at second hand, to the knowledge which this debate will dis- 
seminate throughout the public mind, so that hereafter when the sub- 
ject comes up again it may be referred to as a statement of important 
facts. It comes to me froma source of the highest credit and relia- 
bility, and as the result of very extensive research and scientific knowl- 
edge. 

I understand that the proposition before the Senate is merely for the 
appropriation of money to investigate and survey the vast expanse of 
arid country with a view to its future development and usefulness. 
With the consent of the Senate, I ask that the memorandum that I 
send to the Secretary’s desk may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IRRIGATION IN THE UNITED STATES. 


For more than a generation, indeed before exploration had thoroughly re- 
vealed the condition of the midcontinental plains, the possibility of supplying 
them with moisture and of reclaiming them to culture has been much consid- 
ered. Repeatedly the attention of Congress had been called to the expediency 
of taking action looking to such a result,and ten years ago Maj. J. W. Powell, 
then in charge of the geographical and geological survey of the Rocky Mount- 
ain region, submitted to Congress an elaboratc report on the whole arid region, 
accompanied with maps, suggestions, and recommendations as to a comprehen- 
sive policy of reclamation. 

On the 13th of February last the Senate passed a resolution inquiring of the 
Secretary of the Interior whether it was desirable to authorize the Geological 
Survey to segregate those portions of the public domain capable of irrigation 
from other portions, and to select and reserve places for reservoirs, rights of way 
for ditches, ete. Subsequently a joint resolution was passed by both Houses 
and approved by the President directing the Interior Department, through the 
Director of the Geological Survey, to make the examination contemplated, as to 
the practicability of reservoirs, the capacity of streams, and all facts bearing on 
the questions of the storage and distribution of water throughout the infertile 
region. 

This expressed desire to survey the region referred to does not necessarily 
imply a purpose to build reservoirs and establish a gigantic system of irriga- 
tion at the expense of the Government, The present plan is only to obtain in- 
formation—information which in the nature of things can be acquired only by 
the Government—in order that corporations or co-operative owners of the arid 
iand may hereafter organize means for its fertilization. . 

To be done economically and thoroughly the survey for irrigation ought to 
have been begun by the Government ten or fifteen years ago, before settlers 
had, by petty methods for utilizing the sources of supply, interfered with the 
establishment of a comprehensive system. 

About one-third of the entire soil of the United States requires irrigation in 
order to be productive, estimated at 1,300,000 square miles. 

This lies almost entirely within the Territories and west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian, which cuts in two Datel, Her Kansas, and Texas, and 
is exactly half way between the seventy-fifth meridian, which emerges trom 
the Atlantic and runs north and south through New Jersey, and the one hun- 


| 





dred and twenty-fifth meridian, which skirts the Pacific coast at Portland, 
Oregon. 

East of the one hundredth meridian some lands could be advantageously ir- 
rigated, and west of it there are table-lands to which water could not be carried, 
and broad belts, as in Oregon and Washington, so situated that irrigation is not 
required, 

Of the 1,300,000 square miles unproductive without being artificially watered 
it is estimated that there are 300,000 square miles that are either mountain 
ranges, high levels not conveniently accessible, or drainless salt deserts, or 
mineral or timber lands where irrigation is not desirable, leaving 1,000,000 
square miles, now virtually arid, which Major Powell estimates could be made 
productive if furnished with water. 

This 1,000,000 square miles forms avastempire. Out of thisdomain, if it could 
be reclaimed, could be carved thirty States of the size of Indiana; all of our 
States east of the Mississippicould be outlined upon its surface, and there would 
be enough land around the margin for twenty States like Massachusetts. 

To the question, How best to make an effective preliminary survey ? Major 
Powell has addressed himself, and has furnished to Congress an approximate 
estimate of method and cost. 

Irrigation seems to have been one of the earliest auxiliaries to agriculture, and 
ever since the beginning of history countless millions of human beings have 
been enabled to survive on the earth by availing themselves of its benefits. Its 
experimental period long since passed, and itis now practicable to make a pretty 
close estimate of its adaptability to any given arid region. 

One point which the Department is inclined to emphasize is the necessity ef 
making the preliminary survey at once. The delay which has already taken 
place in beginning the work has cost the Government much money by permit- 
ting obstacles to a complete irrigation to multiply. It isnot claimed to be es- 
sential that the plans for irrigation should be executed at once; but it is be- 
lieved to be indispensable that the Government should immediately lay out the 
great work for the future—should make the needful surveys, ascertain what 
lands are infertile, and what water is available, and take possession of salient 
points of river and wild land before their further appropriation by settlers shall 
interfere with the enforcement of a comprehensive scheme for the general bene- 
fit. Every day that an appropriation for this survey is withheld the acquire- 
ment of vested rights goes rapidly on under conditions that will seriously hin- 
der the Government in establishing a general system. 

This is a case where delay is dangerous. The agriculture of the arid region, 
under the pressure of tremendous immigration, is developing, and its unregu- 
lated development involves the resort to transient expedients, at once costly and 
wasteful. The pioneer on the alkaline plains finds himself engaged in a des- 
perate struggle for life, and he seizes the nearest streams that will fertilize his 
farm without due regard to the losses or gains of the pioneers who are coming 
later to settle the adjacent sections. Totally unrestrained by any interests but his 
own, he turns aside and exhausts the affluents that are most convenient to him, 
and which, properly economized, would be ample for a hundred times the serv- 
ice. Thus vested rights are constantly acquired which obstruct subsequent reg- 
ulation and limitation by law. 

As to the prospective value of this million square miles that might, through 
artificial watering, be secured to tillage, itisincalculable. Itisnotnow generally 
salable at the Government price of $1.25 an acre, but when irrigated it would 
be worth at least $30 an acre, a total of $19,200,000,000, asum three times as great 
as the cash value of all the farms in the United States in 1860. 

For the irrigation of this area we have the annual precipitation upon 1,300,000 
square miles of mountain, valley, and plain. This ranges from 5 inches or less 
on the driest plains to 30 inches on the mountains, and even 75 or 100 inches on 
the highest peaks, and the average for the whole region is not far from 15 inches. 
If all this could be applied to the land suited by configuration for cultivation it 
would afford about 20 inches of water annually for the whole area, or nearly 
double the amount which need be applied to crops during the growing season, 
The water which falls in the arid region would therefore fully meet the agri- 
cultural needs if only it could be stored until the proper season and then con- 
veyed to the proper land. 

sut many causes unite in cutting down the amount of land that is profitably 
irrigable. There are three great classas of land in the arid region—the irriga- 
ble lowlands, the plateau forests on the elevations, and the pasturage lands 
between. It is not considered likely that more than 20 per cent. of the entire 
arid area will ever be reclaimed by the most elaborate irrigation. Placing it at 
15 per cent., or 150,000 square miles, it still promises an area one-half as greatas 
all the land now cultivated in the United States. At $30 an acrethis would add 
$2,830,000,000 to the nation’s wealth. 

The general survey of all these lands is being proceeded with by the Depart- 
ment, but the estimate of irrigable possibilities requires special local surveys. 
Some streams furnish nore water than can be used, and others far less than is 
needed, and the comparative eligibility of different streams depends on many 
considerations and on relations diffienlt to ascertain. 

To determine the maximum of farming lands ina given district, the selection 
of sites for reservoirs, and a system of headworks and canals, it is necessary to 
ascertain— 

1. The configuration of the ground by accurate topographic maps. 

2. The determination and distribution of water from each catchment basin. 

3. The adaptability of soils for irrigation. 

Reports must be had on the rate of evaporation from different reservoirs, the 
rate of seepage from different soils, the adaptability of different soils to convey 
water, the need of different localities, the disposition of washed-out salts, the 
cost and maintenance of reservoirs, the effects of frost, the existence and extin- 
guishment of vested rights,and the measurement of available water. A study 
must be made proportioned to the magnitude of the work. 

From the experience of farmers in Utah the fact is deduced that a continuous 
flow of | foot of water per second will water from 80 to 100 acres of land. This 
has been fixed on as the unit of supply in making calculations. : 

A comprehensive system of irrigation sufficient to reach with artificial moist- 
ure most of the accessible lands of the arid region should include the storage of 
the water of the non-growing season, as well as the prompt distribution of the 
falling rains of spring and summer. 

The plea that it is not the function of Government to undertake the irriga- 
tion of a million private farms and ranches, or that the national expenses are 
already sufficiently great without plunging into a new and stupendous enter- 
prise which would entail the cost of many millions, has nothing to do with the 
question here presented, which is that the Government should at once incur a 
comparatively small expense in obtaining information of incalculable value. 
The knowledge that ‘s sought by an irrigation survey is indispensable from any 
point of view. It can not be obtained by individuals, and unless the central 
plains are to be given up to permanent sterility the Government must seek it 
at once 

Congress is now asked to make provision for doing the work which it has di- 
rected to have done. An appropriation of $250,000 is asked to begin the survey 
ofa million and a quarter square miles of arid land and to lay down the lines of 
knowledge on which 100,000,000 acres of such land can be redeemed from barren- 
ness and delivered to the plow. This 100,000,000 acres would be worth, when ir- 
rigated, at least $2,300,000,000. 

What is now asked, then, is that Congress shall appropriate $1 for every $11,- 
200 of anticipated increase in national wealth, or 1 cent for every $112 which will 
be by irrigation according to the most conservative estimate, 
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and want? enbh, Sogmmadun, end meaherinde. endl all eiber wenetery expenses ¢ 

Mr. President, there can be but one side to the question This | therew the work to performed by the Geological Sur 
amendment does not preclude such legislation, if it shall be expedient eee ns ae San Sees Oe ‘ . 
as will allow private co-operation to perform this work, to b it ke oe Aion Sat saeiewaine Ge ; at 
reservoirs, to create the cat and reservoirs which may be necessary ditches and canals for the purpose 
It only provides for the inquiry and points out the best method of do- Mr. | I 1 has developed 
ing it. the fact 3 y W 

Who should be intrusted with this work? Is it the learned and pra taking e measure emb 
tical scholar, surveyor, and geologist who has conceived the idea, ar this amend: ‘o tteeon Pt Lar 
who in years of study and thought and calculation has satisfied himself |} which « ‘ y« ' ’ 
until he thinks it is a demonstration that this gr beneficent work | and failin LS Se an amend 


can be done? Is it the discoverer of this i a or some other person to | ment to be added to the sundry il app ation bill to 

whom the work of carrying out his own theory “his own idea, should | which never t camine ita 

be intrusted? I think Major Powell is very much t yest person t Mr. TELLER yuld like SAY e Senator from Ke y 

whom it can be intrusted, and his bureau is the only one to which it | that he is mistaken about the amendment having been referred to t 

can properly be committed. Committee on Public Land 
Mr. President, there can be no doubt upon this subject. What do Mr. MORGAN. I never heard of it the 








the engineers know about it? If the Government is to build thess Mr. TELLER. The an t 1 te ( 
reservoirs there, probably the work may be intrusted to them, either | on Public Lands. 
the giving of contracts or otherwise; but what is the scient know] Mr. BECK. A bill for this purpose wa erred to that com 


edge that they possess on this por ea ed with that which be- | so the Senator from Nevada sai 

longs to the ¢ reological Survey, which requires all the higher sciences | Mr. TELLI 

to be used in the daily performance of “the duties which are imposed | other lands—an entirely ditlere: 

upon it, which is esse ‘ntially a scientific bureau whose results are de- Mr. MORGAN. That bill ap to ¢ rado, did it not? 

pended upon for accurate scientific knowledge? | Mr. TELLER. No; the Senator from N + offered a bill, as | 
This bureau is a credit to the Government, and under the abledirec- | understand, for the purpose of segregating the i lands fro 

tion of Major Powell has given us a high standing amongst the nations | lands. But that is not this measure by any 1 it had no « 

in scientific investigation and research. tion with it. 
The practical utility of its operations is greater than we can see on| Mr. BECK. At any rate a proposition came to us di ig 

the surface. It must not be forgotten that we are living in an age of | immense subject without having any approval from the Co 

wonderful discovery and practical use of the processes of nature, and | Public Lands. I suppose that statement is correct. 1 

that all knowledge is now being made the servant and ministers to the | that whatever was done ought to be done in the Senate 

wants of man, and to the uses and necessities of a better and higher | committee ought not to be required to deal with it. 

civilization which is only beginning to dawn upon us. e have appropriated for the Director of the Geo ul Survey, | 


XLX—— 








£40 





} li j yhouere a it { } ) ol which $200,000 is for the vcory 
purp fa g the topographic ork which is now sought to be ex- 
ten ‘ c } ry ; ; the chairman of the committee very 
well said, if that is not enough let somebody move to make it m 
b the ‘ rk of the bureau. 
Her proposition to which I objected in committee and to which 
I ! é fi stigating the extent to which the 
I ( e United Sta can be redeemed by irrigation,and the 
f irrigal d 1 such arid region, and for the selec- 
tion « rvoirs a lraulic works’’ necessary for the 
pur} I put the question to the Director when he was before the 
com ( nd I said, as I believe yw, that if you are going to take 
rf ‘ O00,000 as w t prop ed, but $200,000 is all he could 
his year t ry on the work upon which he said he would have 
to expend five milli one hundred and some thousand dollars accord- 
ing to his own statemen ought not some legislation to be had so that 
! ull not follow your surveyors, so that your own surveyors and 
othe corporations elsewhere shall not follow you when you make 
these ! tions, and under the land Jaws of the United States take 
] e places and exclude all the world from them ? 
Mr. . ies, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow 
I t bi question right tl 
Ir. BECK Yes, sir. 
Mr. JON] of Arkansas. Is it not the purpose of the amendment 
to aut é é Secretary of the Interior to withdraw 
ach 1 may be by the survey found to be proper pl the 
r not for the purpose of allowing Congress todetermine whether 
or not we shall enter upon the work ? 
Mr. BECK. It does not say so. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansa I do not think it can mean anything else. 
Mr. BECK. But it says for the purpose of selecting sites. Let me 


read what the Director of the Geological Survey, whose paper was just 





now read at the desk, said to me when [asked him the question which 
I read I had asked him what he was going to do after marking 
the sites for reservoirs and determining the ground for sites of canals 
and for headworks for irrigating purposes, and I put to him the fol 
lowing questior 

< You n by that the withholding from the public of such lands as in th 
Oj 1 of the Geological Survey should be used for irrigating purposes? 

A. It to be decided hereafter what action should be taken. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 





Q. Ilow would you segregate them ? 
mark out on the ground, 
Ir, Dec 
( ppose some fellow should jump that claim as soon as it was marked out 
i liere is a good thing; we have got it from the Geological Survey,”’ 
ying to prevent a squatter from taking it? 
It isour purpose to mark it out so that the people will know what lands 
can be used for irrigation. 


q. It is just giving a fellow an intimation of where he can get a big thing? 

\. Certainly; that is the very purpose. 

That was his answer: ‘*‘That is the very purpose.’’ Then he went 
on to tell us that it could not be done by any individual and what, ix 
his opinion, if would require. He said: 

You must remember that the utilization of a large stream by the construction 
< s reservoir is going to take combined capital amounting to $500,000, $1,000,- 
000, or $5,000,000, as the case may be. In orderthat these places may be utilized 


capitalists have got to go on, or else a community there has got to organize to 
do it My judgment is, the best way is for a community to organize, 

The meaning of all that is that without any legislation in advance, 
without guarding the rights of the United States, without having a re- 
port from any committee, we are to appropriate sums of money for him 
to locate and mark out the sites so that they can be taken up by any 
corporation under existing laws without guarding the rights of the ac- 
tual settler who is there now, and who has his little irrigating ditch, 
and whose land is now being utilized, because under the laws of the 
United States he has the right todo so. They can cut off and hold in 
reservoirs the waters at the heads of the streams and prevent the men 
who are living along the banks of those streams from using the water, 
and there are thousands of those men to-day, with their ditches made 
and theirlands irrigated to the extent of 80 or 160 acres, as we have all 

n them who have been inthe West. It is proposed to locate a site so 
that some great corporation shall take all the water and lease itout to 
them, and make them pay water-rent for every drop they get from this 
time on. Until their rights.are guarded no authority to locate reser- 
voirs ought to be given, and no privilege to any body else to acquire title 
ought to be given. 

What right would the men have who are along the valleys leading 
from the mountains where those streams run who have dug their ditches? 
| know along the Big Horn Valley (I go there nearly every year) there 
are hundreds of thousands of acres, a front of nearly a hundred miles, 
and running down 20 miles from those mountains, filled up with peo- 
ple. Ina single county that I know there were not over ninety people 
eight years ago, and there are now nearly 10,000 prosperous farmers, 
who have dug their own ditches, made their own irrigation, and occu- 
pied their own Jand, and yet it is proposed to build a reservoir some- 
where in the mountains and hold the water in the reservoir and de- 
stroy them all unless some corporation should raisea million dollars or 
$5,000,000 or $10,000,000 and dig their canals, as provided for here, 
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1 lease the water to th p ‘ Yet is said it is d for t 
D fit ! 

These things can all be guarded, and they ought to be guarded by 
legislation in advance, and the rights of the actual settlers and of those 
who have acquired rights now should be preserved before location is 
made or before anybody has t ywer to take hold of the work. 


We inquired into all these matters with Major Powell. He went on 
and told us, as he very properly said, what immense amounts of land 
could beirrigated. It is being irrigated fast enough by the actual set- 
tler to-day for all practical purposes, and irrigated better than any 
ith its § 510,000,000 could do by building a 
great reservoir, which the United States would establish for them, by 
leasing the water and owning the land or the canal and doling out the 
water to them as the corporation may see fit. 

The people of the United States can take care of themselves in that 
regard if the Government will just let them alone; and with only 64,- 
with a territory larg 


000,000 population, r than all Europe with its 


300,000,000 or 320,000,000, settlement is going on very satisfactorily 
now. We have given the Geological Sur vey 5200,000 to go on and 
develop all these things inthe usual way. I have protested all the 
time and protest now against locating sites f reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works until the rights of the actual settler are protected by 


a carefully drawn law. 
The amendment does not belong to this bill. It is entering upona 
great scheme that, if the Government is g xtodothe work, will take 
hundreds of millions of dollars. Thesurvey alone will take over $5,000, - 
000, so Major Powell told us; and while h a scientific man, and 
while he is an honest man, and all that can be said about him I agree 
to, he is an enthusiast when he starts a scheme of that sort. The cal- 
culation that was read from the k of how many millions and hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars this land will be worth when itis irrigated 
and the water developed is just a specimen of how they alldo. We 
asked him how he could do this work. He said: 
Twelve years ago I sent a volume of 200 p port to Congress on this 
ubject. What I wish to say further is, that if this irrigation work is to be done 
general increase of my appropriations ought to be made, I could expand and 


et scientific men and experts to do both. 

Yes he could; and he would draw in all the scientific men in the 
country; and he is drawing them in now as fastas hecan. They are 
all willing to come in with their theories, and they are all willing, with 
the surplus in the Treasury, which is so much talked about, to expend 
as much as possible of it, under the pretense that they are doing good, 
when in truth and in fact, in my opinion, unless laws are passed before 
this specific direction is given to guard the rights of the people, it will 
be done as he says, very properly, the British do in India, by great com- 
munities, great corporations acting together, or as he says they do in 
Spain, all of which is laid down in his report, by methods that are ab- 
solutely unsuited to the wants, the tastes, or the capacities of the 
American people, each acting for himself. If we were living in com- 
munities as he says they do in India, where Great Britain manages her 
system, if we were living asin Spain under a despotism where the 
authority of the Government manages everything, that might do. 

All his account of how these things would have to be done to utilize 
the land shows that the communities must either organize or the Gov- 
ernment must do it or the great corporations must do it all, and the 
settlers must pay their water rents and become the retainers of the cor- 
porations who own the reservoirs. 

It is ascheme that we ought not to go into, in my opinion, in this 
form without the most careful consideration. If we are going to do 
anything I agree with what the chairman of the committee said—if 
$200,000 is not enough to go on with the scientific survey make it 
$300,000, but let it go on asa part of the general system without fixing 
on places as sites to attract speculators to hold the water to the detri- 
ment of the people who are there. If you are notgoing to do that, and 
that is thought to be the best thing to do, then guard the rights of the 
men who are there or who go there hereafter by careful legislation from 
some committee that has power to look into it; but do not attach it to 
an appropriation bill to go at loose ends. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the imaginary evils which may arise 
under this provision—for they are purely imaginary—as suggested by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], will be taken care of by the 
local governments. In the first place, 1t is not proposed to appropriate 
a single drop of water anywhere by this amendment. If the Senator 
had read the concluding clause he would have found that nobody could 
follow around the survey. It is proposed here that ‘‘all titles to the 
public lands hereafter acquired shall be subject to the right of the 
United States to make reservations for reservoirs for storing water, and 
for rights of way for ditches and canals, forthe purpose of irrigation.’’ 
Every man who buys a piece of land buys it with the right of the 
Government to allow a ditch to go across it. There is no danger of 
any monopoly. 

The State of Colorado has taken possession of the water of the State 
by virtue of its constitution, and no ditch company or corporation of 
any kind can go and appropriate water and charge anything except 
what the public authorities say it may charge. The county commis- 
sioners where the ditch is fix the price at which the company may 
sell the water to the farmers. 
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Mr. REAGAN Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the gen- | ticular purpose. The amendment, however, ought to state the t s 

er 1 fore t “enate, but I desire to call the attention of the | upon which they may be so subjected 
who are « ring it to the language of the closing part Mr. REAGAN. If the amendment means to reserve the land, it 

of t e! { | ought to say that the land is reserved, and when the land is acquired 

A f reafter acquired shall be subject to the right | by private individuals, then the rights of the Government ought to be 
of the United States tot e reservations for reservoirs for storing water aud |) asserted. That isnot the way to express the ideaof reserving the land. 
for right for ditches and canals, for the purpose of irrigation. | There is nothing in the amendment that indicates a purpose to reserve 

I do not know what the meaning of the draughter of the amendment | the lands. 
was when he said ‘‘all titles to the public lands hereafter acquired.’? | Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will makea motion 


I suppose it d not mean lands to be acquired by the Government. 


If it did that would be another question. He evidently has reference 
to lands to be acquired by private owners. That brings up the ques- | 
tion so forcibly presented by the Senator from Kentucky, that when | 
this survey shall be made and the points designated for reservoirs the | 
lucky men who happen to find the places so designated will take up 
that land. Having taken it up 


Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President- 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me make my statement, and I will conclude 
inamoment. Having taken it up the right of the Government is re- 
served. 

All titles to the public lands hereafter acquired shall be s 
the United States to make reservations for storing water. 


ibject to the right of 


How subject? 
statement that the land is to be acquired. The title being acquired, 
all the right conferred by this amendment now exists, the right of 
condemnation; and when the public survey has designated one of these 
importent places, and a private person or a corporation has taken pos- 
session of it, as undoubtedly will be the case, and the Government seeks 
to con 
the enormous price that may be demanded for it on account of its pecul- 
iar fitness for the construction of a reservoir. 

I desire to call attention to this language because it seems to be 
treated as if some right of the Government was being reserved that is 
The Government can now condemn any land for public use 
by paying the price for it, and when the title is in a private party it 
can do no more under the amendment. 

Mr, TELLER. I would like to suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that the Government has the right, supposing this survey was made, 
to withdraw the land without any law. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the Government has the right to withdraw 


valuable, 


Not as vacant land, because it is preceded by the | 


lemn it, it will then have to pay the augmented price; it may be | 
| hension as to the full effect of this amendment. 


to that effect. 
Mr. REAGAN. Isimply desired to call attention to it 
Mr. TELLER. I think the language used is suflicient, 
move to add the following: 


but if not I 


\nd as fast as such sites for reservoirs shall be surv 


a state of reservation until the President shall otherwise order. 


rey } 
ihe survey will 


put it in a state of reservation until the President 

shall otherwise order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

Mr. TELLER. 
Texas. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 
_ And as fast as such sites for reservations shall be surveyed such sites shall be 
in a state of reservation until the President shall otherwise order. 

Mr. BOWEN. ‘There can be no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. : 

Mr. ALLISON. 


eyed,such sitesshall bein 


The proposed amendment will be 


That will mect the objection of the Senator from 


Mr. President, I think there may be a misappre- 
This amendment is 


| not for the purpose of acquiring information solely, as the Senator 


from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] stated. It is for the purpose of embark- 
ing the Government in a new field of activity as respects these lands. 


| Now, under existing law, the Director of the Geological Survey does 


it, but there is no provision in this clause for withdrawing it. The | 
whole debate shows that there is no purpose to withdraw the land, but | 


to go on and make a survey and leave it subject to be seized by the 
men who follow and watch the operations of the surveyor. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Government reserves the right to flood it with 
vater, I think that is all that is necessary. 


Mr. BOWEN. Iwish to call the attention of the Senator from Texas 
to the language of the amendment: 


All titles to the public lands hereafter acquired shall be subject to the right of 
the United States— 
call attention of the Senator to the fact that there is no question 
as to the title to the public lands, and no question as to how the title to 
public lands can be acquired except from the Government. What pub- 
lic lands are there except those belonging to the Government. The 
language is broad enough to cover the whole question: 


classify these lands; he does separate them. 
do so. 
Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
him to the law. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to see it. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is found substantially repeated in this appropri- 
ation bill, on page 61, which, if I remember it rightly, is almost in 
the exact phraseology of the existing law as respects the duties of the 


The law requires him to 


Where is the law ? 
If the Senator has any doubt about it I can turn 


| Geological Survey: 


All titles to the public lands hereafter acquired’shall be subject to the right of 


the United States, 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose that means acquired by individuals. It 
can not mean by the Government. 

Mr. BOWEN. There is no means of acquiring public lands by in- 
dividuals except from the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator that that is in- 
tended to provide for exactly the difficulty that the Senator from Texas 
ago was complaining of. He said that as soon as these loca- 
tions are made people will go and take up these lands. The intention 
of the amendment is to prevent exactly that thing. 

Mr. BOWEN. And it does so thoroughly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I may be somewhat obtuse; I may lack acuteness 
enough to comprehend language, but the reading of this is— 


awhile 
, 


All titles to the public lands hereafter acquired— 


By whom? Not by the Government of the United States, for it owns 
the lands. It must be by private individuals. 

Mr. BOWEN. From the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. From the Government, of course, and after they 
have acquired title from the Government, the difficulty of the gentle- 
man is that he does not seem to see the point I am trying to present, 
and that I can not present as well as the Senator from Kentucky did, 
that when these surveys are made the men who choose to follow the 
surveyor and ascertain where the selected place for a reservoir is, will, 
under the general land laws, sit down upon that land and take it up. 
There is nothing to prevent that in this, nothing in the amendment, 
nothing in the general law to prevent it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The criticism of the Senator from Texas strikes my 


mind with force, that the right is reserved to the Government to sub- 
ject the lands, even though acquired by private citizens, to this par- 


For the Geological Survey, and the classification of the public lands, and ex- 
amination of the geological structure, mineral resources, and the products of 
the national domain, and to continue the preparation of a geological map of 
the United States, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish tosay that that-has never been construed to 
be a general classification, but simply a distinction between mineral 
and other lands. I will venture to say thatin the ten years that that 
has been the Jaw—and it has been about ten years—there never has 
been an attempt to classify the lands as arid lands and non-arid lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not only has that neen done, but Major Powell pre- 
sented to the Committee on Appropriations skeleton maps, showing not 


| merely a classification of the mining lands, of the agricultural lands, 


| for a moment 


and the arid lands, but also the irrigable lands, and those maps were 
in the committee-room, and if the Senator will allow me I will quote 





Mr. TELLER. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Director is required to make a classification o! 
these lands, and Major Powell in his statement before the committee 
said that everything has been done that this amendment requires to be 
done, except only the location of reservoirs and the staking out of 
the canals, ete., for the purposes of irrigation. 

I read from page 112 of the committee’s report some questions put 
by me to Major Powell, and his answers: 


Q. I would like to have you go on and state your plan. 

A. The plan isto make a topographical survey of the whole region, and that 
we are proceeding to do already under the law. 

Q. You do that under your general appropriation ? 

A. We dothat under our general appropriation. We are going on to make 
that map, and in thirty years we shall have it done, as we are going on now. 
The first thing, then, is atopographical map. Uponthat map we want to segre- 
gate and lay out the areas which can be redeemed by irrigation. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let me finish this— 


then to select the sites for canals and headworks, the dams and works necessary 
to divert the water from natural channels into artificial lakes. The sites for the 
reservoirs should be selected for that purpose. That is all, so far as the method 
has been laid before me, that it is proposed the surveys should'do. The future 
policy of the Government in regard to those lands is not a question for a geo- 
logical survey to discuss, yet I wish to say a few words on that subject. 


So I agree with the Senator from Colorado that this amendment does 
not propose that the Government shall enter upon the construction of 
anals and reservoirs, but the amendment involves the idea that the 
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, CaaettadininigieniialibinnienanempReniminainniee: 
Government shall go into these mountain re l t ind that Ma P 3 rey 
making a topographical map, which will show t vo, in which sed that syst 
mineral lands, and the agricultural lands, shall also segregate and se} ( e int 
rate by a survey the irrigable lands from other lands, and shall go ther r, and I believe it would be a w g 
and separate or segregate that portion which is suitabl rest I p riatior ' hical surveys. | ' 
and then shall mark ontand lay down upon that map surveys ol! cat : s sh @ @X » this region order that M 
extending the system along the irrigable lands, and, if necessary, 1 owell 1 ha iw wsesto do int 
reservoirs, one reservoir beginning, if you please, in the headwaters of | submit now that for tour eat work of segregat 
the Missouri River and running along the valley of the Yellowstone, rab ds ; 
marking out a reservoir at the source of the Yellowstone and tl ) on ft I t é eas 
ing along that valley and at another point lower down make anothe e se ted an his 
reservoir, and carry this water along in this way until it reaches the | 1s what 
plains below. Mr. STEWAR1 Mr. | ler t t] 
That is what Major Powell proposes to do by this survey He »- | obtaining of scient if 
poses not only to make the topographical map, which he is now « x, | be postponed, and at di 
but to go on and make these additioual surveys t ( 
is I think that the criticism is well taken which says that this separa- | of the v 
tion of irrigable lands by survey and the establishment of r 3 iq i laws t i 
can very well be postponed—I mean for the time being. r legisla st iting the arabl nds 
Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senatorright t ’ 3 
if he knows to what extent, underexisting law, the headwaters of t ir. DAWES 
streams are being annually appropriated, and does he know how fast the | stand, to-day to take away thes i 
difficulties are accumulating unless this survey is made and this reset trom the settler who goes in 
vation is made ? nuch as it will be und this pr s 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that difficulties are accumulating | quire of him to do it under this 4 
year by year with the settlement of the country, and that these dif to do it under this s precise ( : 
culties have accumulated; but what I object to is the seg tion of | with this addi , tha e t 
the irrigable lands by survey made and the establishment now of reser- | these spots those who desire toe appropriate th 
; voirs until such time as we have more thoroughly completed the topo- | pass out of your control altogeth« 
= graphical survey. Mr. STEWART. Let me reply to that 
: The real trouble with Major Powell and with this appropriation is Mr. DAWES. I want to say that I am for pressing this kind 
that we have limited in this bill the aggregate appropriation for Major | to the utmost, but along with it I favor such i 
Powell’s Geological Survey to $402,000. He wants and estimated for | the land, not such 1 inery as will draw the attention to 
$500,000. ‘ who desire to appropriate it to themselves. 
No man in the Chamber has a higher opinion of Major Powell’s scien Mr. STEWART. Exactly; and ifthe Senator 
tific attainments than I have, or greater respect for his high ability. | ment and understand it, he would see that it is tin th 
I regard him as an exceptional man in the scientific service of this | he proposes to do. 
Government; but is it not perfectly natural for him to chafe as he does Mr. DAWES. Let us hear what it is 
under what he regards as an insufficiency of appropriation for the pur-| Mr. STEWART. The amendment is 
pose of carrying on this great survey ? All titles to the public lands hereafter acquired shall be t ‘ ' 
When this survey was begun it was intended asasurvey for the pub- | the United States to make resery reservoirs for s g 
lic domain only, and by the insertion in this Chamber in 1879, or per- | ™8ts of way for ditches and canals, f purpose of ’ 
haps in 1881, of three little words in an appropriation bill, which au And in addition it has been already amended. 
thorized this survey to extend itself into the States of this Union, and | Mr. DAWES. That does not reach myidea. My ideais that when 
by its extension into those non-public-land States, this great bureau | you make these reservoirs and provide for these ditches you sn 1 
was enlarged so as to contemplate and comprehend a complete geolog- | serve the land for future use. Unless you do that, you on 
ical survey of the entire area of the United States, and that survey now | these points those who desire to : iate them 
has been going on for some years under the annual appropriation of Mr. STEWART. I understand tl tuation There is no 
about $400,000. | about it at all [t is understood perfectly well A lot of « ! 
It is apparent to every one who has examined into the details of that | are now monopolizing and trying to get locations at the 
survey that at this rate of progress the survey will not be completed | The object of this is to make it possible to get the reservat 
within this generation; that probably another generation will be re- | is the object of it, and if the language is not strong enough to ‘ 
quired to complete it. Major Powell’s pride and ambition are wrapped | reservation, let us amend it. 
up in this survey, and he desires to complete it, and in this bill there Mr. DAWES. ILIaskif ten cattlemen ot go there, a 
are $199,000 appropriated for topographical surveys. | pointed out on the geological map where ervoir must b 
He tells usin his statement that 80 per cent. of this $250,000 would | one goes now ? 
‘ also be so used. Now, what I believe is the wise thing for Congress to Mr. STEWART. Let two hundred go or ten thousand go 
do at this session, supposing, as I do, that the main measure will be | reserved they can not take it 
wise to do in the future, is to enlarge this appropriation for topograph- | Mr. DAWES. Whatthe Senator read to me does not co 
ical surveys and provide that this additional sum which is proposed | Mr. TELLER. Iask to have the amendment read wi 
shall be used in these high, mountainous regionsand in the Territories | cepted by my colleague 
of the United States, and that if any portion of the geological survey The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read 
is postponed it shall be that portion which lies in the older States of | The Chief Clerk read as follows 
this Union. yh or Di i aes a iat dia Cine eae lee bate 
In the very nature of things this survey has been partial in the past. | a state of reservation until the President shall otherwis 
Major Powell has been compelled, and I suppose wisely, or at least he this lancuace is not sufficient to reserve the 
has done so, to send scientific parties into a few States of the Union. | , ts sill, aeedtiiek Testi tick etieteinnien: Sako ro 
They have gone into the Southern and the Western and the Northeast- | ;; ath anni ints oo aos deaealiamie ai va 
ern States as well. This survey, although we have appropriated now | ,., m avuly at onan because if ve ah oe t} ‘3 nantes ' 
annually for nearly eight years $400,000, has not yet touched the State |}... nothing ia Sanaa and it i. W aaaneune ie to t Jk > ane : =% 
in which I live; he has not yet found it convenient, with this limited | ..-vevs calling attention to this matter. This countrv is overr 
appropriation, to go into many of the States of the Union. Finding | tye eattlemen and others intending to monopolize water and pre 
himself cribbed and confined by this limited appropriation by Con- | 4}, . = of it uw ton iia 1 hat a ames seal = TI . wd ee 
gress, it is the most natural thing that he should seek to enlarge th: lin mage sin - we ising rome Seal y rights of " LV for } - for reset 
area of his power and the extent of his surveys by asking for specific | oaden ‘so that the country coul i be ut i z d ee . 
appropriations for specilic purposes. pe You are going on now with yur geological surve 
Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that he did not know of snd if thie lenwuess is not eufficient make it on : : 
it. Senators here asked for it, and not Major Powell. iaeetion ofits ¥ ty a enna th. Witeeait of 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not say that he originated this plan. , ea “a Pe Re to . aa oy . he « as . f 
* 1 . : . AUTLL eservacion, iet US GO ° it Wlli DO e WO! la 
Mr. TELLER. He had nothing to do with it. | veara from now unless you act nrammily. It ie not wort 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well, I accept that statement; I have nodoubt ee eee oan ae * hin aaincs It ae ae 
it is exactly true, but I venture the statement that Major Powell favors | (yi: ya)] ~ ana cine ; gp vit ye a len alas : 
this plan. It is his favorite plan, as the Senator from Colorado ee a “lysate = ae a 2 ae ee ny ae 
knows. I remember, and the Senator from Alabama well remem s Dut for the lines of ditches 
that some two or three years ago we had that question under discu paren tee gnitie lands heretic I shall be t of 
sion in a committee of which he was a member and I was also a mem- | rights of way for ditches and canals for the purpose of irrigation. 
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rved the right to make these reservations, and | 


no ittel » goes on he goes with that understanding; there is no 
ip the places are high in the mountains; and then the 

addition is that as soon as the survey is made it remains a reservati 
until P dent shall otherwise order. The making this survey is 
nothing 1 in regard to public lands. Senators talk about its being | 
@ new princi In surveying the public lands from the beginning | 
there have been segregations of timber land, segregations of mineral | 
land, and others; but there is no appropriation for this great work in 
your law. Your appropriations in this bill are for surveying publi 
lands and sectionizing them. 

I ALLISON. Classifying them 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad that word is mentioned. Classifying 


them means arranging them according to the geological formation, and 


you will find it does not depend upon the topography how they shall 
be classified, but it depends upon the geological formation, whether it 
i late, lime, or some other formation. You classify the lands 
in that way, whether mineral and what kind of mineral, and you 
state generally whether land can be irrigated. I defy the Senator to 
tuke a map and show a line drawn between lands that can be irrigated 
and cultivated and Jands that can not. 

This necessary work has not been done; it has been neglected; and 


because it has been neglected the Senators from Colorado and myself 


1S granite, 


commenced early at this sessionand called the attention of the Depart- | 
ment and of Major Powell to it. Major Powell said nothing about it | 


to us until we called his attention to it that that country was being 
filled up; under existing laws there were titles being acquired that 


would make irrigation hereafter impossible, and it was necessary to 


segregate the land and reserve places for reservoirs, and necessary to | 


do it now, not to postpone it, not to do something else, not going on 
with a half-accomplished survey. You say it is a duty to segregate, 
and you want todo that. You want to go on and make a topograph- 
ical survey and have it half finished, and go over it again. You will 
double the expense by proceeding in that way. It is very little ex- 
pense when we first make a topographical survey to designate the places 
lor the reservoirs, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the amendment which has been read 
here does not reach the objection which lay in my mind. It is not 
touched by the amendment. The amendment only proposes to reserve 
the spot where the reservoir is to be and the line over which the ditches 
are tc be run, and leaves all the land that is to utilize the water open 
to these men and pointed out by the survey for the very men who are 
to gather it up and appropriate it away from the settler in the future. 
That is my objection. Ifthe Senator will make his amendment broad 
enough to reserve the lands to be irrigated as well as the spots on which 
the reservoirs are to be built, I will go with him in appropriating just 
as much money for that purpose as can be wisely and economically ex- 
pended,and I willdo what I can to draw off the work from the old States, 
if it be necessary, and devote it entirely to the preservation and devel- 
opment of the great wealth of these mountain and arid lands. But 
for the purpose of facilitating speculation-—— 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
there-——— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me finish this remark. But for the purpose of 
facilitating and pointing out to those who are to gather their cattle on 
these hills and in these valleys around and appropriate all the land 
that is to be benefited by these reservoirs is the objection which lies in 
my mind. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator fails to remember that no man can get 
a foot of this land except under the homestead law. <A speculator can 
not getit. There is no private entry about it. 

Mr. DAWES. My dear sir, I do not know much about public lands, 
and I never served on the Public Lands Committee; but I have seen 
something. 

Mr. MORGAN. I state the law of the United States just as it is. 
There is no law applicable in that country to the public domain except 
the homestead law and the timber-culture laws. 

Mr. DAWES. Are not all the land laws of the United States appli- 
cable there? Is it not the fact that under the existing land laws of the 
United States it so happens that men have got thousands and thou- 
sands of acres in one title without paying one dollar beyond appropri- 
ating the lands under existing laws? Ido not know how it is done, 
but I only know it is done. 

Mr. MORGAN. Suchathingas that might have occurred and prob- 
ably has oceurred in some instances by an abuse of the laws. I can 
not say there were not such abuses certainly, but I think there has 
been very much less than we are apt to imagine. But under the laws 
of the United States no man can acquire a title to the public domain 
in that country unless he is an actual settler on the public lands under 
some of the forms of entry—timber-culture, pre-emption, or home- 
stead. 

Mr. DAWES. It matters not whether it is done under an abuse of 
che existing land Jaws or in some other way. It is a fact that all 
Northern Dakota, all the region about there, is in great land holdings 
and a curse to the country, held by corporations of foreign capitalists; 
and now does the Senator think that the abuse will cease the moment 





| how to use it. 


JULY 30, 


the temptation becomes the stronger and the opportunity the greater ? 
We have been talking session after session of the revision of the land 


laws. ‘The Senator has helped me and helped others who had occasion 
to deal with this subject in covering lands that have been opened 





lately to the public in attempts to prevent the very thing that I am 
afraid will be ap] ry acre of land that is to be irrigated by 

| these reservoil 
I repeat, if it can be made clear to me that when the reservoirs are 


reserved and the line of the ditches is reserved and all this plan, great 
as it is, shall be perfected, the extent of territory that is to be blessed 

l or the settler, when it is made certain 
that it shall be for the homesteader and him aione, I will go as far as 


any Senator on this floor in making an appropriation to carry out that 
} 


by these proceedings shall be for the 





| end; but I do not want to draw the attention of the speculator and 


the land-grabber to the point where best he can profit under existing 
laws. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the speculator and the land-grabber, 
the cattleman and all that can go out to that country and make their 
selections of waters atthe heads of the different streams just as intelli- 
gently, perhaps with quite as much wisdom as will obtain in such se- 
lections after we have made a topographical survey. ‘They know ex- 
actly what they want; they know where the water is, and they know 
We do not draw attention merely to the fact of the ex- 
istence of advantages out there for the storage of water in reservoirs 
by making this survey. That is not the danger we have to encounter. 
The danger was stated by the Senator from Colorado. 

These wise, sagacious men are out there now using the homestead 
and other laws of the United States; perhaps they employ a litte per- 
jury along with it occasionally, in the exercise of their diligence to use 
the laws of the United States to seize upon these reservoirs of water, 
these places for storage of water, which the Government of the United 
States ought to protect against private ownership, which ought to be 
kept in public ownership, so that whenever we get ready either through 
the States or any other agency at all, we can build the dams and make 
the reservoirs and have the water in storage. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts, because the homestead laws 
are abused occasionally, and are certainly liable to abuse, would not 
repeal the homestead laws; he would not repeal, perhaps, the timber- 
culture laws; he might not repeal the irrigation laws. I think the 
timber-culture and irrigation laws might very well be repealed; but 
whoever goes upon the public domain west of the Mississippi River 
and acquires title from the United States must do it in virtue of actual 
occupancy. He must make his home there, and he can not acquire 
title in any other way. So that shuts out the speculator in the first 
instance. 

Perhaps, after a man gets his title he may have to sell to somebody 
who has more money than he has, and a company comes along and 
takes up his land. Hecan not prevent that except it be a foreign cor- 
poration, and foreign people are not able to make him go and do it. 
All we can do is in the initial step, in passing the title from the first 
holder, to guard it with all proper restrictions and guards. That we 
have done in our laws. The laws are ample on that question. 

I do not know that they can be improved at all. So the danger that 
the Senater from Massachusetts apprehends does not exist, or if it does 
exist you can not provide against it unless you close your land offices 
and say that no more public land shall go under private ownership. 

We ought to encourage the expansion of the population of this coun- 
try into homesteads. The Senator from Colorado put that very pow- 
erfully before the Senate, and there is no one single point connected 
with the general policy of this country that is more valuable than in- 
ducing our people to go and scatter themselves abroad in agricultural 
pursuits upon the homesteads we grant them. It is a great and wise 
public policy. I have seen the necessity of having a different system 
in reference to my own State, by repealing the law whichallowed private 
entry at a dollar and a quarter an acre, so that every person who gets 
a tract of land from the Government ofthe United States now must do 
it in virtue of an actual settlement upon that land. He can not do it 
in any other way. 

Now we reserve these lands in these tops of the mountains, build 
dams, make reservoirs; we reserve the right to dig ditches, and in giv- 
ing title to the land there is the condition attached by the amendment 
here that the Government reserves the right of making the reservoirs 
and the right of carrying the water by ditches across the land. That 
may probably, and I think will, save the necessity of a regular con- 
demnation of the land under judicial procedure. 

I think it a wise provision to putin here. We may find it necessary 
to improve it by some more specific legislation, but it Was a wise pro- 
vision in this amendment. It does reserve the reservoir; it does re- 
serve the right of way for ditches, and it leaves the land as we are 
obliged to leave it, subject to homestead entry. I want the home- 
steaders to get the benefit of it. Ido not want to shut these people 
out from it. Itis in the general law. The law provides forit. The 
law could not be really amended so as to make it any stronger than it 
is now. 


Mr. DAWES. Is it not just as much within our power to amend 


the law so that all these lands shall be open to homestead entry only, 
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Perhaps that might be well strix 1 out of the ge lL] of t : 
land, but yet there are so localities of the West \ e it would to 
operate very injuriously to repealthat law. Some beautiful fat 
ist in the West now aboundingin agricultural products that have gr { ‘ f this 
up under this irrigation law, and it is rather a hard thing to get ¢ 
rress to consent to change asystem which has yielded sul 
efits in the past. So it is not necessary to put it on this bil the ] 
This is a mere preliminary provision whereby the areas and lo Now 
may be ascertained for the storage of water, accompanied, h { eff 
with the additional provision here now that the meresurvey s é lic lands « 
the land from the public domain to that extent that it is only o »| ment, with an exce 
homestead entry. That is the whole measure, to Co f 
is a very wise provision and that there is actual i ti L¢ l 
M REAGAN M ] lent, I offer des < 
substitute for what h he ered Aft } t 1 this 
line 12, this is to co inasasu ite fi that follows tha inst t 
rhe PRESIDENT pro t Che ame nent will be report ssed by that sug 
TheSecreTARY. After the word “‘dollars,’’ in line 12 of the amend gainst this impr 
ment, it is proposed to insert as a substitute the following | desire that it shal 
And all the lands which may be designated for res cat of the cuit sors 
for irrigation, shall be reserved as the property of t nited Sta 1 sha I am not unfrier 
not be subjected to entry or settlement until hereafter provided for , r . 





Mr. REAGAN I will state the object I have in view in the pr legislate for their 
posed amendment. The langu: 
and uncertain, and at events 





e, as it stands, is certainly con 1 | when we seek to! 












vides that, if these surveys shall be made, the land designated for res- | ment proposed 
ervi ‘anals, and ditches for irrigation, shall be reserved from eniry. ready 
Mr ELLER I should like to suggest to the Senat f 1 ‘| M rELLI 
that ould strike out the word ‘‘ditches’’ his ams tv 1 vinal amen 
be There is no probability that the ditches w i rl SID 
at al r years. The first thing is to find the reservoi } may | the Senator f 
want to run that w r 50 miles down these streams « ) M WE) 
may be, before you take it out, and it is not to be ex] t M LLISO} 
will be any ditches surveyed under this at all. Mr. TELI 
Mr. REAGAN. Following the st stion of the Sen ( I 
orado, I will strike out the word ‘‘« 1€ SID 
Mr. BOWEN. We will accept that. é Ww 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor ; umendment a 1 If t Si 


reported. Cha l annou 
fhe Secretary. The proposed modification is to st rt t now recurs 


word ‘‘ ditches: 0 as to read f uesti 


And allthe lands which may be designated for reservoirs \I -E AGA? 
gation shall be reserved as the property of the I ted Stat Ch und 
subjected to entry or settlement until he fier provided for by law af . 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I share the ideas of the Senator n R] 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] in regard to this matter, and I think tis enator { 
land subject to irrigation ought to be reserved from entry and set ‘ al 
ment as soon as these surveys are made. The amendment now ) eee a 
posed does not go tothat extent. Itreserves the sites of the reservoi1 ' 
but does not reserve the whole extent of the land now belonging to t! or ' 
United States which would be benefited by this improvement 


Mr. TELLER. I would like to make a suggestion to the Senat: United State 








I can show him the impracticability of reserving the land i 
stance, I willsuggest to the Senator that on the Larami¢ 

a place which with probably half a million dollars can be 1 

sea that would irrigate thousands and tens of thousands of a . ts, appa 
that may be surveyed, and yet re are thousands of acré { os , 
that still may be watered by the Platte River, and if we ds wh 
all the land that could be watered we should rese1 ll 





still has not been taken. 7 
Take the Arkansas River. A nut ] 
built on the headwaters of the Arkansas Rive 





lected, and then to reserve all the land that could be irrigated at from Indiana 





them would be to reserve thousands of acres that will be L L be ‘yea ii sho 
irrigated by the natural flow of the stream. So it is utt y i Mr. COLQUII 


ble to do that, because at the head of the stream there is an oppo Senator from Rhos 


tunity to make a reservoir ten or twenty years from now all the land Mr. MITCH] 
will have been reserved. The whole thing would be valueless if that wue [Mr. Do 


yntemplates the investit of tit ubject alone to ov 


in private parties. My amendment takes all trouble out of it, and } J PRESIDEN 
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family. If he were here he would vote ‘* yea.’’ 
ally with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, I voted because I was informed by the Senator’s col- 
league [ Mr. Mircue.L.] that he would vote the same way if he were 
here. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi]. Does the other Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] know how his colleague would 
probably vote on this if he were present? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not, Mr. President, but I believe he would 
vote against it, as I do, for reasons that I did not take time to state. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘nay’’ upon the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADDOcK’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr, PADDoCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. kusti If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SABLN (when his name was called). Iam paired generally with 
the Senator from West Virginia[Mr. KENNA]; but on this question I 
feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLtpn]. If 
he were here, he would vate ‘‘ yea,’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CULLOM. TheSenatorfrom Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHErRson]. I do not know 
how either Senator would vote if present. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. I do not know how he would vote if present, and 
therefore I withhold my vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. I will pair him with the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. VooRHEERS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Indiana is already paired with 
the Senator from Texas [ Mr. Coke]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who is detained on 
account of illness, and understanding that if present he might possibly 
vote differently from what I have done, I withdraw my vote. 

ir. CALL, I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Pasco] 
is detained from the Senate by necessary business and is paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. I desire to state that I 
think my colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea;’’ so that the Senator 
irom Lllinois is at liberty to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 


He is paired gener- 


Aldrich, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Bowen, Gibson, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Hawley, Payne, Teller, 
Call, Hearst, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sabin, 
Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
NAYS—IS8. 

Allison, Blodgett, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
ate Daniel, Harris, Vest, 
Beck, Dawes, Plumb, Walthall, 
Berry, Edmunds, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gray, Reagan, 

ABSENT—29. 
Butler Eustis, McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
Chace George, Paddock, Vance, 
Cockrell Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Ingalis, Platt, 
Das is, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Dolph Kenna, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

\ir, ALLISON. On page 57, line 5, after the words ‘‘ General Land 
Otiice,’’? I move to insert ‘*and the Bureau of Education.’’ 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be read from 


the desk. 
(he Cuter CLERK. On page 57, line 5, after the words ‘‘ Land Of- 
fice,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘and Bureau of Education.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In connection with that amendment I ask to have 
printed in the RecorpD a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
REcoRD, if there be no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 30, 1888, 


My Dear Sir: I observe that by the sundry civil bill, as it has been reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations to the Senate, the only repeal of the act 
of March 3, 1887, which required the removal of the General Land Office, Bu- 
reau of Railroads, and Bureau of Education to the Pension building, pro- 
vided for is so much as relates to the Land Office. I do most sincerely think it 
will be a serious injury to the Educational Bureau and also to the Pension 
Bureau to compel the removal of the former into the Pension building. It can 
not but practically strangle the Bureau of Education for a considerable period, at 
least. and I can not see but that it must seriously interfere with its usefulnessso 


The letter will be printed in the 
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long as itshall remain there. There are now about forty-three clerks and peo- 
ple employed in the Bureau of Education, and they have a large collection of 
books, models, educational appliances, and bric-a-brac of various character and 
all contributory to enlightenment. I have visited the Pension building and 
can not see how this can bestored, except.in great part, in the fourth story. 
Practically, it becomes when placed there unavailable for use. 

The appropriation in the legislative, executive, and judicial bill on account 
of the Bureau of Education is, altogether, $50,920. The rent of the building to 
be saved by this change is $4,000. In order to save this sum of $4,009 of rent I 
do not hesitate to say that this action will waste $25,000 of the appropriation for 
the bureau. 

I have heard the idea expressed in casual conversation that the Bureau of 
Education was not an instrumentality of especial value, and I fear that this 
idea has had something to do with the willingness to cripple it by this removal. 

i do not concur at all in the sentiment; but if the sentiment isto have any 
influence, and especially under the plea of economy, it should take an effective 
direction to accomplish the latter end; and this would require that, in case of 
this removal being insisted upon, a great part of the force should be discharged 
and the appropriation made for the conduct of the bureau diminished. I do 
not doubt that it could be diminished one-half, upon the theory of the removal, 
and as effective work be accomplished asif the same number of officers and 
employés shall be retained, now provided for, because they can not work to ad- 
vantage in such quarters as can be assigned in the Pension Bureau. 

The legislative bill has made provision for the rent of the building now occu- 


| pied by the Bureau of Education only until the Ist of December next, appropri- 


ating $1,667 for that purpose, one-third of the annual rental. ‘The time is short 
and the pressure upon Congress, and “poner upon you, my dear sir, 1 recog- 
nize to be very great at this juncture. Is it not the part of wisdom to continue 


| that bureau where it is for the remainder of this fiscal year, which will involve 
| but $2,333 more (perhaps less than the cost of its removal), and review this sub- 


ject at the next session with more attention than can now be allowed to it? 

If it be possible for yourself, or some member of the committee, to give an 
hour or an hour and a half toa personal examination of the circumstances, I 
feel convinced you will recognize by a survey of the buildings and the property 
involved the imperative urgency and wisdom of the suggestion I venture to 
make. 

The provision for the post-office within the area of the Pension building will 
make that building as thoroughly occupied as almost any Government building 
in the city, perhaps quite as much. 

I have the honor to be, my dear Mr. Chairman, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. F. VILAS, Secrelary. 

Hon. WM. B. ALLISON, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 

Mr. BLAIR. In this immediate connection, if the chairman-of the 
Committee on Appropriations will permit me, and I feel greatly grati- 
fied to hear him move that amendment, I will ask to have printed also 
in the REcoRD, with the matter that he sent to the desk, other matter 
that I have here bearing on the same subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the other matter, Mr. President? 
Senator ought to describe it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will explain this amendment briefly to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed communications de- 
sired to be inserted in the RECORD will be read, if there be no objection. 
The Senator from Vermont desires to know their contents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not care to have them read. 
Senator from New Hampshire to state the substance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not know that the Senator referred to me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The documents sent to the desk will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF EDUCATION, 
Washington, D.C., July 30, 1888, 

DEAR Sik: I have recently made several visits to the Pension building with 
a view of learning what accommodations can be secured therein for the bureau 
of Education. At your suggestion I give you the result of my observations and 
inquiries. 

The building consists of three-columned arcades one above the other—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I hardly think the Senator will care to have the 
communication read in full. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not ask to have it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not really care to have a description of the 
Pension building. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the communication be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the matter proposed to be inserted in the RECORD may be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will withdraw the matter, if the Senate will permit 
me. It is important matter, but I can use it at some other time just 
exactly as well, if the Secretary will return it to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter will be withdrawn if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are ways enough to get pertinent matter into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend by adding at the foot of page 9 
the matter that I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

posed amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the-end of page 9— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings, or otherwise, a 
site, and to cause to be erected at the city of Atchison, in the State of Kansas, a 
suitable building for the use and accommodation of the post-office and other 
Government offices in said city, with fire-proof vaults extending to each story. 
The site, and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and 
specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall not exceed the cost of $75,000; and the sum of $75,000 is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the purchase of said site and the completion of said building: Provided, That 


there shall be an open space of not less than 50 feet upon every side of said build- 
ing, including streets and alleys, and that no part of said sum shall be expended 


The 


I asked the 


The Chief Clerk will read the pro- 
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until a valid title to said site shal vested in the United States and t State 
of Kansas shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the s 
during the time the United States s ain the ow st a 
purposes except t stra f ec ai laws of said a 
service of any civil ss there 

Mr. ALLISON. This is, I believe, one of a series of amend ts 
intended to be proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin I 
the amendment to be in order, and therefore I leave the question to 
the Senate to decide. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agri g to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair understands tl 


are aseries of amendn 


Mr. BECK. Letn 
there has not been a I 
Mr. SPOONER. Ti 
the House. It is rep 
Senate, the Committe 
ferred to the Commit 
this time; so that ma 
Mr. BECK. Does 
The PRESIDENT ; 
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Mr. HARRIS. Do 
that that amendment 
Buildin 
Mr. SPOONER, 
stated. 
Mr. HARRIS. An 
for the same building 
Mr. SPOONER. JY 
Mr. HARRIS. Id 
amendment being in « 
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ients of the same character to be su 
1e inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin ether 
vil] pass d by both Houses that covers t 


1is bill has passed the Senate, but it has not passed 
orted favorably by a standing committee of the 
e on Public Buildings and Grounds d was re 
tee on Appropriations twenty-four hours fore 
kes it in order under the rules. 

the Chair decide the question of ord 

ro te re. The question of order has not yet 


ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] announced th 

1dment was in order. 

I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to say 
was reported from the Committee on Pu 


and Grounds ? 
That is what the Senator from Wisconsin has 


da bill has already passed the Senate providing 
7 

Cs. 

o not think there can be any question about the 
yrder. 


Mr. BECK. I desire only to saya word. I am not objecting to this 


particular provision, 
office at San Francisec¢ 
ate, but my recollecti 
bilis of this character 
ing in the House. T 


and I am very sure that a building for a post 
> ought to pass if it isin order. I may exagger 
on is that there are some forty-four o1 
that have now passed the Senate and are pend- 


lorty-live 


hey are not yet law, and I understand that the 


Committee on Appropriations, as far as we were concerned, adopted 


the rule, and we sup} 


ose that that was the law; that until there was a 


law authorizing the construction of a building it was not in order in 


an appropriation bill 
matter how it was re 


mittee; that it was legislation absolutely new, there being no law au- | 
thorizing the construc 


to provide for it; that it was new legislation, no 
‘ommended or how it was passed, or by what com 


tion of public buildings at those places. 


Now, what I rose to say was this: If the Senate decides otherwise, 


then I assume that al 


| the forty or fifty billsthat have passed the Sen 


ate but have not yet passed the House are also in order here, and will 


all have to go on this 


bill, because the Senate has recognized the pro- 


priety of these buildings being erected by passing bills for that pur- 


pose, so that it just o 


Mr. VEST. Are there any buildings appropriated for in this bill 


peus the door. 


except such as have been authorized by law ? 
Mr. BECK. No, notone. I believe I amright about that. There 


is no appropriation fe 
that have been autho 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Committee on Approy 
bills authorizing thei 


yr a public building in this bill except for those 
rized by law. 

No amendment has been recommended by the 
priations for public buildings except in cases wher 
r construction have passed both Houses and been 


signed by the President. 
Mr. BECK. Now, if the Senator from Wisconsin proposes to ta 


onto this bill all the 


bills that have passed the Senate and not passed 


the House, that is for the Senate to determine, and I desire the matter 
to be fairly understood. I ask whether it is in order to have bills put 


on in that way ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I submit anamendment to thesundry civil bill and 


move that it be refe 
Grounds. 


rred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DANIEL. Ialso desire to offer an amendment to the san 


civil bill and move 


its reference to the Committee on Manufact 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPOONER, fro 
to whom was referr 


m the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 


ed the amendment this day submitted by M1 


ALDRICH, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil bill, reported it 
favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations 


which was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT 
ator from Kentucky 


pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


to raise the point of order on the am: nent 


the Senator from Wisconsin ? 


Mr. BECK. I bel 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
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ieve I ought to do so. 
In order to enable the President of the Senate t 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineer 


Lieut. Col. Orlando M. Poe, to be colonel, July 23, 1888, 
appointed Chief of Engineers. 

Maj. Samuel M. Mansfield, to be lieutenant-colonel, Ju 
‘ice McFarland, deceased 





Maj. William R. King, to be lieutenant-colonel, July 23, 1s" 
Poe, promoted. 
Capt. James B. Quinn, to be major, July 22, 1888, vice M l, 


promoted. 
First Lieut. Frederic V. Abbot, to be captain i 
Quinn, promoted. 


Second Lieut. William E. Craighill, to be first lieutenant, July 22, 


L888. vice Abbot. pl ymoted. 
Second Reciment Caval 


Second Lieut. Guy Carleton, to be first lieutenant, July 24, 1888, 


vice La Point, dismisse¢ 


Second Lieut. Charles J. Stevens, to be first lieutenant, July 16 
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th Regiment of Cavalry. A bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Sarah A. Cors : 
econd Lieut. Robert L. Howze, of the Fifth Cavalry, to A bill (Hi. R. 6764) SO Krams a 0 ‘ Muck-a-p -wak-keu- 
eutenant, July 7, 1858, vice Hodgson, promoted. zah, or John, an Indian wae de . 10 Saving the lives of many 
white people in the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862; 
th Regiment of Cavalry. | A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pensionto John A. Rolf; 
1al Second Lieut. William J. D. Horne, to be second lieuten- | A bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Auna M. Arnold, widow 
15, 1888, vice Gardner, promoted. of John Arnold; 
Second Lieut. Guy H. Preston, of the First Cavalry, to A bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T, Bourland; 
lieutenant, July 16, 1838, vice Stevens, promoted. , A bill (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the 
. 7 pension-roll ; 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. A bill (H. R. 8523 granting a pe sion to Susan F. Scott: 
il Second Lieut. William R. Sample, to be second lieu- | | A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow of 
1, 188 ce Mulhall, promoted. | the late W. T. Ward; 
enteenth Regiment of Infantry. bill (H. R. 8677) gran ing 
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il Second Lieut. William R. Dashiell, of the Eighth In- 


be second lieutenant, July 15, 1888, vice Grumley, pro- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAY, July 30, 1888. 


e met at1lo’clocka. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
BURN, D. D. 
nal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
ous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
RMENTROUT, for one week, on account of important busi- 
LARDY, for ten days. 
OFF, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


AKER. On Saturday morning the House passed a concur- 


ion providing for the printing of a number of copies of the 


should have been a joint resolution, as it makes an appro- 
of the Treasury; and if there be no objection the Senate 
iested to return the resolution to the House in order that 
rrected. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
red. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled ‘Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint | Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 


resoiution o 


namely 


bill (H. 


A bill (H. 
A 
\ 


bill (H, 


J. Carlton: 


A bill (HL. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 
Whaley; 

A bill (H. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


f the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, 


R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell; 
R. 149) granting a pension to Rachel Burnes; 
R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia 


R. 160) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Sailer; 

R. 185) granting a pension to Samunl F,, C. Garrison; 

It. 486) granting a restoration of pension to Lydia Calhoun; 
kt. 490) granting a pension to George W. Pitner; 

R. 621) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; 

t. 737) granting a pension to Joseph Peve; 

t. 817) granting a pension to Mary Foster; 

’. 881) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 

t. 945) granting a pension to Mary Kelley; 

t. 965) granting a pension to George E. Wells; 

?. 2140). granting a pension to Eliza Smith; 

’. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 


I 
I 
J 
| 
l 
] 
J 


and foot-passenger bridge at or near Burlington, Iowa; 


A bill (H 


. R. 2233) granting a pension to Bernard Carlin; 


A bill (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis; 
A bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to William Jack; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 3521) granting a pension to Manuel Garcia; 
R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delila Whipps; 


A bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 3923) to place the name of Frederick Ronicke on th 
pension-roll; 

\ bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
Mead > 

A bill (11. R. 4098) granting a pension to Eliza Trefren; 

A bill (HL. R. 4270) granting a pension to William C. Tilley; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) granting a pension to Rosanna K. Griffin; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


A bill (H 
A bill (H 


t. 5383) granting a pension to George W. Flowers; 


R. 5443) granting a pension to Isaac M. Johnson 

Rt. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Sinnott; 
. R. 6193) for the relief of Edson Saxberry ; 
. R. 6220) granting a pension to John Taafe: 


bill (H. R. 8761) grantin yension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 
bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to Levi Little; 
bill (H. R. 8953) granting a pension to Eliza Mathews; 
bill (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 
bill (H. R. 9029) for the relief of Marshall Bertram; 
bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 
bill (H. R, 9119) granting a pension to George C. Chase; 
bill (H. R. 9126) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline G. Seyfforth; 
bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to William P. Riddle; 
bill (H. R. 9298) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel and quartermaster-general United States Army, deceased, 
and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official bond; 
A bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig; 
A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Jewett; 
A bill (H. R. 9344) granting a pension to James C. White; 
A bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 
A bill (H. R. 9540) granting a pensionto Martha J. Rushford, widow 
of John Rushford; 
A bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. Yeaw; 
A bill (H. R. 9729) granting a pension to Malinda Hardin; 
| A bill (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 
| A bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 
| <A bill (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 
A bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 
love; 
A bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 
A bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood; 
A bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis; 
; A bill (H. R. 10344) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, 
the helpless invalid daughter of Dennis 0’ Laughlin, late a member of 


a pension to Mary E. Forren; 
- 
ui 


& 
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‘ 
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A bill (H. R. 10758) to amend the charter of the Capitol, North O 
Street and South Washington Railway Company; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 206) to continue the provisions of a joint 
resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled ‘‘A joint resolution to pro- 
vide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government;’’ 

A bill (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the United States circuit and 
district courts to be used interchangeably, and to provide for drawing 
talesmen; 

A bill (S. 143) to provide for the issuing and recording of certain com- 
missions in the Department of Justice; 

A bill (S. 183) requiring notice of deficiency in accounts of principals 
to be given to sureties upon bonds of United States officials, and fixing 
a limitation of time within which such suits shall be brought against 

| said sureties upon said bonds; 
| A bill (S. 190) for the relief of W. H. Tibbits; 
live-oak in the southwestern land district of the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 856) to provide for the holding of the district court of the 
United States at Salina, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and Indian 
women; 

A bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
lands, in the Territory of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2009) to reserve the homestead right of F. Vance, of Akron, 
Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 2316) reserving the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn: 
| and 

A bill (S. 2624) to provide for the enlargement of the dimensions of 
the wharf at Fortress Monroe. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, that the 
louse be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1914 
or the relief of Mary E. Hopkins, and that the same be considered at 
his time. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


} 
t 


| 
| 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Mary E, Hopkins, widow of Alfred Hopkins, late a captain in 


A bill (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of land on account of 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burr ows] 
objected to that a few minutes ago. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lut the gentleman from Michigan objected 
probab ly in order that his side of the House might have a hearing. 
Now they have had recognition, and, in the interest of all the members | 
of this House and in the interest of fair play, I make the request that 
the roll be called for requests for unanimous consent, and that the call 
be continued until the names of all the members have been called. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am compelled to object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Then let us have the regular order. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER. The House having passed the Senate bill to pro- 
vide for a —- building at Charlotte, “ c., ' if there be no objection 
the House bill for the same purpose (HH. 72}) will be laid on the 
table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAcon] asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Manufactures may have 
leave to sit during the recess, in order to continue its investigation into 
the subject of ‘‘trusts.’’ Is there objection ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Are we going to have any recess, Mr. 
Speaker? [Laughter]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have leave now to sit during the sessions of 
the House. 

A MEMBER. Are we going to have a report from that committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can nct answer that question. 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope the regular order will not be called until 
this matter is disposed of. This consent is imperatively necessary in 
order to complete the work of the committee. We makea preliminary 
report this morning. 

Mir. REED. From the Committee on Manufactures? 
my demand for the regular order. 

here was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 
der is the call of the States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and resolutions. 

AMALGAMATION OF HUMAN SPECIES, 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 11036) to ascertain and 
exhibit the physical effects upon offspring resulting from the amalga- 
mation of human species; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I withdraw 


THE POSTAL TABLET. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois (by request), offered the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be, and is 
hereby, directed to inquire into and report upon allowing an article known as 
the postal tablet, or private postal-card, the weight of which shall not exceed 
half an ounce, to pass through the mails at the rate of 1 cent for postage. 

PUBLIC RESERVATION IN NEW MEXICO. ! 

Mr. HOLMAN, by request, introduced a bill Pe R. 11037) to set 
apart a certain tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico as a pub- 
lic reservation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. HAYES offered the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be allowed an annual clerk, to be 
paid outofthe contingent fund of the House until March 4,1889, at the rate of $2,000 
per annum,and the Committee on Appropriations is hereby instructed to make 
provision for such clerk at the said rate of $2,000 per annum from March 4, 1889, 

MESSENGERS IN HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. TARSNEY introduced a resolution continuing the three session 
messengers employed in the House post- -office until the commencement 
of the second session of the Fiftieth Congress; which was refe rred to 
the Committee on Accounts, 

COMMERCE. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 11038) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF ‘‘ TRUSTS.”’ 
Mr. BACON introduced a resolution to make immediately available 


funds to continue the investigation of “‘ trusts,’’ ete., by the Committee 
on Manufactures; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
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ADDITIONAL TAXES UNDER ACT OF MARCH 3, 1875. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11039) for the relief of certain persons who paid additional taxes as- 
sessed against them under the act of March 3, 1875: which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND DISTRICT IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 11040) to create the Col- 
mon land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS STATE FAIR. 

Mr. ABBOTT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authoriz- 
ing the several Executive Departments of the Government to loan to 
the Texas State fair and Dallas exposition certain articles for exhibit; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a concurrent resolution to print 
5,000 additional copies of the report of the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this Congress it shall be in order im- 
mediately after the approval of the Journal to proceed in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole tothe consideration, for the period of one hour, of bills and 
resolutions which shall have been previously reported by standing committees 
of the House, and such reports printed, and Senate bills and resolutions on the 
Speaker’s table or referred, which, or substantially similar, measures shall have 
received favorable action and report of appropriate House committees, in the 
following manner: 

The Speaker shall call the standing committees in their order, when by direc- 
tion of such committee so called one measure may be called up for considera- 
tion; if not more than five members object, such consideration shall proceed : 
Provided, That debate on each measure shall be limited to ten minutes, to be 
equally divided for and against the measure, exclusive of not exceeding five 
minutes which may be occupied in reading the committee report on the meas- 


ure; this hour not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills, or reports of 
conference committees. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 27) providing for the printing 
of a supplement to Wharton’s Digest of International Law. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 1082) to au- 
thorize the issuance of patent to certain land in Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 907) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. C.; asked a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous ses, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. RANsom, and Mr. Pasco. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. Thecall of States and Territories for the introduc- 
tion of bills and resolutions having been concluded, the regular order 
is now the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 
will yield a moment I desire to have the House consider the report ot 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on the bill (H. R. 10556) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. JIask unanimous consent that the House 
agree to the report submitted Saturday last recommending concurrence 
in certain amendments and non-concurrence in others; and I also ask 
that a conference with the Senate be requested. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the following report: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, who have had under consideration the Sen- 
ateamendments to H. R. 10556, entitled ‘“‘An act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,”’ 
submit the following report and recommendations : 

There were seventy-five amendments reported in the bill as it came from the 
Senate. The committee, after full consideration of the same, recommend con- 
eurrence in the amendments numbered respectively as follows : 

Amendments numbered 1, 2,9, 10,12, and 13. 

Also, concurrence in Senate amendment numbered 16, with amendments in 
line 315, after the word * Mexico; ’’ soas to make the remainder of the line read : 
“‘and the South Atlantic coast for navy-yards and dry-docks, and for.” 

They also recommend concurrence in amendments numbered 17,19, 26, 50, 31, 
32, 33, 36, 42, 43, 44, 50, 52, 54, 61, and 69, 

The committee recommend non-concurrence in the ame sndments as follow S: 

Amendments numbered 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8. 11, 14, 15,18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 2 





35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51,53, 55, 56,'57, 58, 59, 60, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68,70, 
71, 72, 78, 74, 75. 
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The SPEAKER, 
conference with the Senate upon the disagreeing votes of t 
The Chair hears no ob 
the appointment of the House conferees dur 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


ti 


ORDER OF 


ments, and consider them in the House. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
The SPEAKER. 


I object. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


reports. 


Mr. BURNES. 


request. 


The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed 


Mr. BURNES. 


After this motion 


Now I ask that all members having reports 
may be permitted to file them with the Clerk at the desk. 


The question is on the motion of 
from Missouri to dispense with the morning hour. 
I hope unanimous consent will be 


There was no objection. 


desk 


€ 
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PUBLIC 


FILING OF REI 


BUILDING, ALLENTOWN, 
Mr. SOW DEN, from the Committee on Public Buildin: 
reported back favorably the bill (H. 
public building at Allentown, Pa.; which was referred to the 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 


jec tion. 
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The Chair will 
r th 


1@ Gay 


rin 
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BUSINESS. 
I ask that the same order be made i 
to the Army bill that has just been made in reference to the 1 
at is to say, to discharge the Committee of the Whole Hou 
state of the Union from the further consi 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


to be printed. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from 
ported back adversely the bill 
arrears of pensions; which was laid on the table. 

ife also, from the same committee, reported back, 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. RK. 11041) granting 
of pension to John Winchell; 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Priva 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ported back fa 


to be printed. 


lam J. 


Duley; 


STEPHEN L. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on 
ported back withamendment the bill (H. R. 9408) grant 
of pension to Stephen L. Kearney; which was referred to 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, < 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


W. B. GREEN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pensi 
B. Green; which was referred to the Committee of the 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying repo1 


KEARN! 


JOHN WINCHELL. 


CAPT. WILLIAM 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10882) 
Nancy Hamilton; 
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the Committee on 
H. R. 10662) 


TEMPY M. JOHNSTON. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Commiitee on Invalid 
vorably the bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pen 
M. Johnston; which was referred to the Committee of tI 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying rep 
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AkY VANBUSKIRE., 
7 TTS fram the (7 + Po a renorted hack favorah): 
ir, blu , from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favorably 
the b H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; which wi 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
I TIGATION OF TRUST 
i ) M peake lL have t report tl lL de eto! ri 


abimous consent has just been 
Pp 


Mr. BACON. I know, but this is: 
ive printed in the RecorpD. 
| PEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 


was no objection. 


he report (from the Committee on Manufacture 


It is as follows 











ments to the bill (H. R. 77 


was referred to 


( mittee on inufactures respectfully report that acting under the au- 
‘ ty d direction resolution of this House passed on the 25th day of Jan- 
i ] they have proceeded to investigate and inquire into the matters and 
tl referred to in said resolution, and having examined witnesses and papers 
j n thereto, they have been unable to complete such inquiry and inves 
tis and respectfully report the following resolution with the recommenda- 
{ { t it do pass. 
umittee further report that the names of various combinations and 
t save been, from timetotime, furnished to your committee, that the num- 
b ‘ combinations is very large, and that your committee in calling t 
ne $ i taking testimeny proceeded upon the following plan of investigation, 
d.¢ > quire: 
i With relation to trusts or combinations in lines of business which 
nected with or use articles in which there exists a competition in ou 
! ets between the domestic product and the foreign product imported and 
ad inder our tariff laws. 
1. With relation to such combinations dealing in articles which are not 
j ed i this country or are not subject to import duties. 
|, With relation to such combinations dealing in articles which are sub- 
‘ taxation under the internal-revenue laws of the United States. 
committee has particularly directed its inquiry into the methods of and 
t tent of the business done or controlled by the sugar trust and the Stand- | 
trust, and respectfully submit herewith the testimony taken before it in 


i to these two trusts, 
| iitting this testimony your committee desire to call the attention of the 
He e to the form of organization of these two trusts. Both of them are orga 
{| upon substantially the same plan. From the testimony it appears that 
i e exists a certain number of corporations organized under the laws of the 
‘ ‘ States and subject to their control; that these corporations have issued 
t < to various individuals, and that these individual stockholders hav: 





| general debate for a period of four 


i their stock to the trustees named in the agreement creating these 


t accepted in lieu thereof certificates issued by the trustees named 
1) rhe agreements provide that the various corporations whose stock is 

endered to the trustees shall preserve their identity and carry on their busi- 
ness in the sugar trust agreement the provision is that the several corpora- 
t hall maintain their separate organization, and each shall carry on and 
conduct its own business, 


In the Standard Oil Trust agreement it is provided that all property, real and 
personal, assets and business shall be transferred to and vested in the said sev- 
companies. The duties of the trustees are restricted to the receipt of the 
dividends declared by the various corporations and the distribution of the ag- 
of them to the holders of the trust’s certificates, pro rata, and to hok 

i ind voting upon the stock of the corporations. The trustees in both cases, 
the stand as witnesses, specifically denied that the trustees, as such, ever 

r business than to receive and distribute these dividends and exer- 
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evidence in relation to that trust, and as « taining a careful statement of the 


law of that State so fara 





ANNIE GIBSON YATES, 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I aker, unanimous consent 
to make a report recom lending non-concurrence ji Senate amend- 
7 the pens ‘ 1 of 
Yates, and agree to the conference a I by the Senate thereon. 
rhe SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 
Ther and it w: 


DEFICIENCY 


yish to ask, Mr. Sp 





US) to increas Annie Gibson 


was no objection, 3; so ordered. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BURNES. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole Hous ite of the Union for the purpose 
of further considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly 
House on the state of the Union, ; R in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills, The Clerk 
will report the title of the unfin 

The Clerk read as follows: 


eon til 


resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


LINGI 








A bill (H. R. 10896): cing appropriat : tosupply deficiencies in the appro- 
stions for the fiscal year ending Jun and for prior years, and for 
other urposes, 
Mr. BURNES. I desire, if possible, to proceed now with the ques- 
tion of the limitation of general debate. Some suggestions have been 
ade in reference to it, and I presume the committee understands 


about all the differences on both sides. In the mean time some nego- 
tiations have taken place here, and some discussion also that probably 
has but little relevancy to the issues presented by the pending bill; 
and it might be well to agree now that the general debate between the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ] and my colleague [Mr. STONE ] 
should be concluded, say in thirty minutes, and that thereafter, there 
being no further desire for general debate, by unanimous consent it be 
concluded upon that part of the bill, then proceed to consider it sec- 
tion by section in committee, and when the final section is reached re- 
lating to the French spoliation claims there shall then be allowed 
ind a half hours on each side. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand at the time 
the Chair recognized the gentleman on Saturday. At that time it was 
understood that the gentleman was being recognized in the time of 
his colleague, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. In fact 
it is the universal custom of the House to recognize members of the 
committee having charge of the bill first, and not to allow the debate 





| or the control of the debate to pass from the hands of the committee, 
| and particularly of the member of the committee having control of the 


bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not see how the Chair could have 
reached any such understanding, for I went to the Chair and asked 
him to recognize me. I rose in my place and was recognized in my 
own right. 

Mr. BURNES. The statement of the Chair is entirely correct; but 
the gentleman will remember that he applied to me for time. I told 


| him—— 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did go to my colleague and ask him 


for time, but I was recognized by the Chair in my own right. 


« n one 
‘ the only other functions given to them by the trust agreements—that is, to | 
he he stock of the various corporations and exercise the right of stockhold- 
‘ in ich corporation, | 
The « » with which the trustees avoid making any agreement relating to | 
CO 1odities appears from the testimony as to the arrangement made with the 
Oi Association in the fall of 1887. The officers of the Producers’ As- 
8 stifed thatan arrangement was then made with the Standard Oil 
trust hich 5,000,000 barrels of oil belonging to the Standard Oil trust w 
set apart for the benefit of the association upon its agreeing to curtail the pro- 
d 1 of crude oil at least 17,500 barrelsperdiem. These witnesses undoubt- 
edly lerstand that their arrangement was with the trustees of the Standard 
Oil t t. But the written agreement produced and now in evidence shows 
that it was made withand is signed by the Standard Oil Company of New York, 
one of the companies whose stock is held by the trustees, and that the Stand 
ard Oil trust or the trustees thereof as such are not parties to it, nor is either 
of them responsible for the carrying out of that agreement. 
Chis form of combination was obviously devised for the purpose of relieving 
the trusts and trustees from the charge of any breach of the conspiracy laws of 
t various States, or of being a combination to regulate or control the price or 
] 1 n of any commodity; hence they assert that the corporations them- 
s % h controland regulate the price of commodities and the extent of 
product and have tangible property, remain with their organization intact 
and dist t, and not in combination with each other; that the stockholders 
who owned only the stock, and by well-settled legal rules had no legal title in 


the property of the corporations entered into the agreements and sold their 





stock in t corporations and accepted in payment trust certificates, and that 
the truste receive and hold only the stock of corporations and have no legal 
tit o of the property of the corporations, and neither buy nor sell any- 
thing nor combine with any one to fix pricesor regulate production of any com- 
modity 
‘our committee have deemed it proper to call attention to this feature ofthese 
« bir s, because it is believed that it will be found that all trade combi- 
having similar aims either have adopted this method or speedily will 
dos also because the legislation which has been proposed to this House 
and referr to your committee has been directed against combinations to fix 
the pr or regulate the production of articles of merchandise orcommerce. It 





is plain that the two combinations, the testimony concerning which is herewith 
submitted, have been intentionally formed so as to avoid, if possible, the charge 
that the trust,as such, or the trustees in that capacity, either fixed the price or 
regulated the production of any article of merchandise or commerce. 
Complaint ing been made to him by citizens of the State of New York 
against the sugar trust, and one of the corporations whose stock it holds, the 
attorney-general of that State has, after hearing, directed prosecutions to be 
commenced against that trust and the corporation complained of upon grounds 
which are set forth in an elaborate opinion which is submitted as part of the 












Mr. BURNES. Well, how much time does my colleague want ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I wish to make a statement first. I 
went to the Chair and asked how much longer the general debate was 
going to run, or whether there was any limitation upon it. He said 
that no limitation had been put upon it; thatthe gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], as I understood, made some objection, al- 
though I do not know what the suggestion was exactly—at all events, 
that the general debate had not been closed—and told me that I could 
rise in my own right and take the floor. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish simply to ask my colleague, if he will per- 
mit me, how much time he desires. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I claim the hour to which I 
titled. 

Mr. ROGERS. In order to preserve the integrity of the proceed- 
ings, and that there may be no mistake about this, the RECORD shows, 
on page 7659, that when the gentleman from Missouri yielded the floor 
to his colleague on Saturday to move that the committee rise, he stated: 

I presume I will retain the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the gentleman will be entitled to the floor when 
the committee again resumes its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is correct, and the Chair so holds; but, at 
the same time, the Chair understood that the gentleman was occupy- 
ing the floor in the time of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. 
The Chair never would have taken the control of the floor from the 
gentleman from Missouri having charge of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope it will be stated how much time has been 
occupied by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman spoke for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope he will be allowed to have the balance of 
his time. 
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My friend says there is not now, and never has been, anything in the 


nature of politics in the questions growing out of our public lands; that 
they are, and have always been, purely economic questions. That may 
be, but 1 had supposed that political parties are often divided on eco- 
n questions. There may be no politics in the public lands, but 
I cless it is a fact that both the great political parties of this day 
have made very definite and pronounced history in connection with our 
pub lands. 

In the speech I made here on the 5th of the present month I endeav- 
ored to epitomize that history so as to show the broad and radical dif- 
fer in the policies which prevailed while the two parties were re- 
spectively in power. Upon the facts drawn from that history I made, 


as I had a right tomake, such legitimate arguments as those facts justi- 
fied in vindication of the policies and achievements of the Democratic 

and to the just condemnation of the policies and achievements 
of the party to which the distinguished gentleman from Illinois be- 

‘loshow that politics and parties have nothing to do with land grants 
and forfeitures the gentleman from Illinois calls attention to the grant 
of lands made to the State of Illinois in 1850, to be used by that State 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Michigan to the Ohio 
River, and says that is the first grant ever made by Congress to aid in 
the construction of a railroad. That is correct ; that was the first 
grant of that kind. But the gentieman said also that when that grant 
was made in 1850 there was a Democratic Congress and a Democratic 
President. That is notcorrect. The President at that time was Mil- 
lard Fillmore, and I think he was never accused of being a Democrat. 

Mr. PAYSON. I should have said a Democratic Congress. The 
I-xecutive at that time was a Whig. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I said, Mr, Chairman, in the remarks I 
took occasion to submit on July 5, that the Democratic party, as well 
as other parties previous to 1861, had made grants of the public lands 
to certain States of the Union to aid those States in the development 
and prosecution of enterprises of paramount importance to the States 
themselves. Those grants were asked for by the States and were made 
at their instance. 

I printed in my remarks of that date a table containing an exhibit 
of every grant made from the foundation of the Government to this 
date, either to the States or to corporations, giving the dates of the 
several grants, the amounts covered by each grant, and the grantees in 
each instance. 

‘The first grant named in that table as being made to any State to 
aid in the construction of a railroad is the grant referred to by my 
friend from Illinois, 

There is nothing I wish to conceal, there is nothing the Democratic 
party could desire to conceal in all this history. 

Proceeding further, my friend quoted a remark from my speech of 
July 5, in which I said substantially that when the Republican party 
came into control of public affairs in 1861 entirely new methods and 
policies were inaugurated with reference to the management and dis- 
position of our public lands, That statement he controverts, and says 
that there is not a shadow of foundation in fact forit. The state- 
ment of my friend is that there is not a shadow of foundation in fact 
for it. Idid make that statement, and I stand by it. It is literally 
truce. I assert now that prior to 1861, when the Republican party as- 
sumed control of public affairs, not a solitary acre of the public lands 
was ever granted to a corporation. 

Mr. PAYSON, That is conceded. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. And I say that after the Republican party 
assumed control of public affairs on March 4, 1861, and between that 
date and 1874, that party did grant directly to railroad corporations 
tens of millions and hundreds of millions of acres of the public lands. 

Ir. PAYSON, Would it interrupt the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

\ir. STONE, of Missouri. One moment. Let me ask you a ques- 
tion first. Do you concede, as you did a moment ago, that from 1861 
to 1874, the Republican party, or Republican Congresses with the ap- 
provai of Republican Executives, did grant directly to railroad corpora- 
tions the public lands to thg extent I have indicated ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not’concedeit. I regard myself as being very 
unfortunate in the use of the English language if I have not been able 
to make myself understood when I have said that the grants to which 
the gentleman refers were made by Congress between the years named 
by him, but were made without regard to politics one way or the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that does not answer the question. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Then the gentleman admits that between 
the years I have named grants of the character and to the amount I 
have indicated were made to corporations? 

Mr. PAYSON. Grants of that character were made to the trans- 
continental routes, and to them only; the acreage of which grants will 
appear in the tables which I have furnished and which are identical 
with those which the gentleman himself used in his former speech. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Then my friend, while admitting the 
grants were made by Republican Congresses, seeks to break the force 
of my statement by saying that the grants were made without refer- 
ence to the question of party. He admits the grants were made di- 











rectly to railroad corporations, and made for the first time in that way 
during the years from 1861 to 1874, but says they ‘‘ were made with- 
out regard to politics one way or the other.”’ 

But my friend well knows it to be a fact, admits it to be a fact, that 
in each of the Congresses making those grants there was an overwhelm- 
ing Republican majority in both branches and very few Democrats in 
either. He also knows it to be a fact that during those years the Pres- 
idency and every department of the Government were in the control of 
the Republican party. Now, I insist, as I have a right to insist, that 
where a Congress overwhelmingly in the control of a certain political 
party shall enact certain measures into legislation, and those measures 
shall receive the executive approval of a President who belongs to the 
same party, that party must be responsible for the legislation. The 
rule is a just one, and can not be abrogated or denied if there is to be 
any such thing as party responsibility. 

Why, sirs, the Democratic party prior to 1861 made some land grants 
to certain States to aid them in the construction of railroads and canals 
and wagon-roads and forriver-improvement purposes. I presume that 
gentlemen attached to other political parties in both Houses of Congress 
voted for those measures; but I seek to escape no political or party re- 
sponsibility for those measures. 

Whatever grants were made while the Democratic party was in power 
that party is responsible for, and we stand ready now to defend them. 
We do not shrink from the full measure of that responsibility nor seek 
to share it with others. Wedo not plead the baby act. We were in 
power. The Government was in our control. We are not going to 
prowl through the musty records to see if some one or two or half dozen 
members of a minority party did not vote as we did, and sheltering 
ourselves behind a discovery of that sort, cry out, ‘‘Shake not thy 
gory locks at me; thou canstnot say I did it.’’ No, sir; we take the 
responsibility of power when power is given to us by the people. The 
grants made by the Democratic party prior to 1861 were very different 
from those made by the Republican party subsequent to1861. Istand 
ready to defend those made prior to 1861. Now I ask my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson], do you approve and defend the grants made 
between 1861 and 1874 ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman desire an answer now? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would be glad to have it now provided 
my friend does not take too much of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Under the light of present experience I would not, 
as a legislator, vote for them. If I had been in Congress in 1862 I have 
no doubt that, with William R. Morrison and other gentlemen on the 
Democratic side of the House, I should have voted for those grants 
under the light which Congress then had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not in 1862. 

Mr. PAYSON. In1864, atthe time the actamendatory of the Union 
Pacific act was passed. That was inthesummer of 1864, the time Mr. 
Morrison referred to in the observations which I have had read from 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Permit me to correct my colleague [Mr. Pay- 
son]. I do not think he will find that Colonel Morrison ever voted 
for a railroad land grant. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, I beg my colleague’s pardon. I have in my 
speech referred to the recorded vote of William R. Morrison. The 
gentleman will find it in the record, which I can get for him in one 
minute. Mr. Morrison appears in the list as having voted for the 
amendatory act-—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; the amendatory act. 

Mr. PAYSON. The Union Pacific amendatory act of 1864, in which 
the land grant and the subsidy were doubled. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I can not yield further. I have no in- 
terest in what Mr. Morrison or any other gentleman may have done on 
this question. That is an individual matter for which the individual 
alone is responsible. When I speak of the Republican party or the 
Democratic party I speak of them in the aggregate; I speak of the 
party as a body, as a political organization, not of what this individual 
or that may have done. 

Now, my friend from Illinois says he would probably have voted for 
all these grants. Mr. Chairman, if I had been old enough to be in Con- 
gress in 1864 and had had the honor of a seat on this floor, I can not 
conceive of any sort of circumstances, I can not imagine any combina- 
tion of influences, which could have induced me to cast a vote which 
would give 47,000,000 acres of the public lands of the United States to 
a single railroad corporation, as was done in the case of the Northern 
Pacific. 

Mr. LONG. How do you account for the action of Senator Hen- 
dricks ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Well, there itis again. My friend pro- 
pounds the same question already suggested—why did this individual 
or that cast a particular vote? My friend from Illinois | Mr. Payson] 
called attention to the fact that on some yea-and-nay votes an occa- 
sional Republican had voted against these grants and an occasional 
Democrat had voted for them. I am not speaking about the acts of 
individuals, but of parties. I do not know what may influence a sin- 
gle individual; I can not discuss that. Mr. Hendricks is a gentleman 
whose memory I revere, not only because of the position he held in the 
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fendricks may have been, he never was the D 
ire than my distinguished friend from Massac 
Mr. Lona], who also posse sses many of the gent 
qualities of the great, is the Republican party. 
Mr. LONG. Unfortunately for the Republican party 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Unfortunately for the Republican part 


I am speaking of parties as such in the aggre 


setts 


| Laughter 
litical organizations. 

When I say that a certain Congress in 1864 passed a 
ting and donating 47,000,000 acres of our public lands to 
road corporation created by that very Congress, and when | 
ther and find that in that Congress there was an overwhelming Rep 
lican majority in both branches, and that the President who approved 
the act was a Republican, I do not want 
how this or that individual upon either side may have voted. The 
question of responsibility is fixed and settled. 

Mr. PAYSON. 


tion ? 


to inquire any furt!l 


Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a« 

Does he desire the House and the country to understand t 
a measure as that is a party question simply becaus 
sented when a particular party is in power, and receives a majori' y vote 
of the members of that party? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I wish to be so understood. Whatever 
legislation of any character, good or bad, is passed by this House in 
this Congress, the Democratic party is responsible for it. I have heard 
you gentlemen say that a hundred times during the last six mont 

Mr. PAYSON. Isit a party question? We pass private pension 


such 


bills here every Fridaynight. Is it a Democratic measure which gives 
a pension of $8 per month to John Doe or Richard Roe? If the ma 
jority in this House votes to build a light-house on the Atlantic o1 


Pacific coast, is that a party question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I understand that yougentlemen are very 
much disposed to make pensions party questions on every possible o 
casion. | Laughter and applause on the Democratic side]. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman begs the question. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, Isay in a broad sense that every piece 
of legislation of national importance which goes through this Demo 


cratic House at this session is legislation for which the Democrati: 
party as such is responsible. 
Mr. WEAVER. And if the party in power claims credit forthe good 


things, why should it not be responsible for the bad things ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. It ought to be. My friend from Illinois 
is trying to evade the responsibility of his party for the bad things 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, my friend has conceded 
substantially all I asserted—that after 1861 a very different policy w: 
inaugurated with reference to the disposition of our public lands. He 
admits that prior to that time all grants were made to the States, to be 
under the control of the States, to be donated by them to corporations 
of their own creation and subject to their local legislation; the grants 
themselves were local, the corporations local, and everything wa 
subject to State control. He admits that after 1861 Congress went into 
the business of creating corporations and making enormous land I 
directly to them, utterly ignoring the States. Prior to 1861 the 
were to the States; subsequent to 1861 they were to corporations. | 
can see a very marked difference between’a grant to a sovereign State 
and a grant to a private corporation. I think my friend could see the 
difference too if he was not intentionally and obstinately blind. Not 
only did Congress give these private corporations our public lands, but 
also the bonds of the Government. 

Mr. CASWELL. Is it not true that in the former grants, the 
to the States, the beneficiaries were virtually designated ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The grants made prior to 1861 were mad: 
to the States. In the case of the State of Illinois the grant of about 


yrants 


2,500,000 acres was made to the State to aid the State to construct a | 


road across its territory from north to south, and the State granted the 
lands to a corporation chartered by its own Legislature to build the road 
and named it the Illinois Central Railroad Company. The grant was 
made to the State of Illinois to aid that State in the construction of that 
railroad. I have said that all the time; but I have said there was a 
marked difference between a grant to a State to aid in the construction 
of a local enterprise—a grant to the State itself for the construction of 
a railroad upon which the State itself can impose such conditions as 
pleases, where it can direct the methods of construction and operatior 
and surround the corporation with the limitations of its own authority 
and 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the State of Illinois claimed 7 per cent. of 
the gross earnings of that Illinois Central Railroad. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Yes; I was just about stating that, and 
that runs indefinitely I believe. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, indefinitely, under which the State gets 
$500,000 a year. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 





Thereby paying into the State treasury, 
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Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose 


on Saturday evening I was about to reply to a question propounded | 


by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. I will read from the 

notes furnished me by the reporter concerning what was then said: 

Mr. Payson. Assuming that it was proper for the Government to aid in the 
struction of the transcontinental roads, how could the Congress have done 

rant to such corporations? 





it except by making the g 

Mr. Srone, of Missouri, That is, assuming that Congress was going to make 
the grants anyhow. 

Mr. Payson. Yes, assuming that it was not to be helped, could it have been 
done in any other way? 


That is to say, the gentleman from Illinois desires to know whether, 
if it was the settled, fixed, unalterable purpose of Congress to make 
these enormous donations of the public lands for the purposes for which 
they were appropriated, any other or better way could have been de- 
vised than that which was adopted ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I know the gentleman does not wish to misstate, so 
I ask him to permit me tomakeasuggestion. WhatlI said, or intended 
to say, was that if the transcontinental roads were to be built and were 
to be aided by Congress, without saying how much or how little, then, 
under the necessities of the case, the corporations themselves must be 
aided directly rather than through the intermediary action of the States 
and Territories. That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Thatis substantially what I was attempt- 
ing to state. His question was, if Congress intended to aid in the con- 
struction of these lines of railroads, which thegentleman denominates 
transcontinental, could any better plan have been devised than to make 
the donations directly to the corporationsthemselves? Now that those 
donations constituted a great public wrong, that they were an outrage 
upon public right, I think will hardly be controverted in the light of 
present experience. Whatthe gentleman from Illinois desires to know 
is if this great wrong was going to be perpetrated anyhow, whether the 
way in which it was done was not as good a way to do it as any other. 
Mr. Chairman, if a man standing in a public park of this city should 
be approached stealthily from behind and have his brains blown out, 
my iriend might ask if that man was going to be murdered anyhow— 
if it was preordained and predestined that he was to be murdered, and 
that his assailant was to murder him, whether it was not just as good 
and expeditious a way to shoot his brains out and kill him as to creep 
up behind him and thrust a dagger between his ribs or strike him on 
the head with a bludgeon, or kill him in some other way ? 

Possibly it would make no difference; but none the less the homi- 
cide would be a crime whether it was done one way or the other. If 
some sneak-thief has determined to steal my watch, it matters not to 
me, so far as the property is concerned, whether he snatches it from 
my pocket or steals into my bedroom and slips it from beneath my pil- 
low. But whether the theft be accompanied with robbery or with 
burglary it is still theft; the thing itself is wrong. I think my friend 
can properly apply the parallels I have drawn. ‘The creation of these 
corporations and the granting to them of these vast areas of public lands 
was a thinly disguised public crime; the thing itself was an outrage, 
a public wrong, a shameless prostitution of the powers of Congress. 
Still, if Congress was determined to do this great wrong, perhaps it 
did not and does not make any difference whether it was committed 
in one way or another. 

But I will endeavor to be more direct in my reply to the gentleman’s 
question. If Congress had determined to do it—if, in the language of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], it could not be helped; if 
those railroad lines were bound to receive public aid, it seems to me it 
would have been infinitely better to have taken the money necessary 
for the construction of the lines out of the public Treasury, built the 
roads, and turned them over as a free gift to the several companies, 
than to have taken these millions of acres of the public lands, the homes 
of future generations, and created them into great private landed estates 
in the dead hands of pitiless corporations. That would have been a 
better way, if, indeed, it was absolutely necessary that the property 
of the people should be absorbed in those enterprises. 

But if, in the language of Dr. Lipscomb, a noted character in my 
district, Congress was ‘*‘ hell-bent and predetermined’’ on using the 
public lands for this purpose, then I say it would have been infinitely 
better to have donated the lands to the States and Territories through 
which the several lines of road were projected; to have put the lands 
in the hands of the States and made them subject to their control, so 
that gentlemen who desired franchises to build the roads would have 
been compelled to go to the Legislatures and local authorities of the 
States and Territories to obtain them. That would have been better 
than coming to Congress—better for the country, if not for the schemers. 
Congress had no business to embark in such enterprises. 

It issaid that the roads run thtough more than one State. Suppose 
they do. The Northern Pacific passes through the State of Minnesota, 
for instance. Why could not that portion of the lands granted to that 


corporation which lie in the State of Minnesota have been given to that 
State? Why not that portion in the State of Oregon to that State? 
Why not have made all the grants to the States and Territories through 
which these various roads were to run? The lands could have been 
given to the States and Territories, and those desiring to build the 








roads could have been sent to deal with the local authorities, and the 
local authorities could have imposed such conditions and limitations 
as might have subserved and conserved the public right and interest. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I return from this diversion. I have been led 
entirely away from the straight line of my purpose by interruptions. 


| My friend from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] on Saturday, while this appro- 
| priation bill was under consideration, rose to deliver his carefully pre- 





pared speech in response to speeches made upon this side of the House 
three weeks ago, during the discussion of the forfeiture bill, in which 
discussion the gentleman himself then participated. He was not sat- 
isfied to leave the discussion whereitstood. I suppose after prayerful 
reflection my friend and his party associates have felt the embarrass- 
ing necessity of further explaining in some way the unfortunate atti- 
tude of the Republican party with reference to the acquisition, control, 
and disposition of our public lands. The gentleman from Illinois, as 
a distinguished member on that side of the House, has been put for- 
ward to do what he can to allay a justly aroused and indignant public 
sentiment upon this subject. 

I repeat, what the gentleman in his written speech controverted, but 
what I think he has now practically admitted, that when the Repub- 
lican party came into power in 1861 a wideand radical departure {fom 
the methods which had previously prevailed was inaugurated. The 
policy of making grants to the States to be under their control, to be 
disposed of by them to aid in the prosecution of their own enterprises, 
was abandoned. Under the old régime, if corporations received any 
land at all, they received it from the States; the corporations were the 
creatures of the States; their charters could be forfeited by State au- 
thority if the local laws were not observed; the States could impose any 
conditions they pleased. 

In the case of the Illinois Central the grant was made by the Legis- 
lature to aid in the construction of the railroad, and the company was 
hedged in by many salutary restrictions and had important obligations 
imposed upon it—among others that it should annually pay a certain 
per cent. of its gross earnings into the State treasury. My friend from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has stated, what I suppose is generally 
known, that as a result of that legislation that company pays into the 
treasury of that State every year the sum of $500,000, which, I under- 
stand, is appropriated for the purpose of educating the children of the 
State. 

That was the Democratic method and the method of all parties prior 
to 1861. After 1861, upon the accession of the Republican party to 
power, the States were ignored; the local authorities were forgotten or 
put aside; great corporations were created here by Congressional en- 
actment; and areas of the public lands, larger in extent than many of 
the greatest empires of the world, granted directly tothem. Wealthy, 
distinguished, and influential gentlemen came down to Congress and 
asked that they be incorporated under various names—the Northern 
Pacific, the Union Pacific, the Texas Pacific, etc.—that they be author- 
ized to construct roads through the States and Territories, and that 
grants of the public lands be made to them. Whatever they asked 
they received. 

The corporations were created and the grants made. Now, these 
corporations thus created owe no allegiance to the States. When suits 
are brought against them in any State they spurn the local courts and 
appeal to the Federal judiciary. They are not subject to the restraints 
of local authority, except in a very modified degree. No restrictions 
or limitations, or comparatively none, can be imposed upon them by 
State legislation. They assume to be in a large measure independent 
of the States, if not above them. That is the result of the policy 
adopted subsequent to 1861. I say it was a remarkable and radical 
departure from that which had prevailed previous to that period. 
Under the old policy the railroad belonged to the State; under the 
new, the State belongs to the railroad. 

If I had time I would be glad to trace somewhat in extenso the his- 
tory of this land-grant legislation. I had intended to doso, but I have 
not time to doit. J had intended in that connection to quote some- 
what from a speech delivered a year or two ago by my friend from Ili- 
nois [Mr. PAYson]. 

By the act of Congress in 1864, twelve gentlemen and their unnamed 
associates were constituted a corporation under the style of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. To this corporation 47,000,000 acres of 
the public lands in the magnificent States and Territories of the North- 
west were granted. Those gentlemen never paid a solitary dollar into 
the treasury of the corporation. They divided the stock among them- 
selves, but paid nothing for it. Only one assessment was ever made 
upon the stock of the stockholders. There was one assessment on each 
of $12,500. For what? Not to gointo thetreasury of the company to 
be used in constructing the railroad, but to be used in procuring ad- 
ditional legislation from Congress. What additional legislation? Under 
the original act of 1864 work on the road was to be begun within two 
years thereafter. So much work was to be done each year, and the 
whole road was to be completed by July 4, 1876; and the original act 
did not confer any authority to mortgage the lands until they were 
earned by the construction of the road. 

Now 1868 had come and no work whatever had been done on the 
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We passed the forfeiture bill here and returned it to the Senate, and 
that body insists on the forfeiture of only 5,000,000 of acres. My 
friend says that politics have nothing to do with all this. May be not. 
Mr. Chairman, we have just finished an interesting and extended de- 
bate on the tariff. It has attracted public attention in a remarkable 
degree. We have also just passed a tariff bill—a bill to reduce taxa- 
tion. I look down a few yearsintothe futureand I fancy I can nowsee 
the gentieman from Ohio [|Mr. MCKINLEY] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 


Reep], and others who have led the debates in this House for a pro* 


hibitory tariff, standing up in the aisles of the House and repeating 
what I may properly designate the ‘* Payson act.’’ 

Looking about them and beholding the blessing that will flow out to 
the country and to the people from the achievements of the Demo- 
cratic party; with the grasp of monopoly released from the industries 
of the country and its hand withered and nerveless; with new lifeand 
new energy pervading all our industries whether on the farm, in the 
factory, or in the mine; with our merchant navy restored to its su- 
premacy on the seas and carrying the commerce of the world; with all 
these promised blessings realized and with a prosperous, happy, and 
contented people, I expect to see these distinguished gentleman, who 
but yesterday were clamoring against any reduction of the burdens 
which oppress the people and the business of the country, standing up 
here in imitation of the gentleman from Lllinois, and swearing there 
never was anything remotely akin to politics in the tariff. They will 
protest that the tariff is, and always has been, a purely economic ques- 
tion, and that Senators and Representatives have voted on it without 
reference to party lines. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrcn], and two or three other Republicans who 
supported the Mills bill will be pointed out as bright and shining ex- 
amples of Republican tariff reformers. On the other hand, we will be 
reminded that no lessanindividual than Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, and 
two or three other Democrats scarcely less distinguished, opposed the 
passage of the Mills bill. With such imposing facts we will be over- 
whelmed, and any credit we may claim for originating and enacting 
tariff legislation will be put to shame. Sir, there will be just as mach 
reason for that contention, and it can be made with just as much pro- 
priety, as the claim here now put forward by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois that party politics had nothing to do with the land grants made 
during the days of Republican supremacy, nor with the reclamation of 
the lands during the later days of Democratic supremacy. In each 
instance the contention will rest upon the fact that some stray Demo- 
crat occasionally voted with the Republicans, and in like manner a 
stray Republican occasionally voted with the Democrats. 

Mr. Chairman, it is pitiful that a great party should be brought to 
this desperate end. I like a brave man. I hate to see a grown man, 
or a party of grown men, running away from their own work, disown- 
ing their own progeny, and resorting to subterfuges to escape or to 
divide responsibility. A party that has courage enough to do a thing 
should have courage enough to face the responsibility of its work and 
to assume it. I close with insisting upon that much at least, in the 
name of American manhood. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate requested the House to return to the Senate the bill 
(S. 907) to provide for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, 
N. C. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The committee resamed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] is 
recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Stonr] desires 
to oceupy five of the ten minutes assigned to me, I will cheerfully yield 
them to him. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
speak further. 

Mr. PAYSON. I shall occupy only a few minutes, sir, in answering 
the points made by the gentleman from Missouri. I am not to be 
diverted, in what I say now, from the line of argument which I pre- 
sented to the committee on Saturday, which was an attempt on my part 
to show that action in the earlier days of the history of this legislation 
was not only not regarded as distinctively partisan, but that members 
divided with reference to it on economic lines, and that the same rule 
obtained as to the later grants of public lands made in aid of the trans- 
continental roads. That was my sole purpose, andis now. ButI take 
a single moment to say that when the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
STONE] asked me on Saturday whether or not, had I been a member 
of Congress in 1862, I would have voted for the great grant made to the 
Union Pacific road, and I answered him by saying, ‘‘In the light of 
present experience perhaps not; in the light of what they were then 
experiencing who had charge of public affairs doubtless I would,’ I 
meant that answer to be understood in its broadest sense. 

I need not do more than again call the attention of this House and 


I thank the gentleman. I do not care to 
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the country to what was said by Mr. Morrison in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, he then occupying the position of leadership on the Demo- 


| cratic side of the House as chairman of the Committee on Ways and 


Means, when he recounted briefly but vividly the position of affairs 
when Congress was called to act on these questions. I can only call 
attention to his remarks quoted by me on Saturday. It was believed, 
Mr. Chairman, at that time by almost every one in public life that 
the building of a trans-continental line of road was a necessary factor 
in the preservation of the Union. That assertion made at that time 
by those in public life was never disputed; and when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE] is pleased to say that he can conceive of no 
situation, of no state or condition of affairs in this country that would 
impel him to vote for agrant of public lands in aid of the Union Pacific 
road, it may be that the preservation of this Union was not as dear to 
him in 1862, as it was to the men who then represented the great and 
the loyal North. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] Men who 
stood here voting away public lands, with a prodigality that now sub- 
jects them to criticism, to an enterprise that to them seemed vital as a 
war measure, should be judged in the light of the experience which 
they were then undergoing, and not by the reasoning that grows out of 
twenty years’ retrospection. The knowledge that comes after the fact 
is worthless outside of any motive which actuates legislators in the per- 
formance of their duty. I would have voted for thatact in that light. 

Why, sir, in this very Chamber and from the White House, calls were 
being made for the best manhood and blood of the nation to effectuate 
the perpetuation of the Union. At that very date, sir, the prospects ot 
the Confederacy were brightening. Only a few weeks later the sound 
of rebel artillery was plainly heard at the capital, and, indeed, even 
then the rebel soldiery were crowding alarmingly near the Chambers 
where Congress was deliberating. 

California and the Pacific Slope must be saved to us, and it was be- 
lieved this would do it and this alone; and shall it be said as against 
men who were willing then as legislators to call, and who are justified 
now in having called, for the expenditure of thousands of millions of 
treasure and hundreds of thousands of lives for that purpose, that they 
are to be criticised for the performance of the simple act of tying the 
Pacifie coast to the North and to the East by bands of iron? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I understand that you justify these dona- 
tions and grants upon the ground that they were necessary for the 
preservation of the Union? 

Mr. PAYSON. Upon the ground that they were believed to be 
necessary by those who made them. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Now, isit not true that thelargest grants 
were made in 1864, when the war was nearly done, and that the right 
to mortgage those 47,000,000 acres of land and steal them was granted 
in 1869, long after the war was over. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam coming to that. I beg the gentleman not to 
anticipate me. But he is not accurate where accuracy is essential. 

It is true that the greater grants and privileges were given to the 
Union Pacific by the act of 1864, as I said on Saturday, because the offers 
made in 1862 did not attract capital to the enterprise and it failed to 
start. 

Then came the grant of 1864, so fiercely denounced. Was the war 
then beJievel to be nearly over? I beg the gentleman to remember 
that it was in this year that the party to which the gentleman belongs 
was ‘‘ denouncing the war as a failure,’’ and it was dark enough at the 
North. And the gentleman is again in error in asserting that the power 
to mortgage was given in 1869; it was given in this same act of 1864, 
and by that act its mortgage was made paramount to the Government 
lien for the subsidy bonds. This was allin 1864. 

I am now trying to make perfectly clear the grounds of the answer 
which I made to the gentleman on Saturday, that had I been a mem- 
ber of Congress in 1862 with the light we then had I would have voted 
for the grant then made. I am on that point now. 

I will say frankly that had I been a member of Congress when the 
other several acts passed I would not have voted for the Northern Pa- 
cific grants; I would not have voted for the Texas Pacific grant; I would 
not have voted for the Atlantic and Pacificgrant. But, Mr. Chairman, 
that is simply my own idea as to the proper policy, and I am not ques- 
tioning the motives of others who did vote for those grants. 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] says that he knows 
a better way of aiding the transcontinental lines than by granting the 
lands directly to the corporations. He says that his policy would 
have been to have made the grants to the States and Territories 
through which the roads were to pass, and to have had those States 
and Territories stand as trustees, that whatever grants were made to 
the trans-continental lines should have been placed under the control 
and direction of the States and Territories, if any such grants were 
made at all. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand that. The gentleman says they ought 
not to have been made at all, but that if they were made they ought 
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States e at Port Townsend, Wash., I desire tosupplement the state- 
ment t ed by ca g your attention tothe fact that all building op- 
erations been suspended for the reason that the appropriation is not suffi- 
cient to pre le the necessary accommodations for the public requirements in 
that cit My previous recommendation that the limit of the cost of the build- 
ing should be extended from $120,000 to $240,000 is again renewed. This amount 
is based upon acomputation requiring the requisite amount of floor space which 
the present appropriation and limit can not supply. 
Respectfully, yours 
WILL A. FRERET, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. C. 8. VooRHEERS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. ROGERS. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I think, if the gentleman will allow me, when the 
chairman of the committee fails to make the point of order upon the 
proposition it occurs to me that it pretty well settles the question. 
‘There is no necessity to make a fight about it. 

Mr. BURNES. I think it likely—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam very sure that I do not desire an extension 
of time for the purpose of precipitating a fight. 

Mr. BURNES. The Committee on Appropriations have considered 
the matter—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire if there is objection to 
permitting the gentleman from Washington Territory to proceed for 
live minutes, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I very gladly yield to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. He will no doubt state to the House such additional facts as 
I would state should I go on. 

Mr. BURNES. The Committee on Appropriations, after a full hear- 
ing of the merits of this proposition, instructed the gentleman in charge 
of this bill, being impressed favorably with the showing made by the 
Delegate from Washington Territory, to interpose no point of order, 
and so my friend and colleague from Illinois can not shake his gory locks 
at me and say it was I who did it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not at all criticising the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, but simply desired to say to my friend from Washington, in view 
of the fact that no point of order was made upon the bill by any mem- 
ber of the committee or by all of the committee, that having failed to 
make the point of order, it occurred to me there was no necessity for 
an extended and elaborate debate in favor of the proposition, which 
was virtually conceded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understood the gentleman was simply actuated 

-by a spirit of kindness on his part towards me. 

Mr. SAYERS. We did not consider it so over here. 

Mr. BURNES. Not atall. But be that as it may, the Committee 
on Appropriations were unable to see any want of merit in the propo- 
sition. It seems to come from an important city, and a growing Ter- 
ritory. The business is increasing very rapidly, and the case came to 
us so absolutely strong, as presented by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton [Mr. VooRHEES] that we felt the proposition ought to be consid- 
ered upon its merits. 

The committee instructed me, therefore, to interpose no point of or- 
der and leave the decision of the question to the House or to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole as to whether on the merits it should be adopted. 
And I, for one, will say frankly, Mr. Chairman, that although prohib- 
ited from making this a part of the bill under the rules of the House, 
yet on the merits of the proposition I am decidedly in favor of the 
amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON. It occurs to me that nobody on either side says nay. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


District of Columbia: 

For the redemption of one certificate of indebtedness issued by authority of 
section 7 of the act of the Legislative Assembly, approved June 26, 1873, dated 
July 1, 1973, of the denomination of $50, with interest at the rate of 8 per cent. per 
annum, numbered 1371, payable July 1, 1874, $110. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Isend an amendment to the desk to come in at 
this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 5 insert : 

‘*For salaries of three matrons for police stations at $600 each; for accommoda- 
tions of matrons of police stations, $3,200, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary; in all $9,000, being for the service of the fiscal year 1887." 

Mr. BURNES. I will suggest to the gentleman that the amount 
**$9,000’’ should be changed now to conform te the other portions of 
the amendment. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes; that should be $5,000, and I modify the 
amendment in that way. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For payment of judgments: For the payment of judgments against the Dis- 


trict of Columbia as follows: 
+. . * * x * * 


Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 


James Stewart, $0, together with $3.20 costs. 
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Mr. BURNES. 
12, after line 22. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Louisa Hilton and Mary Hilton, $762.50, together with $90.40 costs. Margaret 
and Catharine Harrigan $500, together with $46.50 costs; and in lines 24 and 25, 
strike out $7,846.06 and insert in lieu thereof * $9,245.46,"’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 17, page 17, insert: 

‘To enable the Secretary of War to pay a reasonable additional compensation 
to the employés in the office of the Surgeon-General who were actually em- 
ployed after office hours in disposing of accumulated pension work during the 
fiscal year 1887, at such rates as he may deem just and proper, but not exceed- 
ing 60 cents per hour to clerks (regardless of grade) and not exceeding 30 cents 
per hour to messengers, for the extra time actually employed, $13,429.20.” 

Mr. BACON. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of War to complete the monument at Washington's 
headquarters at Newburgh, N. Y., and of the statues thereon according to the 
plans adopted by the joint select committee of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, under the joint resolution of the two Houses, and for gates therein 
according to the recommendations of the Secretary of War contained in Exec- 
utive Document 336, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, $32,000, 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. There is no law authorizing the appropriation. It 
in violation of Rule X XI. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to be heard on that point. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to state to the Chair what I suppose to be the condition of the 
law in regard tothis matter. Many years ago, sir, the Congress of the 
United States adopted a joint resolution that there should be erected 
at this particular place, being the headquarters of Washington’s army 
and the point where they disbanded, a temple of victory. The matter 
remained in abeyance until in the Forty-eighth Congress, as I recollect, 
when my predecessor offered a resolution, which was adopted, provid- 
ing for the erection of the temple of victory in accordance with the 
former act of Congress, and providing that it should be erected under 
plans to be adopted by a joint commission to be assigned to that duty, 
and further provided that $25,000 should be then appropriated to com- 
mence the work. 

The two Houses by their joint committees adopted plans and specifi- 
cations for the erection of this monument, and the House subsequently, 
by a resolution, directed the expenditure of the money under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of War. The Secretary of War and the Executive 
Department had nothing todo with the plans and specifications that 
were adopted by the joint committee of both Houses of Congress for 
the erection of this monument, and proceeded to make the expendi- 
ture under these plans and specifications. The Secretary of War has 
reported to the House, in reply to a resolution of inquiry passed by 
the House, that it will take $32,000 to complete the monument in ac- 
cordance with the plans Congress has adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the law fix the amount that shall be used ? 

Mr. BACON. Itdidnotlimittheamount. It appropriated $25,000, 
but did not limit it to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will continue 
the reading and the Chair will examine the act previous to ruling on 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Signal Service : 
For transportation of men and their baggage, and for transportation of ma- 
terial, being for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $255.92. 
For Signal Service transportation, 1884 and prior years: To pay the claim of 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company for, $3.01. 


Mr. BURNES. I desire to offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 18, line 7, add the following: . 

‘*For medical attendance and medicines for officers and enlisted men in the 
Signal Service, being for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, $243.03." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Quartermaster’s Department : 

Extension of military reservation at Fort Thornburgh, Utah: For payment 
for private property taken by the Government in extension of the military res- 
ervation at Fort Thesnbere’. Utah, under the order of the commander of the 
post, of April 5, 1882, and the President's order of May 13, 1882, being the amount 
awarded by a board of officers June 10, 1882, as per their reportapproved by the 
War Department, $3,437. 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 19, after line 1, insert : 

‘For payment on account of Army transportation in 1852 and prior years 
unpaid by Congress and certified to by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury in House Executive Document 19, Fiftieth Congress, namely: to the Ho- 
boken Land Improvement Company, of New Jersey, $15,800.” 


Mr. McADOO. The merits of this matter have been so often dis- 
cussed by myself and the chairman of the committee and by the 
House that unless gentlemen desire to raise objection I do not think 
it will be necessary to make an extensive argument as to the justice of 
this claim. Suffice it to say that it is the only claim of this kind al- 
lowed by the Treasury Department, all other claims being rejected, 


I send an amendment to the desk to come in on page 
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committee or any member of this Congress examined by sending for 
the papers and inquiring into their merits? 

Mr. BURNES. My colleague would ask me to plead guilty to neg- 
lect of duty. 


Mr. CANNON. 





I am trying to establish the practice of Congress. 

Mr. BURNES. And my colleague would ask me to testify to his 
abandonment of duty. Ican do neither one of those things, for the 
reason that we do give consideration to these matters, and, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations having this bill in charge, I 
can say that I have never prepared a deficiency bill without giving 
consideration to every item reported by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON, What does my friend call consideration ? 

Mr. BURNES. Well, such consideration as in my judgment may 
be necessary to protect the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. Has my friend sent for the papers and gone over 
them and examined thém in the one hundredth part of these cases? 

Mr. BURNES. TI have, in all cases that seemed to have any ele- 
ment of doubt or where there was the slightest suggestion of suspicious 
circumstances. Wherever any suspicion was aroused, or wherever the 
amount was large I have not hesitated to send for the papers and ex- 
amine them as I would examine the papers in a case for a client in 
court, but I must confess that there are many little claims for soldiers, 
for horses lost in the Army, for allowances of various kinds for small 
amounts as tosuch claims. 

1 have generally come to the conclusion that there was nothing in 
them to excite suspicion, and that they made no duty for further con- 
sideration than could be given upon a mere glance. ‘Therefore, sir, I 
have looked over all those itemsin such a manner as to give them what 
I believed to be the only practical consideration that was required. 


Whenever a claim comes before us that involves a large amount of 


money, or that is twenty-five or thirty years old, or that has been lying 
long before the Departments, or that is surrounded with circumstances 
suggésting inquiry, I have uniformly, inevery such case, carefully ex- 
amined the claim, and I think that is the duty of the Committee on 
Appropriations, as it is the duty of this House under express law. 

Mr. CANNON. The only point I make is this, and I want to make 
it again, that as to the auditing of claims the Committee on Appro- 
priations is not a body that is adapted to consider them judicially, and 
that, so far as my experience goes, it does not do so. Here and there 
in some of these audited claims—I doubt if one in a thousand—the 
committee have sent for the papers and gone through them, and after 
doing so they have not been any wiser, in my opinion, as a general rule, 
than they were before. In other words, the accounting ofticers of the 
Treasury, under the law and under a practice as old as the Govern- 
ment, substantially examine these claims and certify them to Congress, 
and then, as a general rule, they are appropriated for. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this particular claim 
should bear the brunt either of the neglect of the committee or its in- 
ability to examine the numerous claims presented to it. This claim 
should stand upon its own basis. If it is right, it should be paid; if it 
is wrong, it should be rejected. 

My experience with officers of the Government under former admin- 
istrations and under the present Administration has uniformly been 
that a claim, to be allowed by these officers, must not only have equity 
in its favor, but it must bea legal claim against the Government. The 
Government officials are technical in their consideration of claims 
against the Government. If a claim has only equity in its favor they 
may recommend it to Congress, saying, ‘There is a strong equity in 
this case,’’ but they will not allow the claim. 

Before they allow any claim they find that there is a legal liability on 
the part of the Governmentto pay it. The equity in support ofa claim 
may be strong—may entitle a particular claim to more favorable con- 
sideration than many a legal claim—natural justice may dictate the 
payment of the claim, because of its equitable basis, more strongly 
than if a legal liability were fastened upon the Government, yet the 
comptrollers and auditors, so faras my experience goes, will not allow 
any claim unless there is shown an absolute legal liability on the part 
of the Government. In these cases they find such legal liability. 
Why should we not pay the claim ? 

Mr. COBB. Does the gentleman believe that a legal liability exists 
in case a full receipt was given by these parties upon settlement? 

Mr. BAYNE. No receipt in full was given; there was simply a re- 
ceipt for the amount paid; no receipt was given for the whole claim. 

Mr. COBB. I understood the fact to be that there was a controversy 
between the Government and the parties as to the amount of the de- 
mand, and that a receipt in full was given. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; there was no receipt given in full satisfaction; 
there was a receipt given for the amount paid. Besides, I think this 
Government is too great and too honc@t to take advantage of any such 
thing as that. 

Mr. COBB. But I understood you to say there should be a legal lia- 
bility to pay before we appropriate for a claim. 

Mr. BAYNE. And the three Auditors and two Comptrollers of the 
Treasury Department have found that there is a legal liability to pay 
this claim. 
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Mr. COBB. Did they take into consideration the receipt? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ofcourse they did; they knew all the circumstances; 
and they have found that the legal liability exists notwithstanding 
that receipt. This is a perfectly clear and just case. I think there 
should be no hesitation on the part of an honest Government in paying 
the claim. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Idesire to inquire whether the Appro- 
priations Committee has, in the bill reported tothe House, recommended 
the payment of this claim. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
in the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McAnoo, it 
was agreed to, there being—ayes 37, noes 20. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). The Chair will now direct the 
Clerk to return to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Bacon], which will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of War to complete the monument at Washington’s 
Headquarters at Newburgh, N. Y., and the statues thereon, according to the 
plans adopted by the Joint Select Committee of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives under joint resolution of the two Houses, and for gates therein ac- 
cording to the recommendation of the Secretary of War, contained in Executive 
Document No, 336, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, $32,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has taken counsel on this question 
with eminent parliamentarians of this body; and the opinion prevails 
in some quarters that this isa ‘‘ very close question.’? The amend- 
ment seems to ‘‘ change existing law;’’ and yet it is claimed to be in 
order under that clause of the rule which authorizes appropriations for 
the continuance of ‘‘such public works and objects as are already in 
progress. ”’ 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Chair be kind enough, while referring to 
the rule, to cause the provision of existing law to be read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state the question. 
This point of order has been made under section 3 of Rule X XI, which 
prohibits the recognition of any amendment ‘‘ changing existing law.’’ 
The amendment appears to change existing law by repealing that provis- 
ion of the joint resolution in question, which fixes the appropriation at 
$25,000; for this amendment proposes to increase the limit in the sum 
of $32,000. Another clause of the same section, however, would seem 
to authorize the amendment—the clause providing that appropriations 
shall be in order for ‘‘ public works and objects already in progress.’’ 
In view, therefore, of all the facts, the Chair has decided to submit the 
point of order to the decision of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. With reference to the merits of this proposition I 
would be right glad to know as a member of the committee what the 
language of the original provision of the appropriation is, not of the 
rule with which we are familiar, but the provision of Jaw that author- 
ized this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Public resolution—No. 24.] 


Joint resolution concerning the erection of a memorial column at Washington’s 
Headquarters, at Newburgh, N. Y. » 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That sections 2 and 3 of the joint resolution of Congress 
approved July 1, 1882, authorizing the Secretary of War toerect at Washington’s 
Headquarters, in the city of Newburgh, N. Y., a memorial column, and to aid 
in defraying the expenses of the centennial celebration to be held at that city in 
the year 1883, be, and the same are hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
“That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in 
the erection of a suitable monument or column on the grounds belonging to 
the State of New York, and known as Washington’s Headquarters, with such 
inscriptions and emblems as may properly commemorate the historical events 
which occurred at Newburgh and vicinity during the war of the Revolu- 
tion: Provided, That the design for said monument or column, with the in- 
scriptions and emblems to be placed thereon, shall be subject to the approval 
and adoption of the joint select committee directed to be appointed by the joint 
resolution to which this isan amendment: And provided further, That no part 
of the said sum of $25,000 shall be used in defraying the expenses of said cen- 
tennial celebration.” 

Approved, March 3, 1883, 

Mr. CANNON. That does not seem*to be the original resolution, 
but amends it. In order to determine the question presented here it 
seems to me we should have the original resolution read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has endeavored to obtain the original 
resolution, and will now cause it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is in contemplation by citizens of Newburgh, State of New York, 
to commemorate the proclamation of peace, the disbandment of the Army, and 
other notable Revolutionary events by appropriate centennial ceremonies, to be 
held at Washington’s Headquarters, in said city of Newburgh, during the year 
1883; and 

Whereas the events in question, forming as they did the closing scenes in the 
struggle for independence, are in every respect worthy of being commemorated 
and should be perpetuated by the erection of some suitable memorial structure ; 
and 

\/hereas it was near this place, in the log building known as ‘‘ The Temple,” 
that Washington by his appeal to the patriotism of the Army saved the country 
from military despotism ; and 


Then this is an amendment offered 


The Clerk will read the joint resolution to which 
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son, on which are located the historic headquarters of George Wash- 
ington, for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a public park | 
for the commemoration of the occupancy of that place by the great 


commander of the Revolutionary forces; that those patriotic citizens 
have for years maintained and improved these grounds and this historic 
place; and if it was not directed by laws of the State of New York, and 
that now it is proposed to erect a monument at that point of a more 
permanent character than the structure of a house, toward the com- 
pletion of which, upon this ground, a commission has been appointed 
by the State of New York for the purpose of superintending this na- 
tional commemoration? It is a matter of national history, and the 
Government should contribute a portion of the expense to complete 
the monument upon that spot. Is that the fact? 

Mr. BACON. Substantially. 

Mr. CANNON. Who owns the land? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The land is owned by the Washington Head- 
quarters Association. 

Mr. CANNON. A private corporation? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. A public corporation for a public purpose—to com- | 


memorate a national event and to protect matters of historic, national 
interest, 

Mr. NUTTING. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. NUTTING. ‘The property was first owned under precisely the 
same circumstances as the Regents of Mount Vernon own the property 
on the Potomac—an association for the purpose of preservation. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that such a work in progress as comes within the 
meaning of the third clause of Rule XXIJ, authorizing an appropriation 
to be made? That is all I want to know. 

Mr. BACON, That is the question to which I would like to ad- 
dress myself for a single moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated to the committee that the 
question is, Shall the point of order made by the gentleman be sus- 
tained? Does the gentleman desire to be heard for a moment further 
on that? 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the point of order was submitted 
to the committee, and I desire to be heard a single moment in response 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. I want to be entirely 
frank about it, and I want the House to understand that the ground 
upon which this monument is to be erected, and is now in process 
of erection, Was many years ago acquired by the State of New York 
and put into the hands of certain patriotic gentlemen as trustees, to 
hold and preserve it as a public reservation and to preserve the site 
of the old building made memorable by the important events here- 
tofore referred to. These gentlemen have served without pay always, 
and out of their own means and out of the funds of the community 
and by appropriation from the State of New York preserved that prop- 
erty to the present time. 

The legal title to the land is held by the trustees. They had no 
charge of the erection of this monument. Now, sir, I entirely fail to 
see what the question of ownership of the land has to do with deter- 
mining whether it is apublic work in progress. If the Government 
of the United States chose to erect buildings upon somebody’s else 
land, what has that to do with the question raised by the point of 
order? Itis a public work whether the ground on which it stands 
belongs to the United States or to sombody else. I do not think that 
there can be a successful dispute that the Government of the United 
States has begun a public work on these grounds and that it ought to 
complete it. 

Congress adopted the resolution that it should beerected; 1t appointed 
a joint committee to adopt a plan upon which it should be erected. 
‘The Government has commenced its erection according to that plan; 
it expended the money under the direction of the Secretary of War, and 
the building, so far as it is erected, has been built under instructions 
and under the supervision of an engineer of the War Department. At 
no point has anybody, except the Governmentof the United States, in- 
terfered with it; and I assert that it is a public work in progress of con- 
struction by the United States upon any possible interpretation of that 
phrase in the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question to the com- 
mittee; but before doing so begs leave to say that being only a tempo- 
rary occupant of this position, he feels some hesitation in passing upon 
the point of order, because of the contrariety of views presented by dif- 
ferent parliamentarians. The Chair entertains no doubt, however, as 
a personal opinion that this amendment is obnoxious to the rule, but 
will submit the question to the committee for its decision. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the point of order presented by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BuRNEs] be sustained ? 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, in order that every gentleman may 
vote intelligently upon this question, and in order that we may ascer- 
tain how far gentlemen will discriminate or be influenced in the con- 
sideration ofa point of order by the merits or the demerits of a propo- 
sition, I desire to call attention to the language used in the original 
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resolution. By that language it isexpressly stated that these grounds 
are the property of the State of New York. 

There is no pretense that they are not the grounds of the State of 
New York, and the appropriation originally made appropriated a fixed 
sum of money, $10,000 of which might be used for the purpose of 
erecting a suitable column. There was no undertaking of a public 
work; the appropriation simply gave the right to use $10,000 for the 
erection of this column, and the subsequent appropriation of $25,000 
was limited to such use, with the provision that no liability in excess 
of that amount should be created against the Government. Now, is 
that apublic work? Does the Government of the United States under- 
take public works upon ground belonging to a State? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood Colonel CampreLu[ Mr. Tro- 
oTHY J. CAMPBELL ] to say that these grounds had been conveyed to the 
United States. 

Mr. BURNES. Well, if Colonel CAMPBELL or any other colonel 
asserts that it is his duty to show the record of title. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not the Government do public work upon 
almost every bend of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. BURNES. Thatis provided for by another provision in the 
rules, so far as public works on rivers and harbors are concerned. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not see why the question of the gentleman 
from New Jersey does not go directly to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Missouri. The gentleman from Missouri asked whether the 
Government of the United States prosecutes public work upon lands not 
ceded to the United States. Now.if it does prosecute public works 
upon any river or harbor, or in any State, upon lands not ceded to the 
United States, it seems td me that that fact answers the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. BURNES. The Government of the United States has perfect 
and complete jurisdiction over every navigable stream, and it is no part 
of the purpose of Congress to appropriate for the banks of the river. 
Our appropriations are made for the improvement of the navigation of 


| the river and for that alone. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly. Without such an understanding no 
river and harbor bill could ever pass Congress or receive the sanction 
of the President of the United States. There is no doubt about that. 
We go upon the ground, and the river and harbor bill goes upon the 
ground, that the money is appropriated for the improvement of the 
navigation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You donot pretend that the works upon the banks 
of the Mississippi are conducted upon grounds owned by the United 
States ? 

Mr. BURNES. I claim that the Government has complete jurisdic- 
tion over the whole Mississippi. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Over the banks? 

Mr. BURNES. Over theentire waters, currents, and channels of the 
river? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam speaking of the improvements on the land. 

Mr. BURNES. I know of no such public works. I know of no au- 
thority for any such works. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It would take but very little trouble to call the 
gentleman’s attention to some very extensive ones. 

Mr. BURNES. I know of sone whatever. All the public works of 
the United States on the Mississippi look to deepening the channel, 
confining the river to its bed, and improving the navigation. It is for 
that purpose that the appropriations are made, and if you undertake 
to pass a river and harbor bill upon any other principle you will never 
pass it through this Congress or any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the point of order taken 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] be sustained ? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 46, noes 13. 

Mr. BACON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Bacon] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. 

The Committee of the Whole proceeded to divide. 

Mr. BACON (after the count had been continued for some time with- 
out the appearance of a quorum) withdrew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of ‘‘no quorum” being withdrawn, 
the point of order is sustained by the vote of the Committee of the 
Whole. The Clerk will proceed to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Judicial : 


Fees and expenses of marshals: For fees and expenses of marshals, United 
States courts, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1887, $50,000. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 
just read the following: 


To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for defending suits in claims 
against the United States, as reported by the Attorney-General, $129.17. 


In explanation of this amendment I send to the desk certain papers 
to be printed in the REcorD: 
DEPARTMENT OF JusTIcE, Washington, July 19, 1888. 
Dear Sir: In compliance with my promise made yesterday to furnish you 
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interests of the Government is first to be considered, and Iam convinced that 
an examination of the way in and purposes for which these have been and are 
expended will show, if the amount and character of the work done under them 
is intelligently considered, the difference in favor of the latter which I have 
mentioned, and that such increases in them as may have been asked for are 


rather in the direction of economy than extravagance. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


A. H. GARLAND, Atioi 

Mr. ROGERS. There is one additional observation that I would 
like to make by way of inviting the attention of the House to the ques- 
tion of the organization of that Department ag at present constituted. 
The entire force attached to the Department available for the purposes 
for which the Depertment was originally created, consists of the At- 
torney-General, the Solicitor-General, and two Assistant Attorneys- 
Geueral, The Attorney-General and the Solicitor-General argue all 
cases before the Supreme Court of the United States, and the two As- 
sistant Attorneys-General argue cases, one of them before the Court of 
Claims and the other before the Supreme Court of the United States 
when he may be so directed by the Attorney-General, or the Solicitor- 
General when acting as Attorney-General. So that these four officers 
constitute really the entire force of the Department, and all of the liti- 
gation of the Government in the District of Columbia devolves upon 
and must be carried on by them. > 

It is true there are some law clerks, I do not now recollect how 
many, but I believe four or fiveor six, who are also lawyers, there, and 
assist in these cases at times in the way of taking proofs, preparing 
papers, and matters of that kind, but these constitute really the force 
of the Attorney-General’s Department; and of cource the remainder of 
the force, the clerks in the oflice, are required to keep up the records 
and do the mere clerical duty of the office. So when you come to 
consider the question of organization, it is not, with reference to a 
Government like ours, a very elaborate or extravagant one, especially 
in view of the fact that litigation in which the Government is engaged 
has grown largely within the last few years. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish toask a question. 
for the fiscal year 1889? 

Mr. ROGERS. Yes, sir; for the current year. 

Mr. CANNON. And upon the deficiency bill that appropriates for 
the deficiencies of last year? 

Mr. ROGERS. That is precisely what it is, as I understand it. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask why it should not have been upon 
the sundry civil bill, where it properly belongs? 

Mr. ROGERS. I willstate my understanding. I have already said 
that I was not here when the appropriation bill in question was con- 
sidered, but took my family away because of sickness. 

Ms. CANNON. Iwas not here either. 

Mr. ROGERS. But it seems the appropriations committee did not 
think the information as to the estimates of the Department, was sufli- 
cient to justify them in making the appropriation, and they cut down the 
estimate of the Department on the sundry civil bill from $40,000, to, I 
believe, the sum of $15,000, if my memory serves me right. So this is 
simply asking us now, as I explained on Saturday evening last, to make 
an appropriation to meet the expense of special attorneys and the ne- 
cessities of the office which have not yet been provided for. 

I do not know. I am not prepared to answer the question as to 
whether or not this bill carries only the deficiency of the last fiscal year. 
I suppose it carries it for last year as well as this. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas 
whether his amendment looks to the payment for future services in 
which attorneys are to be employed. 

Mr. ROGERS. It looks to the compensation of attorneys already 
employed, as well as those that are to be employed in case of necessity. 
I put a statement of the cases in the RecorD on Saturday. There are 
a great number which have recently been instituted in relation to pub- 
lic lands, and timber trespasses, and that sort of thing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I looked in vain in the report for any explana- 
tion of the paragraph from line 21 to 24, inclusive, on page 30, and lines 
1 to 3, on page 31, appropriating a sum of $40,550 to make up some re- 
duction of 20 per cent., more or less. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri how that reduction came tobe made. As I under- 
stand it, from the wording of the bill, these are the regular assistants, 
and their salaries areat a fixed annual compensation. How was it that 
this deficiency arose? How was it that this 20 per cent. came to be 
deducted from their salaries ? 

Mr. BURNES. Atthe commencement of the present fiscal year the 
Department found it necessary, as we are informed, to apportion the 
whole sum appropriated for the whole service. In doing so, and in 
order to make the service effective, and to enable it to go around, it 
was necessary to reduce the compensation 20 per cent., because there 
was not money enough, by 20 per cent., to pay the attorneys. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then, as I understand it, the force has been in- 
creased, and the compensation has been decreased. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentlemanfrom New Jersey, if Ihave not failed 
to catch what has passed between him and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, is asking if the salaries were not decreased. I will explain that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Isimply asked if the force had increased and 


ney-General. 


Is this an appropriation 


the compensation decreased. 
Oh, they were decreased. 


Mx. ROGERS. In other words, it arose in 
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this way: The Appropriation Committee, in consulting with the Treas- 
ury Department in reference to the fees of the regular district attorneys 
and the assistant district attorneys, were advised to separate the two 
classes of persons, so that the exact sum should be appropriated for the 
payment of the regular district attorneys, and also recommended that 
the appropriation should be made for the assistant district attorneys. 

In making that division of the two classes of officers an error was 
fallen into in the sum allowed for the assistant district attorneys. The 
allowance for the salaries was too small to cover the salaries of the 
regular assistants. I think it was done inadvertently, and it ought to 
be corrected and the salaries restored. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to ask whether they would disburse it 
on these claims the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SOwWDEN] 
called our attention to the other day. 

Mr. ROGERS. You are speaking of the telephone cases. 

Mr. REED. He means the Pan-!lectric. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Isimply want to know where that $40,000 came 
from, and what disposition was to be made of it. 

Mr. ROGERS. On that subject I have no information whatever. 
I assume what was stated by my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] 
in debate the other day was correct. I presume it came in the ordi- 
nary way; that this amount that is now reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations came out of the round sum for the employment of spe- 
cial attorneys; but as to that, I am not specifically informed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman accept an amendment to 
that amendment by making it so that it will not pay the balance ot 
these fees which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ] 
spoke of the other day; or does he know whether it would be applied 
to the payment of those claims? 

Mr. ROGERS. Upon that subject I have no information whatever. 


‘ 


| Mr. Chairman, I stated on Saturday, when I occupied the floor, that 


the paper I introduced was handed me by my friend Colonel OATEs, 
who is thoroughly informed on this subject, but who has gone to New 
York to take part in the investigation of the foreign immigration 
without giving me the details. I suppose, of course, that if this $30,000 
is appropriated it will be added to the $15,000 already appropriated ; 
and if anything is due on account of the cases referred to it would be 
paid out of this sum, but J do not know whether anything is due or 
not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman admits that a portion of it may 
go that way. Will he state that he believes the Government had the 
legal right to institute that proceeding ? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not going into that. 
propose to review the action of the Department in that matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wanted to know whether it was authorized or 
not. 

Mr. ROGERS. I believe that the Judiciary Committee of the House, 
of which I am a member, in the Forty-ninth Congress, with perhaps 
one, or may be two, exceptions; 1 do not remember now, decided that 
the Attorney-General had power to institute a suit of that kind if he 
saw fit. I do not undertake to decide between the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and the courts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Did the court so decide? 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Arkansas is not quite as accu- 
rate in that statement as he usually is in his statements. I think he 
has probably made a mistake. 

Mr. ROGERS. I intended to be accurate, and think I am substan- 
tially so. 

Mr. BURNES. In the appropriation for this service for the fiscal 
year 1887, it was the intention of the committee to appropriate a cer- 
tain sum for the payment of regular assistants to the United States at- 
torneys; but the language used to accomplish that purpose was not very 
apt, and the Department of Justice construed it to mean that they had 
a right to pay out of that fund not only the regular assistant attorneys 
but also any special counsel that might be employed under the law. 
Therefore the requirement upon the Department to pay for such special 
service reduced the aggregate amount which was intended for the regu- 
lar assistants, but which, as I say, the language of the appropriation 
seemed to authorize the Department to use also to pay for special 
service. 

The amount appropriated for assistant attorneys would have been 
sufficient if we had used in the bill of that year the language that we 
use this year. This year’s appropriation is confined to the regular as- 
sistants of the United States attorneys. 

The discharge of the obligations imposed upon the Department by 
the employment of special counsel depleted the amount for the regu- 
lar assistants to the extent of, as is estimated, 20 percent. Therefore, 
in appropriating this 20 per cent. now, we appropriate it to pay the 
regular assistants that which is precisely their due, and which would 
have been paid out of the regular appropriation if the language of the 
former bill had been the same as the language of the present bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand the gentleman now to say that 
the language used in lines 21 and 22 of the bill applies to regular as- 
sistants to United States attorneys. By that does he mean the regular 
assistants in each district, or assistants employed in some particu.ar 
way? 
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I do not want any of this money to be diverted from that use to } 
man a hundred dollars for sleeping all night. [Laughter. | 
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should be adopted it would increase the approp ) l for in 
the sundry civil bill for the payment of special attorneys from fifteen 
to forty-five thousand dollars. This is an enormously lai sum of 
money to be expended for this purpose when the public business should 
be transacted by those regularly employed in the public servi 

Now, so far as the appropriation of $40,550 provided for in the pa 
graph under consideration is concerned, I would like to have the 
tleman in charge of this bill indicate to the House the character of t 
different items which make up this amount. Doesthis |} clude 
appropriation of nine hundred and eleven dollars and some cents, the 
balance claimed by Grosvenor P. Lowrey, ene of the special attorne 


of the Government in the Bell telephone suit, and who has already re- 





ceived over $12,000? It will be remembered that this is the gentl 
man who charged the United States $15 an hour while engaged in fa 
miliarizing himself with the intricacies of the law involved in the Bell 
telephone suit; $100 a day while travel from New York to Cin 
nati and return; $100 a day while there, besides a fee of $500, and 
$171.50 for traveling expenses for h lf and clerk and a hotel bill of 





$70. Surely these special attorneys are an expensive luxury. 

Mr. BURNES. My friend from Pennsylvania will understand that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. lio 
<s for itself, and that it does not purport to give the elements that 
demand the expenditure of this amount. 

Mr. SOWDEN. =I havereference now to the appropriation in this 
of $40,500 for the payment of assistant attorneys 

Mr. BURNES. If the gentleman refers to the item at the } 
of page 30, I beg to say to him that no part of that amount can 
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bly be paid to Mr. Lowrey or anybody else who is employed as 
counsel, because the whole of this money goes exclusively to the r¢ 
ular assistants of United States attorneys all over the cou 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that an 
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to do. 
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proper as to some of them. 

Mr. ROGERS. But I speak of the fact that the gent! 1's amend 
ment is broad enough to cover not only what he is striking at, but also 
other proper services which may have been rendered in any other 
proper litigation. The amendment provides that the Department shall 
be prohibited from paying for services which may have been rendered | 
in pursuance of law and in pursuance of contracts already made and for | 
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unanimous consent that permission be given to return to it hereafter. 
I think the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] or some of us will 
beable to draught an amendment which will accomplish the specific ob- 
ject he seeks in a manner to be acceptable to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey asks that per- 
mission be given to return hereafter to this part of the bill in order 
that an amendment in the same direction as that which was offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs] may be submitted. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I have only this to say: I have no 
objection to return to the paragraph and put it in. My action has 
been taken at the suggestion of the Solicitor-General, Mr. Jenks, and 
the House saw fit in its judgment to reject the proposition, and there- 
fore I have nothing further to say about it. Of course I have no more 
interest in it than any other member on the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey again. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the Clerk will proceed 
with the next paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Support of prisoners: For support of United States prisoners, including nec- 
essary clothing and medical ai ind transportation to place of conviction, be- 
ing for the service of the fiscal year 1886, $12,675..4. 

Mr. BURNES. 
after line 15, 

The Clerk read as follow 

Pay of bailiffs, United States courts: For pay of bailiffs and criers; of ex- 
penses of district judges directed to hold court outside of their districts; of 
meals for jurors when ordered by the court; of compensation for jury commis- 





I offer the amendment I send to the desk,to come in 


sioncr at $ per day, not exceeding three days for any one term of the court; ; : . > = a ] 
the unanimous desire of the members on this side of the House. 





for stenographie clerk for the Chief-Justice, and for each of the associate jus- 
tic f the Supreme Court at a sum not exceeding $1,600 each, $25,000, 


Mr. ROGERS. I do not understand the full purport of that amend- 
ment, and would like to reserve the point of order for the present. 

Mr. BURNES. In answer to the gentleman from Arkansas, I would 
simply say that this is the regular estimate coming to us from the De- 
partment of Justice. It seems to be an absolute deficiency so far as 
the pay of baliffs isconcerned. The multiplication ofcourts, and tend- 
ency to increase expenditures by judges of courts, who have control 
in most instances, have made this a deticiency, and have rendered it ab- 
solutely necessary for the appropriation to be made. 

So far as the private secretaries to the judges of the Supreme Court 
are concerned, that is a proposition that every gentleman understands 
for himself. They have been authorized by law. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not see how this changes existing law. 

Mr. BURNES. Ido not think it changes existing law. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does it limit the number of bailiffs? 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; it is to pay for services already rendered, 
and for no other purpose whatever. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. For the information of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas I can state to him that the bailiffs have received 
no salary inside of three months. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let us have the amendment read. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the session of Congress is believed to be drawing near 
its close, and yet no action has been taken by this branch of Congress 
to comply with the public demand for such modifications of the pen- 
sion laws as will afford relief to the large number of disabled soldiers 
and widows and orphans of deceased soldiers who are now dependent 
on the assistance of friends and of the communities and States in which 
they reside. 

The President, on the 6th day of July, sent to the Senate the veto of 
the private pension bill of Mary Ann Dougherty in which he stated 
that he could not ‘spell out’’ the principle on which the bounty of 
the Government was bestowed through the instrumentality of a flood 
of private pension bills, and added the following advice: 

It seems to me that it would be well if our general persion laws would be re- 
vised with a view of meeting every meritorious case that can arise. Our expe- 
rience and knowledge of any existing deficiencies ought to make the enactment 
of a complete pension code possible. 

The fact that this communication was sent to the Senate after the 
adjournment of the St. Louis convention, which made no declaration 
on this subject, has suggested the inquiry whether it was not made to 
supply that defect in the Democratic platform. But the fact that it 
came so late in the session, when it will be difficult to comply with the 
recommendation, rather than in the annual message or earlier in the 
session, has in some minds raised doubts of its perfect sincerity. 

But assuming that it is entirely sincere, it seems to me it is incum- 
bent on the committee and the House and those who control its action 
to take immediate steps to comply with this recommendation of the 
Executive, and thus redeem the pledge made by the Government to the 
men who risked life and health jor its preservation. 

The House recently passed a bill appropriating $250,000 for the care 
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Iam aware that it was con- 
tended on the other side of the House that Congress did not have con- 
stitutional power to pass such a bill, and the Democratic platform 
adopted at St. Louis reaffirms the old doctrine of strict construction for 
the first time since 1856; but it ought not to be questioned that the 
United States has the power to care for all who have been injured in 
their means of support by their sacrifices in war in its defense, and if 


| the power is conceded the duty to exercise the power should not be in 
| doubt. 


This is the performance of a plain obligation. If the Government 
should fail of this duty the burden would necessarily fall on local aid 


| either by friends or the State or community, and Congress should not 
| compel communities or States to submit to taxation for the purpose of 





raising money to discharge obligations that properly belong to the 


| Government of the United States, and than which no duty is more 
; sacred. ‘There certainly is no excuse for this at the present time, when 
| in the opinion of many the danger from a large Treasury surplus is 


the greatest danger that threatens the country. The duty of some ac- 
tion is conceded to relieve these unfortunates, and surely Congress 
should not adjourn until some action on the subject is taken. 

The fact that the recommendation of the Executive has been ad- 
dressed to the Senate, which has passed a bill affording’a great measure 
of relief, rather than the House, that has thus far taken no action, should 
not deter the House from considering the subject. A petition has been 
signed by the almost solid delegation on this side of the House urg- 
ing action. If the President were in earnest, considering how faithfully 
his recommendations have been followed on other subjects, it is doubt- 
ful if the party of the majority would dare to defy an earnest request 
for legislation on this subject urged by him and supported as it is by 


A committee representing the Democratic majority of this House has 
the power to fix a day for the consideration of this measure, and the 
country will hold that party responsibleif this Congress adjourns with- 
out having been permitted to provide the relief demanded by a patri- 
otic people. 

The chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who stands be- 
fore the country as candidate for governor of Indiana on the Demo- 
cratic ticket, in hisspeech which was printed in the RecorpD this morn- 
ing, but which, I understand, was not delivered in this House, makes 
use of the following language in reference to the bill which the major- 
ity of the committee of the House for some mysterious reason has sub- 
mitted as a substitute for the bill recommended by the Grand Army of 
the Republic which recently passed the Senate: 

It must be borne in mind that this pension is not for any disability contracted 
in the service. If it wasthe length of service should of course not be considered, 
for the man who incurred a disability the day after he entered the service is 
clearly entitled toas much as one who suffered the same disability near the 
end of along term. These considerations can be confidently submitted to the 
candid judgment of a just and liberal people, and I believe will meet the ap- 
proval of that large body of the survivors of those who defended the Union, 
who I know believe in even-handed justice between comrades as well as be- 
tween citizens, 

Iam quite well aware that some of the most conspicuous of the newspapers 
assuming to be the organs of the soldiers assailed the rate fixed by the last bill, 
but subsequently they became clamorous for its passage, and cthers have main- 
tained its justness from the very beginning of the agitation of this question. 

If this principle is established now it is not too much to expect that it will 
obtain in the universal pension bill, which all admit is fast approaching and 
sure to become a law. 

The condition of dependence was eliminated by the Democratic majority of 
the House committee and the bill made to apply to all who are disabled, and so 
that which the great representative body of the ex-soldiers regarded as obnox- 
ious and offensive was willingly remedied; and upon this question the substi- 
tute proposed may be fairly considered to be, as far as expressed, the policy of 
the Democratic party, while the Senate bill, with a condition of dependence 
necessary te be proven to entitle one to a pension, may be justly said to be the 
policy of the Republican party upon this great issue. 

I say this because such a bill not only met the approval of the Republican 
Senate, but again was indorsed by all the Republican members of the House 
committee. 

The chairman is not correct in saying that this pension is not pro- 
posed to be given for disability contracted in the service. There is a 
large body of disabled men who need the Government aid and who are 
dependent, but who are not able to prove that their disability was caused 
by their service, and who yet feel sure and the people feel sure that 
that disability is mainly due to the hardships, exposures, and sicknesses 
they suffered, but which they are not able to prove at this late day. 
The chairman of the committee says very truly that the money appro- 
priated as proposed in the substitute would ‘disburse in small sums 
and go directly to the people and quickly reach the avenues of trade, 
and will go to those who will spend it because they need it.’’ 

This would be more certainly true under the provisions of the Sen- 
ate bill than under the House substitute. I can not agree with the 
hopeful view taken by the chairman of the committee in regard to the 
early passage of a pension bill in the speech from which I have quoted. 
There is a seeming purpose ‘‘ to hold the word of promise to the ear’’ 
of the invalid soldiers of the country while by substitutes, by tardy 
recommendations, by refusals to consider their claims by the party in 
control of the House, ‘‘they break that promise to the hope.’’ 

The passage of the bill recommended by the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, and which the Senate approved and sent to this House, would 
afford a great relief. It would prevent that great body of men, who 
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there are no officers in the employ of the Government who more hon- | working people of this country—the pleasure we would experience in 


estly earn their compensation than do the stenographic corps of the 
House of Representatives. Their labors are extremely arduous. The 
education necessary to the proper performance of those labors is one 
very difficult to acquire, and Iam told by skilled stenographers here 
and elsewhere that there are remarkably few who attain perfection in 
this wonderful art of transcribing on the instant the words as they 
flow warm from the lips of the speaker, and who preserve it, because, 
like other difficult arts in every department of science, mastery of it 
can be maintained only by constant and assiduous practice. 

The work of the corps of stenographers of this House who take down 
with such wonderful accuracy every word that falls from our lips, even 
when the House observes the most perfect order, as it sometimes does 
when there are not more than half a dozen gentlemen speaking at the 
same time [laughter ]—the skill and accuracy with which they follow 
the thread of our proceedings through the babel of confusion which 
prevails here, is a matter of astonishment and amazement to me when 
I read the RECORD every morning. 

They perform this work with great skill and ability, and they de- 
serve to be considered by this House, especially at this session, when, 
in addition to the regular work of the day, there have been a great 
many night sessions, entailing the prolongation of their labors some- 
times into the wee sma’ hours, for, after taking down here the words 
which we utter, they are compelled to sit up sometimes for hours in 
transcribing their cabalistic characters, in order that we may read our 
proceedings in the RECORD next day. 

I think, sir, that the amendment of the gentleman from Texas is an 
eminently proper one, and that these officers who perform this difficult 
and valuable service for the House and for the country should receive 
this consideration. But while I think this amendment is a proper 
one, I think that the amendment I have offered also commends itself 
to the judgment and the sense of fairness of members. 

As to all the other officers andemployés of the House, all the clerical 
force who have been necessarily compelled to beconstant in attendance 
and hard at work during the days and nights of this long session, 
which now seems likely to extend even beyond the summer months— 
as to those officers and employés it seems entirely proper and reason- 
able that they too should receive consideration at the hands of the 
House. In former years it was the custom at the close of a long ses- 
sion of Congress to pass a resolution giving one month’s extra pay to 
all the employés, and I understand that that custom continued until 
about two years ago, when somebody raised the point that it was an 
unwise expenditure of money. My amendment is offered instead of 
such a resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, the payment of legitimate compensation for services 
rendered is, it seems to me, wise economy. When a public officer is 
inadequately paid for the performance of his work, it is not only unjust 
to him, butit is bad economy for the Government and the people whom 
he serves. 

I therefore concur most heartily in the amendment which has been 
offered by my friend from Texas [[Mr. SAyerRs]. At the same time, 
I insist that the clerical and other force of the House should be recog- 
nized as equally entitled to compensation for the extra service they 
have been compelled to render by reason of the unusually protracted 
session of this Congress. It will be observed that the amendment 
which I offer does not propose to take effect until the adjournment of 
Congress, which, if we may judge from the present outlook, from the 
speculations of the newspapers, and from what we can anticipate as to 
the occurrences at the other end of the Capitol, will, in all probability, 
be the Ist or the 15th of September, if not the 1st of October. 

As for myself, if the session should continue that long, I do not see 
any reason why we should not go on and let this session of Congress 
merge into the next, and aliow the public business to proceed with- 
out interruption. Indeed, I avail myself of this occasion to say that I 
think the time is not far distant when the sessions of Congress will 
necessarily continue all the year round except the short recess, which 
ought to be taken during the summer solstice. I am going to prepare, 
if no other gentleman does so, a bill proposing a different period for the 
assembling of Congress, in order that, instead of having a long and a 
short session, the two sessions may be equalized. By this means we 
can avoid the necessity which now recurs every two years of sitting 
during the extreme heat of the summer months. I think, therefore, 
if the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, in which I heartily 
concur, be adopted, my amendment to that amendment ought to re- 
ceive the favorable judgment of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to submit a few remarks in reply to those 
of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER]. I always regret to differ 
with my distinguished friend. His proposition, if I understand it 
correctly, is to pay an additional compensation of 10 per cent. to all 
the annual employés of this House. 

Mr. CANNON. And also session employés. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, it embraces also session employés. Mr. Chair- 
man, there is no act which we can perform so pleasant as one which 
gratifies this large body of promising young gentlemen—around us here 
in the public employment. If our liberality which is to gratify them 
were performed at our own expense—not at the expense of the hard- 





the exercise of this liberality would be without alloy. But the ques- 
tion is whether we can afford to gratify them and please ourselves at 
the expense of the public Treasury. 

Mr. HOOKER. My friend from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAn] will allow 
me to suggest that, while I have no doubt he has a great many hard- 
working constituents, I question very much whether a single one of 
those constituents works harder than does the honorable gentlemen 
from Indiana, their Representative. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very kind remark; and it is one which 
can be applied much more truthfully to my friend from Mississippi. 
[ Laughter. ] 

But while, sir, it is a pleasant thing to gratify our friends by increas- 
ing their salaries, it is the most unpleasant duty which a member of 
this House is ever called upon to perform—and I have felt obliged to 
perform it often—is to object to a measure of liberality of this kind 
proposed in behalf of the public employés with whom we are constantly 
and daily associated. That is an unpleasant duty; yet I must insist 
that there are some duties we are compelled to perform; there is some 
limit to the generosity or liberality of this House at the expense of our 
constituents. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, the best paid employé¢s of this Govern- 
ment are those of the House and the Senate. This is natural, as they 
are constant associates of members of the House and Senate. Of course 
all gentlemen here know that fact. Most of us have friends and inti- 
mate associates among this force of employés. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is true of gentlemen on your side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is now especially the case with gentlemen on 
this side. We have friends from our own districts on this force; so 
that this question becomes somewhat, and unpleasantly, personal, and 
nothing would induce a member to raise his voice against a proposition 
ot this sort unless it were a sense of public duty. But I for one have 
objected to this kind of legislation when the other side of the House 
was in power, and can not pursue a different course now. 

But, sir, upon what principle can this proposition be sustained? 
The seats on this side of the House are filled with gentlemen who oc- 
cupy them by virtue of the pledges made to the people that economy 
should prevail in every department of the public service. But for that 
pledge*we would not be here. Can we deliberately add 10 per cent. 
to the salaries of the employ¢s of this House now drawing ample sala- 
ries? Ofcourse the same proposition will follow as to the employés of 
the Senate, who are still better paid. ‘These gentlemen, excellent and 
worthy as they are, and however well they perform their duties, are, 
everything considered, the best paid employés of this Government. 
did not feel justified in objecting to the proposition to increase the com- 
pensation for the time-being of the Official Reporters of the House. 

We must all admit that their duties have been unusually arduous. 
Their work confines them here not merely during the sessions of the 
House, but for hours and hours afterward, frequently until the small 
hours of the morning. We have kept them employed unremittingly 
day and night for a long period of time; and hence I felt that, so far as 
that part of the proposition was concerned, objection ought not be 
made. . 

A Memper. And they have been at great expense for the pay of 
their assistants. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is suggested to me that they have also been com- 
pelled to incur unusual expense in the employment of assistants to do 
the large amount of work thrown upon their hands. But, sir, I think 
the House would not be justified in adopting a sweeping proposition 
to increase the compensation of all the employés of this House 10 per 
cent. Iam certain it ought not to be done. I think this side of the 
House can not do so consistently with the pledges we have made to the 
people and the duty we owe them. I must, therefore, insist on the 
point of order I have raised. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Indiana 
has made a point of order upon the amendment to the amendment. 
The Chair is inclined to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Chair is disposed to rule that my amend- 
ment is not germane to the amendment already offered, I would like 
to be heard for a moment before the Chair makes a final decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. The proposition has been made by the gentleman 
from Texas to pay additional compensation to certain of the officials of 
the House because of unusual expenses incurred by them, to wit, the 
Official Reporters. That question is now before the House, whether by 
unanimous consent or otherwise, or whether it was in the regular order, 
it does not matter so far as the question of parliamentary procedure is 
concerned. It being in order now, either by consent or otherwise, for 
the consideration of the committee, it is undoubtedly subject to amend- 
ment, and any objection which might be made to an amendment could 
not betenable unless it was an objection which could be made to the sub- 
ject-matter itself. 

I submit therefore, Mr. Chairman, that inasmuch as the House has 
to consider the subject-matter of the increase of the compensa- 
tion of a part of its employés, it follows as a matter of course that the 
subject-matter being now before the House and under consideration 
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and within the control of the House, that it is subject to amendment 

or alteration. If that were not so, Mr. Chairman, you would be placed 

in thisawkward predicament: You would be compelled to vote upon the 

substantive proposition of the gentleman from Texas, denying the House 

its ordinary parliamentary power of legislation to amend by enlarg 
a7 rn 

ment, curtaliment, or in any other way. 


re- 
It therefore limits the power 
of the House, to rule as the Chair has indicated its intention of ruling; 
and the parliamentary power of the House to change, alter, or amend 
a proposition which has been offered by consent would be ent 
stroyed. I therefore submit to the Chair that if the amendment is be- 
fore the House for consideration at all it is subject to all amendments 
to which any proposition may be subject under the law. Otherwise, 
of course, the mere consent to consider a proposition would be a re- 


striction on the power of the House to adopt such parliamentary modi- 


fications as the judgment of the House might approve. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition having been admitted by unani 
mous consent, it stands exactly on the same footing asif it had been 
the original bill. It will be a very dangerous doctrine to adopt as 
proposition of parliamentary law that when a subject of that kind is 
pending before the House it may be susceptible of amendment by the 
addition of a proposition that is foreign to the bill and not admissible 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Do you claim as a principle of parliamentary law 
that if this had been in the original bill it would not have been subject 
to amendmen 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; if it had been in the original bill it would have 
been subject to the point of order, I said; and if the point of order had 
not been made it would have been before the committee for consider 
ation. But that fact would not have warranted the consideration o 
an amendment which was clearly subject to the point of order when 
the point was made against it 

The CHAIRMAN. he Chair is of opinion that the subject of the 
amendment is different from the pending proposition. The pend 
proposition is to pay a sufficient sum to covercertain expenditures made 
by these officersof the House. The Chair would entertain any amend- 
ment that might be submitted to increase or diminish that amount as 
being inorder, that being before the House by unanimous consent; but 
a proposition to increase the compensation of the employes generally 
of the House, or of the Members of the House or of the > 
introducing another provision not authorized by law, is 
and in order as an amendment to a provision to pay the ste: 

For that reason the Chair sustains the point of order 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 
which will be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would like to inquire of the gen 
tleman who presents the amendment whetherthe late Mr. Edwards 
one of the Reporters of the House, would get any portionof the co 
pensation proposed? I want to say here that I have no doubt in the 
world, from my own personal knowledge of his condition, that his death 
was largely due to overwork in the House, and provision ought cer 
tainly to be made in his behalf, if the amendment in its present form 
does not cover it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not able to furnish the gentleman from Illinois 
with the information he asks. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It ought to be extended to |} 
reimburse him in a fair proportion for the sums paid by him. I1 
stood that there had been some difficulty with reference to the pay- 
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ments to his successor, and that is the reason I ask now for informa- | 


tion. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let it be amended in that form. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move, therefore, to include in it 
the late Mr. Edwards, or the representatives of Mr. Edwards’s estate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am informed by the gentleman from Arkansas 
that it has been customary to give to the family of the deceased em- 
ployés of the House one-half of one year’s salary. 

Mr. CANNON. That will not cover the point here, though. When 
did Mr. Edwards die? 

Mr. SAYERS. About ten days ago, I think. 

Mr. CANNON. There would be, of course, manifest impropriety in 


paying to his successor, who has occupied the position but a very short | 


time, as much as would be paid to the other stenographers who have 
been working during the whole of the session. It ought to be made 
to include the present stenographers and Mr. Edwards, and the division 
could be made between his legal representatives and his successor. 

Mr. SHAW. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, there is now pending 
before the Committee on Accounts a proposition to pay to the legal 
representatives of Mr. Edwards one-half of his annual salary for one 
year, and I have no doubt that it will be soon reported to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. But that does not cure this, because a stenographer 
who has been here but two weeks would certainly not be entitled to 
the same compensation that those who have worked during this entire 
session should be entitled to. 


XITX——442 


| apprehend it will be considered he is receiving a just, reas 
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vide specifically for the family of this deceased employé of the House. 
Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make the amendment include the late J. 
K. Edwards—$750 to be paid to the widow of the late J. K. Edwards 
and $250 to his successo! 
Mr. BAKER, of New York I desire to ask if a successor has been 
appointed to Mr. Edward 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I move toamend the amendment of the 
| gentleman so that it will provide that 3900 be given to the widow of 
the late J. K. Edwards and $100 to his successor 
Mr. DOCKERY Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that no 
successor has been appointed 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Well, then, let it all go to the widow. 
Mr. BAYNE I withdraw my proposition I want it all to go to 
the widow ‘ 
Mr. LONG I ask, by unanimous consent, that this be passed over 
that during the evening the gentleman from Texas | Mr. SAYERS] may 
perfect the amendment he desires to offer 


Che CHAIRMAN Is there ol tion? ihe Chair hears none i 

1S ordered 

Mr. TARSNEY. 
the Clerk’s desk 


The Clerk read as follows 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
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on Accounts 
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for all the work that he is called upon to perforn 
The fact that he is occupying the position he is is evidence that the 








salary paid is sufficient for this wor a representative, agent, 
| or servant of the House, and it is h to 0 the orders of the 
| Clerk, and perform any labors that 1 1 nhim. If the pay 
is insufficient for his work, give him but I say to you, gentle- 
men of the committee, that if you raise that salary to $3,600, you should 
raise them all along the line Chere is no reason why you should n 
raise the salary of every individ that holds a position at that 


if you raise the salary of this cler| 

Mr. TARSNEY Permit me to say that t 
compensation is claimed are reported by the Committee I 
not pertaining at all to the ordinary duties of the tally clerk of this 
House. It is extra work that has been imposed upon him, which has 
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never been performed by any gentleman in his position on this floor, 
and it is work which requires him also to work extra hours, to work 
in the night and to work early in the morning, in order that the Calen- 
dar may be properly prepared for us, instead of compelling: us to search 
over the records so as to find the information. If this House were to 
direct one of its officers here to perform the duties of a page, and he 
did it, or the duties of a messenger, and he did so, that would be an 
extra service; it would not be a part of the regular duties imposed 
upon him when he accepted his office here. Why should we not pay 
him, instead of employing another to perform the same service and add 
one more to the roll of employés? We are receiving the benefit of 
this labor. It must necessarily be imposed upon somebody else if not 
performed by this gentleman; and if one of our employés outside of his 
regular line of duties performed this work, why not pay him, instead 
of somebody else? It strikes me that it is equitableand fair, and that 
the Committee on Accounts made this report after fully considering the 
matter. Therefore I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Asamember of the minority I am perfectly con- 
tent that the majority who control this House of Representatives and 
designate its employ¢s shall pay them whatever they choose; but I 
do not want you todo it under false pretenses. For aught that I know 
the gentleman mentioned in this resolution ought to have $3,600; yet 
I do have the impression that he does not any more deserve it than the 
reading clerks and the other clerks at the deskdo. Iam satisfied that 
if you will examine this index you will find it is areference to the 
eases on the Calendar, arranged alphabetically. How much time it 
takes to prepare it I do not know, but I should think it would not be 
@ very onerous work. All that lam going to do is to protest against 
increasing the salary of this gentleman $600 for this work, and there- 
fore 1 will move to strike out of the resolution the statement that this 
increase of pay is for making this index, becanse that ic a mere pretext. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit a2 question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Were not the salaries of all the clerks at the desk 
increased at the end of the last session of the lorty-ninth Congress 
$600 with the exception of this one 

Mr. CANNON. I donot adie but we are legislating now in the 
Fiftieth Congress. Understand, | am not opposing this appropriation. 
You gentlemen on the other side control this House and I am willing 
that you shall pay its employés what you please. I shall have some 
remarks to submit before [ get through in the way of reply to the an- 
nual contribution offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho1- 
MAN] to the literature of ‘‘cconomy,’’ but I do not care to submit them 
on this question, and I have risen merely to make one single point. If 
you want to increase this salary $600, increase it, but do not offer as 
an excuse for your action something which does not exist in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by | 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “ for extra services in’ connection with the preparation | 
of the Calendar and indexing the same for the first session of the Fiftieth Con- | 
gress’’ and insert the words ,* in addition to,” so that the provision will read : 
“To pay Samuel D. Craig ia addition to his present salary 3600.”’ | 


Mr. Craig in the resolution just read. Now, thegentleman proposes to 
change the order of the House by the introduction of this amendment. 
Mr. BURNES. I would like to know what are the duties of Mr. 
Craig. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Accounts [Mr. SHaw] 
what duty Mr. Craig has to perform except that of a tally clerk ? 

Mr. SHAW. Iam advised that he prepares the Calendar. That, I 
think, is part of his duty. During this session, at the request of the 
Clerk, he has added to it an index, which, if the gentleman has had 
occasion to consult,he has doubtless found exceedingly convenient. It 
is the duty of Mr. Craig twice a week to put upon this Calendar all 
matters that are presented for consideration, and also to sce that the 
index is properly kept up, that bills which have passed the House are 
struck from the Calendar and new ones added to the list, so that he is 
kept constantly on the alert. 

Mr. BURNES. Now, then, we have the information. The tally 
clerk has nothing to do except to keep tally and to make this index. 

Mr. SHAW. And the Calendar. 

Mr. BURNES. The making of the Calendar isa part of his duty. 
It appears that he has improved the Calendar by adding an index, and 
if he does avy extra work at all it is not in the making of the Calen- 
dar, but in the preparation of this index. So I understand the state- 
ment of the chairman of the Committee on Accounts. This gentleman 
receives $5,000 for performing the duties of tally clerk and making the 
Calendar. - Now, because he bas, with commendableindustry and kind- 
ness, made an improvement upon the Calendar, does that give him a 
claim for extra compensation jor extra work? Js he overburdened to 
such an extent by the preparation of this index that he should be paid 
$600 over and above his salary for it? I feel, Mr. Chairman, that 
this House will surely not enter upon such legislation as this. 

Mr. SOWDEN. It has already done it. 

Mr. BURNES. i Ww ish to say another word. The reading clerks 
get $5,000 a year each, and what work do they do? I need only ask 
the question. Alembers of this House have seen them toiling and strug- 
gling night and day in the performance of duties that almost placed their 
lives in jeopardy. Sh all they receive no more than the tally clerk? 
Think of ita moment, Mr. Chairman, and let this House determine in 
a spirit of justice whether it will raise this salary to $3,600 and leave 
those other clerks at 33,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made a 
point of order against the amendment to the amendment. The Chair 
is of the opinion that the amendment to the amendment is in order. 
The House instructed the committee to report the original proposition 
in this bill. It was notin the bill; and it was in order to move its 
insertion. The proposition being in order, and before the Committee 
of the Whole, it is in order to submit any amendment to it which is 
germane. Therefore the Chair entertains the amendment to the 





| amendment. 


The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment, it was rejected. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask the Committee of the Whole to recur to 
the amendment which was passed over in regard to the stenographic 


Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of | COrps. 


the REcorD showing the report of the Committee on Accounts upon 
this resolution and the action of the House upon that report, which I 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Cleric of the House be directed to pay to Samuel D. Craig, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of $600, in full compensation 
for preparing an index of the Calendars of the House for the tirst session of the 
Piftieth Congress, 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred tho resolution posreties 
for the payment out of the coutingent fund of the House to Samuei D. Craig 
the sum of $600 for extra services in the preparation of the Calendars, having 
considered the same, report that, in the judgment of your committee, the: amount 
asked is very reasonable. The extra work on the Calendars is 40 per cent. at 
least in excess of any previous session, and there has been added an index (pre- 
pared by Mr. Craig) which has been of great benefit to the members as well as 
the public at large. The compilation of this index alone is well worth the sum 
asked, and the committee would recommend the passage of the resolution if 
the same were a legal charge upon the contingent fund; but as it is mot, your 
~ aogmmaans therefore report the following substitute and recommend its adop- 

ion: 

“ Resolved, That there he paid to Samuel D. Craig the sum of $600 for extra serv- 
fces in connection with the preparation of the Calendars and indexing the me 
for the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and that the Committee on A: 
priations be directed to provide for the payment of said sum in the bill ( 
10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and prior years, and for other 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The q question is on agreeing to the substitute pro- 
posed by the Committee on Accounts. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agrecing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. CANNeN } to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs}. 

Mr. SOWDEN. [I raise the question of order. It is not in order to 
introduce an amendment of that character at this time. We are op- 
erating under theorder of the House. The House ordered the Committee 
on Appropriations to report an appropriation of $600 for the payment ot 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will now recur to 
that amendment. ‘he Clerk will report the amendment as now sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To reimburse the five Official Reporters of the proceedings and debates of the 
House of Representatives for moneys paid by them so far during the present 
session for clerical hire and extra clerical services, $1,000 each, $5,000; $1,000 of 
which shall be paid to the widow of the late J. K. Edwards, he having been one 
of the said five Official Reporters as herein provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I offer the amendment whichI send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the amendment last adopied the following : 

“To pay Alexander Vangeuder the sum of $500 as compensation for services 
rendered as assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions during the 
second session of the Forty-ninth and the first session of the Fiftieth Congresses,”’ 

Mr. BURNES. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say « word in behalf of this amendment, 
and I trust that I may prevail upon my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BURNES] not to insist on the pointof order. Such an appropriation as 
this has been made, I think, three or four times heretofore, as perhaps 
gentlemen may remember. ‘The beneficiary named in the amendment 
is the clerk detailed from the Pension Office to assist the Committee on 
Invalid Pensionsin its work. The proposition contained in the amend- 
ment would make his pay equivalent to that of 2 per diem or session 
clerk of the House of Representatives. 

He has been found by the committee, and I may say by the House, 
to be a very valuable aid in our work. He isa sort of oracle on pen- 
sion matters here in the House, and as I know furnishes to members a 
great deal of valuable advice. In addition to that, he has charge of 
the Pension Office papers which are sent back and forth between the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Péhsion Office. He is thnuere- 
quired to make a great many trips, and is put to some extra expenee. 


“OTE, ne ager 
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daily meeting of the House be changed from 11 o’clock to 12 o'clock. 
[Applause. } 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask, by unanimous consent, that Monday, the 6th day 
of August, be set apart tor the Committee on Labor. We took a day 
from them, and ought to give it back to them. 

Mr. ROGERS. On the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Oates], who is absent, unless you except from that the convict- 
labor bill I will object. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope my friend will not do that, because we took 
that day from them and ought to return it. 

Mr. ROGEKS. I promised the gentleman from Alabama that if this 
exception were not made I should object, and I do so. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask that ‘Tuesday, the 7th day of August, after 
the morning hour, be set apart for the consideration of bilis reported 
by the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROGERS. ILrepeat my statement. I object unless the bill in 
regard tothe transportation of the products of convict labor be excepted 
from the order. 

Mr. MILLS. I can make no exception. 

FOREIGN IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. McADOO, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 210) calling for information from American consuls in foreign 
countries relative to immigration to the United States and providing 
for an investigation as to alleged infraction of existing laws; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I rise toaprivileged report, which I send to the Clerk’s 

desk to be read. 
ihe Clerk read as follows: 

‘The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 182) to provive for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr., having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

Phat the House recede from its amendments to the said bill, and agree to the 
frame with the following amendments: 

1. In third line, first page, strike out the words ‘‘ proceedings in accordance 
withthe laws of Nebraska” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ or otherwise.”’ 

in tenth line, first page, after the word ‘ dollars,’’ insert ‘‘and the cost of 
suid site shall not exceed the sum of $400,000.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same, 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
JOHN McSHANE, 

ROBT. P. KENNEDY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement of the House conferees, submitted under the 
rule, was read: 


he managers on the part of the House on the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Llouses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 182) to 
provide for the purchase of asite and the erection of a public building at Omaha, 
Nebr., respectfully submit the following statement: 

‘The Senate in the bill provided for $1,200,000 as the limit of cost for site and 
building, The House amended by substituting provision for a site only, not to 
exceed in cost $400,000, The effect of the conference report is to provide for a 
limit of $1,200,000 for site and building complete, and also that of this sum not 
more than $400,000 shall be expended for the site. 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

JOHN McSHANE, 

20BT. P. KENNEDY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, 
the House, in accordance with previous order, stands adjourned until 
12 o’clock to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of thefollowing titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier 
Howe--to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of Catharine Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 11044) granting a pension to Francis 
Lambert—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 11045) for the relief of Sam Rice Post, 
No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, Departmentof Iowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H.R.11046) granting a pension to Sey- 
born Casteen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11047) granting an increase of 
pension to John M. Barron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11048) for the relief of A. 
F. Shriver—to the Committee on Claims. 
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3y Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11049) to refer the claim of W. 
B. Alsobrook et al. to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11050) to refer the claim of E. R. Chattin to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in 
the following case, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 10242) granting a pension to Benjamin Hewitt—from 
the Committee on Pensions to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of T. H. B. Miller, for relief— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of Jacob A. Remley, captain Com- 
pany A, Fifth Ohio Volunteers, for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Mary E. Ottiwell, dependent sister 
of Nathaniel D. Ottiwell, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Shelby County, Alabama, 
for amendments to the interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mary B. Nicholson, of De Kalb County, Alabama, 
for reference of her claim to the Court of Ciaims—tothe Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oakland, Oregon, for 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

sy Mr. NUTTING: Petition and resolutions of U. 8. Grant Post, 
No. 327, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of Senate bill No. 
2797—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. E. Sparrow and 58 others, of Oswego County, 
New York, in favor of the per diem pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Matilda Purley, of Greensburgh, 
La., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of D. D. Brewer, heir of King brewer, 
of Wayne County, Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 





The following petition indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marinesof 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of Samuel Scott and 159 other ex-Uniou sol- 
dicrs of Clark County, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 31, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of P. H. Hinson and 23 other 
citizens of Madison and Grimes Counties, Texas, praying for the pas- 
sage of additional amendments to the interstate-commerce act, prohib- 
iting any railroad company from transporting commodities in cars be- 
longing to the shipper, and giving fines imposed for violations of the 
interstate-commerce law to the informer; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 32 citizens of Ohio, praving 
for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Wallace County, 
Kansas, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-coin merce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. kt. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gib- 
son, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection 
of a marine hospital at Evansville, Ind., reported it without amend- 
ment. 
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Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re cific, and are not p ired 
ferred the bill {. R. 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montg mery, re- | t ching that road $s Db 
pe 1 it with amendments. amend this bill when sun 

He m same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. | Che bill provides for 1 
R. 10} to} e for the disposal of the Fort Wallace military reser- 1ited States aga tt 
vation in Kans ported it with an amendment. l@ processes y be} é 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- | follows 
! b | joint resolution, reported them severally without amend- | sra1 MA I 
mn 

\ bill (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States in ; ale 
< 1 lands in Kansas gr « 

A bill (S. 3390) to create the Lincoln land district in tl Territory } i t 
of New Me : Se? a 

A bill (H. R. 9040) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; =f \ 
and 

Joint resoli H. Re . 34 to aut! orize the Secret vy of the i . = i 5 . : : 
terior to cert ands to the State of K for the benefit of agricult 5,98 g 
ure and the mechanic arts. [ es ex A wou 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported an y on Se “a . ; 
amendinent intended to be proposed to the sundry civil bill, and moved on W ‘ 
its reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which w greed to. w A GID 31 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- | “YS 5 iia 
ferred the bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman, re- | it is duc s ya diss 
pe ted without amendment ; , wes t <> : ad 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I report from the Committee on Manufact- the s ahnen | .sthe Unit 
ures favorab in amendment intended to be proposed to thes nary \is < und as the 
which I ask may be referred to the Comm ttee ts 

ore, Does the Senat des ) ‘ * e ry : if 
urging 
I I } e it is not nec to ha , My bans 
t be read, then , 
PRESIDENT prot e. The proposed amer t 1} : *s 
id as follows nnual payo 

It is provided that any surplus arising from appropriation i to either of : oaie ain aes ae ; 
the Departmente by act of May 28, 1888, for participation in th expo- lable 2 ¢ 
sition of the Ohio Valley, may be transferred and used forthe sa e} ses to he prop ae i 
participate in the expositions to be held in the cities of Augusta, Ga id Ri 
mond, Va., which are to begin in the month of October of the present yea 

ELLIOTT JOHNSTON, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi-} 
ciary to report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8285) to | ae fe saa 
remove the political disabilities of Elliott Johnston, and as usual in ennt ; 
such cases, as it saves time, I ask for its present consideration ; 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W citeieiaeitanan io 
proceeded to consider the bill. yccount to June 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was, in ment fe at ye 
line 3, after the words ‘‘ that the,’’-tostrike out ‘‘ legal and;’’ so as to | Bala 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the political disabilities imposed fourteenth | Present vy this s 
amendment of the Constit on of the United States, by reason of participati« June 1858 
in the late re on, be, and they hereby are, removed from ! t Johnst Sl ow n ! e S 
of Accomac County, in the State of Virginia, a 

The amendment was agreed to. is 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment =? 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read ed 
a third time. . he T 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, two-thirds of the Sen Ss ert 
ators present voting in the affirmative. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROADS, . saan 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Select Committee on the Presi- plication of statement, t! 
dent’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commis- | exactly fair to the compa 
sion, to submit a report, accompanied by a bill possible, if that statement co 

The bill (8.3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the t in endment to the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River} The PRESIDEN’ » tem 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the | dar and the report w be | 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862 Mr. FRYE, from Sele 
also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved | transmitting the Report « 
May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to | were referred the followin 
provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to | sage of what is know 
aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the | asked that the co tee be 
United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- | tion, and that th n 
panies therein mentioned, was read twice by its title. Resolutions of Boar | 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say a word in relation to the report. | Resolutions of the ‘ é 

The bill now reported is the Outhwaite bill as reported to the House | Two memorial ! 
of Representatives, containing many amendments over the bill as it | city of Stromsburgh, } 
came from the commission originally. The report made in theSenate | Memorial and reso 
is signed by all the members of the committee. The Senator from | Nebr.; 

Minnesota | Mr. Davis] being absent he authorized the chairman of Memorial of the ge t 
the committee by a telegram to sign the report for him | Resolutions of the ¢ i 

The bill relates only to the Union Pacific and Central Branch, hav- Preamble and res 
ing nothing whatever to do with the Central Pacific. | Resolutions of the } 

The committee find much greater difficulty in formulating an ad- Resolutions of the Boa 


justment anda settlement with the Central Pacific than with the Union 


| 


Resolutions 
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GEORGE W. SEAVER. 
ir. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Cont he Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
fers the resolution submitted by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EpMUNDS] July 30, 1888, to pay to the widow of George W. Seaver 

li; clerk in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, an amountequal to 
ionths’ salary, to report it favorably without amendment. I ask 

for its present ‘consid ration. 
resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
Re ed, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
dire | to pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Mrs, N. 8. Seaver, widow of George W. Seaver, deceased, late a clerk 
in the office of the Secretary of the Senate,an amount equal to six months’ sal- 
ich clerk aforesaid; said sum to be considered as including funeral ex- 

penses and all other allowances. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 

JONES, of Nevada. Iaminstructed by the Committee to Audit 


ind Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] July 24, 1888, to report it with an amendment. I ask 
for its 7. resent consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution wi 


lhe Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Chair whose 
duty it shall be to report upon the relations of commerce and business existing 
between the United States and the dependenciesof Great Britain in North Amevr- 
ica, including the effect upon the commerce and carrying trade of the United 
States of the Canadian system of railways and canals now existing and in con- 
temy,lation, and the prospect of the displacement of any existing industries of 
the United States by industries established there; also whether the obligations 
of existing treaties and of international law are and have been observed by the 
said dependencies toward the people of the United States, and the number, 
amount, and character of the existing claims against Great Britain by reason 
of the violation of such obligations toward the people of the United States in 
said dependencies. 

Said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to adminis- 


ll be read. 


ter oaths, to employ a clerk, messenger, and stenographer, and to sit anywhere 
in the United States during the session and during the recess of Congress. 

y subcommittee by them appointed may exercise the same powers as the 
full committee. 


The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate was to add to the resolution: 

\nd all necessary expenses of such committee or subcommittee shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers duly approved. 


1¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
ation of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is 

eeing to the amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ought to make one observation in regard to the reso- 
lution which has just been passed. 

The resolution comprehends in its terms the matter of the railroad 
relations, but I understand the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
propose to take up that subject and to discuss it. It is not, therefore, 
my purpose to engage in that particular department or in any way to 
interfere with the proposed investigation by that committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isimply desire to say that the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, by the consent of the Senate, expect to enter upon a 
thorough investigation of the relations between the United States and 
Canada connected with the subject of transportation both by rail and 
water; and it was only on account of un understanding with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that I made no objection to the passage of the 
resolution just adopted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
Senate bill 288, which has been returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 288) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Sioux City, Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate non-concur in ths 
aniendments of the House of Representatives and request a conferenc 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. W1Lson of Iowa, and Mr. DANIEL were appointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. . ERRY introduced a bill (S. 3402) for the relief of John M. 
Harrell, of the State of Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, 
and, w ich the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill 


siaei 


on ag 


(S. 3403) for the relief of S. 8. Stearns; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 3404) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to investigate certain 
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claims for damages done to planted oysters in Raritan Bay in 1881; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(S. 907) to provide for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, 
N. C. 

SUNDRY BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 10540, being the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the ation of the bill (H. R. 10540) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 20, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The PRE} The question recurs on the amend- 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION 


consider 


SIDENT pro tempore. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to make 
an appropriation for the erection of a public building at Atchison, 
Kans. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask leave to report from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds an amendment to the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. ‘The pending amendment is the amendment offered yes- 
terday by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. .5P OONER]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem “pore. The Chatr begs leave to state about 
that amendment, that it was perhapsimprovidently announced asagreed 
to before the point of order had been submitted. The Senator from 
Kentucky stating that he desired to submit a question of order upon 
the various amendments proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin, the 
Chair asks that the announcement made may be reconsidered, by unan- 
imous consent, for the purpose of enabling the Senator from Kentucky 
to interpose the point of order. If there be no objection, that order 
will be taken. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to make the point of order that it is legisla- 
tion upon an appropriation bill; that it is not the law of the land that 
a building should be erected at that point at present. Ido not know 
what other grounds there are, but I object to the amendment that it 
is not proper to go on the pending bill, and I desire to state the rea- 
sons why I object if I may be allowed to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that, properly speaking, the point of order is not 
debatable. 

Mr. BECK. Iask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Kentucky will be allowed to proceed. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the Senator from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to state the only object I had in view in in- 
terposing the objection 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Do I understand that there is to be gen- 
eral debate on the point of order, or that only one side is to be heard ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that if one 
side is heard the Senate will permit the other to be heard also. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair again state the point which is raised ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky inter- 
poses a point of order upon the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, which was pending when the Senate adjourned Jast 
evening. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, all I desire to say is that Iam not mak- 
ing this objection or point of order, whatever it may be considered, be- 
cause of any hostility to the bill as an independent proposition. There 
are a number of bills which have passed the Senate for public buildings 
in which I have acquiesced and believe they ought to become laws, at 
least I know of nothing to the contrary, notably one, as I said yester- 
day, has great merit, being for a post-office in the city of San I'rancisco. 
They are occupying there an old post-office building which I under- 
stand was built when San Francisco was hardly more than a village, 
while now it is a great city. They ought to have a suitable post-oflice 
building, of course. But the bill for that purpose has not passed both 
Houses, and is therefore not a law. 

The Committee on Appropriations inserted in this bill, as I under- 
stand, provision for every public building where a bill authorizing it 
has become alaw. We have not inserted such provisions where the 
bills have not passed both Houses and been signed by the President. 

I will state the reason I have for apprehending serious complication 
if we insert such an amendment as is now proposed on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which it is well known must pass, as it provides for 
the ordinary running of the Government. By this bill the Light- 
House Service, the Life-Saving Service, and a great many important 
works and indispensable services are provided for, so that the sundry 

civil bill must become a law or the Government can not be run ‘in an 
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of the Senate, and the other questions, as to whether the amendment 
shall be adopted if the Chair shall decide it to be in order, are to be 
debated hereafter. 

The Senator from Kentucky makes the point of order, I understand, 
that the amendment is not in order because no law has been passed 
providing for the construction of a public building at Atchison, Kans. 
It seems to me there can be no question as to the amendment being in 
order under the rule. While I have been in the Senate but a compara- 
tively short time, I remember that the rule was construed by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] while he occupied the 
chair as the President pro tempore of the Senate to render admissible 
an amendment like the one which is now pending. 

In order to enable the Senate to place an amendment of this kind on 
the sundry civil appropriation bill the rule does not require that a law 
shall have already been passed, which involves, of course, that a bill 
shal! have passed both Houses and thatitshall have been approved by the 
President. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the language of Rule XVI: 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and noamendments shall be 
I 


ed to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be to increase | 


appropriation already contained in the bill— 

That, of course, is not this case— 
or to add a new item of appropriation— 

That is this case— 
unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law— 

he Senator argues as if that were the end of the rule, but it is not— 
or 


The disjunctive ‘‘or’’ is used, it will be observed— 


treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the Senate during 


that session 


That is not all— 


Which is this case— 
unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the 
Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the 
Departments, 

As I said to the Senate yesterday, this amendment is moved by di- 
rection of a standing committee of the Senate--the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. The rule dealing with the details, subdi- 
vision 2 of it, is as follows: 

2. All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropria- 
tion already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, shall, 
at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The rule in this respect was complied with, so that as to thisamend- 
ment it stands thus 

Mr. BECK. Goona little further. Read on. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a moment. It stands thus: 
It is offered by direction of a standing committee which reported it 
favorably to the Senate with a recommendation that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, und it was referred to that commit- 
tee twenty-four hours before the time arrived for its consideration. 
The only other point made by the Senator from Kentucky is that this 
is new legislation. 

Mr. BECK. Read on down. 

Mr. SPOONER, I will read on down. 

In like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river 
and harbor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; also amendments to bills establishing post-roads, proposing new 


post-roads, shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, 





Of course that does not relate to or bear upon this question. Now 
I read from subdivision 3: 

3. Noamendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 

Mr. BECK. What I contend is that it is general legislation, no mat- 
ter who rules to the contrary. 

Mr. SPOONER. That, asl understand it, is the Senator’s main point. 
The Chair will observe that this does not inhibit an amendment which 
constitutes new legislation. The Senate, although perhaps to follow 
the Senator from Kentucky it ought to do so, has not seen fit thus far 
to so tie its hands as to preclude it from putting new legislation upon 
an appropriation bill. New legislation is not prohibited. General 
legislation is prohibited. 

Then the Senator from Kentucky argued to the Senate that this 
amendment providing for the erection of a public building at Atchison, 
Kans., whose force is spent when the appropriation is expended, is gen- 
eral legislation within the meaning of that rule. This question has 
been under debate before, and it has been decided in the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. Both ways, too. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been decided one way which it seems to me 
is in accordance with reason, and ina way that I venture to say no 
Senator can successfully attack. 
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| In 1884—and I discuss this question now, not only with reference to 

this amendment, but with reference to some which are to follow it—in 
| 1884, when the naval appropriation bill was pending, an amendment 
| was offered to it providing for the construction of two new cruisers, and 
| connected with the mere item of appropriation was a considerable 
| amount of legislation, providing how the contract should be let, and 
the amendment contained certain prohibitions upon the action of the 
Secretary of the Navy. The point was made that it was new and gen- 
eral legislation within the meaning of the rule. I believe the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] was the occupant of the chair at that 
time, and I desire, if the Senator from Kentucky will give attention, 
to read—it is very brief—his decision upon the point. Isubmitto the 
Senator that his definition of general legislation is absolutely accurate 
and in every way defensible. He said: 

The Chair has examined the Journals— 

I believe the Senator from Kentucky had the honor to make the 
point of order at that time against the amendment proposing the con- 
struction of the two cruisers— 
| The Chair has examined the Journals as to analogous amendments at former 
| sessions, and finds himself, as he thinks, fully supported. The distinction isa 
| very broad and obvious one between the general legislation named in tie rule 
and a provision of this character. ‘General legislation,’ in the general sense 
there are exceptions, however), is legislation that is permanent and regulates 
the conduct of affairs, and does not exhaust itself of its own force, as every item 
or provision in appropriation bills properly does. 

This amendment is to provide for doing an act which when once done the 
statutory part of it is entirely exhausted and the law is no longer in force; it 
has been executed. That is widely different from a regulation even in respect 
of the conduct of officers of the Navy, which regulation would be a general pro- 
vision that would continue in force until repealed. The Chairtherefore thinks, 


however great the enactment of the subject is, that within the rule it is in or- 
der. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 


This item of appropriation for the construction of a public building 
at Atchison proposes to appropriate $75,000. The remainder of the 
amendment is a simple direction by Congress as to the expenditure of 
the money, and when the money shall have been expended the law is 
exhausted, it is executed, it is the end of it. It never becomes a part 
of the permanent law of the country. It is not in any sense, I sub- 
mit, general legislation within the meaning of the rule. 

The Senator has said (it does not bear at all on the question of order, 
but h may refer to it for a moment) that if this amendment is in order 
it is In order to attach by amendment to the bill every public-build- 
ing biill which has passed the Senate. If my construction of the rule 
is a correct one, it was within the power of Senators to make in order 
every public-building bill which has passed the Senate and his not 
passed the Houseof Representatives, but Senators have not chosen to 
avail themselves o f the rules in that respect. 

Mr. BECK. Why not do it this morning ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I doubt if it could be done this morning. 

Mr. BECK. It is required to be done within twenty-four hours, 

Mr. SPOONER, I have supposed that the bill would pro d:bly be 
acted upon to-day. But at any rate the amendments, and toey are 
very few, which I propose to offer to the biil were offered under the 
rule, by standing committee favorably reporlted, and it seems to me 
they are in order. 

Mr. DAWES. In that connection I should like to inquire of the 
Senator, as he, I observe, offered these amendments, by what rile did 
he make his selection ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Wisconsin made no selection. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator offered out of the number a series of 
amendments, 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendments offered by Senators were reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAWES. I was under the impression that the Senator offered 
the amendments himself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; I have no interest in the amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. Then my inquiry is not pertinent. 

Mr. SPOONER. [I have offered no amendment for Wiscors'n. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not say the Senator had. I did not meun to be 
impertinent. The Senator knows I did not intend that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I know that. 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator from Wisconsin sits down, I desire 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Iholdin my hand sixty-six bills, if I have counted them 
correctly, which have passed the Senate, providing for public buildings, 
He says he is going to offer only a very few of these. Is there any one 
of these sixty-six bills which has passed the Senate which dos not 
stand upon an equal footing and have the same right that the bill he 
has now offered as the pending amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think very few of the sixty-six bills have been 
put into shape to be in order as amendments to this bill. 

Mr. BECK. The chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds has them all under his control, and if he had taken the 
same steps with any one of the sixty-six that he has with the-e they 
would all be in order, would they not? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has not of its own motion, as originating with it, reported a single 
amendment to this bill. Every amendment which the committee has 
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reported as an amendment to this bill has been offered by 
tor as intended to be proposed as an amendment to this bill, and re- 
ferred to that committee and reported by it upon that reference. 

Mr. BECK Then the committee with sixty-six bills, as I count 
them, as Isee them enumerated on the Calendar, only reports back su 
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as some vigilant Senator sees fit to hand them, and all the others who | 
are not so v1 ul vill lose their bills. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has reported back only those amendments which 
the Senate itself has referred to that committee and has charged tl 
committee with actingupon. That committee has acted upon the orde 
of the Senat« I can not see, however, that the number of bills has 
anything to do with the proper construction of the rule 

Mr. MITCHELL. The C ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
has no authority to report less that a ment has 
been referred to the committ isan am t to this 
bill. 

Mr. VEST. I wan j to mvself to make a oO : 
tion about this amend: t prefatery wa Iw Oo sa ' 
I have very little regard for the ruling of the Senate as to poin 
order upon amendments to general appropriation bil In fact my 
years’ experience here has taught 1 e one lesson. if no other. and tli 
is that the rules of order always ¢ way to party exigencies or to 
dividual wishes. I have never known a case yet in which the piainest 





ation which 
the approval of a majority of the Senate. T! 


» case Therefore I do not rise so much to d 
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cuss the point of order as to make some other remarks on tl a 
ment. 

As a member of the Committee on Public Bui rs iG I 
have been solicited—I use the word in the parliamentar ‘ 


irious Senators an 





been solicited by v 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 











amendments to the sundry civil bill certain public } appre 
priations. My response has always been, and I declare it now he 
openly, that any action of the Senate which did not put upon the ge 
eral appropriation bill all the public buildings would be unjust and 
improper. There is no reason, there is no justice in taking any one 
bill or any number of bills, singling them out, and tt them as 
amendments upon the appropriation bill. Itone single appropriation 
for a public building—I mean, of course, those which h nly passed 
the Senate, and not the Hous Representative 3 b t this 
bill, I intend to insist that every one of them in that co hall 
be put on. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask h i ? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does he insist that the Committee on Public Build 
ings and Grounds, after having reported a bill for the erection of a pub- 








lic building at some designated point, that bill having passed the s 
ate, still has any jurisdiction of that subject, so that it could, without 
any order of the Senate, without the introduction of an amendment o1 
a new bill, of its own motion report that proposition a 1 amendment 
to the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand the Senator’s quest 

Mr. SPOONER. Take this amendment A bill v duced 
the Senate for the erection of a public building at At t was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildin Grounds Phat 





committee acted upon it and instructed a favorable report upon it. It 
enate. Does the Senator claim that that committee might 
if itsaw fit, report another 
anything on that subject within the jurisdiction of the committee 

Mr. VEST. Ido not see how that affects the propo nl am d 
cussing. 


nassed the 
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to-day, bill on that subject—that 


Mr. SPOONER. It affects the right of the Committee on P 
Buildings and Grounds to report as amendments to this bill the 
; 


bills which have been before it. 
Mr. VEST. I do not see any relevancy in what the Senator says 


to what I am debating. I simply say, as a matter of | ul , 
right 
Mr. BECK. Before the Senator goes on, I should like to ask a ¢ 


tion. I do not profess to be a parliamentarian- 

Mr. SPOONER. Nor do I. 

Mr. BECK. I know half a dozen pages in both Houses who are bet- 
ter parliamentarians than any Senator or Representativ: [ have not, 
therefore, any particular reluctance in confessing that I do not know 
anything about the subject. But after a bill has passed the Senate and 
passed at this session, do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that it is in order when it comes back to his committee to be acted 
upon favorably by that committee again, and be sent to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as an amendment to an appropriation bill‘ 

Mr. SPOONER. Every one of these amendments has been again of- 
fered in the Senate and referred by the Senate to the Committee on Pub 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and reported from that committee as an 
amendment proposed to be offered to this bill, and that has been the 
practice for years. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is of no consequence compared to 
the real question before the Senate—— 
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the committee as bills can not be brought in, only those that are there 
as amendments can be put upon this bill, and they have been passed 
upon by a standing committee and then in turn by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

If you want to find where the partisan part of this debate comes in 
you will find it in the speech of the Senator from Kentacky; you will 
find it in that reference to the possibility, as he says, of bringing in 
here sixty-six bills, when that Senator ought to know that it is not 
possible to do it unless the Senate would itself annul all the rules that 
relate to this entire matter, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not rise to debate this question of order, for 
I think it is a question that has been settled. I have no doubt at all 
that this is clearly within the rules of order. Each committee of this 
body has a right to offer a new item of appropriation referred to it and 
send it to the Committee on Appropriations; and the ‘‘legislation’’ 
referred to in the rule is general legislation, not special legislation re- 
lating to the particular item of appropriation. That has been settled 
so often that it is not worth while to discuss it. 

My object in rising is to state that I can not, with my sense of fair 
play, vote for any of these public buildings, singled out and offered as 
amendments to an appropriation bill. As a class of legislation it is 
vicious to the last degree. The general idea of a general appropria- 
tion is that there should be no matter in it except that which is to be 
provided for by existing law; and I should vote for a rule, absolute 
and peremptory, not to allow in any case any item of appropriation in 
a general appropriation bill that was not provided for by existing law. 
That is not the general rule of the Senate, because it does provide for 
new items of appropriation to be reported from the different standing 
committees. 

But the injustice of this proceeding is very marked indeed. TheSen- 
ator from Wisconsin offers certain amendments that some Senators have 
sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and he reports 
them to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and in that 
way makes them legal, so that they are proper amendments; but would 
it be right and fair and just to select these amendments from the mass 
of propositions in regard to public buildings and put them on a general 
appropriation bill and say to the President, ‘‘ You shall not veto these 
items, although they are not provided for by existing law; we take 
away from you your constitutional power to object to the passage of a 
bill.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. We can vote it down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I propose todo. We ought either 
to make this thing a general matter by postponing it until to-morrow 
and let the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds take out those 
public buildings that they think are of vital importance and ought 
properly be put on as amendments to the appropriation bill, and then 
put them on. But to select three or four or five or six among the least 
important and force them upon this bill is not only unusual, but I 
think it is unfair—not unfair in the sense of referring to the conduct 
of any member here, but unfair as between the several representatives 
of these various propositions. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me a word in that con- 
nection I will say that I do not know who has made any selection of 
bills. This committee has reported no bills and no amendments to the 
pending bill which were not introduced by Senators as amendments 
intended to be offered to this bill which have not as such been referred 
by the Senate to the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lexonerate the Senator from Wisconsin from mak- 
ing any preferences or selections. He has only taken the amendments 
sent to him; but is it right that individual Senators should take out 
their particular bills, especially those that have not been finally acted 
on heretofore, and bring them in here and put them on a general ap- 
propriation bill and thus give them an advantage over other bills that 
every Senator here would vote for? 

Mr. SPOONER. The only one of the amendments in my hand which 
has not been acted upon by the Senate before is one from the Senator’s 
own State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is it ought not to be put on this 
bill. I would not vote for it; but I will tell you what I will do, I 
would put the vetoed bills on immediately if they are strong cases, if 
they are as meritorious as they are. There are bills in the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds now from myown State. Why should 
not they be offered as amendments to this bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon for making a sotto voce remark. Isaid 
they were not in order. ‘The vetoed bills, if passed at all, must be 
passed by a two-thirds majority, whereas on the rest of the bills it is 
suilicient to have a simple majority to pass them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate is justified in taking up new propo- 
sitions not provided for by existing law and putting them on this bill 
to prevent a veto, it is clearly also justified in putting them on as 
amendments to this bill in order to avoid a veto. Now, take those two 
vetoed bills. They were passed unanimously by both Houses; bills in 
regard to Youngstown and Zanesville, Ohio. The veto, speaking re- 
spectfully of the President, is utterly without cause in my judgment. 
No more meritorious bills have been here. They received unani- 
meus votes in both Houses of Congress. Shall they be ignored and no 
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effort made to pass those bills because the President has sent his vetoes 
here? When you take up a proposition that has not been considered 
in either House to erect a public building, and especially when it is 
proposed to take a great number of bills which have passed the Senate, 
and which the House has refused to consider, and attach them to this 
appropriation bill—is that right? Is it proper legislation for us to put 
a mass of these propositions on this bill and say to the other House, 
‘‘Take these at the risk of defeating your sundry civil bill, involving 
twenty or thirty millions of the most important expenditures of the 
Government?’’ It is not wise legislation, uniess the thing is made 
general. Unless the Senate makes up its mind that it will put on this 
bill appropriations for all the public buildings which it thinks are 
proper to be passed we ought not to do it in particular cases. 

There is one for my own State proposed here, introduced by my col- 
league. I do not think it is fair and just to put through the provision 
in regard to Canton when we refuse to do it in regard to places like 
Youngstown and Zanesville. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to suggest that the 
Youngstown bill can be called up at any time. It has passed both 
Houses, and the Senate can be called upon under the Constitution to 
vote upon the President's veto of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But we know how difiicult it is to get a vote of 
two-thirds overa veto. Although those bills passed both Houses unan- 
imously, yet if there should be an effort made to pass them over the 
President’s veto we know what is the common fate of suchbills. One 
or two have escaped, I believe, even that ordeal, but only one or two. 
On the other hand, you take these bills which have not been acted 
upon in the two Houses, some of which have not been acted upon in 
either House, and put them on here and give them the privilege of 
avoiding the President’s veto, compelling him to sign them nolens vo- 
fens because he can not afford to defeat the passage of this great meas- 
ure affecting great Departments of the Government. 

It is not tair legislation. If we are going to do it with regard to any, 
we ought to take out the bills we should stand by in regard to public 
buildings and put them on as amendments. It is very easy to do that. 
Half a dozen Senators here ask that this bill go over until to-morrow 
for that purpose. No public interest is involved by postponing the bill 
until to-morrow. You do not hasten the passage of the bill an hour 
by refusing to put it over till to-morrow. It will not hasten our ad- 
journment an hour to push it now. By that we can make the amend- 
ments proper and in order. Butisit right, because certain Senators get 
an advantage, to put in their appropriations for public buildings and get 
them on this bill where the President can not veto them? And that is 
the case of buildings bills for which have not been passed by both 
Houses. Itisnotright. Therefore, I do not care whether it comes 
from my State or any other State, I shall vote against any proposition 
of this kind unless it is made general; and if a point of order is made, 
the bill will have to lie over until to-morrow, although I do not be- 
lieve that any Senator in view of the facts would make a point of order 
in order to give an advantage to particular bills over others. Then:let 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, if they will, select 
out from among those bills that the House refused to present for action 
those which are important. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘They have gone from that committee; they have 
been acted upon by that committee; they have been reported by that 
committee; they have passed the Senate; they are even beyond the ju- 
risdiction of this body unless they are introduced by way of amend- 
ment to appropriation bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN, On the contrary, the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds have a right as an original force, under the rules of 
the Senate, to report any bills in regard to public buildings and grounds; 
and if the Senate has passed certain bills which they have reported 
heretofore and they think it wise instead of depending on the ordinary 
course of legislation to get their bills through on an appropriation bill, 
if they think it is justifiable under the circumstances to put those bills 
in the form of amendments to this appropriation bill, they have a per- 
fect right to do so, just as the Committee on Finance or any other com- 
mittee of this body has a right to report an original bill. 

I think it is unfair to take up these measures in the way now pro- 
posed. It is said there will be less than a million dollars involved in 
the committee’s amendments that are proposed and now fixed up for 
presentation, but at the same time you ignore probably eight or nine 
million dollars of appropriation for public buildings, almost any one ot 
which is more important than the most important of those proposed to- 
day in the last hours of the session. I say it is not right; it is not the 
right way to do it, and I shall vote against these amendments on their 
merits without regard to the point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. — I think the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] rather 
misapprehends the scope of the amendment which has been reported 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. He gives us 
notice that if these amendments are insisted upon he proposes to take 
the whole body of public-building bills which have passed this body 
and march them as a battalion into this measure, and insist upon their 
passing. A little child can lead a horse to water, but in the Senate 
it will take at least forty men to make him drink. If the Senator 
were to undertake such a plan as that, and if he has to make enlist- 
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Senator can possibly be. I did not offerany of them as an amendment | 
because I neglected my duty, but because I did not think the Appro- | 
priations Committee would consent to these amendments, and because 
my own judgment and conscience were not entirely in favor of this 
course of isolating out and segregating certain measures here and forc- 
ing them upon a general appropriation bill at the expense—for it is 
nothing else—of other legislation of the same character. 

If the Senate sees proper to take these bills and put them on, I shall 
make no further opposition; but I do object to taking out specifically 
certain bills and putting them upon this general appropriation bill, and 
thereby making a discrimination in favor of the activity or attention 
to business of certain Senators at the expense of other Senators who 
have not offered these amendments and caused them to be reported 
here by the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. There never | 
was a minute in which I could not put in that amendment here. As 
a member of that committee all that it was necessary for me to do was 
to.ask my colleagues to agree to it. But I did not think the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations would contemplate the amendments at all; and 
I said then and I say now that if one of those amendments goes on all 
should goon. We should make no distinction. That is the full ex- 
tent and the whole of my argument. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri misappre- 
hended the pointof my criticism. I had not charged or intimated that 
he was selfish, that he was illiberal, that he was unjust. I do not 
think so, for I recognize just what he has stated for himself, that he 
has been perfectly fair in so far as his vote and his influence have gone; 
but I intended to criticise his position that it was right to pass every bill 
because one was put in; and the fact that he did not seem to discrimi- 
nate and recognize that one measure might be more meritorious than 
another, that one might be backed by larger considerations of justice 
and fairness than another; and furthermore it did not seem to me quite 
the appropriate thing that he who had been fortunate in having a por- 
tion, at least, of the bills which he thought just to his State passed, 
should insist on having all other bills for his State passed, because in 
some States where no provision had been made to meet the public de- 
mands it was proposed here in this bill to rectify that fact and to se- 
cure some degree of equalization. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky in- 
sist on his point of order? 

Mr. BECK. It seems to be generally understood that my point of 
order is not well taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has not been decided. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I want tocall attention simply to the 
construction of the first clause of the sixteenth rule, and I will read so 
much as seems to me to be applicable: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill 
* * * toadd a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the 
provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session. 

If the words ‘‘or act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session’’ were stricken out there could be no difficulty in 
construing this clause, and it is insisted that the words ‘‘or act or res- 
olution previously passed by the Senate’’ enlarge the power of the 
Senate to vote in such an amendment as that proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I take it that in using the words 
‘‘act or resolution previously passed by the Senate’’ the Committee 
on Rules and the Senate understood what they were doing, and that 
they did not mean a bill which had passed the Senate or a resolution 
which had passed the Senate and not passed the House, but that 
they meant ‘‘act or resolution’’ in the legal sense—that is, that it was 
a finished act. You could not presume, certainly, that the Commit- 
tee on Rules and the Senate meant to adopt a rule and then nullify 
the rule in the very same clause by providing, in the first place, that 
no amendment should be received to add a new item of appropriation 
unless some bill for it had passed the Senate, because that it would 
seem to be strange, and would leave out of sight the reason for the rule. 

For what do we appropriate? To carry out some law, to execute 
some policy of the Government. A bill which has passed the Senate 
only is not a law; it is no part of the policy of the Government; and 
I take it then that we must attach the legal sense to the words ‘‘ act or 
resolution;’’ that is, an act or resolution that has passed both Houses 
of Congress. The words, ‘‘ previously passed by the Senate during that 
session,’’ it seems to me have reference simply to a law, an act so 
passed. 

The second clause provides that— 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropriation 
already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation. 

It seems to me that has reference to and is controlled by the first 
section, that an amendmentshall not ‘‘ increase an appropriation already 
contained in the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it 
be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty 
stipulation, or act or resolution previously passed by the Senate during 
that session.’’? It seems to me that the second clause is built upon the 
first and contemplates the full execution of the first clause, and then 
goes on to amplify the provisions of the first clause of the amendment. 
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All I desire to do is to call attention to that construction. Of course 
I do not assume to be able to give information to the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate as to the meaning of the rales, but it seems to me that 
construction deserves consideration. 

Mr. BECK. After hearing the discussion, and indeed having very 
great doubts myself as to whether the point of order was well taken, I 
will withdraw the point of order, because I think the amendment is 
in order. I will, however, ask a vote on the merits of the proposi- 
tion, not that I object to it, but I object to the policy of inserting bills 
that have only passed the Senate and have not passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives, or been submitted to the President, on an appropriation 
bill like this; and, therefore, while I shall not vote against the amend- 
ment, it is not because of any objection to the proposition itself, but 
because I am unwilling to vote to insert it and similar bills on the 
sundry civil bill, for the reason that it may give us trouble both on 
principle and policy in dealing with the other House. 

I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order being withdrawn, 
ahe question recurs on agreeing to the amendment, on which the Sen- 
€tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] asks that the yeas and nays may be 

ntered on the Journal. 
; The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHacr]. If he were here, I should 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLpn’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DoLpuH] is still detainel from the Senate. He is paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If my colleague were 
here he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEorGr’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is absent. I believe he has a general pair with 
the Senator from New Hampsbire [Mr. BLAtR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will pair with him at any time the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] says so. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I thought there was a general pair between the 
Senators. 

Mr. BLAIR. The colleague of the Senator came to me yesterday 
morning and said he was doing some work, and might be detained from 
the Senate, and desired to refer the question of my voting to his col- 
league. 

Mr. REAGAN. I asked the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE] 
as he was going out this morning if he was paired, and he said he was 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Mississippi know how his col- 
league would vote on this question if he were present ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ido. iheard him express himself before he 
went out. He would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I withdraw my vote. I voted in the aflirma- 
tive. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADDOocK’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis]. If my c@league were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but on this ques- 
tion I feel at liberty to vote, and vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when Mr. SAWYER’sS name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SAWYER] is detained from the Senate to-day by illness, 
and is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL ]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce that my colleague (Mr. Pasco] is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. Ido not know 
how my colleague would vote on this question if present. 

Mr. BROWN. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
DotpH]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I suppose he 
would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). At the re- 
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] I paired with his 
colleague [Mr. SAWYER] yesterday evening, who was absent on ac- 
count of sickness. Does the Senator know how his colleague would 
vote? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not, but I think he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I withdraw my vote, as I voted ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsON]. 
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Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Chere is no at ipt to const n the President, and, of course, no at- 
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Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. If he were present I should vote | tempt to constrain either H oO e proposition has met the ap- 
‘*nay.’’ and I presume he would vote i ro | rH es 1 regarded at t regard th propositior 
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Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. Chace]. and announ to t Senate uj ffering this amendment that I in- 


Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | tended to f witupwitha ar or $40,000 for Ottumwa, Iowa, 














Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but that in the deci yf the Senate upon the Atchison amend- 
Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘na and I ask nt I should offer mo endments like thatone. Of course I 

the indulgence of the Senate to make a very brief statement would not ask the te to p a | \ priating money fora pul 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate not being in order pending ilding in any State against the protest of the Senator from th 
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ing appropriation for sundry civil expenses of the Government for th Mr. HOAR. I d ¢ sk my honorable friend from Wi 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and the amendment offered by the | consin - 

Senator from Wisconsin, as I understand it, is to erect a publ tild he PRESIDEN’ rt I The ¢ r 

ingin the town of Opelousas, parish of St. Landry, in u ta s bee I é t t rules, and 


have offered the bill for this purpose Congress after Congress for many | has wrongfully permitted th ull to be interrupted. The ruler 





years, and I regret that the Senator from Wisconsin, without consult Lire pec i t nam hout d 
me, now presents it as an amendment on an appropriation bill limit ite, and y I 





for the next fiscal year, just after a similar amendment fora publi Nor sha Py £ OF é request to suspend it! 





building has been voted down in the Senate by a decisive majority. | ™ous: ae 

Its defeat, therefore, is certain. Therefore, t Cha } ‘ ed in permitting the roll-call to be sus 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I w pended and allowing anything to b 1 evel 

state—— Mr. HOAR I pe the Chair will continue his error for half a 


Mr. GIBSON. Iexpect I shall meet the point the Senator desires | minute longer 
to make. The PRESIDENT pro te ) The Chair feels bound to ret: 
Mr. SPOONER. I desire to correct the Senator | erroneous” for ps early as possible, and will therefore d« e t 


: i 
Mr. GIBSON. 1donot hear the Senator, but I take it that the | hear any further debate while the roll-call is pend 
difference between the previous amendment and the one now proposed Mr. HOAR. I take an appeal from the decision of the ‘ 


by him is this, that the bill for the public building in Kansas had Phe PRESIDENT » tempore. fter the 1 ull. Laughts 
only passed the Senate, whereas the bill forthe public building Mr. HOAR. No, nov 
Opelousas has also passed the House. But neither has been approved The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the roll-call. The r 





by the President; and therefore the relation they hold to the President | will proceed 

is identical. In either case it would deprive the President of the ex- The Chief Clerk proceeded with t! ull of roll 

ercise of his independent judgment. Mr. MITCHI when his name wv ( i pf pa 
The Executive shares with Congress the legislative power by the ex- | the Senator from Mr. JON! 





Mr. CALL (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called). My 
{Mr. Pasco] is detained from the Senate by | é He paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr, FARWELL]. Ido not know how 


ercise of the veto, and I submit that all such bills should not be of- 
fered as amendments on the sundry civil bill, carrying, as this bill 
does, over $25,000,000 for the expenses of the Government for the next 
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MANDER . My colleague [ Mr. ] DOCK | ed with 
th nator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis]. 
Ir. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cua: 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoLquiTr}. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifmy colleague | Mr. SAWYER] were present I hav 
no doubt under the circumstances he would vote und I the: 
fore state to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] t he is re 
leased from his pair on this question and may vote if he choos« 

Mr. COCK RELL. Then I vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam paired with the Senator frem Connecticut 
{Mr. PLAT I do not know how he would vote. I should vote ‘‘ nay 
if ] were not paired 

he result was then announced—yeas 6, nays 33; as follow 
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Blair, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Brown, Faulkner, Kent Sherman, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 


Chace, George, Morrili, Stewart 
Chandler, Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Colquitt Hale, Palmer, Vance, 
Davis Harris, Pasco, Voorhees. 
Dolph Hiscock, Piatt, 

Edmunds Hoar, Quay, 
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So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of t 


» tempore. The amendment wall be stated. 
i 


RESIDENT p 
Alt It is proposed to add to the bill— 


CLERK. 


Chat it shail be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to credit to each 

and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia a sum 
equal to all collections made from said States and Territories and thé District 
ot Columbia or from any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof or other per- 
sons, under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and the amendatory 
acts thereto. 











it all moneys still due to the United States 

poi ned | section 8 of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, are 
h ry remitted and relinquished. 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
oO Wise appropr , such sums as may be necessary to reimburse each State, 
T tory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them under 
1! t s of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is hereby di- 
rected to pay the same to the governors of the States and Territories, and to the 
co iissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That where the sums, or 
any part thereof, credited to any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, 


have been collected by the United States from the citizens or inhabitantsthere- 
of, er any other person, either directly or by sale of property, such sums shal! 
be 1 1 in trust by such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia for the ben- 
efit those persons or inhabitants from whom they were collected, or their 
legal representatives: And provided further, That no part of the money collected 








ft divi ; and to be held in trust as aforesaid shall be retained by the 
I i States as a set-off against any indebtedness alleged to exist against the 
St lerritory, or District of Columbia in which such tax was collected: And 
pr i further, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be paid 
out by the gov or of any State or Territory, or by any other person, to any 
torney or ent under any contract for services now existing or heretofore 
tw the representative of any State or Territory and any attorney or 


under the trust hereby created shail be filed with the gov- 
l te or Territory, and the commissioners of the District of Co- 
ia, respectively, within six years next after the passage of this act, and all 





claims not so filed shall be forever barred, and the money distributable thereto 
‘long to auch State, Territory, or the Districi of Columbia, respectively, 
may be. 
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Ir. HOAR. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin very kindly 


lows me, as I wish to be absent from the Chamber a little while, to 
olier an amendment, which I think will meet with no opposition, and 
his amendment may be laid aside for the moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be laid aside 
ir rmally, and the: 1iendment of t enat mm M ] et re- 

Ir. HAI I 1 to i 1 of « on tl d- 

4 
I j [DENT ro iment p ) i the 
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‘ . Wisconsin ? 
[ARRIS | I 1 l - \ . VW 

Mr. HOAR. Will th nat rom Tenn » allow that to stand 
aside & moment ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Th nendment may be read; I have no objection 
to tha My point of order is that it is general legi 1 proposed to 
a gencral appropriation bill. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Se: rfrom Tennessee did not 

ilerstand the request of the Senator from Massachusett 





from Wisconsin : 
or from Massachusetts was compelled to 
an amendment. 


that the amendment of the Senat 





rarily laid aside, as the Sen: 
leave the Chamber, to allow him to offer 
Mr. HARRIS. Oh, yes. The amendment of the Senator from M 


yr 
{an amendment to the amendment ofthe Senator 














sachusetts, then, is me 
om Wiscon ? 
Mr. HOAR. No, sir; it is a separate amendmen 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly I have no objectio that cours 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
achusetts [Mr. HoAR] will 1 d 
> CHIEF CLERK. On page 11 line 2, it is proposed to in- 
of the Congressional Library: To cnable the Librarian of Congress 
the catalogue of the Cong ymnal Library and have the same 





printed as soon as may be with due regard to the excellence and thoroughness 


of the work, $18,000. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to say one word. The cataloguing of the Li- 


| brary of Congress has beensuspended now for nearly twelve years, and I 


j 
| 
! 
| 


| building, $50, 


have no doubt thatasuitable catalogue would multiply the value of the 
Congressional Library by ten to every member of this body. M 
Spotiord estimates that that sum can reasonably be expended for the 
current year. The recommendation comes from the Committee on the 
Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER], upon 
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] raises the point of 
order that it proposes general legislation, and therefore can not be re- 
ceived. The Chair has no doubt upon the subject. The Chair holds 
that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I present an amendment to come in at the 
point indicated in the amendment for the public building in Atchison, 
Kans. 

The PRESIDENT pro t 
the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. At the end of page 9, it is proposed to insert: 

For post-office at Staunton, Va.: For the purchase of site and completion of 
); and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to purchas quire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire- 
proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the post-office and the internal- 


mpore. The amendment will be stated from 








| revenue office, and for other Government uses, at the city of Staunton, Va. The 


site and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be 
previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not ex- 
ceed in cost the sum of $50,000; nor shall any site be purchased until estimates 
for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for 


on the quota of direct tax ap- | the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the 


balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been purchased and 
paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury; and no 
purchase of site nor plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the said sum of $50,000 for site 
and building, which sum is hereby appropriated ; and the site purchased shall 
leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at least 50 
feet, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Virginia shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the same, during the time the United St ates all be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, it will be noticed that thatis 

? 

an amendment and nota bill. Itisprintedasanamendment. It was 
reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds on the 
28th instant, and this is the 3ist. It was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations on Saturday last. It comes here underarule of the 
Senate, which was construed, as was read in the Senate this morning, 
as far back as 1884, from which construction no appeal has ever been 
taken and no exception has ever been made to it, and under that con- 
struction of the rule the Senate has proceeded from that time until 
now. 
That construction was rendered, as the Senator from Wisconsin said, 
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Lest a safe foundation may not be secured at this spot, he asks for the 
1 


necessary legislation to enable him to exchange this site for another by 


exchange or by purchase, and this amendment simply authorizes the 
Secretary to do that; if he thinks it better to try the foundation he 


may do so, and if thinks it is not better, to try then to exchange 


that site for another and use so much of this as is necessary. 

Several SENATORS. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to insert what I send to the desk 
after line 8, on page 6m of the bill. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. On page 68, after the amendment already 
agreed to, in line 8, it is proposed to insert: 

The sum of $2,800 to be paid to the treasurer of the *‘ Old Settler"’ or “‘ Western 
Cherokee”’ Indians, for and on account of the value of the old Cherokee agency 
in the State of Arkansas, as well as the value of a certain saw and grist mill pro- 
vided in article 4 of the treaty of 1828, and eight railway corn-mills provided for 
in the fourth article ot the treaty of 1831 with said Indians: Provided, That the 
game shall be taken and aocgpted as a full and final discharge of all claim 
against the United States growing out of said treaties on account of said Chero- 
kee agency and said saw and grist mills, 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is a private claim. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I confess—- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Arkansas proceeding? The Chair hears noue. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I confess that I do not appreciate the 
force of the point made by the Senator from Iowa that this is a private 
claim. t is a claim originating under a treaty of the United States 
with the Cherokee Indians. In 1817 part of the Cherokee Nation re- 
moved to Arkansas, and in 1828, by a treaty made with the United 
States, that band of Cherokees who are known as the Old Settlers 
agreed to remove to their present residence west of the State of Ar- 
kansas, At the time of the treaty of 1828 an agreement was made by 
the Government of the United States that, amongst other considera- 
tions for their moving west, the Government should erect for them a 
certain saw and grist mill. By the treaty of 1832 the Government ot 
the United States agreed, in lieu of the saw and grist mill to be erected 
under the treaty of 1828, that it would erect eight patent railway corn- 
mills. One of those mills was erected; seven of them were not. This 
is for the benefit of the Cherokee Nation, and it seems to me it is hardly 
amenable to the point of order of its being a private claim, especially 
as it is carrying out a treaty stipulation. I will wait until the Chair 
rules on the point of order before I say any more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tourth clause of Rule XVI 
reads: 

4. Noamendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 


be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 


visions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the 


face of the amendment, 

The Chair has no knowledge whether this is a just claim under the 
treaty, but the amendment is obviously within the rule, because the 
clause of the treaty under which the amendment is proposed to be made 
is cited on the face thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state, if the Chair is disposed to hold that 
it is in order, that it is not to carry out the provision of a treaty, as I 
understand it, but it is to get rid of a provision of a treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no means of knowing 
whether the allegation is true or not; but the amendment in form, the 
Chair thinks, is within the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made a hasty examination yesterday, the Senator 
from Arkansas stating to me that he intended to propose this amend- 
ment, and from a long report, which I read, I think instead of carry- 
ing out a treaty it is to settle with some individual who has a claim 
because the treaty was not carried out. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no personal interest in this mat- 
ter, and I have no desire to have the amendment adopted unless it 
meets the approval of the entire Senate. I have presented the amend- 
ment at the request of the attorney of the Old Settler Cherokee Indians. 
The facts are stated in the report for and against the bill—for this pro- 
vision, I will confess, probably unlike a good many things that are 
brought into the*Senate, has two sides to it—all the facts are set out 
in the report to which I called the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
yesterday. 

" There was an agreement made in the treaty of 1828 between the 
United States and this western band of Cherokees who had been living 
in the Territory of Arkansas for eleven years, that if they would re- 
move to the territory occupied by the Cherokees west of the present 
State, a number of things would be done, amongst other things a saw 
and grist mill was to be erected for the benefit of these people. In 1832 
that condition was changed by the treaty, and the Government agreed 
to erect eight patent railway corn-mills, as they were called, and three 
or four years ago the representative of these Old Settler Cherokees 
came here and presented a bill to make an appropriation of $16,000, as 
they recited in their bill, to pay for the Old Cherokee reservation in 
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Arkansas, to pay for a saw and grist mill that was to be erected for the 
Indians, and to pay for these eight patent railway corn-mills. 

The considerations upon which the Government agreed to erect the 
mill in 1828 were that the old Cherokee reservation in Arkansas should 
be ceded to the Government. It was a tract of land on the Arkansas 
River 100 miles or so to the east of Fort Smith. The Government, if 
it had erected the saw-mill, would have paid for the land, but as it 
did not erect the saw-mill and agreed to erect eight patent railway 
corn-mills in lieu of it, they were entitled to pay for one of the items 
and one’only; they were not entitled to pay for the saw and grist mill 
and also for the eight patent railway cora-mills. 

The question was submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and in a long letter reciting all these facts, he stated that the Indian 
agent of the five civilized tribes had been directed to investigate the 
question, and he reported that of the eight mills which were agreed to 
be erected, but one has been erected, and that had been done at an ex- 
pense of about $400, and that seven of the mills that were to have been 
constructed as a part of the consideration for the land had not been 
erected at all. Itis on the report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs that these seven mills that were to be erected, by a contract be- 
tyreen the United States and the Indians, have never been erected, that 
this appropriation is asked for. Four hundred dollars apiece for seven 
of these mills amounts to $2,800. 

If the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs can be relied 
upon, if the report of the special agent of the Department who has in- 
vestigated this question is entitled to any respect at the hands of Con- 
gress, it is a perfectly plain case that these Old Settler Cherokees are 
entitled to this $2,800 and that they have been for a great many years, 
and it seems to me but right and proper that the item should go on the 
appropriation bill and the amount be appropriated. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know anything about this matter, but this is 
dealing with a thing of the past. The sundry civil bill, with the ex- 
ception of some few items, generally deals with things that will happen 
hereafter. The deficiency bill will come before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in a very few days, when all cases of this kind that have 
occurred in the past can be dealt with. Upon that bill the Senator 
from Arkansas can attend to this measure and look over it carefully 
and look at the reports carefully. None of us have had a chance to ex- 
amine it, unless it be the chairman who looked at it yesterday. Would 
it not be well to attach the amendment to that bill, as it appears to be 
in order on that bill? Such a course might save some discussion and 
some trouble, and the question could be more properly and probably 
more rapidly disposed of. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This amendment was sent by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to the Committee on Appropriations with a 
recommendation that it be put on this bill, and when the Committee 
on Appropriations had the sundry civil bill under consideration I sent 
the amendment to the committee with the report, and if the members 
of the committee did not see it, I am sure it is no fault of mine. 

Besides, this is not in the ordinary sense a deficiency. It is a thing 
that extends forty or fifty years back. I presume it would be as ob- 
jectionable on the deficiency as on the sundry civil bill, and as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States admit the liability, and as it is a small 
matter, it seems to me we might as well dispose of it now as at any 
other time. 

I do not wish to be captious about this thing, and if the Committee 
on Appropriations desire time to look further into the matter, I shall 
be glad to have them do so, but it seems to me, under the circumstances, 
it might be well to dispose of it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the report be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will send up the 
report made by the Committee on Indian Affairs. This is a private 
claim and nothing else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I send the report to the Secretary. It 
is Senate Report No. 839, made at the first session Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report, which is as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1601) to 
provide for the settlement of certain Cherokee claims, have had the same un- 
der consideration, and report as follows: 

About the year 1817 a part of the Cherokee Nation moved west of the Missis- 
sippi River and settled in what is now the western part of Arkansas. These 
people have been since known as the “ Old Settlers,’ or Western Cherokees. 

In 1828 a treaty was made with them by which they agreed to remove to the 
country they now occupy, and in said treaty the following provision is found : 

“It is further agreed ‘hat the property and improvements connected with the 
agency shall be sold under the direction of the agent, and the proceeds of the 
same applied to aid in the erection, in the country to which the Cherokees are 
going, of a grist and saw mill for their use.” 

In the subsequent treaty of February 14, 1833, the following language is found: 

“And said United States will cause to be erected on said lands, for the benefit 
of said Cherokees, eight patent railway corn-mills, to be erected according to 
the stipulations of the fourth article of said treaty of 6th of May, 1828, from the 
avails of the old agency.” 

On June 23, 1834, Congress made an appropriation of $1,600 for the purchase 
of the corn-mills for the Cherokees,"and in 1844 eight patent railway corn-mills 
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to vy wha ticle of the treaty of 1533, erroneously called 1834 in the 
it, isreferred to, On looking atthe article, it appears pe rfectly 
to me that uming that : United States did not build tl 
article provides for, the amendment, in order to be in ain 
in amendment to carry out that article, and that isto build a 
So I do not ask for any further reading of the report as far as I 
concerned. I think the point is sustained. 
The P] ESIDENT p » tempor ihe question recurs on agreeing to 
th 1iendm 
il imendment ¥ reject ] 
Mr. PLUMB, In to d the bill on page 108, after line 11, 


P; led further, That supplies which are the result of prison labor shall n« 


be purcha lforu at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
Mr. REAGAN. 
legislation. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I make a question of.order on that. It is general 
[t is a limitation on the expenditure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold, without fur- 
ther advice, that this is a legislative direction as to the method of ex- 
pending money appropriated, and therefore that it is not open to the 
point of order. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Kan {[Mr. PLUMB]. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

The CHier Seana 


I offer an amendment to coms 


amendment will be reported 
At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

That there be appropr‘ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, a sum not exceeding $15,000, to be expended in the purchase of 
that part of what is now known as Battery Island Station, containing about 
53,300 square feet, situated at the mouth of the Susquehanna River, some 3} 
miles below Havre de Grace, Md., now oceupied by the United States Fish 
Commission for a fish-hatching station, under lease from the present owner, 
Thomas B, Ferguson: Provided, That no part of said purchase money shall be 
paid until the full and absolute conve yance to the United States of said prop- 
erty i the approval of the same by the Attorney-Geueral. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I wish to state in regard to this amendment 
that it provides for the purchase of Battery Island near Havre de Grace, 
where the principal hatching station is situated for shad. This island 
has been occupied under lease for some years, and the Government has 
made quite a large expenditure there, and has all the necessary appli- 
ances for prosecuting this very important work. The lease has expired, 
and the owner of the island proposes to sell it to the Government for 
the sum of $15,000. d he Committee os i isheries have conferred with 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries on this subject and he strongly 
favors the purchase, and the committee report it unanimously. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not hear the statement that the Senator made 
as to the value of the Government improvements upon the island. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries re- 
] » Government has expended on the island something like 


I ; We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The Commissioner reports 
the Government of some $76,000 upon the 

largely sacrificed if if was given up. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Then may I ask the Senator how it came that these 
improvements, and of comparatively permanent character, as I judge 
they are, because they can not be removed, the Senator says, came to 
be m aor upon a tract of land to which the Government had no title? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I can only sayin reply that the Government 
held a lease for some years and has occupied the island for some ten 
years; some six years with the tacit consent of the owner and for the 
last three years under a lease. 

Mr. PLUMB. That lease has expired ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That lease has expired. 

Mr. PLUMB. In whom is the title to this land ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The title of the land is in Mr. Ferguson. 

Mr. PLUMB. He isan employé of this department, is he not? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Heis not now; he was formerly. 

Mr. PLUMB. He was at the date these improvements were made 
on the island? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, 


time. 


an expenditure 
island, which would be 


He was deputy fish commissioner at that 


PLUMB. It seems to be rather a provident transaction on his 
part altogether, and may perhaps be the occasion of some regret that 
he is out of the service now. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I would say to the Senator that Mr. Fergu- 
son claims nothing based upon the value of these improvements. In 
the judgment of the committee who considered this matter the price 
at which he proposes to sell the island is a fair price for the property 
without regard to any improvements which have been made upon it. 
The Commissioner also states that, in his judgment, it is the best loca- 
tion fora hatchery that can be secured, and he strongly advises the 
purchase. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator a question for information. 
I understand that this amendment comes from the Committee on Fish- 
eries? 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It does. 
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Mr. VEST. Ishould like to know how the money was appropriated 
improvements on the island. What imittee made the re- 
I understand there were $86,000 expended there for 
bi oe ngs, and the Government was paying at the inal 
= of a dollar a year. 
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That is correct. 
I want to know what committee here reported in favor 
of aan 6,000, as I understand it—$76,000 the Senator says 
upon real estate to which the Government had not the shadow of tit 

Mr. REAGAN. It is about half an acre 

Mr. VEST. I will say to my friend from Texas, it does not make 

re of the island. Here is an extra 

fact developed. It must have been done upon the report of some com- 
mittee, because under the general law no Cabinet officer would have a 
right to direct the expenditure of the money without subjecting him- 
self to impeachment. How was the money expended upon property 
to which the Government had no title? That is the most extraordi- 
nary fact that I have heard here in my service as a Senator. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will say in rey inquiry of the Sen- 
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ator that I have that information in a book before me, but I have not 
sifted it out to present it tothe Senate. However, quite: of 
the amount was expended out of the appropriation for ri ar- 





jacent to the property. Part of theamount 
pended out of the current ex] editures made for fish and fisheries, but 
a large proportion of it wa n male out of the river and harh 


bors in dredgit g adj 


appro 
priation for the improvement of the navigation of the river. 

Mr. VEST. ButI understood the Senator tosay—lI have no personal 
knowledge about it—that a large amount of this money was e) led 
for buildings. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Oh, no; for improvemen 

Mr. VEST. What sort of improvement 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE. If I said | buildings’’ Is} : inadvertent! 
There was ce: mparative ly a very sm ull part ol the m ney expen 1 in 


buildings. 

Mr. VEST. How much? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The Government built a timber protee- 
tion about the island. There was a large exeavation made which was 
necessary for the transacti and the earth which was ex- 
cavated was deposited 
size of the island. 

Mr. VEST. Has the Senator any kn wledge as to what this prop- 
erty was worth prior to the improvements, and what has been the in- 
crease of value by reason of the money spent there by the Government ‘ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will state that nothing is asked for the 
betterments which have been made upon the property. The same 
price per foot is asked for the property that the Government paid fora 
small amount of ground upon the island for the purpose of erecting a 
light-house. The same price per foot is asked for the old survey, not 
including the accretions which have been made by the operation of the 
improvements. The committee were satisfied that this property would 
readily command the price which the owner asks for it, and thas if it wi 
a reasonable sum and not based upon the value of any improvement 
which the Government has put upon it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish tosay that the little affection I have had here- 
tofore for river and harbor bills has been somewhat taken away alto- 
gether by the statement made by the Senator from Michigan that the 
improvement of this island, which has resulted in the necessity for its 
purchase in order to save the Government from loss, and probably its 
purchase at a price larger than its original value, was the work of a 
river and harbor bill which, not satisfied with the ordinary jurisdiction 
it covers, which is quite broad, has got into this business. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose I ought to take my share of blame for not 
knowing everything that eomes from the committee of which Iam a 
member. I am a member of the Committee on Commerce. I have 
worked on that river and harbor bill, but I never heard of that appro- 
priation before. I never before heard that there was any improvement 
of private property made by the Government in any river and harbor 
bill, or [ should have opposed it in committee and in the Senate. 

If this thing was in any river and harbor bill, and I am enricus to 
know in what phrase it was put there, I should like to know the terms 
of the appropriation. I never heard of it before. It may have been 
my negligence. I have tried, I may say without self-prais e, to do my 
duty on that committee, but I never heard before that there was ever 
any such expenditure as $86,000 upon any island or half-acre of land 
in connection with fish and fisheries. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I happen to have a little knowledge about this 
matter, which came to me incidentally, after Professor Baird, who was 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, died. There was a strugele, 
as there always is in this civil-service country of ours, for the honor o/ 
being the suceessor to Professor Baird. Major Ferguson had been the 
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assistant commissioner of fish and fisheries for three or four years, ap- 
pointed under a special act of Congress authorizing an assistant com- 
missioner. 

As the chairman of the Committee on Fisheries has said, Major Fer- 
guson while a citizen of Maryland bought this island from the State, 
or somebody who owned it. 


It was a low, almost water-washed island. 
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mission reported that Mr. Ferguson’s conduct had be 
scrupulously honest and honorable, and that there 
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actions that the newspaper sto 1 given out I 


him to say that. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, I am very glad to! 


Senator from Vermont has said, and heh sta 
and in a great deal better manner than 
yroposed to say. 

This island was bought by Major Ferguson a go 
for it was a very famous ducking 
thinking it was a very admirable position for a hat 
rent it. Major Fer; 
assistant fish commissioner, declined to rent it to 
though at that very time he was offered 
place for fish ng purposes, and the duckin } rivileges 
besides. He told Professor baird, however, that 
at a nominal rent of a dollar a year an 
Professor Baird did that; he established a fish hate 
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be upon an island on which somebody else owns everything except 
enough for t ight-house. 

M rELLE!I l{low did we get the land for the light-house? 

Mr. DAWES. We got that by negotiations with the original owner 
not th Mr. Ferguson. Here is a square piece right in the center ot 
it h belongs to the United States. What those who executed the 
( m of the river and harbor bill did has been described by the 

from Vermont. 

M ‘Il, That was for the channel. 

DAWES. That was for the channel, but they had to put what 

t took out of the channel somewhere, and they put it in the nearest 

po ‘le spot, and that was by the side of the island, and so protected 

island, ang after it was there Professor Baird utilized it, and en 
larged the island with it. 

\ir. VEST. Where did the money come from to do that? 

Mr. DAWES. There was no fault on the part of Major Ferguson. 

Mr. TELLER. Do the eighty-odd thousand dollars used on the island 
include the cost of filling it up from the channel? 

Mr, DAWES. I suppose some of the expenditure is accounted for 


in that way; I do not know that it is all so accounted for; but upon 
this enlargement of the island Professor Baird doubtless expended a 
it deal of money, utilizing it necessarily for the purpose for which 
the island was intended, and he made there the best hatching place 


all that has transpired, when this man had it in his power 
either to exact an enormous sum from the United States or subject the 
United States to an enormous loss, he offers this island for this reason- 
abl iount When I came into the committee-room of the Commit- 
tee on Fisheries, understanding all that had transpired before, I had 
no ide ve could get the island for $15,000. I had supposed if we got 
it at all we should have to pay $30,000, and I do not hesitate to say 
that it would be better for us to pay $30,000 for that island than to 
let it go, and let all we have done there go with it. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I shall not detain the Senate to say anything 
further with regard to the desirableness of the location of the island 
or t mduct of Major Ferguson in connection with it, or anything 
of that kind. I will simply refer the Senator from Missouri to the fact 


that in 1881 there was an appropriation in the river and harbor bill of 
$6,954.15 expressly for work at that point. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; that was on the channel. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. And appropriations were made at subsequent 


dat I read from the last report of the Commissioner of Fish and 
[isher 

Ina ion to the improvements mentioned above, which were made at the 
expe of the commission, $5,000 were spent in deepening the channel and in 
extending and strengthening the piers and breakwaters, This included the 
build of a crib or breakwater 49) feet long, extending from the southwest 
part of the island to form an inclosure tor raising carp. This work was done 
by the Engineer Corps of the Army in accordance with the provisions of the 
river and harbor bill approved July 5, 1884, 


Chere are several other citations of the same kind in the report, re- 
ferring to specific appropriations in the river and harbor bills. Quite 
\ large part of the expenditure there was made in pursuance of those 
iations, made expressly for the purpose, and then the Commis- 

er of Fish and Fisheries made other expenditures. 

r. VEST. If the Senator will pardon me, I was on the Committee 
on Commerce, and what I asked about was as to the terms of the ap- 
propriation in the river and harbor bill. I know very well that the 
committee recommended appropriations for improving that channel. 
We unquestionably made appropriations and the Corps of Engineers 
superintended the work as to channel improvements. What I asked 
about was the expenditure on the island to construct fish-ponds and so 
on, with which the river and harbor bill certainly had nothing to do. 
‘That was not within our province. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Those expenditures were made out of the 
appropriations for the Fish Commission. o 

Mr. VEST. But the statement was made here that the money was 
appropriated by the river and harbor bill. I simply wanted to say 
that I never heard of any such appropriation for fish and fisheries. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The statement made in the report is that 
there were specific appropriations at that time. 

Mr. VEST. There is no question about appropriations having been 
made at the time for the channel. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There is no question about that. There is 
no question, I think, as to the propriety of buying this island and of 
the fact that the price proposed to be paid for it is low. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Vermont to propose an amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, a mere phrase about the legal title. 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cater CLerk. In line 11, of the amendment, after the word 
‘conveyance,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ of a perfect title thereto;’’ so 
as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of said purchase-money shall be paid until the full 
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and absolute conveyance of a perfect title thereto to the United States of said 
property and the approval of the same by the Attorney-General. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. After line 24, on page 74, I move to insert: 

That the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated to bore. construct, and equip 
an artesian well at the United States arsenal, in the village of Summerville 
near the city of Augusta, Ga., the money to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The Augusta arsenal is located on an elevated posi- 
tion near the city of Augusta, Ga. I believe it is the only arsenal now 
maintained in the Southern States east of the Mississippi River. The 
location is very eligible and the position in every way all that couid 
be desired. 

There has always been more or less difficulty, however, about get- 
ting water enough for the uses of the arsenal. The common well that 
has been dug there is from 175 to 200 feet deep, I understand, and the 
supply is still rather inadequate. There is from $150,000 to $200,000 
worth of Government property there, which would be entirely at the 
mercy of the flames in case of fire, as there would be no chance with 
the present supply of water to protect it. 

In that section of country, not immediately in Augusta, but in the 
lower portion of Georgia, there has been no difliculty about securing 
water by boring artesian wells. it is not anticipated that there will 
be any difficulty in boring a well as contemplated at the arsenal near 
Augusta. The water supply is very inadequate, and it is very neces- 
sary to have a better supply, and practically it must be had in some 
manner. The people there and the officer in charge and some of us on 
this floor think the better way to secure the necessary supply would 
be to bore an artesian well at once and get a bountiful supply. It is 
believed that it can be done for $10,000, the sum mentioned in the 
amendment. 

This is, I believe, about all I care to say on the subject. Itis a ne- 
cessity, and the officer in charge is very anxious about it. I trust there 
will be no objection on the part of the Senate to inserting the provis- 
ion in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel compelled to make a point of order on the 
amendment, It was not estimated for and was not reported from any 
committee. 

Mr. BROWN. IbegtheSenator’spardon. Itwasnot reported from 
a committee, but it was referred to the committee of which the Senator 
is chairman some time since. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but it was not estimated for. 

Mr. BROWN. It is estimated for as much, I presume, as any other 
portion of the appropriations for arsenals. Inthe event that the water 
supply is entirely exhausted at the arsenal, I suppose the appropria- 
tion would necessarily and incidentally cover the digging of a weil or 
the procuring in some manner of a proper supply of water, and it is 
not necessary to havea separate estimate forthat purpose. If the wel 
had gone entirely dry and it was necessary to appropriate $100 to dig 
a conmon well, I suppose it would not be necessary to have an esti- 
mate from the Department before an appropriation could be made. If 
one of the kitchens had been burned down belonging to the comman- 
dant’s house, and it was necessary to build another, we should notueed 
an estimate by the Departmentto have it done, but it would come under 
the general appropriation as one of the necessary incidents for protect- 
ing the property and taking care of the comfort of the force there. 

I do not think, therefore, that by any just rule you can say it is nee- 
essary to estimate for every little item. Let us see how that matter 
stands in reference to some other arsenals provided for in the bill. I 
turn to page 70, under ‘‘Armories and arsenals,’’ and I find among 
other things: 

Office furniture and fixtures, and connecting water arrangements with cle- 
vated tank and reservoir, $9,000. 

That is one of the provisions already in the bill for another arsenal, 
where connecting the water arrangements is specifically appropriated 
for. I do not suppose there is any special estimate for that particular 
portion of the expense at the Rock Island arsenal. 

Then, again, I tind under the head of ‘‘ Rock Island bridge:’ 

For the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water- power 
for said arsenal, and to be used as a coffer-dam when the permanent dam is re- 
cons*ructed, $275,000. 

There the water supply and bridge come in, which is one of the inci- 
dents of taking care of the arsenal. It is one of the necessities of ap- 
propriation, and though it isa very large sum it was agreed to without 
any hesitation by the committee. 

I suppose the chairman will hardly state that he has an estimate 
for every little item of expenditure at thearsenals. This is simply an 
item to bore a well so as to procure a supply of water. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa insist 
upon his point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I believe not. 

Mr. CULLOM. He withdraws it. 
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at Ilavana on board the British ship Aline of a cargo of cotton, supposed to be- 
long to the Confederate government and consigned to the commercial house of 
Mesars. Fraser, Trenholm & Co., at Liverpool, which house consisted profess- 
edly of four persons, namely: Theodore D. Wagner, James T. Welisman, and 
William L. Trenholm, all ees of the United States residing at Charleston, 
8. C., together with Charles K, Prioleau, formerly a citizen of the United States, 
but now a naturalized subject of Great Britain. Thereupon Mr. Dudley, on the 
arrival of the cotton at Liverpool, filed a bill in *chancery in the name of the 
United States against the cotton on board, consisting of 1,360 bales or there- 
abouts, and charged as of the value of £50,000, demanding the same from the 
consignees as the property of the United States. A copy of the bill is annexed 
to this report and marked A. 

The cause came on for preliminary hearing before Vice-Chancellor Wood, on 
a motion in behalf of the United States to enjoin the cotton or its proceeds in 
the hands of Messrs. Fraser, Trenholm & Co,; and on the 25th of July, 1865, 
after hearing affidavits on both sides, the court was of opinion that the United 
States were entitled to the relief prayed for, as the successors of the Confeder- 
ate Government by conquest, but that Messrs. Fraser & Co. held valid liens 
against the cotton or its proceeds on account of contracts made by them as au- 
thorized agents of the Confederate government, and therefore decreed to enjoin 
only a part of the proceeds and left that in the hands of Mr. Charles K. Prio- 
leau, a member of the firm, he giving bonds to hold and account for the same 
as receiver of the court. 

These proceedings had been instituted by Mr. Dudley of his own motion, un- 
der the sense of his public duty, and without opportunity of previous com- 
munication with the Department of State. 

On receiving information of what had been done, the Secretary of State, with 
authority of the President, approved and adopted the actin behalf of the United 
States, 








But the grounds on which the court had decided the preliminary question of 
injunction and the decision itself were deemed to be unsatisfactory and injuri- 
ous to the United States; it being conceived that any and all public property 
found in possession of the pretended Confederate government was held by it 
tortiously as against the Government of the United States; that such property 
did not come to the United States by right of conquest merely, the same being 
actual property of the Uuited States, whose tax power had been usurped by 
rebels in arms; that the proceeds of all taxes levied by the Confederates asa 
pretended government were and always had been the property of the legitimate 
sovereign; that by the defeat of the military forces of the Confederates the 


Government of the United States did not recover possession of what was its | 


own; and thatthe claims of lien set up by Messrs. Fraser, Trenholm & Co. could 
not lawfully attach to any property of the Confederates coming into their posses- 
sion after the final defeat of the Confederates and the dissolution of the so-called 
Confederate government, on the happening of which dissolution any such pre- 
tended agency of Messrs. Fraser, Trenholm & Co. must necessarily expire by 
operation of law. These considerations were comttunicated by the Secretary 
of State to the proper diplomatic and consular representatives of the Govern- 
ment abroad, with instructions to proceed, in conformity therewith,to take 
*teps for the recovery of any pretended public property of the Confederates 
which might come to their knowledge. 


This shows, Mr. President, thatall the United States officials abroad, 
in Europe and the West Indies, were directed to make diligent search, 
immediately after the surrender, and seize and take all property sup- 
posed to belong to the Confederacy. 


Counsel were also employed in the United States to collect evidence in all 
parts of the country, and to advise and direct generally in the prosecution of 
suits, preparation of pleadings, and instruction of the officers of the Government 
in Europe. 

The result of all these arrangements has been the actual recovery of property 
of the Confederates to a large amount, with much more which it is confidently 
believed will in due time be recovered. 

Meanwhile, in the suit of the United States against Fraser, Trenholm & Co., 
the defendants had, on the 28th of November, 1865, put in their answer, a copy 
of which is hereto annexed and marked B; soon after which the matter became 
complicated by reason of bills of discovery being filed on the one hand by the 
United States against Fraser, Trenholm & Co., and on the other by Fraser, 
Trenholm & Co. against the United States. 

On the bill filed against the United States by Fraser, Trenholm & Co. the 
latter insisted that a sworn answer should be put in by, and in the name of, the 
President of the United States, or of some other principal officer of the Govern- 
ment. This pretension the United States resisted; and on hearing in the court 
of chancery, Vice-Chancellor Wood decided that Fraser, Trenholm & Co. had 
no right to demand such sworn discovery from the President of the United 
States; but intimated an opinion that the answer should be sworn to by some 
other principal officer of the Government. 

This pretension, also, the United States steadily resisted, showing that such a 
sworn answer to a bill of discovery could not be demanded in England from 
any high officer of the British Government, and that nolaw of the United States 
authorized any officer thereof to make such sworn discovery in the name of the 
Government. Accordingly the United States filed an answer to this bill under 
its great seal, certified by the Secretary of State, which answer and the bill itself 
ae hereto annexed and marked C and D. 

Chereupon, Messrs. Fraser, Trenholm & Co, demurred to the bill of discovery 
filed by the United States, on the ground that the President of the United States 
was not joined in the suit, and on hearing of the demurrer before Vice-Chance]l- 
lor Wood, he sustained it and dismissed the bill. But on appeal to the court of 
appeals in chancery, consisting of the lord chancellor and lords justices, the 
decision of the vice-chancellor was overruled, and the bill of the United States 
maintained, 

rhe United States, on the 17th of January, 1867, had filed an amended bill, to 
which the respondents replied by answer, filed August 28, 1867, of which copies 
are annexed, marked E and F. 

Anterior to this date, Mr. Morse, consul of the United States at London, had, 
without authority, entered into an agreement with Fraser, Trenholm & Co. for 
the settlement of the controversy with them ; to which act there will be specific 
reference in the sequel of this report. Founding on that agreement, as consti- 
tuting an admission by the United States of a large balance of account being 
due to Fraser, Trenholm & Co., greatly exceeding any assets in their hands, 
they applied to the court to dismiss the original bill for the recovery of the cargo 
of the Aline, and might have prevailed in that motion, but for the timely arrival 
of a communication to the minister of the United States in England, by tele- 
graph, from the Department of State, disavowing the act of Mr. Morse. And 
although a dismissal of the suit was thus prevented, yet the vice-chancellor was 
induced, by the tenor of the admissions in the agreement of Mr. Morse, to dis- 
charge the sureties of the receiver, leaving the fund on the sole responsibility 
of Mr. Prioleau, 

In view of the persistent and partially successful endeavors of Messrs. Fraser, 
Trenholm & Co., in England, to evade any accounting, to embarrass the main 
suit by vexatious delays, to escape proper responsibility, and otherwise to de- 
feat the just claims of the United States, it was deemed expedient to institute pro- 
ceedings against Messrs. John Fraser & Co., of Charleston, 8. C,, which consisted, 
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in part or in whole, of the same persons, if not absolutely the same in interest, 
as the house of Fraser, Trenholm & Co., in Liverpool, but charged in the billas 
also comprehending George A. Trenholm, formerly titular secretary of the 
treasury of the pretended Confederate States. Accordingly, a bill was filed in 
the circuit court of the United States in the district of South Carolina, against 


| the members of the firm of John Frazer & Co., in the name of the United States, 
| demanding of them an account of all their acts as agents of the Confederate 
| government, and that they be enjoined from conveying away, encumbering, or 





disposing of any estates acquired since they became agents of the so-called Con- 
federate States, and that such property be decreed to the United States. This 
bill was filed in May, 1867, and the desired injunction granted by the circuit 
court. To which bill an answer was afterwards filed by the defendants, as ap- 
pears by the bill and answer hereto annexed, marked G., 

Meanwhile, the house of Fraser, Trenholm & Co., in Liverpool, had become 
bankrupt, and the managing partnerin England, Charles K. Prioleau, who had 
conducted the defense against the United States, now made a desperate attempt 
to obtain the dismissal of the bill of the United States there, on the plea of the 
pendency of the general bill of discovery in the United States. The effect of 
this, if done, would be to relieve Mr. Prioleau at the expense of his partners in 
the United States, to deprive the Government of its hold of the property there, 
and to throw the whole weight of the claims of the Government upon the prop- 
erty of the house of John Fraser, Trenholm & Co., of Charleston. 

Hence it became of interest to the copartners in the United States not only 
to put a stop to controversy and costs, but so faras possible to satisfy the claims 
of the Government out of the property in England; toeffect which negotiations 
were entered into between them and the counsel on the one hand and the coun- 
sel of the United States on the other hand, under the supervision of the Secre- 
tary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, the result of which was the 
conclusion of an agreement on the 5th day of September, 1867, which was ap- 
proved by the President of the United States, and a copy of which is hereto an- 
nexed, marked H, 

This agreement, conceived in the idea of the United States receiving, and 
Fraser, Trenholm & Co. paying, precisely that which the United States may law- 
fully claim in a court of chancery, neither more nor less, is in substance as fol- 
lows: 

1. Thatin the suit pending in England for the recovery of the cargo of the ship 
Aline, judgment shall be entered for the United States with costs. 

2. That all other specific property of every kind, whether ships or other prop- 
erty, and all moneys belonging to the Confederate States at the time of their 
dissolution, which at any time after that date came into the possession of Messrs. 
Fraser, Trenholm & Co., or the proceeds thereof, if sold, shall be delivered up 
to the United States. 

3. That Fraser, Trenholm & Co. shall consent to a decree in the pending suit 
for an account to be rendered by them,in due form of law on oath, before a 
master in chancery, as demanded by the United States, and whatever amount 
of money such accounting shall show to have been due by the defendants to the 
Confederate States at the time of their dissolution shall be paid to the United 
States. 

4. Fraser, Trenholm & Co. are to deliver up, or account for, all ships or other 
specilic property of the Confederate States, unless the same be subject to ex- 
press legal or equitable antecedent claims of theirs, valid in law, on contracts 
made during their agency for the Confederates. 

5. That the property of the copartners shall be held by the Government under 
the injunction of the circuit court in South Carolina, and under the statutory 
lien as security for the foregoing conditions; and if those conditions be not 
complied with in a reasonable time, then the Government shall take judgment 
against the parties or their property in the United States. 

This agreement was concluded in the city of Washington, and there is no cor- 
respondence on the subject in this Department. 

A copy of the agreement hereinbefore spoken of as having been entered into 
by Mr. Morse isannexed, marked I. The correspondence relating thereto was 
communicated to the House of Representatives by message of the President, 
under date of January 28, 1857. 


The two agreements are then copied, and the Secretary continues: 


Such is the difference between these two agreements. And, inthe judgment 
of this Department, therefore, while the agreement made by Mr. Morse in Lon- 
don was unwise as well as unauthorized, and would have been wholly unpro- 
ductive of any beneficial result to the Government, that entered into at Wash- 
ington secures to the United States reasonable expectation of obtaining from 
Messrs. Fraser, Trenholm & Co, all the money or other property to which the 
United States are lawfully and justly entitled. 

During the period in which the Government was prosecuting in England the 
suits against Fraser, Trenholm & Co., it was prosecuting various other suits, 
some of which have terminated successfully, and others of which are still pend- 
ing in the different courts of Great Britain. 

The Government has recovered by suit in admiralty four of the cruisers of 
the Confederate government, namely, the Sumter, the Tallahassee, the Shen- 
andoah, and the Rappahannock, together with some other miscellaneous par- 
cels of property, amounting in proceeds to $160,476. 

In these cases the Government has steadily contended that it has the right in 
law to take possession of any public property of the Confederates, wherever it 
may be found, whether at home or in foreign countries; claiming power to do 
this summarily and as of right, and, of course, in the United States or on the 
high seas, and demanding of the foreign courts of law in foreign countries that 
they shall co-operate in enabling the United States to reclaim such property by 
suit, if brought into the ports of any such foreign government. 

To this pretension of the United States there was opposition at the outset, 
fraudulent sales and pretended liens being set up by agents of the Confederates, 
especially in England, and in the courts of admiralty as well as of chancery. 
But all such obstacles were at length overcome, and the sovereign rightsof the 
United States in these respects detinitely recognized and established. 

Suits are pending in England against sundry parties, among which are the 
Blakeney Ordnance Company, to recover ordnance contracted for by the Con- 
federates, as also against two of the financial agents of the Confederates, namely : 
James B. Ferguson and Colin McRae. In these two latter suits an important 
legal question arose, which has served to delay their prosecution. To the bills 
of discovery and account against them respectively defendants demurred, al- 
leging that they had been or might be prosecuted in the United States under 
acts of confiscation and forfeiture, and that, therefore, they ought not to be com- 
pelled to make discovery in England, which might be used against them here. 

This question was argued in the case of the United States vs. McRae, before 
Vice-Chancellor Wood, who sustained the demurrerand dismissed the bil!. But, 
on appeal, whilst the court of appeals concurred with the vice-chancellor in 
opinion as to the sufficiency of the demurrer, still it held that the United States 
were entitled to an account, and, therefore, reversed so much of the decree of 
the vice-chancellor as dismissed the bill. It was on account of this decision 
that the idea was conceived in Congress at this session of the enactment of a 
law touching discoveries in equity, which was passed some weeks since, and the 
enactment of which will serve greatly to facilitate the prosecution of these suits 
in England. 


The whole question was before Congress, and Congress then passed 
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Item No. 22: Two sets of Enfield rifled machinery to be accounted for by 
Fraser, Trenholm & Co., $410,000 

Item No. 23: Seven tons of bar-silver that can be traced by our agents, worth 
e > 

Item No. 24: Eighty chronometers, spoilsof the Florida and Alabama, which 
er tr i by above agents, estimated at $40,000 

item } ): Rifled cannon machinery, packed and in good order in hands | 
of responsible parties, in London, cost $1,000,000, 

Item No, 26: The (a) Ruby, the (6) Rosine, the (c) Penguin, the (d) Owl, the 

Lark, consigned to Fraser, Trenholm & Co., estimated at $750,000 

Item No, 27: Postage-stamps, a portion of which were recovered in Angust, 
I-68, in Canada, can be secured for our Government. The remainder is esti- 
mated to be worth, $28,000, 

Item No. 28: Cotton shipped to Fraser, Trenholm & Co , or order, ‘since the 
rebellion,’ worth, as estimated by the shippers themselves, $3,000,000, 

Iter No, 29: Sixteen cases ofspecie in the hands of arebel agent at St. George’s, 
Bermuda, which can be shown by a reliable witness in London, value not 
known 

Item No. 30: Money and Confederate machinery in the hands of a Confederate 
agent,and can be proved to be worth, by a member of the London bar, $250,000. 

Item No, 3L: Rebel iron-works in Scotland, which can be recovered by our 
Government, worth, as reliably stated, $300,000. 

ltem No, 32: The steamer Peterhoff and the Springbok and cargo can be 
shown to our Government to have been Confederate; not known. 

jiem No. 33: The original contract between the Confederate government at 
Richmond and Erlanger & Co., the banker, at Paris, is where I can control it; 
not known 

Item No. 34: Money deposited to the credit of the rebel government in Vienna, 
Brussels, Frankfort-on-the-Main, Amsterdam, Paris, and London, amounting, 
as can be shown to our Government, to $11,000,000. 

The late Postmaster-General of the institution which my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR] does not like to have called the Confed- 
eracy doubtless did not know of that $11,000,000 belonging to the 
Confederacy. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido notlike to have it socalled because it might creep 
into the statutes some time. 

\fr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 
tio! 

COCKRELL. Certainly. 

CALL. Does the Senator know whether the iate Postmaster- 
General of the Confederate States or the rebel States, as you may please 
to call them, in the course of his business would have known anything 
about transactions relating to government property of this character? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, Ido not know anything that he would have 
known about it—not a thing. 

Mr. CALL. Then the Senator ought not to say anything about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know what he did know about it. 

Mr. CALL. Then you ought to say so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then come the following items: 

IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Item No, 1: Consists of iron works and lands, together with flouring mills, 
machine shops, foundries, and railroads in Marion and Davis Counties, Texas, 
cost to the Confederate government as can be shown to ours, $3,000,000. 

m No, 2: Confederate mineral landsand iron works in Northern Alabama, 
< nated at $1,000,000, 
m No. 3: Two steamers and procceds of 1,400 bales of cotton, together with 
‘ yoods in and around Memphis, estimated at $1,000,000. 
‘ No. 4: Not described, but is alleged bya responsible party in Baitimore 
t worth $1,000,900, 
m No.5: Consists of railroad, railroad-iron, and saw-mills, and warehouses, 
| merchandise in store—all in the State of Alabama. 

Item No, 6: Cotton that belonged to the Confederate government shipped from 
Lrownsville, Galveston, and Matamoras, amounting to many millions of dol- 
lars, since the termination of the war, as can be shown by the rebel agents em- 
ployed and in correspondence with our agents, as can be shown to our Govern- 
ment 

Now I come to the letters giving information, and upon which we 
are asked to expend money in the prosecution of pretended claims: 

[Inclosure No. 7.] 
Accomac Court-Hovsr, VA., November 27, 1887. 

Dear Str: In reply to your confidential letter, which came to hand a few days 
ago, I have to say, in regard to Confederate property belonging to that govern- 
ment, I was a naval officer and was ordered abroad in the spring of 1863 and ran 
the blockade in the steamer Antojiica, which belonged to the Confederate gov- 
ernment, She took out a cargo principally of cotton. 

While in Europe I was ordered to a Confederate ship on the Clyde, then called 
the Pampeiro. While in Europe it was generally known to the Confederate 
naval officers, including myself, that two ironclads, rams, were built under the 
supervision of the Confederate naval officers at Laird’s ship-yard, called the 
Ei Tousson and Monnassaire, which were at that time the most powerful ships 
afloat, and said to have cost $1,000,000; afterward detained by the British Gov- 
ernment as possible violators of the “foreign-enlistment act.’’ I am also 
aware thata large ship, iron plated, was built on the Clyde, and was under 
Confederate management. 

[ left Liverpool, England, in October, 1864, in the steamer Laurel. She was 
under the English flag, and was commanded by an Englishman named Ram- 
sey. She belonged to the Confederate government. 

I was at sea on the Confederate States ship Shenandoah, six guns. She cos 
£40,000; was left in Liverpool in November, 1865. 

I give you my recollection in this hasty letter. Many facts might be called up 
if sufficient time were given. 

I will say, however, that there were many Clyde-built steamers belonging to 
the Confederate States government in the same ports that I visited. 

Yours, respectfully, 
ORRIS A. BROWNE. 

Capt. H. B. Litrierace, 

Washington D,. C. 

The next one is the letter of Captain Marmaduke, which I am very 
anxious to read. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be glad if the Senator in reading Captain Mar- 
maduke’s letters would state what he knows in regard to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say that Captain Marmaduke is a gentle- 
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man of very high character and standing. He balongs to one of the 


oldest and best families in Missouri. His father was lieutenant-gov- 


ernor and then governor of Missouri, and his brother was the late Gov- 
ernor John 8. Marmaduke, of that State. Captain Marmaduke’s let- 
ter is as follows: 
. [Inclosure No. 8.] 
PULUMAN’S PALACE Car Company, 
Jacksonville, Fla., December 5, 1887. 

My Dear Petre: I am in receipt of your confidential letter of recent date, and 
would have answered you sooner but for a press of urgent business which 
called me away from Jacksonville. 

l am glad to learn that the Government is at last taking steps looking to the 
recovery of some of the vast amount of property which belonged to the Confed- 
eracy at the time of the collapse, scattered about over countries outside of the 
late Confederate States. 

You asked meas to the two “Laird rams” El Tousson and El Mounassin, and 
ors er information that I may have touching naval matters and properties 
wbroacd, 

Itis reaching away back with memory to bring these matters up now, after 
the lapse of a quarter of a century, but I will cheerfully tell you all that I am 
able to recall on such short notice. 

You wili, of course, remember that I, like yourself, was one of some sixty of- 
ficers sent abroad to man the various ships that our government was building 
in various European ports. 

My first assignment was to the iron-clad ram El Mounassin, then in process 
of construction at Birkenhead by the Messrs. Laird Brothers, This was, as I 
remember, in 1863. 

This vessel and El Tousson were being built ostensibly for the Khedive of 
Egypt, but the construction was under contract between Messrs. Laird and Cap- 
tain Bullock, C. 8. N., agent of the Confederate government, who supervised 
the work. 

The work on those vessels so far progressed that El Mounassin was launched, 
and El Tousson also, I think. I know the Mounassin made a successful trial 
trip on the Mersey, and on board of her, incognito, were several Confederate 
officers. 

‘The armament and equipment of these vessels,as understood at the time, was 
provided by Captain Bullock. A short time after this trial trip was made this 
vessel and the Tousson were seized by the English Government, and the 
“broad arrow,’’ representing in technical language the Queen’s Own, was 
printed on the bows of the ships. 








These two vessels, according to Captain Marmaduke (and doubtless 
his memory is correct in regard to that matter), were seized by the 
British Government, no doubt confiscated, because ‘‘the broad arrow, 
representing in technical language the Queen’s Own, was printed on 
the bows of the ships.’’ 


After this I next heard of these two splendid ships as forming part of Her 
Majesty’s ** channel fleet’’— 


Afterwards the next heard of them was forming a ‘‘ part of Her 
Majesty’s channel fleet’’— 


under changed names which I do not now recall. 

In my capacity as an officer assigned to one of these ships I learned that 
Messrs. Laird & Co, were paid for them as the construction progressed by moneys 
furnished indirectly by Captain Bullock. 

After the retention and seizure of these two rams I received orders to report 
to Capt. Terry Sinclair for duty on board of aship called the Texas, alias Pam- 
peiro, building on the river Clyde, at Glasgow, but was directed by Captain Sin- 
clair to repair to the quiet little French city of Amiens, to there maintain an in- 
cognito and await further orders. I remember now with some amusement how 
I passed for some weeks as ‘‘ Mr. Mathews.”’ 

The Texas was completed, her battery and equipment were provided, and 
plans made to deliver them on board the ship at some point outside of the waters 
of Great Britain. 

I remember also that her linen, crockery-ware, etc., were marked “C. 8S. N. 
This vessel was afterward seized by the English Government, and Sinclair was 
censured for having talked too much and for being otherwise indiscreet in the 
matter, 

At this distant date I am unable to recall who were the officers assigned to 
this ship, though I think that George Shyrock, since dead, was her executive 
oflicer. I know that heand I often, after the war was ended, while we were 
both living in St. Louis, used to talk those pleasant days over together, and 
we both wondered what had become of all the ships and other property which 
we knew to have been in the possession of Confederate agents in Europe. [| 
never knew what became of the Texas. 

After the experience of the Texas, I, with a lot of other fellows, was sent backs 
to the Confederacy, and in the course of the war I was on duty on the fleets at 
Savannah, Charleston, and Wilmington. 

From the last two ports, as you know, blockade-running was a nightly pas- 
time when the “ moon was right.’’ Some of these “fly-by-night”’ steamers were 
owned by the Confederate Government, commanded by Confederate cfticers, 
and laden with Government cargoes of cotton, naval stores, ete., bringing on 
return voyages Governmentsupplies. The question most naturally arises, what 
become of all this property? 

I remember distinctly having been the guest for two or three nights on board 
of his ship at Charleston, of the captain of the blockade-runner Confederate 
States, which at the time was loaded with a cargo of Government cotton wail- 
ing for the dark (?) moon. 

The ship made a successful run to the Rermudas, or Nassau; Charleston fol- 
lowing shortly afterwards; she never returned. I regret that lam unable to 
recall the name of the captain. He was an Englishman and heldalieutenant’s 
commission in our service. This ship and cargo might be easily traced. She 
flew the Confederate flag. 

Finally, my dear fellow, the enterprise that you are engaged upon seems to 
me to be filled with spportunities. Ithink you ought to beable to find out what 
became of some of the money and property which was left over ‘“‘ when we 
broke,” and of which I don’t think there has ever been any accounting. 

I have written you rather a wordy letter without giving you much informa- 
tion, but it will take time and tact for you to work this thing out, but I believe 
there are chances in it,and I wish you all success. 

Your friend, sincerely, 


H. H. MARMADUKE, 
There are two other letters here. 
Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator from Missouri yield for a mo- 
tion to adjourn ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. In a moment I shall be through. Here are 
two other letters, one from Thomas L. Moore, and a copy of a letter 
from Daniel Trigg, which may be printed in the REcoRD. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have simply lallt 
ters before the Senate in order that they ma 
situation. I do not apprehend that there is 
would not be willing to us reasonable I ( 





nited States any property which can be s , 
belonged to the Confederacy; but the question is whether 1 : 





the lapse of twenty-three years and after the United Stat 
upon the close of the war, used the greatest possible d S M 
sacked England, France, and Kut Al : ¢ 
l every other place, and 3 ag é 
supposed to have been connected with the Cor 
to have represented it—whether after ; that has 
open up this question again and make an appro 
road to hunt up and try to trace and ident t ind 
having once belo: i to the Confed rnment - 
an absolute waste of so much m ley ; may comy 
States Government in troub‘« from whit h it may 


tricate itself. 
Mr. CAMERON, I move that the Senate adjourn I R { : 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Pem vania ft t t ntat 

the motion until we can get a vote on ti amend nt. erred to t ( tee « 
Mr. CALL. That will be impossible, Mr. President. I 

something upon it. 








ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of one of the e 
on the bill (H_ It. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or « ‘ . ; 
the Navy and Marine Corps from the « arge of desertion, ré ‘ ‘ Mr. CAME! I oe he 
announcement of another manager on t part of the S« t and in Mr. DANII 3 nt to 1 Ip t 
place of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL&r] the Chair a ts tl 2774) autl r 1 \ 1] e | ( 


Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON }. lay tracks, et n I t of 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. t t 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (S. 907 
to provide for the erection of a public building at Charlotte, N. ¢ é 
turned, at the request of the Senate, with the amendment of the House ee 
of Representatives. ae 
Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate concur in the amend 
of the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. The PRESI ens emamaes:: O0 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of | motion of the tor from Pennsyly a, that t 
the House of Representatives for the return to the House of the 
rent resolution for printing 39,000 copies of the third annual report of | the Senat ourned until to rrow, Wed: Au j at 
the Commissioner of Labor; which was agreed to. 





{ 
; 
a 








4) . { Tat) ‘Cy ~7 r 
s b 
EUpest q ONGRESSION A bd 
y T> , \ \ ’ a 
LO EK OF REPRE NTATIVES 
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‘J H ‘ l ( I the ¢ \ ( ed t 1- 
1D ( imul ill¢ 
as Rog, House or R rs 
We ) luly 3! 
corm} ed to] the city for two days « important bus 
y i ther ple cor I ( I 
in « rt y ch pea ’ t rve I i . 
yi ‘ li 
jOH ( 
t I Re} t 
The CLerk. Clause 7 of Rule I provides that when the Speakeris 
ab and omits to make an appointment, the House shall proceed to 
e] spe er j tempore to preside during his absence. The election 
ol a peake! Tf ] ¢ 1S now in order. 
Mr. MILL I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
‘J l nw read, 5 yllows: 
} ‘a i i LI a Repr 1 t s 
i i ‘ ie ] t ¢ 
ft i 
resolution was adopted 
] Ich LIN accordingly took the chair as Sp r ? 1 
v ted with applause 
} SPEAKER pro tempore The House will b 1 order, 
el ed by the ¢ uin, R W. H. Mrizurn, D. D 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read nd approved. 
MILLS. I offer the resolution which I send to the d 
resolutic was read, as follows 
j the k be directed to inform the Senate that the Ii sha 
c I lcMILL! esentative f 1 the Stat i 
as r pore during tl Fa) ul ‘ it 
I " iat iw adopted 
I rh . ‘ [ A ITE} ( ‘ i A 
MILLS I now renew the request I ma ‘ that Tu 
day, the 7th day of August, be set gin for the consideration of re- 
ports from the Committee on Labor, excluding the bill in relation to 
con’ lah« As there seems to be sethe Ghdaation ‘te th t bill, I } 
that it be excepted from the order. 
| SPI ER pro tempore Is there objection to the 1 tof th 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs]? 
Mr. SPINOLA. Reserving the right to object, I wish to say to the 


gentleman from Texas that if the ae in relation to convict labor is to 


be excluded, I certainly shall objec 
Mr. MILLS. It will be sesiiainde to get unanimous consent with- 
out excluding that bill from the order. 

. SPINOLA. Thea, sir, let that part of the business of the Hous 
of Representatives stand just where it is. The State of New York has 
alt y taken steps tows urd abo! ishing convict labor in her prisons, and 
I am not willing to allow Pennsylvania, or any other State, to manu- 
facture goods and flood the State of New York with them. 

‘Ir. LONG. Regular order. 

MILLS. I want to say to the gentleman that I have made this 
request at the instance of the labor people themselves; so that I am 
not chargeable with the impolicy of it, if there be any. 

Mr. LONG. I withdraw my demand for the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to emphasize the remarks of my col- 
league from New York [Mr.SpinoLa]. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 

Ir. FARQUHAR. I object totally to making any exceptions as to 

the bills of the Labor Committee. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the regular or- 
der is demanded. 


GEORGE M. OCHILTREE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
4659) for the relief of George M. Ochiltree, with amendments of the 
Senate thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs 

PUBLIC PARK, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
2946) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, 
Fla., jor a ——- park and other purposes. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, at my request some time ago 
when that bill came over from the Senate it was laid on the Speaker’s 
table. It isa bill which proposes to give jurisdiction to the city of 
St. Augustine over a piece of Government land lying in that city, 
which is now an eyesore, and the purpose of the bill is simply to give 
the city police jurisdiction over it, in order that they may make it into 
a park, The bill takes no money out of the Treasury, and it provides 
that the Government can at any time resume possession ofthe land. I 
ask unanimous consent that it be read. 

BACON. I demand the regular order. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
The SPEAKER pro 1 mpore.. This is the regular order. 
| he bill was read. 
| The SPEAKE! pro tempore. Is there objection to the present n- 
ration of this bil 1? ' 
Mr. RAYNER. I call for the reeular order. 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Objection ismade. The bill 1) 
| referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iask that it be referred to the Committee on 
_| Public Buildings and Grounds 
| Mr. PAYSON. I object to that. 
The SPEAKER pro temp re. Objection is heard, and the bill will b 
| re red to the Committee on Public Land 
Pt LI I ( 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S 


1981) to provi le for 
post-ofiice end qtina r 
of Michigan ; which 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

' 

| 


vas read twice, referred to the Committee on Pu 








( I } ( RA oT ( oO 
rl PI YR} ilso laid ea bill (S. 3305 
tting apart a tract of land to | tery for the Ind 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows of Cent: which w read 
twice, referred to the Committee « P und er to be 
printed. 
| CHANGE ( kh I 
| 
| On motion of Mr. LA NHAM, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
| on Claims was discharged from the f he i ion of bills of the 
following titles: and they were mmittee on War 
; Claims 
| A bill (S. 1671) for the relief of the heirs Martin Kenofs] and 
bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief ] tatives of Wiil- 
m Johnnot Joseph ‘orrey } 
j 
I LI INSO 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a bill of the fol- 


ving title, with the message that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
nents of the House and asked a conferenc 


A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partne 
the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Senate having disagreed 
o th I l » House to this bill, I ask that the 
House l agree to the conference requested 
y th 

The: ) nals 

The $ ynounced the appoint- 





HEAD, Mr. ct ai EY as conferees on the part of the 
House on the bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson 
Yat 


LOPRIATION BILL. 


NAVAL APP] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also announced the appointment of M 
HERBERT, Mr. MCADOO, and Mr. THOMAs of Illinois, as conferees o1 
the part of the House on the bill (H. R. 10556) making Seattle 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON NAV. AFFAIRS. 


August, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for 
the consideration of bills and reports from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the regular order had been called. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is insisted upon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 


mittees for reports; but, if there be no objection, the Chair will submit 


several personal requests. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PATTON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Cowes, for ten days from and after Thursday next, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. HARE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. ENLOE. [I ask leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. PHELAN 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR 

Mr. DIBBLE. I call up the privileged question which was pending 
at the adjournment yesterday. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Theconference report which was pend- 


Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent os Tuesday, the 7th of 
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é tees of this House in the past, and notably with r ence re | 
; ported from the Committee on Public Build sand Grou 
this morning I had never seen t] confere1 repo! It 
just before : iment last evening without being read, and { 
before us now for consideration. 
Mr. DIBBLE. Was it not printed in the Recorp : 
Mr. CRIS! I was about to say, sir, that until this } 
L had not seen the report, nor did I k \ 
I is whning as I was looking over t 
i y tr saw this report, and it appeared to m« t d 
\ that without one word of explanation, w a g 
: the ce es on the part of the House had \ 
i irce the views of the House, this report should be bi ind 
# ommending that the House recede from its position l f 
z ori il Senate bill 


TOSS 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Are you prepared to charge in the House 





this morning that those conferees have abandoned their duty ? 

Mr, ¢ Sv. Iam making an argument to direct the attention of the 
House to an evil practice. The gentleman can not put me in the posi- 
tion of arraigning individuals. ‘The rules of the House provide that 


there shall ¢ 
Chat ex 


change 


.ccommpany every conference report an explanation thereof. 
planation is notonly intended to inform the House exactly what 
have been made in the bill as it passed the House, but I think it 
rive some reason why the conferees have receded from the posi- 
tion of the House, if they have so receded. 


should 


CUSSION, 


There is no question of fault-finding about it. 


Now, take this Omaha bill. The conferees were my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. Dipsie], the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds; my friend from Nebraska—from Omaha- 


(Tr NM 


| MCSHANE], and some other gentleman, who I do not now recol- 
lect. These gentlemen are intrusted with the conference on the part 
of the House. Now, with the utmost respect for my friend from Ne- 
braska—and he is my friend—I ask the House to imagine how ear- 
nestly 
of Omaha, Just fancy that picture. [Laughter. ] 
tly situated as he was I should not have very earnestly resisted 
lf. This argument is not made with the view of criticising the 
leyian from Nebraska, but with the view of criticising an evil 
practice. Now, if there are any cases where the Senate conferees have 
led and agreed to accept the smaller amount fixed by the House, 
gentlemen on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds can 
easily refer to them. I do not say that there are no such cases; I 
mean to say that I have not heard of them. I mean to say that Ihave 
called your attention to every single case that I have found, and in 
‘ ye of them the House has accepted the Senate amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not familiar with the merits of this bill, 
| do say that it strikes me as an extraordinary proposition that 
ty the size of Omaha $1,200,000 should be expended for a pub- 
lic building. It is a significant fact that the House Committee on 


t advise this House to pass a bill carrying $1,200,000. 

hat proposition appears here now for the first time indorsed by any 
member of this House. Gentlemen know how these conference reports 
They are often brought in, as this was, just as the House is 
it to adjourn; they are not carefully considered by members, but 


are made, 


he would wrestle with the Senate conferees to prevent the spenc- | 
ing of $1,200,000 for the erection of an ornamental building in the city | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 31, 


Mr. MILLIKEN. How would my friend change the system? 
Would he have all the public-building bills put into one omnibus bill, 
like the river and harbor bill, so that they might come up in a combi- 
nation and each one help the others, rather than come up as they do 
now, separately on their individual merits? Doesthe gentleman think 
that would be an improvement? I ask simply for information, be- 


cause the gentleman is a wise man. 


This is a good-humored dis- | 
| methods by which they are pushed through the House. 


Mr. CRISP. The suggestion of my very good friend from Maine 
that each of these public-building bills now stands upon its own 
merits is somewhat amusing in the light of what we all know of the 
My friend 


| from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], I believe, is a member of the Committee 


- | had a public-building bill of his own. 


on Public Buildings and Grounds. My friend from Maine, I believe, 
How many of the gentlemen 
on that committee have had public-building bills I do not know, but 
I can call to mind some half a dozen. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thad alittle one, but it wasstopped at the White 
House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. And that ‘‘ little one’’ illustrates the point 
I have made. My friend from Maine could hardly rise seriously in 


| this House—he might try to look serious, but he could hardly feel so 
It is very likely, indeed highly probable, that if I had been just 


inside—my friend, I say, could hardly get up here and seriously insist 
that the little town for which he procured the passage of that public- 
building bill is of such magnitude or importance that the public busi- 
ness there requires a building. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In reply to that, I will say tothe gentleman that 


| that town comes entirely within the limits of the bill which was pre- 


Public Buildings and Grounds in their report on the Senate bill did | 


are generally agreed to at once, and in that way the judgment of the | 


tfouse as expressed by a deliberate vote is very often thwarted, and we 
do what we would not do if the matter was carefully considered. 


| about his inside. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said about all that I desire to say upon this | 


question. As I havealready remarked, I may not beable to deteat this re- 
The mover of it, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MCSHANE], 
is, as I have said, my personal friend; and it is exceedingly unpleasant 
to throw any obstacle in the way of the bill of a gentlemen who oceu- 
pies that relation to you. 
absolute defeat of the will of the House through this method of con- 
ference that, having had my attention called to it, I felt that I would 
not be justified in remaining silent and allowing it to be adopted by 
the House without entering my protest. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
amendment has been offered in the Senate to put on the sundry civil 


port 
port, 


And yet, sir, this is so glaring a case of the | 


| merits is somewhat amusing. 
| linked together if they were all in one bill, as the river and 
eS . ’ 


| not vote for every other’s bill. 
7 


I see in the Recorp that an | 


appropriation bill all the appropriations that have been passed by the | 


Senate at this session for the erection of public buildings in the whole 
country, aggregating, as I am informed, somewhere between nine and 
ten million dollars, probably nearer the latter than the former sum. 
‘That amendment, as I understand, is now pending in the Senate, so 
that we shall probably be confronted in a few days with the question 
whether this Congress can afford to put on the sundry civil bill, at one 
session, appropriations for the erection of public buildings amounting 
to nearly ten millions of dollars. I merely desired before the gentle- 
man took his seat to have this point before the House, as it relates to 
the whole subject of public buildings. I know nothing of the merits 
of this particular case except what has appeared here. 

Mr. CRISP. I am very glad the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] has called attention to that fact. I did not expect, 


legislation generally, that has been had or that is to be had by this 
Congress on the subject of public buildings. Imay, however, say that 
in my opinion the presentsystem of considering these measures is alto- 
gether wrong. There seems to be an idea that, there being a large 
amount of money in the public Treasury, all kinds of schemes should 
be devised to take it ont. You find bills introduced at this session of 
Congress providing for the erection of public buildings in towns so in- 
significant that you are unable to discover any reason to prompt a hope 
of success even in the mind of the introducer of the bill, except the 
fact that such measures are not very carefully considered, and the fur- 
ther fact that there is a large surplus which may be reduced somewhat 
in this way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. CRISP. 


Will the gentleman permit a question ? 
Yes, sir. 


| 


sented the other day in the House by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLOUNT] and was discussed here. The bill which I presented here 
passed the House, and was vetoed by the President under false infor- 
mation. 

In his veto message he states that the local postn 
that a suitable lot at Bar Harbor would cost trom $25,000 to $30,000, 
which was more than the bill appropriated for lot and building. A 
lot, however, entirely suitable could have been procured for $12,000, 
though it is true the owners reduced the price to secure a post-office 
for the town; but if the bill presented the other day by the gentleman 

ld 








terinformed him 













from Georgia | Mr. BLounr] had passed, this very town have 
gota public building under that bill. Therefore, the gentleman willsee 


that Icould not have been so amused “* inside’’ ashes 
ter. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in view of the gentleman’s well-known 
zeal on behalf of his constituents, and in view of his magnified idea of 
the importance of Bar Harbor, I withdraw and take back what I said 

{ Laughter. | 

But still his statement that each of these bills stands on its own 

Why, sir, could they be more closely 
i 


upposed. 





appropriations of the country are? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think they could. 

Mr. CRISP. Observe a vote taken in this House on a public build- 
ing bill; find out the members who have bills pending for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in their district and see whether each does 
IT admit that after a member has se- 
cured the passage of his own bill he may have a spasmodic attack of 
economy and vote against the bill of everybody else; but that is not 
the rule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not this the rule, that after a member gets 
his bill through he has ‘‘ important business’’ at home, and gets leave 
of absence? [Laughter. ] 


Mr. CRISP. Possibly that may beso. But the fact remains, what- 


| ever the reason, that no matter how much want of merit in any prop- 


| 





| bills to settle amongst themselves. 


osition may appear to us who have no public-building bills pending, 
there seems to be carried to the mind of every member who has such a 
bill pending an absolute conviction that the bill to be voted on is an 
exceedingly meritorious measure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘The gentleman will allow me to say that if these 
public-building measures were bound together as are the river and har- 
bor appropriations no man would get his bill through first, and then 
skulk off home. Every man would be interested until all the different 


| measures had been passed. 
though I see no impropriety in it, to discuss the general question of the 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that is a question for gentlemen having 
If they can make the combination 
stronger, if they can prevent certain gentlemen after they have secured 
their part of the spoils from departing and leaving other gentlemen to 
look out for their measures as best they may, that isa matter for them. 
But for myself 1 do not propose to aid them. I would like every one 
of these measures to stand on its merits. 

Now, coming back to this particular bill, a friend has called my at- 
tention to the fact that there is now in Omaha a public building, 
erected in 1872, at a cost, if these figures are right, of $352,000. Ac- 
cording to this report-—and I take it for granted, as the report is made 
by my friend from that city [Mr. McSHANE], it presents the ad- 
vantages and charms of Omaha in a rose-colored hue—according to this 
report the population of that city is 112,000. It has a court; it hasa 


post-office; it has internal-revenue offices; it has all those things that 
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with which I am now acquaintec 
ined to vote against it. ( l 
r time I may have. r se the vote 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman f Georgia |} We will resort to « 2 , 









































he House conferees a lecture for al ! to d : 
r part. I shall not follow th 000, a 
it subject of public bui t t 
LD ] ling t UO t { st n 
3 Hot yt t? l dig 
nan pla iplicit c 1 Hou ‘ y t 
is to him the source of ultimate « When t use Of he} 
entatives decided that in its juds ® lot should be 7 hased mand t 
the city of Omaha for $400,000, it then decided in effect that the lo bill 
was to be used for the erection of a public building, and it reserved tl to this: We said in ou ply t 
right to say in the future what limit s! ld be put on the cost of t lic building the i st of * 
erection of that building. It is not per nt to this question to d We propose t neede that we shall 
cuss the needs of Omaha. of pr ng asite, and wil ae t 
They have been discussed, they have |} d t for f ut t t 
decision of the House has been made. i 12 the Hou i ! 
with the proposit presented by the gentleman from Ker ! a 
the action of the Senate on another bill now being conside t zt 
Senate in relation to certain appropriations for publ ) s ‘ y 
has nothing to do with the present proposition, has no relation to t 00 to the Senate in the fe 
‘ommittee or rs and Grounds, and is ) I t ‘ 
to divert the n the Ho from the true issue now | te vA t i by t H ‘ i 
Mr. Speake sa word to say in relation to the committe f te alone without the building, we ' 
conference lave been a member. In the fi t t 0 t the t 
bill received from the full Committee on Public Buildings 1 ( ing \ ‘ 1 B00 1 ial t z UU, 
very careful consideration. It came to us as a proposition f 1 the | $600, would ? ! 
Senate, a b dy which has as much to say about these matters as we | be mo! Phat was what we 
have, which has aright to submit propositions for public } lings. | id to the Senate: We will d tl 
came to us #83 a proposition from that body to appropriate $1 the : n as t 
for this public building. We gave to that proposition the ! lera iy that w not ‘ ) ) 
tion which it required that it is not ist tement of 
We found that Omaha was a city of 112,000 people, that the last | ference between the proposition t H 
sixteen years its Pp pulation ] ud increased seven time { GY $n acce ded to b t! i sus ynter f $800,000 
growing and progressive city, and that the demands of the cl ference Che difference is only with referer 
ness were not met by the present accommodations. It 3 nd yet ta t hur he fe 
ment of our committee, Mr. Speaker,'that it would be w » th net th ( 
instance to secure a proper site fo1 iblie br und that ’ tr 
ing been purchased, that at the next session of Congress, when thetit Now, Mr. Speaker, while I y 1 
was secured, to take up the matter of the building. That was th n still, that it would have b 
judgment of the committee, and we went to work to inquire what vught the s id res¢ i this que for t 
site that was suitable would cost the Government. The result of 3| look at this p1 S niate 9400, 000 
investigation satisfied the committee, and they so reported, that the | building, except as one committing the Ho ti ‘ 
ite would probably cost in the neighborhood of $500,000, and we | $1,000,000 or more for the site and building together W t 
placed that limit upon the purchase of a sit | House buy the site for? Why, it isto put 
And now we come to the; part on which the gentleman from Georgia | does the House spend $400,000 for: to erect a hu 
lays so much stress. lar building? Why, for site and building f 
Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina permit | 15,000 people the Hous pent 9o60,000 
me a moment, to ask at what time the appropriation was made of | $350,000 


5360,000 for the construction of a public building at Omaha, and how In view of these facts, is it to be supposed tha 
that sum was expended? buy thesite and putupa or two hundred t id f 
Mr. DIBBLE. It was made and the money was expended about the | That would satisfy t nomy ofthe gentlema iG 


year 1870, I think. but there is no bu ss andnoeconomyinit. It may 
Mr. HOOKER. Expended in what way? | a moral or adorn at t t { ! 
Mr. DIBBLE. In putting up a public building which suited the | necessity for buildings of a pub 1aracter 


demands of a city -—— 





Mr. DORSEY. Of less than 30,000 people is no substantial economy in the proposition 

Mr. DIBBLE (continuing). Which had about 15,000 population Now. what have we in the city of Omaha v t 
Whether it was properly expended or not, I do not know; but the | private corporation erecting a | ling to-d 
building was put up for a city of 15,000 people, whereas the present | surance Company—act t of $1 ),0 4 
population is 112,000, and manifestly a building adapted to a city of | built by a single individ it a cost of $7 
15,000 does not accommodate a city of 112,000. But, as I said before, | buildin ng built in that city to-d J M 
on that question the House has passed its judgment and decided to | it is the most econon for the ¢ 

1 1 » } . ‘ 


purchase the site and put up a larger building a public building in a larg l growing 
Now, what was the proceeding in this House? Ido not care, Mr. | private individual \ t at do we need 


Speaker, to hit back with animadversions or intimate that the gentle- | commoda ? “ t tf that a 
men who oppose these public buildings are either those who have no | appropriate the sum, putt i 
rospects of public buildings in their own districts or have already | tration of the fund within those ] by the ex 
1 1 ‘ 4 + 


wen supplied. That has nothing to do with the question. It is a 
question for the House to decide purely as a business proposition, and | the amount of money the H uy 
I for one, whatever may be the disposition of the gentleman from Geo: When that system is a ed, f 
gia, am willing to accept as a presumption in the first instance that the | have them coming her 
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eZ iJ ‘ a.% 
( \ hn eco w here i 
‘ e of these nd in order to 
I Lp} priat } instance, it 


se for which it is designed. Now, this 








i i ited, between ses in 
( } ol al , 1b wi 1 «¢ pol ‘ 
\ v for the und bu h, or for the 
eit y¢ ma son tn ] 1 charged 
‘ 17 I ’ i oT } - 
to ) ) 1 ot what ¢ ed t } 
‘ 
' 1) ; 4 p : { to d but 
mt ( leren ( l t « 
i ! { { 3 1 Tréiailon tot ( i 
) ( le s intervals, and while I do ) 
| how has been eral months since this matter has b 
] ifere Che conferees 1 and could not agree. They met 
\ t agree, and it was only after three conferences t it 
| on a report which substantially 1 compro ( 
} ) i oY on of the Senate wa iors 
1) OU { t to the bt ¢ t 
l i prot ),OO0 
i 
e { imittee re nV Litselfi ) 
ede to them what they had in the or 
pa an appropriation for the building, a 
v | bill proposition of the Houss 
1s¢ e she ld notex eed in cost $400,000. 
i 1al proposition of the H I 
h ute t the cost of sit 
| it Ho vi placed on th 
i 1 < Igment th te was not li 





than the $500,000, with the probabi 





























| tizens of the place would 
I ( to » up the de e1ency. 
\ he q tion whether the committee of conference on the 
part the House | been derelict in its duty as the servants of the 
Ho ind has been reckless in its assault ee Treasury. 
We ha i ted a business proposition. We have by the result of 
t restrai 1ited the Senate proposition in the 
irticular. uppose that the Senate proposition had been 

thout the en viso, which we inserted in the conf-1 

‘ t ‘ uuld have beet 200,000 appropriated 
ere ¥ have been $500,000 of that expe l for the sit 
leaving $700,000 only for the building. Thenthere would probably be 
a demand hereafter for an additional appropriation of perhaps one o: 
t ( isand dollars more by reason of the insufficiency of the 
an Wei luced that element of restriction in the Senate bill. 
The ‘ yf a surrender on the part of the House or of its con- 
{ demands of the Senate. It was a mutual concessiom, th 
on t r part conceding the limit for the price of the site fixed 
by 1 id the House conceding the present provision for the 
ere of the building as weil as for the purchase of the site. I con 
ni 

Phe ¢ 1an has been pleased to say that he has never known ot 
at rem mmittee to yield anything on the first conference. Is 
that what conterence committees are appointed for? Are we simply to 
ro thi ivh the motions first? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman’misapprehended me. I did not say on 
the first conference. I said that no case had come to m ttention 
wher the House contfere had tailed mer or lat to surrender to 

ir. DIBBLE. Iam glad that the gentleman did not take the posi- 
10 h I understood him to take 

| 1 for the purpose of this argument the gentleman admits that we 
were put on that committee of conference to give and take, that w 


and when the House consents 
differences between the two 
I have the honor to be a member 
‘ House I shall never knowingly surrre nder any of its dignity; |] 
the body at the other of the Capitol is su 
m™ to this, or has any right to dictate to this. House as to its action. 
i hall al wi Lys concede to the co-ordinate branch of 
tl rislature its equal dign ity and its equal right with the House to 
the dif rence between the two Houses, and, 
have shown the House, we did adjust that difference. 

ted into the Senate proposition the substance of the House 
] Weg got what the House said they wanted, and we yielded 
to the Senate as to the matter that would in any case have to come up 
i 


the ap pt opriation which would have been the inevitable re- 
ult in the fut 


were put there to make a compromise; 


to a conterence the purpose is to adjust 








Houses. Now, Mr. Speaker, as longas 








1 iy 4 
t. Wwe eb to acjyuUsi 
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ire if the House bill alone had passed. Mr. Speaker, 
Senate had yielded everything, and the House bill had 
pa ropriating $400,000 for a site, the site would have been pur- 
chaset would that have been the end of it? Would $400,000 have 
been the entire expenditure? 
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Lhe next question would have 1] _ what sort a building should 
be put up? and that would be a ques 1 for future legislation. The 
} chase of a site « ting $400,000 would h involved an « pendi- 
ture for a building of an amount in the neighborhood of $800,000. 1 
have here the report of the Supervising Architect, which contains all 
the buildings that has been erected for e ] e ¢ this 4 
1a } that the I i l ‘) } ii ‘ 
1 iriably cost as much as O00 
The e the only thing we t that w l 
Lo ike THIS ¢ pe it tsing! ce | i propos hn ips ad of mak 
7 »O or my ] tit i ‘ h to buy t S] 
it time, but I did not i} ythir » vital in that 
int that it uid not under any ¢ mstances be yielded. In fact, 
} of th i 1 the Omaha bill was under discussion 
» gent un who is in tl} r in accordance with the views 
expressed by the gentleman f1 Georgia, and who was a iated with 
t gen nm irc ( orgla i ( } at that time 1h Opposition to 
the bill, « we ver ie ¢ on Public Buildings and 
ts ‘ id ) Lo¢ h 4 i l ) bs i ‘ SS a 
sin p ) t } : 
nat Criticism Vy m vel t 
n their vie th the i nwW 
tl im of conference In tl ate 
i mittee that tha not a vital « 
li i | ad if | tua i t ls ) ) } 
t 1@ ONLY n p | ii Site 
uilding mu made { ) I ( I nk th ou 
fully i 1 1 ) h ‘ ) pia Lil ALLA LUCE on 
Publ bull a os ¢ 1 Gr ais ( 1 the propo » OvDeY th 
hwne i < tl Hou ex} ssing it 
vW i ) ask tik p ques i upo 
th ~ 
M Ris] I ask the gentle ) y ] ] that deman ra few 
minut 
Mr. DIBBU! I think, M d I insist on t | 1S 
Y esti i 
Mi Phen I ask t I ) it down, in « that I 
may have at t e minu to Lo tl i man 
Mr. DIBBLE. If th rentit in t 3S live min es lor a reply, I 
will yield it to him out of my ti ow much I left, Mr. 
Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempo The gentleman has twenty-eight min- 
utes left. 
Mr. DIBBI I yield five minut to tleman fro 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Iwould like to to t it! 1ijrom South 
Carolina iestion from a busit po ( ev 
Mr. DIBBLE. I have elded five 1 tes to the gentleman f 1 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 
Mr.CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South Carolina plants 
himself before the House squarely upon the proposition t! th 





‘compromise’’ between the Hou 


ind the Senate. Hov 
conclusion, Mr. Speaker, you and the members of 
haveheard, The Senate passed a bill providing for an appropria- 
ion of $1,200,000 to b a site and erect a building i hee ot Omaha. 
t f $1,200,000 to buy asit ‘ect a building in the city tha 
(The House passed a bill providing that $400,000 should 
yriated to buy the site, and that the building should not be erected 
I : ’ 


because nothing was 


pt rtisa 
arrived at that 





riouse 
} . “Ty y 
HO appro- 


ttee of conference 
» gentleman has stated, 


aid in that regard. The commi 
held their meetings; the 
and struggled to induce the S« es to recede—you know they 
must have struggled with my friend from Nebraska [Mr. McSHANE}], 
a member of that committee. They had three meetings, and then they 
‘** compromised ’’—that is, the Senate agreed that $400,000 of the $1,- 
200,000 should go for the purchase of a site, and the remainder for the 
building. The gentleman says that if they had not done this they 
might have been compelled to spend $500,000 for the land, and then 
they would have had only ‘‘only ’’ $700,000 for the building. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it seems that some gentlemen have so much 
familiarity with large amounts of money that when they refer to 


1 
y met three times, as th« 


‘nate confe! 














$700,000 they say ‘‘ only $700,000,”’ as if that were a mere bag ratelle. 
Eight hundred thousand dollars is the amount pro nded 
for a public building in a city of 112,000 popul 't >» tl 





figures of its friends; a city with an existing pu 
some marble structure which cost $352,000, a buil 
acter that, as has been remarked pendit this debate by a gentleman 
who recently visited that city, he was struck with the fact that the 
building in size and importance was out of proportion to the town; he 
thought it was beyond the necessities of the place. 

The fact of the existence of a public building is absolutely ignored. 
The friends of this measure do not say what they propose to do with 
it, but they propose to appropriate $1,200,000 to erect another build- 
ing. The House, as I think, improvidently passed a bill providing for 
the expenditure of $ $400,000 for the purchase of asite. The conferees 
bring in a bill carrying $1,200,000, but providing that $400,000 shall 
be used for purchase of site, and the gentleman trom South Carolina 
telis us that they ‘‘compromised with the Senate!’’ If you can make 
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g jor t 


Lue crowdea and 


: there, | am satisfied tha 


1a 


committee; but if it 
Government with regard to the Government busin 
ividuals have done in regard to private matters. 
yur handsome bank buildings have been erected at 
ranging $150,000 to $500,000 each. The New York 
ance Com} 


iny is putting up a building, simply as an investm¢ 
actual cost of $1,000,000, and the proprietor of the Omaha Daily Bee is 
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Aile 4 Crisp Lane, 

And Mi Culberson, lanham, 

And i, 1 Cutel } Latham, 

Baker Darg Lee 

Bar Davidson, Fla, Long, 

Bl De I Maish 

B Ds ery, Martin, 

Bb c i mn 

hi .¥. Flood McComas 

} ‘ 11.B.,Va.l ney, McCreary, 

Bryce, Fi McKinney, 

Buckalew, Grimes, McMillin, 

Burnes, Hfall, McRae, 

Butler, Hayden, Morgan, 

Bynum Herbert, O’ Ferrall, 

Candler, Holman, O'’ Neall, Ind. 

Cannon, Hooker Outhwaite, 

lton, Hovey, Owen, 

( we Hutton, Payson, 

Catchings, Jackson, Penington, 

Cheadle iverr, Rayner, 











NOT VOTING—151. 


Ad 3, Davidson, Ala, Johnston, N.C. 
Allen, Mass Davis, Jones, 
Anderson, Kans Dunham, Kelley, 
Arnold, Dunn, Ketcham, 
Elliott, La Follette, 
ILrmentrout, Laidlaw, 
Felton, Laird, 
Fisher, Landes, 
Fitch, Lodge, 
Foran, Lynch, 
Ford, Macdonald, 
Yrench, Maffett, 
Gaines, Mahoney, 
Gallinger, Mansur, 
Gibson, Mason, 
Glass, McAdoo, 
Brower, Glover, McClammy, 
Browne, Ind Goff, McCormick, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Granger, McKenna, 
Brumm, Greenman, McShane, 
Bunnel Grosvenor, Merriman, 
Burnett Guenther, Mills, 
Campbell, N.Y. Hare, Montgomery, 
Campbell Oni ° Hatch, Moore, 
Camphe 1'T.J.,.N.¥. Haugen, Morrow, 
Cla rdy, Hayes, Morse, 
Clark Heard, Norwood, 
Clements, Hemphill, Oates, 4 
Con in, Henderson,Iowa O'Neill, Pa. 
Collins Henderson, N.C, O'Neill, Mo. 
Compton, Henderson, Lil. Patton, 
Conger, Hires, Peel, 
Cow le 4, Hitt, Perry, 
Cox, Holmes, Peters, 
Crain, Hopkins, Va. Phelan, 
Cummings, Hopkins, N. Y. Pideock, 
Darlington, Howard, Post, 
Davenport, Johnston, Ind. Randall, 


ISS 


UDdd 


Richardson, 
Rog« rs, 
Rowland, 
Sayers, 
Shay 






si 10ns, 
Spinola, 
opringer, 
Stone, Ky. 
Taylor, E.B 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
Whitthorne, 
Wik kham, 
Williams, 
Wise, 
Yardley, 


Yoder. 


., Ohio 


Reed, 
Rockwell, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 

Scott, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
StahlInecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J. D., 
Thomas, Il]. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Warner, 
Weber, 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodburn. 


Ohio 


So the report of the committee of conference was not adopted. 


The 


following pairs were announced: 


Yor this day: 


Mr. 
Mr. ¢ 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
M 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 

Mr. 


r. PERRY with Mr. 


EL1Liorr with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
‘AMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WooDBURN. 

MILLS with Mr. BINGHAM. 

CRAIN with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

FRENCH with Mr. RussE.u, of Connecticut, 

FISHER with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Wison, of West Virginia, with Mr. KEAN. 

Cox with Mr. BELDEN. 

PEEL with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

ERMENTROUT with Mr. ADAMS, 


MAHONEY with Mr. THomAs H. B. BROWNE. 


Until further notice: 
SreWArt, of Georgia, with Mr. JonNnston, of Indiana. 


PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 
TILLMAN with Mr. ANDERSON, 
RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 
LANDES with Mr. DUNHAM. 


of Kansas. 


O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. McCorMIck. 


CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

ForpD with Mr. STEELE. 

LODGE with Mr. BURNETT. 

MORSE 
({LOVER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
SPOONER. 

BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Scotr with Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin. 
JoNeEsS with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 
CLEMENTS with Mr. KETCHAM, 

Biaas with Mr. Morrow. 

CoMPTON with Mr. GoFF. 

MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 


with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 


uoMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. 
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ce 
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Hoacae with Mr. GALLINGER, 
OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 











Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LArrp. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Hrrss. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. HAtTcH with Mr. Concer. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, on this bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. LAIDLAW. 


Mr. Rusk with Mr. HoLME: 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, on all political 
questions, for two weeks from July 23. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, on all questions, Monday and 


Tuesday. 

Mr. WADE. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. CLARDY], but 
have an arrangement which permits me to vote on this bill. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House insist uy 
and ask a further conference. 

There was no objection, and it was 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By nee consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JouNsSTON, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. ELLIO1 T, for ten days. 

To Mr. BINGHAM, for one week. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Seeretary, announced 

that the Senate had passed, with an amendmentin which the concur- 


amendment, 


on its 


so ordered. 


rence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the 
political disabilities of Elliott Johnson. 
The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 


— of the House to the bill (S. 288) for the erection of a public build- 
ig at Sioux City, Iowa, requested a conference with the House on the 
Sasineting votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. SPooNER, Mr. WiLson of Iowa, and Mr. 
DANIEL, 
REVOCATION OF THE WITHDRAWAL OF LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have a report of the Committee on Public Lands 
on House bill 11006, providing for the revocation of the withdrawal of 
lands made for the benefit of certain railroads, and for other purposes. 
I desire to have the bill read. Itisa bill securing certain lands to bona 
fide settlers, and I think it comes within the privilege of the Committee 
on Public Lands. I will not press the bill beyond its reading if there 
is objection to it. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the committee, was read, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, e'c., That section 5 of anact entitled ‘‘Anact for agrant of lands 
to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construction ofa railroad 
in said State,” approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled “‘An act 
extending the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the 
States of Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1865, 
and also section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands 
to the State of Minnesota, in alternate sections,to aid the construction of rail- 
roads in said State,’’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable 
to lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of section 4 of an actapproved June 2, 1864, and en- 
titled “‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act making a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa, in alternate sections, toaid in theconstruction of certain railroads 
in said State,’ approved May 15, 1856,’’ be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 
so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior to reserve any lands but the 
odd sections within the primary or6 miles granted limits of the roads mentioned 
in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act to which the same isamendatory; and all 
withdrawals of lands within indemnity limits heretofore made for the benefit 
of any road or roads, under or by virtue of said grants or any of them, and any 
reservations of lands made under said provisions of the act of June 2, 1864, shail 
be revoked, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to re- 
store said lands to settlement and entry, after affording due opportunity, by 
such notice as he may consider proper to give to claimants under said grants, or 
any of them, to show cause why said restoration should not be made. 

Sec. 3. That whenever, inthe opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, a grant 
of lands heretofore made by the United States to aid in the construction of any 
rail or wagon road, canal, or other work of internal improvement has been ad- 
justed, and he deems it advisable that said adjustment should be finally closed 
on the books of the Land Office, he shali cause such notice to be given, by ad- 
vertisement or otherwise, as may seem to him proper, warning parties inter- 
ested to come forward within three months and show cause why such adjust- 
ment should not be at once closed. If a proper showing be made he shall, as 
speedily as may be, determine the matters involved, awarding to said parties 
whatever they may be entitled to, and thereupon, or if no such showing be 
made, he shall at once direct the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
close finally the adjustment of said grant and the same shall not thereafter be 
reopened. And after theclosing of any such adjustment the Secretary shall re- 
voke all withdrawals theretofore made for such grant, and restore to settle- 
ment and entry the land remaining undisposed of. ButallJands restored to the 
public domain under the provisions of this act shall be disposed of to bona 
fide settlers only under the homestead laws, except section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes: Provided, That in case any of such lands shall be, at the time of their 
restoration as aforesaid, actually occupied in good faith as a settler by any per- 
son who entered upon such land prior to the Ist day of January, 1888, and who 
had already exhausted his homestead right under existing laws, such person 
shall, notwithstanding, be allowed to enter again under the homestead laws the 
tract so occupied, not exceeding 10 acres: Provided, the privilege given hereby 
be exercised = formal entry at the proper land office within six months after 
such restoration. 

Sec, 4, Nothing in this act shall be construed as ratifying or confirming any 
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Mr. HOLMAN [ will state, Mr. Speaker, that this bill, v th the 
é ! é n amendments that were last read, was framed 
the Secretary of the Interior, and was transmitted to the House through 
the President during the present session of Congress, and of course 
ferred to ( mittee on Public Lands. ~ The object of tl 
this: In certain grants of land for railroad purposes in the Stat 
Iowa the granting acts in effect withdraw the indemnity lands hey 
do not therefore seem to stand on the same footing as lands withdrawn 
by Ex ive order, and the Secretary is not certain of his power to 
rest them to the public domain under the general provis 3 of law 
und for that reason tl ecretary of the Interior asks the power to 





tore these lands and close the accounts of the corporations aile 


Of course this in the main lies where the indemn ty withdraw 
Was CXCeSSIVE About 700,000 acres of this class of land the 
of Minnesota will be restored to the public domain, mainly, I think, of 
land granted to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba kz ad, and 
other railroads of Minnesot: 

Mr. STI bok Does it apply to lands pertaining to the Sioux 


City and St. Paul road 


Mr. HOLMAN. WN for that is covered by the gez 





forfeiture bill we have already passed, because the road, o east a 
part of it, was not actually completed within the time prescribed by 
law. This bill, as] 1 it, applies to roads wl ‘ 
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IND. This bill as it is now worded purports t 
pecretary ol the interior, after certain preliminary 
taken, to adjudicate the grant, to be absolutely « 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. Now I wish to ask the gentleman if there is not danger 
of such a thing as this occurring: In Minnesota and sor 
as to Minnesota I know it to be a fact) lands in the grant 
limits have been erroneously certitied to the State for the benefit of the 
railroad company. Under the act of March 3, 1887, the Secretary 
the Interior was directed to institute guit, in conformit t } 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the Dunmeyer case, 
to recover those lands. I made an application in behalf of settle: 
my district for such a suit over a year ago, but no action has yet been 
taken. Now, asto the particular railroad in question, the Winona and 
St. Peter, all the lands within the indemnity limit I 
so that the grant is practically closed already. Suppose the Secretary 
should, as soon as this bill hecomes a law, cite that company to s] 
cause why its grant should not be considered as settled and they 
showed no cause, and he decided that the grant was adjudicated an 
settled —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. He is required to doso, in terms, if the excess of in- 
demnity lands has been restored. 

Mr. LIND. Well, my question is, would that cut off the right of 
the Government to bring suit on behalf of the settlers to recover the 
lands within the granted limits that had been erroneously certified 


States 
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Mr. PAYSON. It would not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If by any possibility the bill could interfere wit] 
the right of the Government to recover those lands, of course it ought 
not to pass in its present form, but the last section expres 
that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Butif the gentleman from Indiana will permit 1 
to make a suggestion, it can not by any possibility interfere with tl 
right. We prevented an amendment to the bill this morning which 





provides that nothing in the bill shall be construed as ratify r af- 
firming any grant of land heretofore made by Congress ora tive 
order made touching any public lands, or as recognizing tl lj 





of any such executive order. That is the last section of the bi 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the last section be again read. 

The last section was again read. 

Mr. LIND. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘ grant 
the words ‘‘or certification.”’ 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, there is a l 
for application by the settler within six months for additional home- 
stead land. Now, ought there not to be some public notice required? | 
People who live on farms do not often read acts of Congress, and it 
seems to me that if you allow only six months, the settler who has his 
homestead and who has cultivated an additional 160 acres of land ought 
to have some definite notice, in the county paper, for instance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
stead law. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I know; but this bill provides that where he 
has improved other lands alongside of his homestead, he may within 
six months go and make an entry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the provision. 
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He can take only a quarter-section under the home- 
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Mr. WHEELER. I move the adoption of this report. 

The report opted 

Mr. WHEELER moved to consider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

‘I I l eed to 

,ATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND I desire to submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, the consideration of which will take 
but a moment. 


The Clerk read as follows 
Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 23, 1888 
Ir. Towns! p submitted the following resolution; which was referred to | 
the Commit 1 Military Affair } 
** Resolved, That the Seeretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be di- | 
rected to inform the House of Representatives what collections suitable to be 
embodied in a national military and naval museum are now in existence in their 
respective Departments, and what materials for the collections can be found in | 
any of the rsenals, posts, navy-yards, and stations, and what further steps 
should be taken in order that an effective permanent exhjbition may be made 
in this city illustrative of the history of military and naval invention, organiza- 
tion, construction and equipment in the United States and of the principal bat- 
tles in which United States troops have been engaged, and they are respectively 


authorized in their diserction to detail one or more officers to aid in the prepara- 
tion of the reports called for in this resolution, which reports shall contain any 
suggestions they may desire to make in regard tothe establishment of a national 
and military and naval museum in the city of Washington of a scope and char- 
acter similar to the museums now in existence in the principal cities of Europe.”’ 

‘The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution cal!- 
ing upon the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy for information 
as to what collections suitable to be embodied ina national military and naval 
museum are now in existence in their respective Departments and what mate- 
rials for such collection can be found in any of the arsenals, forts, navy-yards, 
stations, etc., report the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
it be adopted. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is simply a resolution of inquiry, which 
the Committee on Military Affairs report back favorably, asking its 
adoption. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen hav- 
ing reports to make from committees may file them with the Clerk. 

‘There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF EX-PRESIDENT ZACHARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2787) for the erection of an eques- 
trian statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK, GOVERNOR’S ISLAND, N. Y. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 176) granting permission to the 
park commissioners of New York City to improve and beautify Gov- 
ernor’s Island in connection with a public park, to be laid out on said 
island and on land adjoining and connecting therewith; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills, and the Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment to the deficiency bill, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask that the pending bill be laid aside in 
order to take up the Senate amendments to the Army appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, before making objection I would like 
to know whether the Army appropriation bill is on the Calendar of the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have been furnished with the Calendar of yester- 
day, and it is not on it. 





JULY 31, 


The CHAIRMAN. It has been placed upon the Calendar, possibly, 
since the Calendar was published. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was it placed upon the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. On Saturday it was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it was not placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It ought to be there, and the House so ordered. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. It may not be on the printed Calendar, but it is 


on the Calendar in the possession of the Clerk. The Calendar is not 


printed every day. 


Mr. SAYERS. I would like to know whether or not it has been 
actually placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. TheJournalshows that it has been; for on last 
Saturday the House referred the bill to the Committee of the Whole 


|} House on the state of the Union. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that it is upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that it was referred to the Calendar; 
but what I wish to know is whether the Calendar theClerk has actually 
contains the indorsement of that reference; in other words, whether 
the bill is upon the Calendar or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to know if it was put on when it was 
ordered by the House, or if it was put on the Calendar this morning ? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time it was ordered by the House. It 
is the duty of the Clerk to make up the Calendar from day to day, as 
ordered by the House. The Public Calendar, however, is printed but 
twice a week. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is dated on Monday, and it does not contain 
that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will look at the bill he will 
see by the indorsement upon it that it was placed on the Calendar last 
Saturday. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that. The only objection I make is 
that itis notactually on the Calendar. Ido not question that the order 
was made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itison the Calendar, unless the Clerk has been 
derelict in his duty. 

Mr. SAYERS. But not placed there on last Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated that it is on the 
Calendar. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I object tothe consideration of the pres- 
ent bill, and under the rules that objection must be reported to the 
House. I raise the question of consideration as between these two ap- 
propriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects to the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill, and asks that it be passed over for the 
present, and to that the gentleman from Texas objects. The commit- 
tee will rise and the Chair will report that objection to the House. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration general appropriation bills, had reached the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 10896 (the deficiency appropriation bill), when ob- 
jection was made to passing over the bill, whereupon the committee 
rose and the Chair reported the objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House pass 
over the bill to which reference is made? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, noes 
Om 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, a quorum not having voted, I demand 
tellers. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BuRNES and Mr. TOWNSHEND were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 67, 

So the House directed the committee to pass over the bill. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the bill (H. R. 10896) is 
passed over for the present, and the Clerk will report the next appro- 
priation bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the consideration of that bill, and 
ask that it be laid aside in order to reach the consideration of the Sen- 
ate amendments to the Army appropriation bill. I hope my friend 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will agree that by unanimous consent this 
may be done, so as to save the time going back into the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that my 
objection to the consideration of the Army appropriation bill at this 
time is predicated upon the character of the amendments that have 
been offered by the Senate to the House bill. Now, if the gentleman 
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vert our modes of procedure by taking from a committee which may 
perhaps be unfavorable to the views of the Senate the consideration of 
a subiect which this House has referred to it, and referring that sub- 


ject to another committee which may perhaps entertain a different view. | 
It is from that standpoint I wish to ask my friend from Illinois 
whether he is asking non-concurrence because he wants to defer to 
the will of this House, as indicated in its rules, that this matter shall 
not be treated in that way, but must be put upon a proper bill by the 
Senate and be considered and acted on by the proper committee of this 
Iouse—-whether that consideration has entered into the view of the 


Military Committee in instructing the gentleman to make this motion. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman want an answer now ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair desires to state that the motion which 
the gentleman from Texas desires to submitis not in order at this time. 
The Committee of the Whole can only recommend to the House non- 
concurrence; and when the question comes before the House the gen- 
tleman from Texas may then move non-concurrence with instructions. 
The Committee of the Whole can not appoint conferees and can notin- 
struct them. The only report this committee can make is a recom- 
mendation of concurrence or non-concurrence. Upon the report ofthe 
Committee of the Whole, it will be the province of the House to de- 
termine whether the conferees who may hereafter be appointed shall be 
instructed in reference to their duty on this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 aope the Chair will allow the gentleman from I- 
linois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to make a response to my question. I was 
not making any motion, but asking for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had no wish to interfere with any of 
the gentleman’s rights in regard to the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the Chair would not purposely do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair was stating the parliamentary pro- 
cedure, according to which, in the opinion of the Chair, it is in order to 
move to concur or non-concur in all of these amendments, but it is also 
the privilege of any member to call for a separate vote on any amend- 
ment. In order to preserve the regularity of parliamentary proceeding 
the amendments will now be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair decline to allow the gentleman from 
Tilinois to answer my question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all; but the Chair declines to entertain 
any business until the question has been properly placed before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. When the question has been properly stated it 
will then be open for discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have seen sometimes a different practice, when 
members have been allowed to obtain information. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thecorrect practice, in the opinion of the Chair, 
is to have the question properly stated in the first instance to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, is it not true that under the rules 
we can dispose of these amendments one at a time, instead of having 
them all read before we dispose of any ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the amendments was demanded; 
and as the motion which had been made covered all the amendments, 
it was the duty of the Chair to direct the Clerk to read all the amend- 
ments. It is the privilege of any member to call for a division of the 
question. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. My point of order 1s, that whenone of these amend- 
ments has been read it is the right of any member to demand a divis- 
ion of the question and a vote upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated. 

Mr. ROGERS. AsI understand, one amendment has been read, and 
a division on that has been demanded. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not the pending motion that of the gentle- 
man from I)linois, to non-concur ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
to non-concur in all these amendments; and the reading of them was 
demanded, as the Chair understood. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. “The gentleman from New Jersey demanded a 
division of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the gentleman’s right; but before the 


question can be put upon non-concurring in any of these amendments | 


they mustall be read, if it is insisted upon, because the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois included them all. The Clerk will read the re- 
maining amendments. 

Mr. LONG. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of all the 
amendments together be dispensed with, and that they be considered 
seriatim 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Willmy friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
allow me to suggest that the only amendments on which the gentleman 
from Texas desires to have an expression of the views of the House are 
those pertaining to the proposition relatirz to the establishment of a 
gun factory, the purchase of steel for coast-defense guns, etc. Now, 
it strikes me we shall economize time by allowing all these amend- 
ments to be read, and acting on them in gross. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is objection to acting on them in gross. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to dispensing with the 
reading, the Clerk will read all the amendments. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (interrupting the reading). All the amend- 
ments, from 28 to 32, inclusive, relate to an entirely different subject, 
and [ask my friends from Massachusetts and Texas to agreethat these 
may be non-concurred in in gross, as they do not relate to the question 


| about which the gentleman from Texas makes his objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, these amendments will be 
non-concurred in in gross. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Amendment numbered 33 was read, as follows: 


(33S For the manufacture or purchase and teats of cannon and carriages, includ- 
ing two 10-inch carriages maneuvered by power, one of which shall be a disap- 
pearing carriage, and also including those for the field and siege services; for 
the alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service guns ; 
for projectiles, and increased facilities for their manufacture, powders, fuzes, 
and implements, their trial and proof; for experiments in the means of pro- 
tecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughtsmen while employed in the 
Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, and for the necessary ex- 
penses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed at the proving ground 


|} and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 per diem while so 


employed, $600,000: Provided, That all purchases of materiais under this pro- 


| vision, excepting samples, shall be of American manufacture : Provided, That 


of the above sum $10,000 may be used for increasing facilities for the manufact- 
ure of projectiles, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The next amendment, numbered 34, relates to 
the Signal Service, and bears no relation to the proposition to which 
the gentleman from Texas desires an expression of opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report the 
next amendment. 

The Clerk read amendment numbered 35, as follows: 


(35) Src. 2, That the Secretary of War be authorized to enter into negotiations 
for the purchase of the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, directly south of 
the military reservation at West Point, belonging to the estate of Edward V. 
Kinsley, or so much thereof as he may deem necessary for the purposes of the 
Military Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of theirinterest in such land 
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing to sell such 
interests; and the Secretary of War is authorized to submit all offers so made 
and the question of the value of said 225 acres to a board to consist of three 
Army officers and three competent civilians, who shall make due investigation 
and report concerning said value; and the Secretary of War shall submit said 
offers and the report of said board, with his opinion, to Congress, at its next ses- 
sion. The expenses of said board and compensation at the rate of $10 a day for 
not more than ten days for each of the civilian members shall be paid from the 
appropriation for contingencies of the War Department. 

Sec.3, For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings 
and other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an army gun factory for 
finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet ar- 
senal, West Troy, N.Y.,in accordance with the recommendation of the Gun 
Foundry Board of February 16, 1884, $750,000. 

Sec. 4. For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel 
for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality and 
dimensions conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of 
the manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That no money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivered. 

Src. 5. The material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be purchased 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the Secre- 
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufactur- 
ers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days in the 
newspapers most likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That each 
bidder with whom such contracts shall be made shall agree to erect in the United 
States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, capable of mak- 
ing all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with the contracts, 
and shall further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each caliber, 
the time of the delivery of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy guns to 
commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for the 
largest calibers specified in the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contracts; and that all 
the material for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States, 

Sec. 6. Forthe purchase of submarine mines, for needful casemates, cable 
galleries, and appliances to operate submarine mines; for continuing torpedo 
experiments and for practical instruction of engineer troops in the details of 
torpedo service, $500,000, 

Sec. 7. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes and 
torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000, 

Sec, 8. The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,6,and7 shall be ayail- 
able until expended. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the demand for a division the vote will 
be first taken on amendment numbered 26, which the Clerk will again 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs to sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New York, $2,500. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that what I have to say 
on this subject may as well be said now as at any other time, and I 
would jike very much to have the attention of this committee to two 
propositions which I shall submit to them. 

The first proposition involves the dignity and the power of this House 
to regulate its own methods of procedure. This is a very grave ques- 
tion, and members should not lightly nor rapidly pass over its consid- 
eration. 

Mr, Chairraan, I wish to state, in the first place, that I have no per- 
sonal feeling in this matter. I have been resisting the immediate con- 
sideration of these amendments to the Army eeupelanien bill only 
that the House might have an opportunity not only of considering 
them in reference to the effect which their adoption might have upon 
the power and dignity of the House, but also because of their relation 
to an extravagant expenditure of the public money, which is not at all 
necessary at this particular time. 

By turning to amendment numbered 26, which has just been read, 
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it will be found that this, the first amendment of which I complain, | and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON 
provides for the repair of a sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New sofa kindred character and had them referred to ( 
; York, and proposes to appropriate the sum of $2,500 for this purpose. Military Affairs, and bill 8465 has been reported to t 
a At the commencement of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the powe rof | committee in lieu of 1 the report of the committ 
this House, so far as the question of considering and reporting bills | conclu the ‘ t each levéry mem - r 
e was concerned, was under consideration, the House allotted certain | of the } $ as rhe } ns 
powers to the different committees, and it was espec ially provided that | identically the same as the imendments. Now, w 
the q juestion of fortifications should bel iong solely and exclusive ly to | of the Senate when ) t bod 
the Committee on Appropriations. had 0 
e Th Sar Rules in reporting these rules uses this languag: \ the Fx 1 "i 
4 } P 
b The fortification bill, being one relating jointly to Army and Navy fort a- | the {thes ‘ 
tions and the pore yo ylic defense, is left with the Committee on Ap; : into law or not: and tl } | Co 
tions. had made record, a » soon as the A \ 
Now, the Committee on Appropriations has not neglected that duty ute that body abandoned its effort to induce the ¢ * 
A bill has been reported to this House providing for repairs of all kind nriations to avree wi t and the amendments v 
in accordance with the pol icy heretofore pursued by Congress. While | }i]] which under th 3 this House is + 4 
the Army bill was pending the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRa- for them. What. th e proposition 
cEY ], I believe, proposed an amendment, and after much discussion by te has bv its acti se amen 
gentlemen who are well acqainted with parliamentary usage and pro- | which the Hous im y decided t 
} cedure, the chairman ofthe committee, upon a question of order being | , ction of the ‘ ‘ ria 
raised as to the propriety of the amendment being placed upon the : the most 
sustained the point of order, and that was the last of it in this House, | ernment. 
' so far as the Military Committee is concerned, until now. This is the quest ry it ta W 
: I will ask the Clerk toread the amendment to which I have just r without objection or protest i up the 
' ferred, which is found on page 5804 of the RECORD, and also to read t ty ts own Nn ' f proc e? 
; ruling of the Chair as found upon page 5810. \rhe Senate micht ie propriet sve 
f The Clerk read as follows: ments to a bill emanating f 
Amendment to the bill (H. R.10234) making appropriati« the 1 ing o1 t I ¢ 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, ar I dor 7 S 
i a i 
For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages; for the a iaiaialias Tacit a4 
teration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service _ : 
jectiles, powders, fuzes, and implements, their trial and proof; for « ents | Ties ana I Liat | t 
B* in the means of protecting torepdo lines; for compensation of drat t en while re consistent with the ( ti t ( } 
employed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construct i for ndenendent of tha athe 
necessary expenses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed atthe } i ara aa 
f ing-ground and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 per dien but what i a é t 
; while so employed, $500,000 House oucht. i 1 ind et mant 140 acco 
i For the erection of the necessary structures, and for the purchase or ma ; a> a am 
; facture of machinery, tools, and fixtures, to enlarge the present plant at t Se athe : S 
Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., including the erection of t j stion it tha er é é i ) 
ficers’ quarters at a cost of not exceeding $10,000 each, $1 t e al iment 3 eX y t ( 
Mr. RANDALL, I raise the point of order against that amendm« mittee ¢ 6 was . ‘ , ’ ‘ 
* * * . * x se ous bh = 
r ~Cy 2 g(X : z The centlems fr Poa . AT; . 1} has ob er bee! ‘ trovertet ( é on M 
: The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SrrRinGer). The gentleman from Pennsylvania/ Mr. Ra 
‘ l r } } r , 4} : 7 ry 
5 DALI makes the point of order that th j sed amendment, ifreported at itary Affairs, in prep iy and repo! g Ft tho y l- 
k should be reported in the bill known asthe fortifications bill, which, by Rule | dieation of the true opinion of t t con mit te ta 
2 XI, clause 3, is committed to the Committee on Appropriations; and also that : at : ; . 
the clause in the second paragraph of this amendment providing for the n 1 question . , , 
tion of ‘necessary structures comes within the provisions of cla se f Rule ol ( Ins ( cord with t ~ ist 
XXI, asmot being a work already authorized by law. The Chair is of o7 1 + Su be , @ < Mr ¢ 
that the second clause of this proposition, namely, that which provides for the as thet 4 ' : 
erection of the necessary structures to en! urge the plant at Watery ena VEN Aporta tha A x CA} 
is not an object heretofore authorized by law. Additional structure , 1 | the most empnhat I r before the ) rt ! 
cover any kind of a publi uilding whic ch the Department might neces ferees of the two House 
sary for this purpose. Hence this is not a work previously author l by law a Bis ; . =, H - 
and that part of the amendment is obnoxious to clause 3, of Rule X XI, and t at BO CEPEeeeLOn 15 sven DY Sue 120Us0 U 
point of order is sustained pectit submit that the ttiement of t 
As to the other point, there might, perhaps be some d ibt as to what 1 this Hou will require tsmall t nd will be « e] | 
should be reported in. The attention of the Chair has been called by the ger ‘ , i “7? 
tleman from New York | Mr. TRACEY and others to clau Lof 1 XI,v a part ¢ 7 = ew de . 0 
provides that all legislation in reference to the military establishment and t the am its t ) f f 
public defense, including appropriation for its support, shall be referred to t elie th , ‘ 1 of g i 
Committee on Military Affairs. The attention of the Chair has als een called : : ’ : 
: to the decision of the gentleman who occupied the chair when the naval ap; 1 Ww . = oN “ PARA LA ‘ 
4 priation bill was under consideration at the last session of Congress At that | as to obviate any future difficulty of a simular nature I 
3 time the Chairman of the committee held that a proposition for the purchas dent as involved in the tion of the S e in th ma 
, of guns for the use of the Navy was an object previously provided for by law | , ; bah} : ’ 4 P 
4 and that the appropriation was a continuation of such work. ) au ,. -o —_ , 
3 rhe present occupant of the chair, had he presided at that ti: Ki id t ti will be bu i met 3 i ned 
i less have made a similar decision; but if it were now proposed to appropriat House for it wh pro : 
3 asum of money for the armament of ships it certainly would not be ntended | ; re 
~ } } . , ] i t t 
¥ that that was in order upon this bill, although it might be held to be necessar gs mulled , 
s for the public def The words “the public defense,” in clause 11 of Rule | the present instance. ! 1 House I 
: XI, refer to such public defense as is committed to the Army of the I te lations of the other 
3 States, and as clause 3 of this rule has committed the subject of fortificationsto | — legislation be 1 
the Appropriations Committee, all provisions for public defense t mad wie Baws US | 
fortifications should go to that committee, just as all provisions for the pu Again, Mr. Chairma : ndmen 
defense relating to the Navy should go to the Committee on Naval Affairs | jon for the in ed ‘ : ) 
The Secretary of a has transmitted to the committee certain letters, a 4 ( . ; : 
yee m one from the Chief of Ordnance, to the effect that this ap ropriat 2 “a ‘ cs ' , 
5 esired for the arn \ccoess of teriaiioeta ons. The Chair will take cognizance of | ibis time’ iS W p nding? <A 
a the fact that the proper off s of the Government who have communicated ir. with our? nt 
this matter to Congress have stated that the appropriation is for the purpos« peer oe : - 
providing armament for fortifications, and such being its object, it should be pro! ausy Ww , : . hyn a “— 
‘ reported in the fortifications bill as provided in clause 3 of Rule II * ; best authority upon the subject, thatt vat t arser S 
; For these reasons the Chair sustains the point of order as to both proposit 4 stituted. ean only ti e ab RM) 
; Mr. SAYERS. This ruling, Mr. Chairman, was concurred in by the If the $750,000 ite mbraced e amend 
’ committee, and I have never, either publicly or privately, heard t! we are advised b Ww 
3 ruling called in question. | officer in the Ordnance | 
t . ‘ . ; . 
4 I would have no objection to a simple non-concurrence if the mem- | within a sherter timé in fou 
; bers of the Committee on Military Affairs had not in the most solemn | the urgency or propriety for so 
3 and emphatic form committed themselves t to the policy of these amend- | It may be an ¢ 
4 ments. In making this remark I do not intend to reflect 1pon any | be very b t 
3 member of that committee, but in order that this committee may we!! | moment to som: 
% understand that in the absence of direct and positive instructions these But the n« 
amendments, when they go into aconference between the two Houses, | It would be a uselk ind 
if will have no opposition on the part of the conferees of the House | steel is becoming cheaper « 
a I wish to call attention to House bill 8465. The provisions of that | would suggest that the Gov - 


bill are word for word the same as these Senate amendments. Who | 
prepared that bill? The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] | 
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the conferecs on the part of the House should be instructed not to agre 
to these amendments or to any modification of them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The remarks that have been made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas wi 


reserved until a motion should have been presented to this House ask- 


bill by the Senate. The motion that I have submitted in obedience to 
the instructions of the Committee on Military Affairs is to non-concur 
in these amendments, and it seems that the gentleman from Texas is 
heartily in accord with the Committee on Military Affairs in that prop- 
osition. I therefore do not see that there is any ground for the point 
of order at this time upon the motion before the committee. As the 
gentleman has, however, made some remarks in regard to the rightful 


e | When we came to prepare the military bill we confined ourselves to 


| the precedents and the practices of this House which have prevailed 


uuld have been more pertinent if they had been | 


here ever since I have been a member, and I will say now to my friend 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that if he will examine the military bill as 


| it left the Committee on Military Affairs and left this House, he will 
ing for concurrence in the amendments that have been placed upon this | 


jurisdiction of these two committees, it is proper that Is hould say to | 


the House that the Committee on Military Affairs has alre ady in ref 
erence to the Tracey and Cutcheon bill, and the action of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs upon it, read and examined the rules of the 
House, and come to the conclusion that it had full jurisdiction of the 
bills that it reported upon that question; and I will now say that the 
Committee on Military Affairs was warranted in that by one of the 
rules which confers upon it jurisdiction in military affairs. 

In order to show that the Committee on Military Affairs was war- 
ranted in assuming that it had jurisdiction, I refer to the rule of 
the House which confers jurisdiction upon the several committees. I 
ask attention to the eleventh clause of Rule XI. After stating in the 
beginning that ‘‘all proposed legislation shall be referred to the com- 
mittees named in the following rule, as follows,’’ it provides that sub- 
jects relating ‘‘ to the military establishment and the public defense, 


tary Academy,’’ shall go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The House, then, by its rules has conferred upon the Committee on 
Military Affairs jurisdiction on all subjects relating to the military es- 
tablishment and the public defense and the Military Academy. Now, 
what is the nature of this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
just there? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am discussing the bill which the gentleman 
has been criticising. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lam not going to take you away from that. My 
question is right in that line. The gentleman, the chairman of the 
Conimittee on Military Affairs, has been reciting the jurisdiction of his 
committee, and he has read the rule on that subject, which provides 
that all subjects relating to the military establishment and to the pub- 
lic defense, including the appropriations for its support and that of the 
Military Academy, shall be referred to that committee. I wish now 
to ask the gentleman whether he wishes the Honse to understand that 
he thinks that the subject ct appropriations for fortifications is carried 
by that language to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman presents an entirely different 
question from that presented by the gentleman from Texas. Iam now 
addressing myself to the position taken by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAyeRs]. When 1 get through with him, then I shall be ready 
to meet the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT]. 

Coming back now to the question raised by the gentleman from Texas, 
I have read the rule which defines the jurisdiction belonging to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The House has assigned to that com- 
miitee all subjects relating to the military establishment; further, all 
subjects relating to the public defense; further, all subjects relating to 
the Military Academy. That is the jurisdiction of the Military Com- 
mittee. Now, I maintain that the bill which the gentleman has re- 
ferred to, and which the Military Committee some months ago reported 
favorably to this House, relates exclusively to the public defense and 
the military establishment, and I defy any gentleman to show that 
there is one word in that bill which does not relate to the military es- 
tablishment and to the public defense. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow mea question right there? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam now simply seeking to vindicate the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs in reporting the bill to which 
gentlemen have referred here 

Mr, CANNON. My question is right in that line. The gentleman 
claims that his committee has jurisdiction of all matters pertaining to 
the publfe defense; would that include revenue bills? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; because the raising of revenue is not 
a military operation; it is not a military act. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Military Affairs, upon ex- 
amination of the bill that was presented to it, came to the conclusion 
that it had jurisdiction, and I maintain that from the reading of the 
rule there can not be a single particle of doubt in the mind of any in- 
telligent man that the Committee on Military Affairs had full juris- 
diction in that case. 

Having jurisdiction of the question, and the bill being before us and 
the Committee on Military Affairs being of the opinion that something 
should be done to provide means for the defense of our coasts and har- 
bors, they presented to this House a bill which they believe is a wise 
and economical,measure and which should be speedily passed. That 
bill is now upon the Calendar. What further did that committee do? 





} 





fail to find a single provision in it which is not in accordance with the 
practice and precepts of this House governing the preparation of Army 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. SAYERS. Neither the gentleman ner any member of the House 
has heard me question any item in the military bill as it was reported 
by the committee. What I am questioning is what has been put upon 
the bill by the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam simply seeking to justify the action of 
the Military Committee in what it has done. My friend from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] seemed to be criticising the committee for having as- 
sumed to report back to this House a bill which had been referred to 
that committee by the unanimous action of the House. What should 
we have done with that bill? This House had passed judgment upon 
the nature of what is known as the Cutcheon and Tracey bill when it 
sent it to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that was the time for 


| the gentleman from Texas to have raised this question; and, as he is so 
jealous of the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations, I ask 


him why he did not, as a vigilant member of that committee, which we 
all know him to be, question at that time the right of the House to re- 


| fer the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs? 


Mr. SAYERS. In answer to the gentleman I will say that the first 
time I ever heard of the bill was after the Senate began to work upon 


; your military bill. I then examined the Calendar and found the other 
including the appropriations for its support, and for that of the Mili- 


bill, and saw that you and the Senate were walking into the same hole. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am sorry that my friend confesses to the 
House that he was more neglectful of his duties as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations than I thought he was. 

Mr. SAYERS. When the gentleman has worn his uniform and 
sword about four years longer he will find that it is impossible to watch 
the boys when they arerunning about at night. [Laughter.] He will 
find that he can not always keep his men inside of the line. The gen- 
tleman has had his sword and cockade on only a few months yet, and 
there is still danger of the sword getting between his legs and tumbling 
him over. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand it to be 
necessary that a member of Congress should wear a cockade or a mil- 
itary uniform in order that he may be qualified to represent the con- 
stituency that sent him here either as to questions affecting the mili- 
tary establishment or any other question concerning the inirests of 
this Government. 

3ut the gentleman is begging the question. I desire to hold him to 
this fact: That the House has twice conferred jurisdiction upon the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs over the bill to which he has alluded: first, 
when the rules were formed; and, second, when the House at this ses- 
sion, by its own deliberate act and without any question being raised, 
intrusted that bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. In response 
to the demand of the House for action on that bill the Committee on 
Military Affairs have exercised their conscientious convictions by re- 
porting it favorably to the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am informed that a point of order has already been 
raised on that bill reported by you. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not understand how a point of order can 
have been raised against it when it has been reported, placed on the 
Calendar, and never reached for consideration. ‘The gentleman may 
be able to conceive how a point of order can be raised on a bill that 
has not been called up for action. But that is a matter of no conse- 
quence—a mere trifle. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
will allow me, I will inform him that points of order can be reserved 
at the time a bill is reported from a committee, and that I made such 
a reservation in this case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, Mr. Chairman, let me come back to the 
point. The gentleman from Texas seems to be very much alarmed at 
the extravagance shown by this amendment. I am very much sur- 
prised that the gentlemarf should make a point like that, for I hold in 
my Hand a bill reported from the Committee on Appropriations by 
the gentleman from Texas himself, which contains not only these iden- 
tical provisions carrying all the money covered by the Senate amend- 
ment, but more than that, an increased appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not want the gentleman to make any mistake. 
Instead of appropriating $5,000,000, we propose to appropriate $1,- 
500,000. 

Mr. LAIRD. The “ mistake’ is that the gentleman from Texas 
and the Appropriations Committee do not propose to do anything and 
the Military Committee does. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hold in my hand the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Texas. It is entitled: 

A bill making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense— 

That word does not occur in the definition of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred on the Committee on Appropriations; it does occur in the state- 
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not « g, he aggregate, $13,215,438. ) er ¢ ne I y ta é 
And this amount, added to the sums directly ay priat ! l et ration 0 
hil makes over $19,000,000. I } ilso provid for a 


red to put the House in ] three from the A und 


Now, tl en, I have , 
these facts in order t how that the Committee on Military A rs « { 1 be taken wit ! ! 
ercised its rightful ion in reporting the bill. Upon qu At i rts are t made to Coz 
tion of extravagance, if there has been extravagance, it is not upon t propriations are made o1 is t ‘ 
Military Committee the charge would rest, but upon the Appr it the Governme! . 
Committee in overriding the estimates of the Department 1 n | be the better understood 
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But let us get down to the real question before the House. 1ember of 
tleman confesses that the Army appropriation bill reported ( 
Military Committee was a bill entirely within the jurisdict 
committee. It came from the committee without a clause ones : 
he could question. It passed the House without the addition of a eotimnhes ene: th: is 
to it which the gentleman would question. Now, the Sena pa ates for I 
certain amendments and placed them upon the bill. Have — - ; 
in that to arrogate to ourselves jurisdiction? Not at all. rhe 
When the Senate amendments came before the Military ‘ 
they unanimously authorized me to report the bill back with ; ; 
mendation to non-concur in every amendment. We have1 rh aneiaaneal ied ; 
any where to arrogate to ourselves a single a of au t : 
had not been conferred upon the committee by the rules of 
and I stand here now asking this House to non-concur 
ments, and to send them toa committee of conference, 
conferees to meet and do as they ought to do, act upon x 
ments and upon such information as the Senate conferees ma ; 
and when so acting upon their conscience and gment 8 
tives of thle House, they come back with a report from tha mec a: J 
then it will be in order for the House to determine wh 
meets with its sanction or otherwise : 
I reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois, } f 
ferred in the close of his argument to a lt h é ) é 
the House b > Committee on Appropri ) He \ ; 
very disi He alluded to the Intol approy \ 
that bill provides without reference to the time in v hich it 
pended, Now,I am d hat tl rep t V h omy? 
bill may appear in » in order that every 1 
the opportunity to to a 1in for hims 
acter of every provision recommended by the committ 
man from Illinois was opposed on last Saturday to t 
the Senate amendments in the REcorp. He said i 
pensive; but he comes here to-day and in ctly : S 
diate expenditure of $5, ( 00,000 for st el to be wasted, « 
the case may be, by the ordnance officers of the Government 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam sure my friend from Texas « 
to misrepresent my position. I am asking the House t gy 
proposition. But my friend places me in the position, « t 
do so, of prejudging the action of the House. Soa : 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman has placed himself in t enal in con: 
and he can not get out of it, because the gentleman concur t I te for 5 : 
port of a bill which has come to the House from his con tee 24. | 7. : : 


which is identically the same as some of the Senate amend: 
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This section also appropriates $1,500,000 for the purchase of rough-finished, 
oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high-power guns for coast defense, of 8, 10, 
and 12inch calibers. This sum should procure about 2,115 tons of steel forg- 
ings, which should furnish the material for about thirty 8-inch guns, twenty- 
four 10-inch guns, and twelve 12-inch guns. The finished weights of these guns 
will be 14 tons, 30 tons, and 51 tons, respectively, and the length of bore about 
82 calibers. 

The deliveries of the smaller forgings will begin within eighteen months from 
the date of contract, and the larger forging within from two and one-half tothree 
years; all the forgings should be/delivered within four years from the date of 
contract. The necessary contracts for the erection of the shops at Watervliet 
and procurement of tools and machinery would be promptly negotiated—as 
assurances are given that they will be—and the shops will be completed and in 
full working order within three years. 

The work should begin on the 8-inch guns as soon as the first forgings are de- 
livered., Itis expected that the entire sixty-six guns enumerated will be com- 
pleted within five years from the date of the first delivery of the forgings,or six and 
one-half years from the date of this act. No appropriation is made for the fin- 
ishing and assembling of these guns at this time, as it is not needed during the 
present fiseal year. The amount that will be ultimately required for the finish- 
ing and assembling of these guns will be about $760,000. With the shops full 
© equippe d and working to their full extent the output should be twelve @inch 

runs, seven 10-inch guns, and five 12-inch guns perannum, They will also ad- 
mit of turning out, in addition, a limited quantity of field and siege guns. 

Section 5. Under this section the Secretary of War is authorized to procure, 
under contract, a number of 12-inch breech-loading rifled mortars, cast-iron, 
hooped with steel, similar in construction and equal in power, accuracy, and 
endurance to the 12-inch experimental breech-loading, steel-hooped, rifled mor- 
tar now at the ordnance proving-ground. This experimental breech-loading 
mortar has been fired about two hundred rounds (a similar mortar, but muz- 
zie-loading, has endured a test of four hundred rounds) and has given a range 
of about 6 miles, using a shell of 630 pounds weight. It is strong, works satis- 
factorily, and has given an accuracy of fire that promises no inferiority to the 
Krupp steel mortar when it shali be mounted upon a suitable platform and 
carriage, 

As this mortar can be produced now in this country, and mortars are in great 
demand for coast defense, some seven hundred have been recommended for 
that purpose by the Fortification Board. It is believed that the procurement 
of a lot of fifty or more, which the amount appropriated in this section will pro- 
vide, is a step in the right direction. The steel hoops and breech-mechanism 
forgings should be delivered within three years, during which time the cast- 
iron bodies could also be procured, and the mortars themselves should all be 
completed within five years from the date of contract. 

Section 6 is drawn with a view of opening the field of gun construction to par- 
ties outside ofthe Government, to excite competition among the manufacturing 
establishments of the country to compete for this class of work, and thus result 
in the ultimate establishment of one or more gun establishments, independent 
of Government gun factories. Accordingly the section provides for the crea- 
tion of a mixed board of civilians and army officers. There are threo civilians 
and three officers, making a board of six members, with the provision inserted 
that noaction shall betaken by the board except with the concurrence of atleast 
five members thereof. This board has qunenal authority to examine and make 
recommendations in regard to inventions and designs for heavy ordnance, car- 
riages, platforms, protections, torpedoes, and other defensive appliances which 
may be submitted to it. 

Provision is made in this section for the presentation of experimental guns 
and carriages, to be subjected to test as directed by the board; for the payment 
for such experimental guns and carriages, should they prove to be satisfactory ; 
and the award of contracts for the procurement of a quantity of similar guns 
and carriages tothe parties presenting them. The bill contemplates that breech- 
loading steel guns of 12, 14, and 16 inch calibers, cast-iron breech-loading guns 
of 12-inch caliber, and 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron mortars will be presented 
to the board for test; and sufficient provision is made in the appropriation for 
the payment for at least two such types of each gun, mortar, and carriage, if 
successful, except for the 12-inch steel guns, for which sufficient is given to pay 
for five test guns; but the contracts are to be awarded only to the party pre- 
senting the best of such guns or carriages. 

It is required that the experimental guns shall equal in accuracy of fire, en- 
durance, and power the best existing guns of a like caliber of whatever mate- 
rial made; that the 12-inch cast-iron mortar shall equal in the same respects the 
i2-inch breech-loading steel-hooped mortar now at the proving-ground at Sandy 
Hook. Subject to these conditions, the bill provides that the Secretary of War 
shall contract, at a price reasonable in the opinion of the board, for the follow- 
ing guns, namely: 

For not less than fifty 12-inch breech-loading steel guns. 

For not less than twenty 14-inch breech-loading steel guns. . 

For not less than twenty 16-inch breech-loading steel guns. 

For not leas than thirty 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron guns. 

For not less than fifty 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron mortars, with carriages 
to correspond; subject to the proviso, thatthe carriages contracted for ehall not 
exceed in number the guns and mortars that at the time of the contract have 
been contracted for. 

The estimated money value of these contracts may reach to $13,255,438, which 
is proportioned as follows: 


For thee purchane Of GOOG) GIB is a.c0r essen csccsinccsisenevescssecccvesssssnanenencnnscseiis $8, 804, 980 





For the purchase of 12-inch cast-iron guns..... 750, 000 
For the purchase of 12-inch cast-iron mortars 209 300, 000 
For the gun-Carriages...............:csecccscsssseseesees ww» 03,446, 457 
Yor the mortar-carriages................ Stekeeudnuneh esanie Sonntapanetiresweanehedag mpciniente 50, 


It is estimated that in order to complete and test the experimental guns and 
mortars named in the bill the time required will be approximately as follows 

For the 12-inch cast-iron mortars, sixteen months, 

For the 12-inch cast-iron guns, twenty months. 

For the 12-inch steel guna, four years. 

For the l4-inch steel guns, four and one-half years. 

For the 16-inch guns, five years. 

The carriages to be tested with the guns. 

And that fifty 12-inch cast-iron mortars can be completed ready for delivery 
in three years, thirty 12-inch cast-iron rifles in nine years, fifty 12-inch steel 
guns in ten years, twenty 14-inch steel guns in eleven years, and twenty 16-inch 
steel guns within thirteen years from the date of the act. 

The prospective expenditures under the contracts to be made will be distrib- 
uted approximately as follows: 

Between the date of the act and June 30, 1892...............00 wesbapimeneenine . $1,165,000 


Between June 30, 1892, and June 30, 1895. 
Between June 30, 1895, and June 30, 1898.. 





Between June 30, 1898, and June 30, 1901..............00 paséunnes eet osenees la 4, 000, 000 


Or the guns and carriages may all be completed and delivered in about thir- 
teen years from this date. These estimates are based upon the representations 
of the manufacturers of cast-iron guns, and on the supposition that the producers 

of steel guns will provide facilities for manufacture at least equal to those pro- 
posed for the Government by the Gun Foundry Board. 

A sum of $1,937,670 has been allotted for expenses attending the transporta- 
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tion, test, and purchase of the successful test guns, mortars, and carriages, 

And an additional sum of $500,000 to enable the board to make all needful and 

proper investigations, experiments, and tests to ascertain, with a view to their 

utilization by the Government, the most effective guns, projectiles, fuzes, tor- 
pedoes, armor plates, multicharge guns, etc., and methods of conversion of 

Parrott guns, and to make such further test of ‘the 12-inch breech-loading cast- 

iron rifle now at Sandy Hook as they may deem desirable, and for other gen- 

eral experimental purposes. 

The expenses of the board are limited to $20,000 perannum. These three items 
for test, experiments, and expenses of board amount to $2,477,670, which is the 
sum appropriated by the bill for the purposes of the board ; it is made avail- 
able for six years, the same period as named in the bill during which the board 
shall continue. Provision is made inthis section that the Government shall not 
thereby be involved in an expenditure in any one fiscal year in excess of $2, 
500,000. The board is required to make annual report of its operations to tho 
President of the United States for transmission to Congress,and must submit 
estimates of appropriations necessary to carry out contracts authorized in the 
bill, together with an itemized statement of expenditures. 

The following letters from the Chief of Ordnance contain information con- 
cerning the Watervliet arsenal and the guns now under fabrication by the War 
Department: 

ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 5, 1888. 

Sir: In reply to vour letter dated April 30,1888, requesting items of informa- 
tion in regard to six guns and one mortar under fabrication by the Ordnance 
Department, I have the honor tosubmit the following, namely (naming the guns 
in the order given upon the printed slip ‘‘ Section 5,’’ inclosed with your letter): 
1. One 10-inch breech-loading steel gun, wire-wrapped, with longitudinal bars, 

on Woodbridge plan: 

SP i Oc irusdesh serchdons oossudedenus cecsbebousiteubebscescedees ésusesvibntesdenous ceasesvebscsoets $15, 000 
Estimated additional cost to complete. ............cccceecseeereeseeenes ical 20, 000 

Estimated time required to complete, eighteen months. 

2. One 10-inch breech-loading steel-hooped gun: 

a i so ses ann mboimiopecindee sectional $26, 395 
Estimated additional cost to complete............ccccceseeseeeees eesesceccore 

Estimated time required to complete, ten months. 

3. One 10-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, wire-wrapped 
ID sh citicatties dieomeds sina salabeuntavinsneeaie uh Aindidles shbipobtedntentanhapedbninatinaihiy $24, 000 
Estimated additional cost to complete 1,500 

Estimated time required to complete, three and a half months, 

4. One 8-inch breech-loading steel-hooped gun: 

ITO iti cintatisitceniensn dda peceaiephcubihen Aawendbhs shbadranendtqandectconondnscnshnenseetes $18, 885 
Estimated additional cost to complete.. 5, 000 

Estimated time required to complete, eight months. 

5. One 12-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, stcel-tubed : 
acripavecdéveccvcannveatnatipatonetouued adcpetateins Wiebietedtechiciceeivtsktaasagicl $29, 250 
Additional cost to complete 10, 000 

Estimated time required to complete, three months. 

The $10,000 required to complete this gun is covered by contract with the 
South Boston Iron Works, extended by urgent deficiency bill approved March 
30, 1838. No further appropriation is needed for completing the gun. 

6. One 12-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, hooped, and tubed with steel, on 

the French system: 

RDO: GRID. a cnsistiredsveienssincissponssenenecccersemoseoronnreeeses benanenonndiienl $49, 568 

This gun has been accepted and paid for under contract with the South Bos- 
ton Iron Works, extended by urgent deficiency bill approved March 30, 1888. 

7. One 12-inch breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, hooped with steel: 

I IE, WNC a centres cn cntesetntns scndegnsscunsee wases atu yoit tisueutbessnsceesiesies $13, 466 

In regard to carriages for these guns, the Department has on hand several of 
old type, or such as have been constructed for proof purposes, and the test or 
proof-firing of all the guns can be made without puumasing additional carriages 
for that purpose. In order, however, to test improved types of carriages, a 

matter which the Department has been compelled to postpone in recent years 
owing to lack of appropriations, the following estimates for carriages to be pur- 
chased for use in connection with the proof of these guns are herewith sub- 
mitted, namely: 


8. For one 10-inch hydro-pneumatic disappearing gun- er Gietihid onaond $20, 000 




















For one gun-carriage shield.. 8, 000 
For foundations for carriage. 3, 000 
9. For one 10-inch hydraulic barbette eae 15, 000 
For foundations for carriage .. 2,500 
10. For one 12-inch hydro-pneumatic mortar- “carriage. ‘ 9, 000 
For foundations for carriage........ sivalbaninipaeiigibedbdeenneheeass eet soccastevecocstess 2,500 


From the preceding it will be seen that the four guns first named are not yet 
completed, whilst for the two remaining guns and one 12-inch rifled mortar one 
of the guns and the mortar are completed, and the money is available for the 
completion of the other gun. 

A summary of all the items gives: 

Cost of six guns and one mortar to date, being the total amount ex- 


pended or covered by outstanding Contract .............ccccccecsesceseeeeeecensee $186, 564 

The estimates submitted for appropriations to be made are: 
Estimated additional cost required to complete four unfinished guns.. 34, 000 
Estimated aggregate amount required for pare? test of six guns and one 

mortar, as itemized upon the printed slip “ Section 5,’ inclosed with 

the committee’s letter dated April 30, 1888...............:cscsessesssseeseerseeneres 124, 000 
Estimated cost of three carriages of improv ed ae ~ e items 8, 9, and — 

with foundations, etc.. a om 60, 000 


Respectfull our ‘obedient ‘servant, 
" wee CHAS, 8S. SMITH, 


Capt., Ord. Dept. U. 8S. Army, Acting Chief of Ordnance. 
The CHAIRMAN SUBCOMMITTEE ON FORTIFICATION BILL, 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., July 25, 1888. 

Sin: In response to your letter of this date, I inclose a sketch of the Water- 
viiet arsenal, showing its Jocation, site of buildings, etc. 

The extent of the arsenal grounds is 105 acres, valued at $150,000. 

The inventory value of all the buildings, motive power, and shop fixtures 
therein, is $832,287. 

The workshops consist of, namely: Workshop, two stories, 282 feet by 51 feet; 
workshop, two stories, 654 feet by 54 feet; blacksmith-shop and brass wy pens 
one story, 222 feet by 47} feet; and these ‘are used for the manufacture of artil- 
lery carriages, artillery harness, infantry and cavalry equipments. 

There are also store-houses and magazines for the storage and issue of the 
above manufactures and powder and niter. 

The average annual disbursements at this arsenal during the past twelve years 
has been about $125,000 per year. 

One of the large lumber store-houses, a two-story brick building, 392 faet by 
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it dug in it, all at an expense of abo 200K and in it st 
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establishment of the gun-shop there in 1 
are unsuited both in position and character for alters 



















gun factory. Careful examination in this respect was nm h by ( 
Foundry Board and by a board of ordnance officers appointed in 1887 to make 
recommendation in regard to plans for the alteration ot the brick timber-shed 
for the present gun-shop, which is located on high ground, with good: foul 
ions, and contiguous to the ground selected by the Gun Foundry Board 
» for the proposed gun factor : ' 
> inclosed map shows five sets of officers 1arters, namely 
Commanding officer's quariers. 
Post surgeon’s quarte 1 quarters for three assistants, one of w! 
post quartermaster and post commissary. 





In the Book of Estimates, page 176, is an item for two sets of officers’ quarters 

















not to exceed $10,000 each These quarters are necessary now under « ting 
circumstances, in order that more officers may be stationed there and ; ed « 
the work now going on, and in the event of a large appropriat made 
these quarters will be an absolute necessity, otherwise the o 
live outside the arsenal and receive commutation of quarters 
desirable in every respect and not for the interest of the Government. 
Respectf y, your obedient servant, 
S. V. BENET 
By ( Chief of ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN CoMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
House of Representatives 
Concluding, Mr. Chairman, the bill emanating from th« { 
intinr nat anliv roOneriv enree for } ‘overnmen?t + 
on Appropriations not only properly cares for the Government ws 





but it also calls upon the manufacturers of the country and 
them if they will produce and deliver guns acceptable in every respect 
and equal to the best in the known world, the Government will, I 
they have been fully and satisfactorily tested, accept their productions 
and will pay for them, but the Government can not and will not tak 
any risk. 

Under the plan which is advised by the Committee upon Militar 
Affairs, the Government will manufacture its own guns, and of cou 
will take all risk as to defects, : 









-cidents, and failure of good result 
Which is the better policy Congress must decide. For myself I hav 
no hesitancy in expressing the opinion that it will be the part of w 


dom to adopt the course recommended by the Committee on App 
ations. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not expect that this debate would cor 
at this time and I am not prepared to submit any lengthy rem 
but I think the committee ought to face the situation just as it presents 
itself to them to-day. We have before us the Army appropriation 
with certain Senate amendments attached. Thequestion of order whi 
might have been raised here, as to whether they would have been 
mane when the bill was pending in the House and upon its passage, 
has nothing whatever to do with the present situation. They are | 
and are either to be concurred in or non-concurred in, one or the othe 
and we have to face that question. We can not dictate to the Senate as 
to what amendments they shall put upon our appropriation bills, 
when their amendments come here all we have to do is either to 
cur or non-concur in them. 

What is the situation that we find before us here? I have in my 








hand a report from the Committee on Appropriations submitted by the 


gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS], made, I think, on July 26, and 
I find that one of the first sentences is this: 

No appropriation has been made for fortifications and the armament thereof 
during the past two fiscal years 

We all have a very distinct and vivid recollection of the fact— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before my friend passes to the considera- 
tion of the merits or demerits of the Senate amendments I would like 
to hear him on these two propositions: first, as to the right of the Sen- 
ate to attach an amendment to an appropriation bill which is at war 
with the provisions of the rules of the House; and, second, if they have 
done so in this case, what is the proper proceeding for the House to 
pursue to enforce its rules and maintain its dignity ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iwill reply briefly; I do not think either Hous 
ean control the other. I remember distinctly in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, of which my friend from Ohio was a member, that the Sen 
ate took a little internal-revenue bill and attached to it a measure pro- 
viding for the revision of the entire tariff schedules of the Government 
The House passed it and my friend from Ohio voted forit. They do 
such things very frequently; and yet the Constitution remits all mat- 





ters relating to the revenue—all bills for raising revenue—to the House 


of Representatives, and the rules of the House place them in the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think, however, that is not a parallel case. 


There was no rule of the House which prevented such an amendment | non-concur in this legi 


in the House. 


' 
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But there is al 1 the gentleman’s bill the same provision for this 
same gun factory at Waterviiet. The next provision of the Senate 


amendment, which is amendment 33, is for the manufacture or purchase 
and testing of cannon and carriages. 
Now, I submit that the armament of the Army is a matter for the 


Military Committee. 

The armament of the artillery of the Army is just as much a matter 
for the Military Committee as the armament of the infantry or cavalry. 
It makes no sort of difference whether the armament be of light field 
batteries or the armament of heavy batteries, it is part of the Army. 
The Army must operate the h eavy batteries as well as light batt ries 
The Army must garrison the fortifications where the heavy guns wou! Id 
be placed, and these guns are a a of the armament of the Army. 

What is the next provision? Having provided for the erection of an 
Army gun factory it then provides for the material with which to op- 
erate the gun factory. It provides for the purchase of a certain amount 
of gun steel. The bill of the gentleman from Texas does the same; 
the only difference is the amount. 

Now, upon thisthe Military Committee report in favor of $5,000,000 
worth of gun-steel, and his committee favors $1,500,000 worth of gun- 
stec!. The object of the larger amount is simply this: tomake the con- 
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until three, four, or five years from this time, but we want to puta 
sufficient appropriation under the control of the Secretary of War to 
enable him togiye out propercontracts. Contracts that shall encourage 
and induce competition, and eventually cheapen the cost to the Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. RYAN. Have we not got plants that will make 12-inch guns 


| now? 


| but not 10 and 12inch guns. I beli 
preparing to make heavier forgings 


tract large enough to induce private parties or corporations to create the | 


necessary plant to produce gun-steel for heavy guns. If youauthorize 
the purchase of only $1,500,000 worth there is no such inducement. 


No institution can afford to create a plant sufficient to make steel for | 


8, 10, or 12 inch gun 
to-day one institution, 
the 8-inch guns. That isthe Bethlehem Steel Works in Pennsylvania; 
and to authorize a purchase of a million and a half is to give the con- 
tract to them, because there is nobody to compete with them. Instead 
of inviting competition as the gentieman desires, it is absolutely de- 
stroying competition by giving the contract to the only institution pre- 
pared to take it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I suppose that in the preparation of this 
bilMthe gentlemen of the Military Committee conferred with the offi- 
cers of the Ordnance Corps ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We did. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know what testimony they gave 
to you, but they assured us that $1,500,000 for the purchase of steel 
was ample and more than they could use, and if an appropriation is to 
be made for four or five million dollars’ worth of steel, after they have 
told us that $1,500,000 is ample, there must be some reason for it. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that the 
House bill in its present form was draughted in the Ordnance Office by 
the Chief of Ordnance. We sent upto him House bill 1555, which was 
the bill originally introduced by myself, and we received back from the 
Ordnance Office House bill 8465, which, without the change of a word 
or any change except the transposition of a section, was the bill re- 
ported. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is proper I should say to my honorable 
friend, if he deems it no interruption, that the soul of the Ordnance 
Oflice, its aggressive energy and ability, was before our committee, and 
I appeal to my colleagues here whether I am not correct in the state- 
ment that he assured us that $1,500,000 was ample. 

Mr. SAYERS. He said that it was an abundance, and that it would 
last them for six years. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand perfectly that $1,500,000 is suffi- 
cient for all the steel that can be worked within the ensuing year; but 
I do maintain that when we have before us a general plan of forti- 
fications reported by the fortifications board it is wise economy that 
in inviting proposals, the very object of which is to create private 
plants, and numerous private plants, which may compete with each 
other, we should offer contracts large enough to induce the creation 
of such plants. 

Mr. SAYERS. Captain Smith, of the Ordnance Bureau, says that 
all the steel he can possibly consume for one year in the present con- 
dition of the Watervliet arsenal is $200,000. worth. 

Mr. GEAR. In the present condition of the arsenal. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. And he further says that it will take him 
at least four years to expend the $750,000 in improving the appliances 
at Watervliet to manufacture 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch guns, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not want any scare- 
crows here. Let us look at the provision as it stands in the Senate 
amendment. It reads: 

For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12inch caliber, in quality and dimensions 
conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stage of the manu- 
facture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $5,000,000 : Provided, That no 
money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delivere }. 

Before the steel can be accepted it must be created. Before the forg- 
ings can be created the plant must be established. This meney will 
not be paid out this year. A good deal of it will not be paid out next 
year, nor the year after, but the Secretary of War ought to have au 
thority to offer a contract sufficiently large to induce these companies 
to create a plant sufficient to produce the steel. It is required that the 
steel shall begin to be delivered, the small forgings in eighteen months 
and the large forgings in three years. This steel will not be delivered 


for a contract of a million and a balf. There is 


and only one, that can create these forgings for | 


| this legislation. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 


can make 6 and 8 inch guns 


hem Works are 


I think not. They 
ve that the Beth] 





Mr. RYAN. Is not this limited to 12-inch guns? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; it provides for 8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch 
guns. We have three establishments that can produce 6-inch guns, 
one that can produce 8 and 10 inch guns, and none that can make 12- 
inch guns at the present time. 

Mr. RYAN. Have not the Department got a cont 
12-inch-guns ? 

Mr. BURNES. They have. 

Mr. RYAN. Then we must have a plant that can supply those guns. 

Ir. CUTCHEON. Not at present; but they take the contract and 
then prepare themselves to do the work. Section 5 provides that th: 
material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be purchased in 
accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose the 
Secretary of War is authorized to make 


mtracts with responsible steel 
manufacturers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than 
thirty days, in the newspapers most likely to reach the said manufact- 
urers. It simply provides for the manner of making the purchases, 
the same as the bil! of the gentleman from Texas does. 

Section 6 provides for the purchase of submarine mines. Section 7 
provides for the purchase of submarine torpedoes, etc. Now I desire 
to say that there is not a single provision in the Senate amendments 
that is not in the bill of the gentleman from Texas, except simply as to 
the amount of steel. The gentlem: in therefore admits the propriety of 
He is in favor of the legislation, and he knows that 


ract out now for 


| he can have it now toacertainty; and yet, upon a mere punctilio, upon 


a mere point of parliamentary etiquette, he would reject the Senate 
amendment and thereby destroy the possibility of this legislation at 
the present session of Congress; because, Mr. Chairman, unless we ac- 
cept this opportunity, even if the gentleman should get a chance to 
bring up his bill hereafter and send it to the Senate, it would not reach 
them until they were in the very midst of the discussion of the tariff 
bill, and when they get through with that, if they ever get through 
with it, they will want to go home. 

Ife knows perfectly well what the fate of this bill was in the Forty- 
ninth Congress; that in the first session it went to conference and 
staid in conference during the recess; that the two Houses of Congress 
continued the conference through the entire second session, and that 
the bill died in conference at the end of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

If thisis right legislation, as the gentleman admits by reporting such 
legislation himself—and I have his report in my hand—if it is legisla- 
tion which the country needs, if the Senate has sent it to us in such a 
form that we can now secure this legislation, then, although the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has instructed its chairman to report in favor 
of non-concurrence in all these amendments in order that we might 
have at once a full and free conference with the Senate, I am here as 
one member of that committee to say that I do hope the amendments 
will prevail, that they will be finally concurred in and become a part 
of the legislation of this country. 

While I shall vote with my committee in favor of non-concurrence, 
yet if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], when the proper time 
comes, shall endeavor to secure instractions to the committee of con- 
ference in regard to their action, I shall oppose with whatever ability 
I may have all such instructions. I want to see a committee of three 
gentlemen of the House and three gentlemen of the Senate sit down 
and consider this bill in view of its provisions, in view of the history 
of past legislation, in view of the necessities of the country, and, un- 
trammeled, do that which to them may seem wisest and best to be 
done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the frank manner in which the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHroN] has met this issue relieves me 
of some little difficulty 1 might have had in expressing my own con- 
ceptions of the situati»:. The gentleman has told us that the Senate 
of the United States, in view of the past struggles to obtain appropria- 
tions for coast defenses, cast their eyes in the direction of the House to 
speculate as to what might be accomplished here, and found that two 
bills had been introduced and referred to the Military Committee of 
this House; that these bills contained very important provisions for 
coast fortifications which were acceptable to them, and so they selected 
the Army appropriation bill upon which to place this amendment. 
They caleulated that their best way to operate upon this House was to 
take away from the Committee on Appropriations a subject which had 
been committed to it by the House under its rules, and to give the sub- 


ject to a committee which, under our rules, has no jurisdiction of it; 


because, considering the action of individual members, they believed 
that by this method they could reach aresult satisfactory to themselves. 
I believe the gentleman from Michigan has stated the matter frankly ; 
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y friend fr il [ s i 
tion, read from Rul { { t ( 
Milita I \ l ittent t 
rect of eations ele ito Com tee o \ : i 
and a im how in the light ot the lancuage the : he « 
maintain that appropriations for fortifications cor xo properly to 
committee, he answered me by saying that | vas sing ywubl 1 3 
lf to the argument of the gentleman from T ; (nd t] ‘ i 
: e remark that no in igent man « I ( @ { 
mm M ta A vad sdict I 
I] W : ! ( 
i on t nfere! i é t ( t 
: Te t ] v 1 the enate 1 tine 
ertain] 3 telligent then The « t 
man of the Committee of the Whole, as has b 1s vn by the proceed | ib ) : ; | t 
ings read t he House, has rt 1 in opposition to the view of the i [ i ) 
tleman. His view has been controverted by various gentlemen int tos ! i 
House on many occasions, Therefore, he does not meet this qu ; } i } wd thal 


by any such answer. ‘ J t 


lhe proper means of ascertaining the meaning of ‘‘ appropriat ‘ 
fortifications ’’ is by ¢ ng to your fortificatior lls and s ne 
subjects have been « raced in those bills. You will find that t is W 





Committee on Appropriations in such bills has uniformly reported pro ) ) 





visions for this class of fortifications. and t 3 is heen « 
any question. Thus you have the conch he Hou ‘ 
sentatives as to what a fortification bill is 
There can therefore be no question in m ind, Mr. Chair: l 
; if this proposition were reported to this House on the Army app 
ation bill by the Committee on Military Affairs, you would again rt 
: as you have ruled in the past, that it is not ge ne to the bill 
; Now, sir, I ask if something is not due from that high body at 
J other end of the Capitol to this, the other branch of the legislative be nn ! 
2 LI “ . ‘4 . r 
assembled here, the representatives of the Ame1 in people ? la 
is worthy of that body to attempt todo what the gentleman from M 
n has said was their purpose? Ll ask 11 16 1s xthy ot this blouse 
ymit toit? I ask if this House, and especially gentlemen on t : 











side of the House, are willing to justify their tl 

tion by the precedent cit y the gentleman to 

t action of the Senate in taking a little int ol He 

House, attaching as an amendment a tariff bil ta nu 

jurisdiction of the whole subject of the tariff la I ‘OWNSH 

alleged amendment to the other? Are gentlemen on this side of 1 sing debat ‘ 


House willing to conform to that precedent? Are they willing tos - esires to be LJ 
tion it? Mr. REED I lt 

I apprehend, sir, that there is no man on this side of the aisle who | that this is not a pa ( id 
would indorse that action; and the same purpose is evidenced here. It | ished if the House of Representat t l 
is to take the jurisdiction from the persons to whom the House has | which he assumes on this « 





2 Aa th een se 


7104 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ee _————__— »- ht  EA 


is an independent body. The House of Representatives is also an in- 
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the European guns can carry. The nature and power and capacity of 


dependent body. Each one of them under the Constitution has the | that gun are as well known and ascertained as the power and capacity 
right, the permanent right, to make rules for its guidance, but neither | of the mogul type of railroad engine. ‘The proposition on the one part 


one of them has any right to make rules for the guidance of the other. 

A proposition so fundamental as that I never expected to see dis- 
puted by a gentleman of the character and standing of the gentleman 
from Georgia. Nor did I expect to hear him argue the proposition he 
has presented. His proposition, in a word, is this: That because 
the rules of this body distribute certain bills to certain committees 
therefore the Senate must conform to the House rules in the amend- 
ment of these bills. Did any man ever hear that right contended for 
in this way before? How can this House insist that the Senate shall 
conform to its rules? By parity of reasoning the Senate rules would 
also envelop the House, and we should find ourselves covered by 
rules not made, according to the Constitution, by the body controlled 
by them, but by another body separate and independent. Can lan- 
guage add anything to the absurdity of such a position as that? We 
have the right to amend Senate bills according to our will and pleas- 
ure, and no man on earth would resent an attack upon our right thus 
broadly stated more quickly than the gentleman from Georgia. We 
could not live under such a regulation for an instant. We have the 
right to amend any Senate bill to the full extent of our wisdom and 
judgment. 

If we choose to control that judgment by certain rules that is an 
expression of our will and nothing else. We can not control the other 


body by our rules any more than it can control us, and is the House to | 


be allowed to be betrayed into a position in conflict not merely with 
the Senate of the United States, for we could stand that, but with 
common sense, which we can not stand? How is it possible to answer 
that idea? How is it possible for gentlemen to do by indirection 
what they can not do by direction? Can this House say to the Senate, 
‘*We will not pass these amendments of yours even if we agreed to 
them with our judgments, because you have violated our rights by 
amending a bill which you had a perfect right to amend, and we are 
determined to limit your right of amendment to such an extent that 
you must amend in accordance with the rules we have set up in this 
House?’’ 

Just think of it; just think of the position this House would be 
in on a question of this sort raised on an appropriation bill as im- 
portant as that which carries the expenses of the Army of the United 
States. No conference committee could stand upon it. No sensible 
man in this House could look a United States Senator in the face and 
make any such kind of talk. Gentlemen may do so here. They may 
lash themselves into a state of fury about this matter and talk about 
breasting the Senate. Why, you can not breast anybody on that. No 
man can for an instant sustain himself in a controversy with a man 
who is half-way intelligent upon any such ground asthat. The Hotse 
of Representatives is an independent body. The Senate of the United 
States is equally independent, and we are undertaking to fetter them 
in their amendments to our bills, a thing which everybody knows is 
not within our power. Such a course is not reasonable. It will not 
be pretended that it is reasonable, nor will the House upon a pretense 
of that kind permit itself to be put in such an absurd position as that. 

To come now to the merits; let us here consider what is here pre- 
sented tous. We have a great country with an immense extent of sea- 
coast. It is true that there is not one chance in a hundred of war, 
there is not one chance, perhaps, in a thousand for war, and yet if we 
should ever have war there awaits us, unless we are better prepared 
than we are to-day, a national humiliation more terrible than was ever 
inflicted upon any nation on the face of the earth. 

Modern guns we have not kept up with. Exhausted and wearied by 
our long war, we threw aside all improvements in gunnery and allowed 
ourselves to drift away behind the rest of the world—we who at the 
close of the war were the foremost military nation under the sun. 
Now, while we are in that condition, what is the state of affairs on the 
other side of the water? Nay, what is the condition in South America 
among those little states? Why, they have great guns capable or 
throwing with accuracy—lI hardly dare to state how far, but more than 
half a dozen miles. 

We have not a gun to-day in this country that can compete with guns 
that can be sent over here in ten days from the coast of England—not 
a gun. Their ships could lie outside of the farthest range of any gun 
that we have, and could lay every city upon our Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts under tribute. That would be not only a pecuniary loss, but it 
would be a weightier loss than that; it would be an utter disgrace to 
us. What are we todo then? Are these guns to be built in an in- 
stant? Can we do as nations used to do, prepare ourselves for war 
after the declaration of war? Every man here knows that we can not. 
Tn from ten to twenty days after a declaration of war by any European 
power this country would be at the mercy of that power, and{not a 
gun could be built to meet their 16-inch guns in, I venture to say, less 
than three years, and I should be inside of the truth if I said in less 
than five years. P 

There are two plans between which we have to choose. The first is 
to build the gun which is now known to be the best gun in the world, 
the built-up steel gun, which will carry a projectile the distance which 








is to build that kind of a gun in reasonable numbers, and $5,000,000 
is unreasonable only because it is too small an amount for us to expend 
for that purpose. 

The other proposition is—and it is a proposition which I have no spe- 
cial interest in—that we shall build some gun that is going to be in- 
vented to-morrow or nextday. Isay the plain dictate of common sense 
for a nation as wealthy as ours is to build the best gun that can be 
built to-day, because it will not become obsolete during its lifetime, 
even if better guns be invented; and then if there is any better gun 
that can be;built to-morrow, let us build that, too. But let us attend 
to the business of to-day. 

There is another matter behind this that we want to consider. 

The building of these guns requires trained, skilled workmen, work- 
men not merely trained individually, but trained to work together. 
One of the strongest reasons why we have not built anything better 
than a 10-inch gun is that we have not had the necessary skilled and 
trained labor, and it takes a long time for men to learn how to do this 
work effectually. Let me give you an example. When the Bessemer 
Steel Works at Johnstown were set up the best they expected them to 
do was sixteen turns aday; but after training their workmen they man- 
aged to do forty-eight turns, I think, with the same workmen with 
whom they had expected to do only sixteen. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and forother 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, under its previons order, stands adjourned until 12 o’clock 
to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. hk. 11051) granting a pension to 
Wesley McTaylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to 
Clara M. Owen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11053) for the relief of Jay Lyn- 
don Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11054) for the relief of Samuel J. Barnard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11055) granting a pension to Daniel 
Shrawder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11056) granting a pension to Ann 
Maher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11058) for the relief of Charles 
C. Pickett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11059) for the relief of Seaborn 
Fossett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11060) for the relief of John Am- 
stutz, sr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11061) erecting a monument at Fort Recovery, 
Mercer County, Ohio—to the Committee on the Library. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of Isaac Hewitt, of Tuscaloosa County, 
and of Richard Files, administrator of Louisa C. Stevenson, of Walker 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of E. F. Jones, of George W. Haughton, 
of B. E. Craven, and R. E. Carter, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers in the claim of Asa Williamson, of Cle- 
burne County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition to place the name of Jay Lyman Har- 
rison on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Jacob Snider, and of Charles Schneider, 
of Knox County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of citizens of Hopkins County, Ken- 
tucky, for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Morton’s Gap, Ky., in favor of House 
bill No, 8716—to the Committee on Labor. 
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By Mr. POST: Petition of Stephen S. Tripp, to pension Margaret 
Gray, mother of Wilson S. Gray, of Company G, Eleventh Illinois Cay 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Heloise Hawkins, widow of Austin 
R. Hawkins, of Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of G. Schnesitzer and 19 others 
in favor of a general pension act—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Vesuvius, Law- 
rence County, Ohio, for amendment to the interstate-commerce law 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of citizens of West Washington, D. C 
relative to the Freedman’s Savings Bank and Trust Company—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 





The following petition in favor of House bill 9716, for the better pro- 
tection of free labor from convict labor, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Labor: 


By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 20 citizens of Pilot Knob, Mo. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 1, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLErR, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
GROUNDS OF WALLACH SCHOOL LOT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
communication in response to a resolution offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], which will be read. 

The communication was read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, July 31, 1888. 
Str: The commissioners of the District of Columbia have received a copy of 
a resolution passed by the Senate on the 28th of July instant, requesting them 
to inform the Senate whether “ they contemplate diverting part of the gr« 
of the Wallach school lot to other than school purposes; and if so, by w 
thority, for what purpose, and the reasons therefor.” In response the com: 
sioners beg leave to say that they have had under consideration the selection 
a site ‘for erecting an engine-house in the southeastern aection of Washi 
ton,” for which provision is made in the act of Congress approved Jul; 
entitled “‘An act making appropriations for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889,”’ etc., ar 


+} 








among other properties adapted for the purpose in question have examined and 


considered the advantages offered by the Wallach school lot. No decision has 
been reached as yet by the commissioners with respect to the site referred to 
and all questions involving their authority to use the Wallach school lot wil 
determined before any decision is reached touching that lot. It may be we 
call attention to the fact that the engine-house in question must from the nat 
ure of the case, no provision being made for the purchase of a site, be erected 
upon the ground belonging to the District of Columbia, 
Very respectfully, 
W. B, WEBB, Pre 
Hon, Joun J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate, 

Mr. BLAIR, It may be that there is some defect in the provision 
with reference to the construction of the proposed engine-house. Per- 
haps the proper provision has not been made for the purchase of a lot. 
I submit if that is the case, if the law is defective, the defect should b 
supplied rather than that the commissioners should goon and trespass 
upon those premises which have already by act of Congress and by pro- 
vision of law been set apart for the necessary accommodation of th« 
city of Washington. . 

It seems that the commissioners set about doing this without con- 
sulting Congress at all. If they can be allowed to locate fire-engine 
premises on the school lots of the city in one part of it they can every- 
where, and trespasses of that kind, it seems to me, should not be en- 
tered upon without first obtaining authority from Congress so to do. 

I have some private information that I was not in possession of 
when I offered the resolution. I am informed that parties interested, 
perhaps under the commissioners themselves, have circulated petitions 
in that neighborhood bringing some official pressure to bear upon the 
inhabitants there, upon parties who have hitherto been remonstrating 
with considerable vehemence, to secure their acquiescence in the loca- 


tion of this proposed engine-house upon one of the school lots of the 


with the original provision with reference to it. 

It is, however, a matter proper to go to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I feel very sure that in the care of that commit- 
tee the school interests of the city will be properly secured. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia and printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John Fitz- 


or 
~~ 


ECORD—SEN ATE. 


ilso presented a petition of citizens of Straflor iN. H 
e adoption of police regulations to prevent the nu i 
f adulterated art es and the use of misleadir 
and liquors for exportation from the country or nh one 
State to another; which was referred to the Committee on A iiture 

di Forestry 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of cit of Hardin County, Ke 
tucky, praying for certain amend: ts of the interstate-c ree 
law: which was referred to the (¢ tee on Interstate ¢ merce. 

Ir. Me PHERSON pres nted a memorial of James R. H kell, of 
Ne York City, relative to armame ‘ t ‘ 
d ‘mite projectiles in multicharge gun wh the 
Committee on Appropriations 

REPORTS OF COMMITTI 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom \ d 
the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of Seth Wheeler, reported i i 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry to report favorably, with amendments, the bill (H { 
to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agricult nd 
to create an executive department to be known as the Dey ent of 

griculture. 

Che bill is now reported in precisely the same shape in which it has 
been heretofore reported. It was recommitted to the committee and 
the committee on consideration instruct me to report it back tl me 

} as before. It was printed when reported formerly, and it w t be 
necessary toagain printit. I ask that the order to print be om 


| unanimous consent 
| chusetts may be now considered. 


patrick, of Washington, D. C., praying to be granted certain relief; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of Strafford, N. H., remon- | 


strating against any change in the Bureau of Animal Industry as at 
present constituted, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
endar without printing. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice to the 
day ask the Senate to consider the 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on 
ferred the following bills, reported them seve 
and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed 
granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin 


Senate that I shall at a very early 
bill with a view to its passage 


to whom were re- 


ithout amendment, 


] 
Pensions 


rally ¥ 


A bill (H. ®. 5232 

A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charles S. Baker d 
A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russell L. Doane, of Peck, 





Salinae County, Michigan. 
Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 508) to empower Robert Adger and others to 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due them, r 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was reterred 
the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1088) for the relief of Charles W. Denton, of Oreg sub- 


mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill wi 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3364) to provide for an American register for the st 
Saginaw, of New York, reported it without amendment. 





Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Interstate Commerce I re- 
port back the bill (S. 3187) making an appropriation of $150,000 to e 
able A. air-shipto convey passengers and { ht 


de Bausset to build an 
through the air, and for other purposes, and at the request of the party 
interested ask to have it referred to the Committee on Naval A 

The report was agreed to. 


COURTS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 7398 bdi- 
vide the eastern judicial district of Louisiana, and to fix the time and 
place for holding terms of court therein. 

This is the same as a Senate bill on the subject. 


to s 


mT} 
he various ; 3 


: , : : , | of this class relating to different States were reported from th: 
city, a lot which ought to have been improved long since in accordance 


mittee on the Judiciary the other day, and the Senate passed them at 
the time they were reported. This bill was accidentally not inciuded 
with the others, and if the Senator from Louisiana /[ Mr. Grrson uld 
ask it I have no doubt the Senate would pass it at this time. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask the consent of the Senate that the bill be now 
considered. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 


that the bill reported by the Senator from Massa- 


Is there objection ? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the W 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


and passed 


The Chair understood the 1ator 
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from Massachusetts to say that a Senate bill on the same subject had 
been passe d. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwilllookinto that. I do not think the bill has passed; 
but there is a Senate bill on the same subject, which should be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It should be indefinitely postponed 
to avoid confusion. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


Mr. EVARTS, I report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs the 
joint resolution (8S. R. 83) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Trans- 
portation Company with amendments and a written report. I also 
hand in the papers with the report. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to have the joint resolution read, if there 
is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length as proposed to be amended, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it appears from the correspondence transmitted to the Senate by 
the message of the President of the 2d day of February, 1872, (Ex. Doc. No. 23, 
second session, Forty-eighth Congress), and on the 12th of April, 1888, (Ex. Doc. 
No. 143, first session, Fiftieth Congress), that since the year 1871, indemnity has 
been repeatedly demanded by the executive department of the United States 
from the Venezuelan Government, but without avail, for the wrongful seizure, 
detention, and employment in war and otherwise of the American steam-ships 
Hero, Nutrias, and San Fernando, the property of the Venezuelan Steam 
‘Transportation Company, a corporation existing under the laws of the State of 
New York, and a citizen of the United States, and the imprisonment of its 
officers, citizens of the United States, under circumstances that render the Re- 
public of Venezuela justly responsible therefor; and 
i Whereas all the diplomatic efforts of the Government of the United States re- 
peatedly exerted for an amicable adjustment and payment of the just indem- 
nity due to said corporation and its officers, citizens of the United States, upon 
whose property and persons the aforesaid wrongs were inflicted, have proved 
entirely unavailing: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and empowered to take such measures as in his judgment may be nec- 
essary to promptly obtain indemnity from the Venezuelan Government for tne 
injuries, losses, and damages suffered by the Venezuela Steam Transportation 
Company of New York, and its officers, by reason of the wrongful seizure, de- 
tention, and employment in war or otherwise of the said company’s steamers 
Hero, San Fernando, and Nutrias by Venezuelan belligerants in the year 1871, 
and to secure this end he is authorized to employ such means or exercise such 
power as may be necessary. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did the Senator from New York ask for the print- 
ing of the accompanying documents ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did not. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that they be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the accompanying papers be printed. 

Mr. EVARTS. The whole mass? 

Mr. MORGAN. The whole mass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

GUIANA AND VENEZUELA BOUNDABIES, 

Mr. EVARTS. I offer a Senate resolution, by direction of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. The President transmitted to the Sen- 
ate on the 26th of July, 1888, papers that were called for regarding 
the dispute between the Government of Venezuela and the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, concerning the boundaries between British 
Guiana and Venezuela. They have been referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. The subjectis still there. The resolution is to 
provide for the printing of the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EVARTS. Unless it can be now acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution be now read and considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate —— copies of the mes- 
sage of the President transmitting report of the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panying correspondence, relating to the pending dispute between the Govern- 
ment of Venezuela and the Government of Great Britain concerning the bound- 
aries between British Guiana and Venezuela, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under the rule I presume the resolution will 
go to the Committee on Printing. Is there a request to have it now 
considered ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that it may be considered now. The usual 
number is desired. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the usual number is to be printed a refer- 
ence may be waived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerks will insert the proposed 
amendment. The Chair understands that the resolution refers to the 
documents which have already been ordered to be printed on motion of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. EVARTS. No, sir. 


ee 


Mr. MORGAN. It isa different affair entirely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
resolution will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the blank insert the words ‘‘ the usual num- 
ber of;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the usual number of 
copies of the message of the President, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified, if 
there be no objection, and the question is upon agreeing to the same as 
modified. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT ON LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the Senate consider the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] author- 
izing the printing of Senate Report 1727 in relation to alcoholic liquors, 
etc., reported from the Committee on Printing with an amendment, and 
now on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That -—— extra copies of Senate Report No. 1727, upon the “‘joint 
resolution proposing an amendment of the Constitution of the United States in 
relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale 
of alcoholic liquors,’’ be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to fill the blank 
with ‘'5,000;’’ which was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3405) for the relief of Albert 
Grant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3406) to establish the rank of 
Arza B. Gilson, of Havana, Ohio, as major of the One hundred and 
sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3407) for the reliefof J. F. Bailey 
& Co. and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 3408) to authorize the construction 
of a street railway and wagon-road over the Rio Grande between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


~ DESERT-LAND APPLICATIONS, 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate 
with a list of canceled desert-land applications, with the names of the appli- 
cants, and the amounts paid to the United States on such applications respect- 
ively, and to state whether, in his opinion, such applicants, or any of them, 
are equitably entitled to be reimbursed for the money paid on such applications 
to the United States, or any part thereof, and also to state what legislation is 
necessary to enable the Commissioner of the General Land Office tosettle with 
such applicants on equitable principles. 

‘the PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada ask 
for the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. It had better be printed and go over until to-mor- 
row. ; ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 


lie over under the rule, 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. SABIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern 
Railway Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Winona, Minn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the biil. 

The bill v 1s reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 6, line 36, after the word ‘‘as,’’ to strike out 
**Congress’’ and insert ‘‘ Secretary of War;”’ so as to read: 


And the said structure shall be changed or removed, at the cost and expense 
of the owners thereof, from time to time, as the Secretary of War may direct, 
so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of said river; and the au- 
thority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject to revocaticn and 
modification by law when the public good shall, in the judgment of Congress 
or the Secretary of War, so require, without any expense or charge to the 
United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to Sena nd thea 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was « red to be engrossed and the 1 ) I 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 

Mr. SABIN. I move that the Senate request a conferé it 


House of 


nr 
I he motion 


Representatives on the bill and amendment. 
was agreed to. 


authoriz 








By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was zed to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SAWYER, M 
SABIN, and Mr. MCPHERSON were appointed. 

BRAZOS RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table the | 
H. R. 10165) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Tex 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W) 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm« ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

LANDS .R DEX 

Mr. TELLI I move that the Senat > prot eed to the consid 
of the bill (H. R. 9056) to protect purchasers of lands lying in thx 
cinity of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn by the executive 
partment of the Government as lying within the limits of certain 1 
road grants, and afterward held to lie without such limits 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin ¢ 1ittee o 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

P. E. PARKER. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proce ed to the considerat 
of the bill (S. 3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an ame 
ment, in line 5, after the words ‘‘ the sum of,’’ to str out $2 } 


and insert $1,793.16; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her« 
thorized and directed to pay to said P. E. Parker, out of any money i 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,793.16,in full compe: 
the losses sustained in money on payment of said judgment, 

Mr. HARRIS. Idesire to make a briefstatement of the facts, w 1 
I think will satisfy my friend from Arkansas {| Mr. JONES] and the Sen 
ate that the amendment ought not to be agreed to. 

One Frank Travis was an internal-revenue collector, and as such 
lector he became a defaulter, and suit was brought against hjs suret 
upon his official bond. - It seems that service was obtained first upo 
Parker, and a judgment rendered against him, and subsequently again 
the other sureties, but execution being issued upon the judgment the 
entire estate of Parker was levied upon and sold. It brought twenty- 
three hundred and someodd dollars in money. The amount specified 
in the bill is the amount for which Parker’s property had been sold 

But it appearing subsequently that Congress had imposed upon the 
internal-revenue collector additional duties ont of which sprang the 





defaleation, all the sureties were released from liability under the bond 


and under the judgment. No one of the sureties has suffered to the 
extent of a cent except Parker. His whole estate was sold and sold 
for $2,300. The costs of that suit, however, being deducted from the 


amount of money received as the proceeds of the sale, leaves the $1,700 
that the committee have reported in favor of returning to Parker. 

If there is any justice in returning one cent of the money so collected 
from Parker, it seems to me that the whole amount for which his prop- 
erty was sold should be returned to him, so that he may be pi it on a 
footing of absolute equality with the other sureties relieved. 

I do not think the amendment ought to be agreed to, Of course if 
I can not induce the Senate to disagree to it, Mr. Parker will be glad 
to get anything. He was absolutely ruined by reason of the surety- 
ship, since which time Congress has relieved him and all other sureties 
but his money has gone into the Treasury. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The facts in this case as they appeared 
to the Committee on Claims have been fairly stated by the Senator from 
Tennessee. There wasalevy upon the property of thisclaimant, claimed 
to be worth $10,000, which was sold at public auction for about $2,300. 
Of that sum about $1,700 went into the Treasury of the United Staté 

After a judicial investigation of the obligations of the sureties on the 
bond, in subsequent proceedings it was ascertained judicially that 
there was no obligation on the part of these people to m a the deficit 
good. This, however, had not been ascertained by Mr. Parker at th 
time the proceedings were had against him. 

It might be held that, if the property was worth $10,000, by reason 
of the fact that the property was sacrificed at public sale and sold for 
less than $10,000, the Government ought to indemnify him for it; but 
{ presume nobody will make any such claim. It might be held that 
whatever the property brought at public sale might be returned to 
him; or it might be held that the 


it received from the sale of the property. That is exactly the point. 


Government should return whatever | 
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rhe bill was reported to the Senaté ’ d 3 





were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and th { 

read a third time. 
Che bill was read the third time, 
Mr. PALMER. I move 
1e House of Representatives on the bill and amendment 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous c: 





that the Senate ask for a coniere! % 


ynsent, the 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate 
DANIEL, and Mr. PALMER were appointed 
DE TRACK FOR BAI [ 

Mr. FARWELI I move that the Sen proceed to th 
tion of or er of Business 1969, being the bill (H. R. 9977) t 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to extend a e tra 
into square No. 1025, in the city of Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore lf there be no object t 
be considered as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. HOAI Let the bill be read at length fcr 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ' bill will be read at le 1 for 





information, subject to objection. 
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The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is 
hereby granted permission to extend aside track from the main line of its track, 
in the city of Washington, into square No. 1025, between Twelfth and Thir- 
teenth streets and M and N streets southeast, under such conditions and rega- 
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| and to regulate the removal of causes from the State courts, and for 


lations as may be imposed by the commissioners of the District of Columbia | 


for the protection of the public in the use of streets affected and otherwise. 

Sec, 2. The right of Congress to amend, alter, or repeal the franchises herein 
granted are hereby expressly reserved, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to inquire whether this gives the right 
to go upon private property. 

Mr. FARWELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘To occupy one of the reservations ? 

Mr. FARWELL. Notatall. It is over near the Eastern Branch. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the necessity of the legislation ? 

Mr. FARWELL. ‘To cross a street with a side track. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not press that bill 
at this time. That isa bill upon which the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 


MORRILL] addressed the Senate, and in which, I think, the Senator | 


from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] feels an interest. 

Mr. FARWELL. If the Senator will allow me I will make an ex- 
planation. This is a bill that does not involve that question at all. 
It is simply to permit this railroad company to build a side track down 
on a block near the Eastern Branch towards the navy-yard to enable 
them to take their coal. Itis not connected with the question of rail- 
ways in the city streets at all. 

Mr. CALL. It is not the bill, then, towhich the Senator from Mary- 
land objected ? 

Mr. FARWELL. No, sir. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company to extend a side track into square No. 
1025, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in some and non-con- 
curred in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10556 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and had agreed to other amend- 


ments of the Senate with amendments, in which it requested the con- | 
currence of the Senate; that it asked a conference with the Senate on | 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
HERBERT, Mr. McApoo, and Mr. THoMas, of Illinois, managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a resolution | 


providing that the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the 
House had elected Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, a Representative from 
the State of Tennessee, as Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1082) to 
authorize the issuance of patent to certain land in Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the House had non-ccneurred in 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 162) 
to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Omaha, Nebr.; that it further insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill, asked a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
DinsLE, Mr. MCSHANE, and Mr. KENNEDY the managers at the fur- 
ther conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the 
pension of Annie Gibson Yates, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Hutron, and Mr. FINLEY the managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

‘The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, sur- 
viving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, disagreed to 
by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Srone, of Kentucky, Mr. STOCKDALE, and Mr. BROWER managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 5) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Gallagher; 

A bill(S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire; 

A bill (S. 783) to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 
3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to 
4ctecmine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, 


| 
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other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1875; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of John Leary, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 
Young; 

A bill (S. 1 


762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. Burtram; 
A bill (S. 215 


) 
~)} 
1) granting a pension to John Bush; 
A bill (8. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker; 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emaline Anderson; 

A bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein; 

A bill (8.2448) granting a pension to Catharine McQuade; 

A bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to James W. Bowman; 

A bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James White; 

A bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Chase; 

A bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick; 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; 

A bill (8S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins; 

A bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to widow and minor children of 
Patrick Frawley; 

A bill (S. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Curtin; 

A bill (S. 2700) granting increase of pension to Allen Blethen; 

A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Scandlin; and 

A bill (S. 2830) granting an increase of pension to Elvira M. Dor- 
man. 


KENTUCKY ROCK GAS COMPANY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the consent of the Senate to consider at 
this time House bill No. 8783, Order of Business on the Senate Calen- 
dar 1947, being a bill to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company 
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Salt Rivers, and will state 
that it has been reported by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frye] from 
the Committee on Commerce unanimously without amendment as 
passed by the House. I ask for its consideration now. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
imformation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and there being no objection, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES BARRE, PA. 

Mr. CAMERON. Imoveat this time that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 1989, being the bill (S. 2535) fer the 
erection of a public building at Wilkes Barre, Pa. 

The metion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask consent of the Senate to call up Order of Busi-« 
ness No. 1842, House bill 5663, authorizing the Richmond and Dan- 
ville Railroad Company to lay tracks, etc., in the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has previously been con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 2, lines 4 and 5, after the word ‘‘ purposes,”’ te 
strike out: 

And the city of Washington shall be a terminal point on said railroad and en- 
titled to all privileges and facilities of other terminal points, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘ thereon”’ at the end of 
line 7 should be stricken out. The Secretary will report that amend- 
ment. 

The Cuirr CLERK. In line7 strike out the word ‘‘thereon;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That it shall be lawful for said Richmond and Danville Railroad Com- 
pany to hold, use, occupy, and convey any real estate heretofore purchased or 
which may hereafter be purchased by it for corporate uses and purposes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to ke engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate ask a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the amendments made to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro*tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DANIEL, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL were appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 2774, authorizing the 
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Richmond and Danville Railroad Company to lay tracks, ete., in 
District of Columbia, being a bill on the same subject, will ind 
nitely postponed. 


APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE IN NEW Y¢ 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDEN [; o tempore. The Senator from Iowa 
Mr. BECK. I desire to say to the Senator from Wisconsin tl 





examination I withdraw the objection I made the other day to tl 
(H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the 
New York, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Iowa yield 
to ask unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
1812. 

I ask consent of the Senate to take up Calendar No.. 1812, being the 
bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an app 
city of New York, and for other purposes. ‘The bill has been read and 
the committee amendments adopted, and I understand the Senator fron 
Kentucky [| Mr. BEcK] to withdraw his objection to the passage of 1 
bill in its present form. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. I rose to say that after examination and ¢ 
sultation with the Senator and with the Secretary of the Treasury | 
have come to the conclusion to let it go as it is. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (IH. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read at length 
and the amendments agreed to it will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 











isers’ warehouse in the 


FORT WALLACE RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa gave notice 
of his intention to call up the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now do so, but will yield to the Senator from 
Kansas, who wants to ask for a conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I said it was a bill which had already passed 1 
Senate, but the House passed a bill of its own, and as it is a matter of 
considerable importance to some settlers upon a military reservation, 
and the amendment already adopted by the Senate committee will 
make it necessary to have a conference, I want to put the bill through 
as early as possible. That is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Several Senators appeal to me for the consideration 
of bilis that they say will take no time. I wish to have the sund 
civil bill before the Senate, and then I will yield for a few minute: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves t 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1054 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government fo 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, which 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The question reew 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [ Mr. CAL! 
The Senator from Iowa yields to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to consider Order of Bu 
ness 2008, being the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the disposal of tl 
Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendment to strike out section 2, in the following words: 





Sec, 2. That the Union Pacific Railroad Company is hereby granted the | 
erence right, for the period of three months after the appraisement herein 
vided for, to purchase the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of s« 


24, township 13 south, range 39 west, and fractional blocks 44, 49, 50, 51, 36 and 
48, according to the town plat of the city of Wallace, the same being now ocx 
pied by said railroad company for depot and other purposes, at such price as 
may be fixed,without reference to the improvements thereon, by the Secretary 
of the Interior, not less than $2.50 per acre. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the amendment of the Senate to the bi 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLump, M: 
TELLER, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 


MUSTER AND PAY OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 1890, being the bill (H. R. 1560) to extend the provisions of ‘‘An 
act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the volunteer forces,’’ and for other purposes. 
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Mr. EVARTS. Iask that Order of Business No. 1985, 1! .t } 
S. 3379) in regard to a monumental column to 

of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000, be : sidered 

By unanimous consent, tl Senate ( 
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Che bill was reporte Sel e wit t em 
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The preamble was ag 
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Mr. PAYNE. Iask that the Senate take up Order of Business 1819 
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being the bill (S. 1493) forthe relief of J. Schriber & Co., of ¢ ela 
Cuyahoga County, Ohio 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the W ro- 


ded ¢ 2 


d to consider the bill. 









The bill was reported from the Committee on Cla witha nd- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting « i Lit > 
insert 

te [ il the Secre I < ire \ i 
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OF PROC I } 

Mr. BECK. I do not rise to object to th ] it I de ‘ 
notice that after this morning I shall object to bills beirg t ) 
this way if we can not proceed to the regular call of the Ca J 
have made that motion two or three times and pressed it as hard I 
could Che mode in which we are now proceeding simply n es t 
President of the Senate the autocrat of this body to recognize any o1 
he pleases o1 any bilis he likes or they like, al I bills that ( 
Calendar entitled to real consideration can not be heard M 
fa dozen House bills which I have tried to get » t id 

3 no fault of the President of the Senat M ) 
I »f precedence over those that stand ahead of them, and ot ha 
no right to pre edence over those that stand | ind them I 
deavor to-morrow morning to go to the Calendar regularly so to vive 
each b b chance I have tried it two thre tim J 

rain. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator f i Ke oO t t 
now which might, I think, bear a meaning which | am quit he 
did not himself intend 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know what it was. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said that this method of ! 

' the President of the Senate : autocrat of t] ‘ l 
to have such bills passed as l ‘ é it 
think the experience of every gen n ‘ ( I 
has been that whenever any of these little times of vacation c« hen 

he Senate is not urging any part la vit t earnest t 
President of the Senate, the present occupant ol the chair a ; 
his predecessors, has with entire impartiality to both sides of the‘ 
ber recognized Senators in the order in which they have ask 
the desk to be recognized, and there has bee » instance « ! 
either between the two sides of the Chamber or between il 
Senators or between individluab measures [am lit ire ft tor 
from Kentucky did not mean to imply anything to the t 
his expression would seem to carry that 

{ Mr. BECK. The Senator need not have given himself the trouble 
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TLLO 





to make that explanation to tl enate or to the country. I said that 
the Senate by t ! le of proceeding necessarily compelled the Pres 
ident of the Senate to é trom time to time those who get the floor. 
Now, I deny right of Senators to go and put their names down on 
the President's | and get precedence by putting their names dow! 
and yet the Preside of the Senate can not avoid it when they do 
That is not the « y way to do business, That is what I object to. 
I presume | as anybody else; healy 

has, and aly to get at business in an « 
dei y way make the mot l 

Senator from Tennessee has tried to do, and’ let us try to go on1 

J y with the Ca iar lor a or LW 

I am not compla gy of t fairn of t President the S 
in any shi 0 but t method of doing business necessarily 
produces these Its, and if I used any offensive words, such as ‘‘auto 
crat,’’ I did not mean them in any such sense. I meant that it pre- 
vented all from havi fair hearing; that is all, and we force tl} 
President to do it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before this subject passes from con- 
Bl le ration th { AAit bye 3 the lI d ily t nce ol the penate to make asing 
observation. 

The Chair has been subjected to great embarrassment by importu 
nities, natural and reasonable, from members of the Senate for action 
upon bills in which they are concerned. The rules require the pré 
ing officer to recognize the first Senator who rises in his place and ad- 
dresses the Chair. When several rise simultaneously and address th 
Chair it is obviously impossible for that rule to be literally executed 


and therefore, to avoid embarrassment, by the exercise of arbitrary au- 
thority and apparent partiality, the Chair has followed the practice ot 
setting down upon a list alternately those who desire to be recognized, 
side of the Chamber and then upon the other, in the or- 
der in which they have applied, as being the only equitable and prac- 
ticable method of escaping from the difficulties which the Chair experi- 
ences in consequence of the applications that are made for recognition. 

i¢ Chair has endeavored to be absolutely impartial and just to all 


persons desiring to pass bills, and if there be any other method that can 


St upon one 


be suggested, the Chair will be very glad indeed to listen to it and | 


to comply with the wishes of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. laa insympathy with the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, to devote the morning hour to the Calendar in its 
regular order, and hope it may be proceeded with in that way. But 
[ desire to say, in connection with what has already been said, that 
when we fail to do that the practice of the Chair is the only one that 
can prevail, and that so far as I have been able to observe—and I have 
heen a pretty close observer here for eleven and a half years—I am 
glad to say that absolute impartiality has characterized the conduct of 


| has been replied, in answer to 


Auceust 1], 








'T) lal ‘ . ; 7 } } | 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrt ead ior a tlhird reading, read the 
rd time, and passed. 
" 17 
il pre mie V agreed to 
API i \ 
M1 O i that } ill be proceed 1 
Senate 1 t f the Whol ed the considera- 
of the bi H. R. 105 making appropriations for sundry civil 
ind for other purpose 
1 > r "7 rm ‘ — : Ionian + Tor v 
lhe PRESIDENT; np Che pending amendment, offered by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Car ill be read 
he CHIEF CLERK. After line 7 of page 46 it is proposed to insert: 
len thousand dollars, to be exp in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treas for the discovery and the recovery of the property of the United Stat 
! 1 dverse possession to the Government 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this is a very small matter brought for- 
ward by officers of the Navy of the United States who had distinguished 
themselves in the late war, and some who had belonged to the Con- 
federate States service. J had supposed that under such an indorse 
ment as that it would not have excited any very great degree of oppo- 
sition; but small as it is, and worthy and honorable as were the mo- 
tives of these officers and soldiers of both sides in proposi 1g it, it seems 
to have excited a great deai of apprehension on the part of some per- 
sons. 

Now, Mr. Pre 


Statutes, section 5308, which provides 


sident, the amendment is founded upon the Revised 


hat, whenever the owner of any 
such property—that is, property engaged in the war, or in any war or 
any insurrection against the United States— 


ecnsents to such use or employment the ll such property shall be law- 
ful subject of prize and capture wherever found ; and it shall be the duty of the 
I 


*resident to cause the same to be seized, confiscated, and condemned. 





That is the statute of the United States which is the law to-day. It 
thi 


it, by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
CocKRELL |, in avery elaborate argument upon this subject, in which 
the correspondence, that was intended to be secret and on file in the 
Treasury Department, has been made public and notice given to all 
such persons, if there are any such who hold this property, to get it 
out of the way. 

it has been stated that there was no necessity for this, that the sub- 
ject had already been very fully examined; but the very report from 


i 
} 
i 


| which the Senator read contradicted in direct terms his statement. In 


the Chair continuously and always, as well the present presiding officer | 


as every other who bas occupied that chair. If we are going to take 
up bills upon motion in a scramble such as we have had this morning, 
the Chair is compelled to adopt the practice that has prevailed and 
that is prevailing here this morning by taking note either upon paper 
or otherwise of the order in which Senators rise and desire the floor, 
dividing equally between the two sides of the Chamber and in the 
order of their applications. 
JOHN W. DURR. 
Mr. President—— 
I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me that I 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


may call up Calendar No. 1773, being the bill (8. 3248) for the relief 


of John W. Durr. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr. 
It provides for the payment to John W. Durr, of Montgomery, Ala., 
of $125, in repayment of that sum overpaid by him on cash entry No, 
20428, which said entry was made at the land office at Montgomery, 
Ala. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LINE OF WATER-PIPE IN DAWES COUNTY, NEBRASKA. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would not appeal to the Senator from Iowa 
were it not for the fact that I wish to move the consideration of a bill 
which of its kind is of importance. Iask for the consideration of Order 
of Business 1920, being the bill (S. 3331) to grant to the city of Chad- 
ron, Nebr., the right to lay pipe-lines across certain tracts of land. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield to the Senator. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add the following proviso: 


And provided further, That before entering upon said lands said city of Chad- 
ron shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a plat of the ground proposed 
to be used as aforesaid, and whenever said grounds shall cease to be used for 
the purpose for which granted they shall become the property of the adjoining 
proprietors, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 





Executive Document No. 304, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, a 
former Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, says: 

The result of all these arrangements has been the actual recovery of property 
of the Confederates to a large amount, with much more which it is confidently 
believed will in due time be recovered. 

‘*With much more which it is confidently believed will in due 
time be recovered.’’ This was on the 17th of April, 1868, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury has furnished here all the official documents 
on file in his Department. There is no account of this ‘‘ how much 
more it is believed will be recovered.’’ There is no evidence that this 
matter did not drop right at that point, where it has remained in pro- 
found obscurity. 

Now, in these papers are the statements upon the point of the prac- 
tical use of this amendment. 

There is the evidence of several former officers of high standing now 
in private life, to the effect that they personally know of a vessel, 
whose locality has been traced out and indicated, which is not ac- 
counted for in these papers, and which they state they have reason to 


| believe is in the original hands where it was when the war terminated. 


Is this a matter of no importance, not even worthy of investigation? 

Now, Mr. President, what excuse has the Senator for ignoring this 
fact, if this law is obligatory upon him, when respectable men of verac- 
ity and standing state it over their own signatures? 

But that is not all that is remarkable. Here are three witnesses of 
the highest character who state this fact of property as to which there 
has been no investigation, no proceeding taken, whose locality is known. 

3ut thatis not all. The Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarts] and 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] have refused to consider this 
matter, the Senator from Ohio stating that nothing could be done in 
relation to this subject; and the Senator from New York, that he had 
advised against it in former years. 

But here is the official correspondence of the State Department under 
Mr. Seward, with Mr. Adams in England, declaring oflicially the status 
of the United States Government in respect to this property. I will 
read it in order that it may be seen that the Senator from New York 
was wrong, that the Government did commit itself, that it did require 
suit to be brought in the courts of England, and that said suit, in con- 
sequence of a subsequent agreement here with one particular person, 
was discharged, but discharged by virtue of an unauthorized arrange- 
ment made by a consul in Europe whose action was disavowed by the 
Government. That is not at all material to this case. 

It does not affect it, but it is a little singular that, upon a small mat- 
ter like this, propositions entirely untrue in regard to the public status 
of this Government should be advanced. Mr. Seward says: 

Mr. Morse alleges in his justification that the arrangement would have re- 
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That being pu i ed the ce ( ty 
ain, and not this figment the imagination, w h has no 
foundation, of the Senator from Missouri, that there could be 
succession to the debts of the Confederacy, that hav y been t 
the courts of England, Captain Bulloch says 

I will undertake to say that all of the official re se atives 1 
fex ate government in Europe would have accey i 
ss d any reputable and duly authorized agen } t 
ing up affairs, so as to secure to that government their st 3 } 

tsuit Mr. Seward’s purpose to procecd in accordance with Vice-( 
W ood’s interpretation of the law He ma stly wished not « t 
session of the Confederate | perty, b to punish tho who 
the insurgents 

Persons whom no one knew anythir put ent to I } 
the land and to diseo. r federate pr y with 
Arrangements were n ns that they we to 1 
tion of the property \ ch might be vered throug ir efforts I 

is referred to were oon In consu 1 with the Liverpo < ~ 
was generally known that they were traveling about t eoun i 

iquisitorial in ries into the g t s Various trades; I 
the late Confederate agents 

[t will, I think, be adm 1 that t we 

at least doubtful whet rany resp { g 
to settle important matters by s l means 
supposed that any Confederate nt who h 
honor, or who retained any | ul ng of o 
into business relations with Ww d eithe 
approached by those “‘ con ma — 
them personally, but their o was « that would not have tempted a1 
sentative of the I gove4r € to join their explorations 

It is worthy of t n that the plan g possession of ¢ 
property through such means did not sult i n 1 pecuniary pt 
return published in the Congressional ccument referred to abov 
that the gross proceeds of the property t ‘ lin England d 
years 1856 and 1867 amounted to $144,157.15, portion of w i 
from the sale of the Shenandoah, which rez 8,632.18, a st 
charged disbursements to the amount of 3% 8.7 

This book contains all the information that has ever been 
upon this subject, and in this letter of the Secretary of the Tre: 
and in the letter of Mr. Dudley, who represented the United 
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unimpeachable witnesses point out the fact that some of these mag- | 
nificent vessels, their name, their locality pointed out, which are not 
accounted for, and which his book shows not to have been accounted 
for, are still in the hands of some persons that possess them under 


charter-parties which were taken as a feint to prevent them from being | 


held by the British Government under the diplomatic arrangement 
between this country and England, and held, as these gentlemen say, 
by men to whom neither side owes either sympathy or obligation. 
Does it hurt my friend from Missouri that some Confederate officer 
who graduated at Annapolis and who followed his advice and instruc- 


tion in abandoning the United States flag and fighting with distinction | 


and honor, now poor and starving, and with a family depending upon 
him, may get employment and render good service to history and to 
the country? Is it an object that should excite his virtuous and pa- 
triotic indignation as a Senator of the United States that $10,000 
should be expended in this investigation to be used in the employment 
of these Confederates to render this service to the Government and the 
truth of history ? 

Mr. President, I do not care to say more upon this subject; I feel no 
great interest in it. I introduced the amendment because it is in pur- 
suance of a requirement of existing law, because the Secretary of the 
Treasury undertheadvice of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
of the Senator-elect from Virginia, Mr. Barbour, and myself, and of 
an admiral of the Navy and some oflicers of the Confederate States 
navy recommended Mr. Littlepage for this position and employment, 
and he did good service until the funds of the Treasury Department 
were exhausted and a deficiency occurred; and I here venture to say, 
notwithstanding the slighting allusion that has been made to him, 
that there is no officer of the late Confederate government who ren- 
dered more gallant service than did Captain Littlepage on board the 
Merrimac in her distinguished contest with the Monitor. I venture 
to say that among those who represented the Confederate States flag 
there is no officer who served and no private who made a higher and 
brighter record as a man of gallantry, fidelity, and courage than he did 
at that time. 

Now, Mr. President, I cite to those who desire to act intelligently on 
this subject the law, the statute of the United States. I cite the state- 
ment of Captain Marmaduke of his services on board one of these ships, 
of his being commissioned on her, of her being actually in commission 
from the Confederate States. I cite the statement that she is now run- 
ning upon the high seas under a charter-party given to evade the diplo- 
matic arrangements made between Great Britain and the United States, 
and a charter-party in which they were required to give security that 
she should not be turned over to the Confederate States, and the state- 
ment that she still remains without change and without investigation 
through these twenty-one years, subject to the just demand of the Gov- 
ernment, in the hands of persons to whom neither side, Iam informed, 
owe any obligation of gratitude. 

That is all I care to say upon this subject. I have no desire to mix 
myself up in itin one wayor another. It isthe rightthing todo. It 
is right in respect to the history of the country; it is right in respect 
to the necessities of the public service; it is right in respect to sworn 
obligations of the Senators of the United States, and I can see no incon- 
sistency and no bad taste supporting it in a man who was concerned 
in the Confederate war, proud of its traditions and of the honor and 
character that were made by the people of those States in that service, 
and a firm and faithful discharge of the duties of a citizen and a Sen- 
ator of the United States. 

I can see no reason why there should not be a faithful and correct 
account rendered of these transactions of the Confederate government 
abroad. I can see no reason why, if any person has any of that money 
or that property, he should not now render, as should have been done 
long ago, a correct and faithful statement in regard to it, the more 
especially when in the legitimate and proper service of the Government 
of the United States in doing this duty some good men will find em- 
ployment and compensation. 

But as regards this little matter it concerns nothing more than the 
single ship which was referred to in the testimony of these gentlemen; 
and I undertake to say here, notwithstanding the Senator from Mis- 
souri made light of it, he can not contradict the statements made by 
Captain Marmaduke and by Mr. Littlepage and by several Confederate 
officers of distinction, which render the probability very great if not a 
matter of absolute legal proof, that there is property yet which should 
be inquired into, not in this country, but sailing upon the high seas, 
which it is important and it is to the honor and dignity of this Gov- 
ernment at least, and to its character in conducting its business with 
some order and method, should be looked into. 

I think it will be somewhat difficult to give any intelligible and 
plausible reason for the earnest effort to suppress and prevent even 
an inquiry into this subject. Admitting all that the opponents of this 
amendment say, it does not present the least reason why this amend- 
ment should not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion ison the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Aveust 1, 
| 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I dislike to prolong this debate, and will not for 
| more than one minute, simply to say that a committee of which I was 
a member some years ago had special occasion to investigate this whole 
| subject as far as we could then obtain any knowledge, and were satisfied, 
from what had already been done, that it was a perfectly useless waste 
| of the public treasure to undertake to pursue the assets of the late cor- 
poration of the Confederate States any further, and that the wisest thing 
we could do would be to treat the assets as we were taught to treat 
a the late unpleasantness ’’—by forgetting it and letting it go. 
I hope this amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Vermont if he has seen and read 
the statements of the different officers in regard to the specific facts in 
relation to this vessel ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have seen them. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Vermont has not seen them yet, 
there are three respectable gentlemen of distinguished veracity who 
testify to the present locality and the circumstances under which this 
vessel passed into the hands of those now having her, and if he has 
not seen these statements and does not attach any importance to them 
and knows nothing about them, then I submit to the Senator that his 
remarks upon an investigation some years ago on other evidence, in 
regard to which no one knows anything but himself, even if it con- 
vinced his judgment then, can not reasonably do so at this time. In 
short, his objection is entirely unreasonable, and can not be founded on 
any theory which can be the basis of a reasonable opinion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be perfectly true. We may locate this 
vessel as in old fox-hunting times when I was a boy we could locate a 
fox in the bottom of a narrow cave 100 feet in the mountain, but the 
thing was how were you going to get the fox out. Every cent of money 
spent in these pursuits will be lost and nothing will be gained by it. 
That is all. 

Mr. CALL. If we are to decide things by mere statements of that 
kind, then there is no answer that can be made. The proposition of 
the Senator is that is so because it is so. Butas to the correctness and 
comparison of a specific statement of three witnesses, some of them 
officers of the Union Navy and some of the Confederate navy, who 
served on that ship, who state the specific facts upon their veracity as 
men, that a vessel which was built and paid for by the Confederate 
government is now upon the high seas, designating the port and the 
hands in whose possession she is; that she was placed under a charter- 
party under bonds not to be delivered to the Confederate government; 
that she was under that charter party at the termination of the war, 
and that she has continued to run under it—if these facts stated here in 
these papers are true, and if the statute of the United States is obli- 
gatory upon the Senator from Vermont on his oath and his conscience, 
that if there be such property the President of the United States should 
be required to take it, and Senators here should furnish him the means 
to do it; if all these facts are to be set aside by the simple declaration 
of the Senator that it is like a fox in a hole, why, well and good. 

That is the state of facts in regard to it; that is the evidence, and I 
have cited it. I have cited the report of Captain Bulloch, and, as is 
shown, there has never been an attempt to get possession of this vessel. 
What money has been paid to suppress the information, what officials 
have been corrupted to betray the honor and interest of the United 
States I know not; but I do know that it is plainly the imperative duty 
of every Senator to see that the money of the United States is obtained 
to relieve the people from taxation and to be used for public purposes. 

Men with Confederate sympathies should not be restrained from 
doing their duty. The money should be obtained. The one-legged 
and one-armed maimed and disabled soldiers of the Confederate war 
who followed their honest opinions should not be deprived of the op- 
portunity of appointment under this provision, and charity to them 
would be better than to leave it in the hands of those who have de- 
franded the Government of the United States of its rights. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont can not evade his duty by such a pretense as has 
been made here. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have great respect for the sentiments and sym- 
pathies of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], but I differ from him 
entirely in respect to the expediency and propriety of this investigation. 

In the first place, we have no request from the President of the United 
States or from the Secretary of the Treasury or from any Executive De- 
partment of the Government for an appropriation for this specific pur- 
pose; and in the absence of such a request, with all the information 
they have in their possession, I submit that it would not be proper for 
Congress to vote such an appropriation as this. 

Mr. President, the presumption is that the Southern Confederacy 
made a complete and honorable surrender of all its assets to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I believe that the officers of the three 
Confederate armies that were surrendered made a surrender in accord- 
ance with the terms and conditions which were imposed upon them at 
that time, and that the naval force, whatever it might be and wherever 
it was, made likewise an honorable surrender according to the terms 
which were imposed upon these armies and upon these forces of the 
Confederacy, whether on land or on sea. The terms imposed were 
such as became the commanders of the great armies of the Northern 
States, victorious in a gigantic war against the armies of the people of 
the Southern States. I had myself the honor to bea commissioner for 
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the surrender of one of t ea $ 1d I bear willing te iV I } 
the courtesy and kindne it] hich the commissions on the pa S 
the Federal Army treated us and to the generosity of the terms w 
were extended to us, and to the firmness of the Federal comma ( ~ t t { 3 are b 
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inces | at this late da tis 
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that was made by the officers representing the Confederate fore } t] oO 
land and on sea. Such an investigation, I am informed, was un t S 
taken many long years ago. It amounted to nothin; AWES. A 
The representations of the fabulous wealth that was hid awav i tter has been in the 
Europe or in distant seas, in the possession of Confederate of s, lost rought before the Committee « \ t ‘ 
to their own sense of honor, were shown to be mere bags of wind the } est zeal of I 
is very much like the stories circulated by adroit lawyers or shysters is had this answer pre ted to him ti: ul é 
about possessions belonging to American h ind andin | ld that if he t epar 
Belgium, and Holland. I remember aft years ago the celebrated y I 8 t ould 
P. Benjamin, at that time the leader of the English bar, as he had been dtoit: andI1 
one of the leaders of the American bar, and whose learning and get Mr. REAGAN Mr. I lent, I do t 7 to enter into tl] 
gave luster to this Senate, told me that so fr que ntly were commu eral discussion of this subject, but as I | vote aga st the amend 
cations sent to him on that subject that he had found it necessary to ent proposed by the Senator from | ia I wish to state the fa 
issue a circular and give it to the public press, notifying the people of | which will show that I am not ani ( e to pr 
the United States that in nearly all instances these claims were set up | investigation or ascertainment as to the ( 
for great estates in England upon fraudulent representations, and were | belonged to the Confederacy and which ought t e cen poss 10 
intended merely to fill the pockets of the persons who offered their | by the United States. 
services to these absent heirs, Re cently one of the representatives ol : This matter comes be tore us without the Oo lal recomme nd ition 
the United States to Belgium or Holland has given public notice warn- | any officer of the Government. It comes before us on the applicat 
ing our countrymen against such representations made in order to dé fa man who wants employment rhe matter had been investigate 


ceive them. rom year to year by the Government, and directly after the close 
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Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it was Mr. Phelps, the | the war. One of the Secretaries of the Treasury has already informed 
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minister to England. 
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he Sermste as to his belief in the im 


Mr. GIBSON. And I think Mr. Bell, of Belgium, likewise. tion. 





So I submit it is not necessary, under all these circumstances, that Che statements contained in these papers show tha ) 
we should embark in this enterprise, this voyage of discovery to ascer- | makes them believes that in thirty-seven items of prop 








tain whether or not there be some property hid away somewhere by | which he says belonged to the Confederacy and ought to be recovered 

delinquent officers of the late Confederate States. by the United States, there was nearly $36,000,000 wor 
Sir, the Confederate States died a manly and a noble death on the Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to say—— 

field of battle many long years ago, and all that was left of them was The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yi 

that sentiment of honor which the men who carried the musket in | to the Senator from Florida 

the ranks and the officers who wore wreaths on their collars inherited Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad to make mv statement without 
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from @ proud ancestry and which I[ believe will be transmitted to and | jn¢, rruption. This man believes that there is nearly $36,000,000 worth 
abide with the people of the Southern States so long as our mountains | of such property, and then he states that there were a number of « 
shall lift their summits to the skies or our rivers flow to the sea. items besides, the value of which he does not give. He states that 


vould inscribe its , “is ‘ , » enitan} snned bv the . 1 } a ; : 
[ would inscribe upon its me morial tablet the epitaph penned by the | numberof vessels which would make a respectable fleet for the United 
greatest of our race for his own: | States belonged to the Confederacy and ought now to belong 
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Good friend, for Jesus’ sake forbear United States. besides the millions of 

lo dig the dust inclosed here: | 
Blest be the man that spares these stones, . . 
And curst be he that moves my bones. | of money and property in the United States in the same condition 
Mr. DAWES. My position in the Committee on Appropriatior Among them he makes a statement that there is in i 
where this whole subject was pretty thoroughly examined, and the po nd foundries, ete., in Davis and Marion Counties, Texas, $3,000,000 
sition I take here is this: We have here a suggestion of such a peculiar | worthof property which ought to belong to the United States, which 
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character, and which must be pursued in such a delicate way, in which | was the property ef the Confederacy. Mr. President, there was not 
the Government itself must take the lead and take the charge and be | a railroad in Marion County until long after the war, and there! 
responsible at every step, that we ought not toembark init unless t] Confederacy did not own what did not exist. If the Confed: y 


President of the United States or the Secretary of the Treasury says | ernment ever owned a dollar of property in that county I do 
that he has in his possession such information as justifies him in rec- | of it. 
ommending such a step. I 
Now, without discussing the question whether there does exist or | cast-metal, pots, ovens, and such things. Since the war it mak« 
does not exist any considerable property which, under any possible | kind of ware and plows, and perhaps some pig-iron. Bu ‘ 
construction, could come from the Confederate government tous which | property before the war Ss private property y« id if the ¢ 
has not come, it seems to me so plain and so palpable that it is a mat- | erate government ever had work done there I ha » cont LO 
ter of national conduct that if we pursue it a singlestep the whole in- | or knowledge of it. Taking that as an exam] vhat credit are 





vestigation will rest upon the Government of the United States it S ts so lessly made? 

and sooner or later, if there is anything at all in it, it must be dip ipers in this ¢ ike one think that ‘‘ Mulbe Se 

matic to some extent at least. etire from t tage and o1 I 1 to he 
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Unless the Government of the United States will take upon itself | p c character of his imagination as he was to ordinary matter-ot 
the responsibility of saying ‘‘ we have such information in our posss fact people ought to take his place. Can it be that $37,090,000 worth 
sion that justifies us in asking for a sum of money to pursue further | of property belonged to the Confederacy that ought now to juire 
the investigation,’ then it should not be undertaken at all. {did not | by the United States, a quarter of a century after the war, and aft 





stop to inquire into the probable cause, the prima facie case presented | the Government has exhausted all its efforts to é 
by the Senator from Florida. Be it good or be it bad, be it of )- it could which belonged to the Government and ind ! é 
stance or of air, nobody should undertake this work but the G rn- | ject? A man comes in and wants a job, and 1] 


ment of the United States, and that Government upon its respor this 
bility and its sense of obligation in the administration of public af Mr. Pres t, if there w ny found 
The moment any official like the Secretary of the Treasury or the Pr the Treasury would know it, be« t epartment 
dent of the United States shall say to Congress, ‘* This is a matter w 1 are all the facts that are needed. t for t t 
I have reason to believe ought to be pursued,’’ the Congress of the t 
United States will be willing to respond, and I do not think the Con for the unreasonablen¢ of them, and the e of 
gress of the United States ought to respond unless it be to some sub- endation by those in authority, that I sha yt rainst t 
stantial and responsible appeal from the executive department. posed amendment 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to ask Mr. ALLISON I e to lay the amend: t on the ta 
him does not the amendment leave it entirely in the hands of the Gov- Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw t l 


ernment, and do not these facts which are here submitted furnish f- | for a moment It would be hardly fair to me to 
ficient evidence to move the judgment of the Senator to give him the statement of the Senator from Texas. O the y 
opportunity of ascertaining whether or not this investigation should be | d 


had? Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw it for a1 t with the under- 
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standing that ] ¢ t the Senator fr 1 Florida con- 
claodes 
Mr. CAT ly 1 to i ae the itement of the Senat 
7 I'¢ { i ito produc the p ft ol 1 I that ) 
rentleman | he t imony 1s in this reeord has ma 
ta Ci of tl b rele to I ash i ) ce th pi 
‘ I< ti { nen 
REAGAN. Here it isin the papers which were read. I 
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A Kil makes th items ol propert I 
Mr. Li j ve in that as one of the items that belo: L to 


the Confederacy 


Mr. CALL. Mr. Littlepage’s name is not upon that paper. He 





i 
made such a statement. He has no connection with it. Iso 
ited yesterday, and I defy the Senator from Texas to produce any ¢« 

‘ ofit. He has reflected upon the character and the good judgment 
and the good sense of a gentleman of high character and standing wit 
out a particle of evidence, 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has investigated this subject and knows 


who made the statement. Who did make it? 

Mr. CALL, Istated yesterday that these items, as I was informed, 
had been compiled from the statements of Confederate officers, much 
of it in this book here. 

Mr. REAGAN. By whom? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know by whom, but it was—— 


piled that statement and put in the papers? 

Ir. CALL. Ido. I have noevidence that Mr. Littlepage had any- 
thing todo with it. I stated that it was compiled from the records of 
the Department, and referred to by him as containing items of which 
he had knowledge. 

Mr. President, I wish this matter to stand fairly before the Senate 
und not to be condemned upon improper ground, and not upon censures 
and reflections upon men as good as any others. Mr. Littlepage did 
not originate this investigation. It came from officers of the Union 
Navy who saw in it an opportunity of promoting the interests of the 
public service and at the same time giving useful and needful employ- 
ment to some deserving men of the Confederate States service who had 
stood all the dangers but had received none of the benefits of official 
rank, 

Mr. REAGAN. Itis immaterial who made the statement. It is 
certainly a very extravagant and a very false statement. That is the 
ground upon which we are asked to make this appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. Notatall. No one has asked that an appropriation 
should be made on the ground of this item. The specific item on 
which the appropriation was asked has been stated and reiterated un- 
til it has become tedious to state it again. 

This information was sent here in response to a resolution asking the 
Secretary of the Treasury to send all the papers of which he had any 
knowledge on file in his Department, and why Mr. Littlepage should 
be connected with it because there are some letters of his in reference 
to the subject I can not imagine, nor why he should be assailed in this 
way, nor Admiral Luce—who had nothing to do with it—or any one 
else. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] made a 
speech upon this subject, and he might as well have talked about the 
moon or the north pole or the south pole. There is no question here 
as,to the good faith of Confederate officers in surrendering property. 
This matter has nothing to do with the Confederate army or with what 
they did in the surrender. Why take that ground? Why impute to 
any one an impeachment of Confederate officers and their good faith 
in this matter? 

Here is the statement of Captain Bulloch, the secret officer of the 
Confederacy abroad, in regard to agents charged with this money, 
stating facts with particularity, showing that this property was not 
surrendered, and yet the Senator from Louisiana says he has no doubt 
that it was all surrendered. He has no reason for this opinion; he 
gives none; he can give none, and he is contradicted in his statement 
by Captain Bulloch. 

Mr. President, I am not going to prolong this debate any further. 
I offered the amendment, as I said, not because I eared anything about 
it, but at the request of some very intelligent and reputable officers of 
the United States Navy and of the Confederate States navy. I do not 
sympathize with the Senator from Louisiana in his opinion that the 
dust of the Confederacy should be buried, and that good friends would 
let it alone. The Confederate States will live in history for the great 
and heroic characters that they developed. 

There is no need to let their dust remain undisturbed. There are 


Avcaust 1, 


written in the immortal pages of history the endurance, the heroic 





virtue, the illustrious characters of men like Lee, Jackson, and others; 
and I am glad to know that the heart of the North and its soldiers re- 
spond to that sentiment. I am not ashamed of the Confederate States, 
ind I do not wish its dust to remain undisturbed. That government 
| its place in history can not be overlooked. It has no dust, but it 

the immortal glory, the heroic character of noble se)f-sacritic 
memories are not connected with the al wtion of Confe te 
roperty, or an attem to protect those who ur viully hold if { 

yr and duty. 

nfess my syn ] e all with t ri nd file of the Con- 
rate iers, with the widows and children of the nameless dead, 
bodies liein unmarked and unknown graves, of whose fortitude, 
tions, bravery, wounds, and death no record tells, for whose des- 
omes no pension or bounty from a generous government comes, 


nd children have no heritage, but the widow’s tale of 


: widows a 
brave and gallant father who at the bidding of duty as he under- 


stood it marched forth with a brave but sad heart never again to glad- 


| den his home with his presence 


For him and them and for the survivors who went into battle and 


came home with nothing but wounds and the consciousness of duty 
bravely performed—for these my heart opens with affection and so- 
licitude. If consi with duty to the Government and others honor- 
ble and useful emp!oyment can be given to them without detriment 
to the just claims of others I shall not fail to doit 
I am disappointed to find that this feeling does not find place with 
allofus. Iam disappointed that other views and feelings and opinions 


of public duty and policy seem to be of suflicient weight to induce a 


majority of those, who, like myself, are enjoying the honor and emolu- 
ment of official position under the United States, rather to protect the 
possessors of ill-gotten property of the Confederate States in their 


| wrongful appropriation of this public property, than to give employment 
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: ; | to Confederate soldiers of character and merit who are in want in secur- 
Mr. REAGAN, Does the Senator doubt that Mr. Littlepage com- 


ing it for the Government. Once secured, the generous sentiments of 
the Union soldier would require its disposition in some form of public 
benevolence for their benefit. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Iowa to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
sred the amendment can only be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 
Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COKE. I object. I prefer a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas objects to 
the request of the Senator from Florida to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I renew my motion to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire, in response to what has been said, to read 
a paragraph from what Mr. Littlepage said: 

In addition to the above report— 

That is, the report which he makes— 

In addition to the above report, I beg to file an itemized statement of Confed- 
erate properties unrecovered by the United States Government, but which might 
have been recovered bad proper steps been taken. I believe thatalarge amount 
of the property described may yet be recovered, although so many years have 
elapsed. 

I simply present that to show that Mr. Littlepage presented the 
paper to which reference was made. 

Mr. CALL. I said Mr. Littlepage presented it, but nowhere did 
Mr. Littlepage state that it was a correct list. He says he believes the 
larger part of the property enumerated might be recovered, and he be- 
lieves if proper steps had been taken it might all have been recovered. 
So does Captain Bulloch and so does Mr. Dudley, the representative of 
the United States, in the papers now before the Senate, which I have 
read. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator misremembers the statement. He does 
not say ‘‘the larger part.”’ 

Mr. CALL. The Senator just read it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Littlepage says: 

In addition to the above report, I beg to file an itemized statement of Confed- 
erate properties unrecovered by the United States Government, but which might 
have been recovered had proper steps been taken. 

Not a part of it, but ali of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to jay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment 
without putting the Senate to the trouble of a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was objected to. 

Mr. COKE. I object. I want a vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Florida on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. On page 94, at the end of line 17, I move to insert: 


For the completion of the monument at Washington's Headquarters at New- 
burgh, N. Y., and of the statues thereon, according to the plans adopted by the 
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of tl it tra tions at ‘ of t 
ructu has been erected there, « i 
rnment, and the money pa < u i ( 
jletion; but the orig plan of t i t 
| statues. rhe pla 1 appl é by Go t 
arrangement oi the struc l 
The present estimate is that $5,000 « 
. quired; and then in the form of the s , which is 
' but a structure more commemorativ ; ’ 
F tion of things. There are four large open : iways of e1 
: plan did not provide for the gates to these entrances, an 
for bronze gates at each « t e four enti £ will «¢ t $3,000 « 
making altogether an estimate of $32,000, which it in by t 
retary of War, with a more specific and « plete statement of ¢ 
Wilson, United States Army. I hope there will be Pp] 
to the insertion of the amendment. , 


Mr. REAGAN. Newburgh was the headquarters of General 
ington during very im 
was engaged in the effort, which proved successful, of preven 
English forces coming through Canada from forming a line 
Hudson with the forces at New York City. . Historians hay ! 
that if the English army had been able tosueceed in maki 
tion and isolating New England from the other States the fate 


ortant operations oi the hevolution 
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Revolution might have been very difi it wa 
The place is connected with most i ul ass 
The Government has already authoriz on 0 
ment, which is a very creditable one, of t l N 
referred to. A good many things have | the i H { ead { 
connected with that period of the Revolution, | bia t 


I trust that the amendment offered by the Senator from New having a 3 to 
will be adopted, to complete and perfect the monu t l ! ilar i 
The amendment was agreed to. d urces of t ‘ 
Mr. EVARTS. On page 51, after line 10, 








































To enable the Secretary of State to pur« fro , 4 
the Bureau of Indexes and Archivesin the arti ar < | . 
of “‘ The Chronologi i f the Dep ent : , 
lations of the Gover ptember 5 74 ’ ‘ ‘ 
him, the sum of $6,000 is hereby appropriated pe Lanything int ture r ¢ 
nd the Public Printer is hereby authorized, upon the requisit 1 of ++ t até ( g 
re vy of State, to cause to be print« l and bound in <« 1, for the f a 
: g - ‘ . y ; 
partment of State, 5,000 coy ies of the above-mentioned work , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing t ae pass oe. : 5 
] } : 
; . . x r outs of . I 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. ne ; 
Mr. EVARTS. If no objection is made to the amendment, I y ar. DV ae Sh 
read a single clause from the report of Secretary of State Frelingh — 
Ss r 7 7 . uf | } | ‘ 
who describes this work. Mr. Frelinghuvsen said: ae £4 - ; . : 
: ’ mn? ‘ + 
The work has been compiled by Mr. Haswell with the greatest r: a pe c 
completeness and accuracy—about twelve years | nsumed | 1€ 16 Was ( to « 
(outside of his regular duties at the Depart in its preparation—and he elvil 
succeeded in arranging m as to facilitate int af ' 4] 
; ‘ } ‘ if mVAni i | 
possible degree a refer ir subje or to the official hist : 
any individual, thus in handbook of reference Mar x the whol 
portant facts in the early story of our loreign re tions not! to } utside of tt 
have been discovered by the author in his exhaustive reses sa x Vf TMI 
Government archives, and are here presented for the first time; and or _ 
is of especial value because it completes the erfect records of the early p« think, and to na ] ve Y 
of this Department, many of which were destroyed during the war of 181: ‘ pied the State Depa 
I I 
rhe present Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, mentions this item amo that the work of the Departme1 t 


the estimates which he furnished to the Committee on Appr ypriatio ‘ tional case 
I take great pleasure myself in saying that Mr. Haswell was and i 1e of the Departments in this city, a 








one of the best and most ligent employés in a responsible position : 1 of intellectu id phvsi abilit : 
2 and that this record which he pre ents i! 1 1774 to the present da rt I 1 a physical way. H wa ! to 
; of real importance to the Government. The amount proposed to partment in which h appointed 1 aa 
: appropriated is only $6,000, and it is the work of twelve years out WOl do, which he perfor n ut two I 


office hours. naturally (and | ivy verv naturally : rain ) tar 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say that this amendment has been lx has been the custom outside the Dep 
the Senate at nearly every session of Congress for the last ten y« for something more todo. H 
Mr. EVARTS. I should think not so long work which yo i 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is an old stager. custom yourse id 
Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose it should be put on the bill. Id of the « Of ec 
know that we could resist it successfully. l 
Mr. EVARTS. I can hardly think that thi 
priation has been before the Senate for such a length of time. eis 
Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken; it-may be only eight to do all t 
but I know we have considered it on every sundry civil approp1 I simply t 
bill lor some years p ist. y, 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. Frelinghuysen’s recommendation was 18 
and I do not think there was any during 1 
Mr. ALLISON. I think before the Senator’s time a etary t. Ith e in 
| State there was probably a recommendation. { hirg else 
Mr. EVARTS. I should hope really that the manuscript might M esident, emp 
printed and proper compensation given to this gentleman. right to 


Ate 








! 
| 
| 


7116 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


sation for it from the Government, than he has to patent an article for 
which the Government furnished him the material, and that the Court 
of Claims has recently decided could not legally be done. 

Of course the Senator from New York is not here to say that this is 


a legal claim, but I say it is not a moral claim. On the contrary, the | 

. . . . Mn | 
purchase of this manuscript would involve us constantly in things of | 
the same kind, by which we are inducing the servants of the public, | 


as we call them, to be inventing ways whereby they can disregard the 
public duties and engage in private speculations which some day they 
will expect to unload upon the Government. 

I do not question the value of this work. The Secretary of State 
knows about that, and I am willing to take his judgment of it. Ihave 
no doubt an entire diary of the State Department, giving the habits of 
the various Secretaries and all that sort of thing from the beginning 
of the Government, would be interesting, and it would take the place 
no doubt of some of the celebrated memoirs of former generations. 
But apart from the value of the work itself I simply say that this isa 
bad precedent. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Reansas seems to think that this 
is a personal narrative of the Secretaries of State. The work is a chro- 
nological history of the Department of State and the foreign relations 
of the United States from the time of the organization of the first Co- 
Jonial Congress, in September, 1774, down to the present time. 

I did not catch the name of the employé, if his name was uttered, 
who could do in two hours more than anybody else had been able to 
do before ina day. Perhaps the Senator did not name him. But I 
can say that theState Department is not overfurnished with employé¢s; 
that,no such imputation has ever been made; and that patronage has 
scarcely any play in the conduct of affairs there—no more under the 
present Administration than under previous administrations. 

We are brought distinctly to the proposition that this is a valuable 
work; that if the Government suffers for the want of the work it will 
be its injury; that nobody but inmatesof that Department could make 
this work; that this is an honorable and excellent gentleman, about 
whom all agree who have had todo with him; and that successive 
Secretaries of State pronounce the work useful to us. 

Now, it is said, upon generalities, that people are idle; that this 
work could be done during office hours; and the Senator can not be- 
lieve on any statement that anybody in the employment of the State 
Department is really worked. Of course I can interpose on a question 
of tact nothing that will be additional to what is certified by the Sec- 
retaries of State. But the Government is either to have this work or 
go without it, and I much regret that the name of Mr. Haswell, who 
is so well known to all who have to do with the State Department, 
should be made the occasion of aspersions of idleness. 

{ hope, Mr. President, that the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EvaArts]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. On page 115, after line 15, I move to insert: 

To provide for the laying out and constructing a macadamized roadway or 
carriage drive through the grounds of the Botanical Garden of the United States, 
under the supervision and direction of Col. John M. Wilson, Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, the sum of $4,800. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. This isa report from the Library Committee, and 
so far as I know, the desirability of having this driveway extended 
through the Botanical Garden is generally admitted. I desired from 
the Architect of the Capitol, Mr. Clark, his estimate, which he carefully 
made, of what it might cost, and the sum named in the amendment is 
that named by him. Everybody in the Senate is as familiar with the 
situation and with the reasons why this improvement should be made 
as I can be or can be supposed to be. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations con- 
sidered this amendment and refused to insert it. I was one of those 
opposed to it in the committee, and I am opposed to it now. We are 
laying off carriage drives for gentlemen all over this city. We areim- 
proving the Potomac flats, at a cost of several million dollars, where 
they can drive ad libitum over miles of roadway. They have the Sol- 
diers’ Home; they have all the great parks; and here is a little botan- 
ical garden, where people can walk between the Capitol and Third 
street, and they want now to invade that with their carriage drives. 
I do not think it ought to be done. It will involve tearing up the two 
rows of trees that grow from one gate to the other; and I have never 
been able to see any sort of necessity for it. 

The persons who use carriages have plenty of places to drive, and 
when there is one little place where people can go and walk and take 
their children and not be run over by the carriages of the distinguished 
gentlemen who want to drive through it, it is sought to invade that 
place and get in there, too. That, it seems to me, is really going too 
far. There ought to be some place where people can go without being 
liable to be run over by the gentlemen in carriages. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it proposed to make a drive through the 
Botanical Garden? 

Mr. BECK. Yes; through the center of it, tearing away the rows 
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of trees so as to make a carriage drive. That is the proposition of the 
Committee on the Library. Our Committee on Appropriations do not 


| agree to it. Of course the Committee on the Library can do pretty 


much as they please. 

We have just inserted $32,000 to finish the monument at New- 
burgh. 

Everything is done on a grand scale that comes from the Committee 
on the Library. When my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] rose, I 
thought he was going to oppose that amendment, and I looked with 
perfect amazement when he came out advocating it more earnestly than 
anybody else, and of course I had no right to say a word on the subject 
after that. There isa monument which we made a contract to build 
for $25,000. <A joint committee of the two Houses was appointed. 
Secretary Bayard, then a Senator, and the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], then a member of the House, were selected out of the 


joint committee to make the contract, and they bargained for $25,000. 


We have paid that $25,000. Now, it takes $20,000 more to put in somes 
beautiful little statuettes inside, as there were some places left where 
they could be conveniently put. I thought perhaps we could do that. 
Not content with that, the Committee on the Library wanted $12,000 
for four gates. 

There are not ten farmers in any county in Kentucky who would 
not be glad to get $3,000 to build them a house on 500 acres of land, 
and yet we have authorized four gates at $3,000 a gate, that we were 
never under any obligation to place there, and I suppose gates could 
be put there for $500. Then we are to put a watchman there and give 
him $500 this year. Next year he will complain and the Library Com- 
mittee will report that other watchmen get $1,000 and this watchman 
must get $1,000 too, and he will be maintained there as long as time 
lasts. And now we are to have the Botanical Garden invaded, and the 
walk that people can take through there without being run over by 
carriages is to be broken up. 

There is no end to the drives in this city; there is no end to the ex- 
penditure that has been made to enable gentlemen to drive; but there 
is a little corner where they can not go through, where they think they 
would like to go through in coming to the beautiful monument that is 
standing weeping over our extravagance at the foot of the Capitol 
Grounds, and they must come through the center of the Botanical Gar- 
den because it is too much trouble to go around on either side of the 
garden. I hope the Senate will not agree to it. I believe I shall call 
for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the amendment just to see 
whether it will or not. 

Mr. EVARTS. This subject was brought to the attention of the 
Committee on the Library by other Senators, and it did not originate 
with that committee. But I have not before heard that there was any 
objection felt as to the impropriety of extending the drive from the pub- 
lic grounds, if it is right that that drive should have been provided, and 
bringing it into connection with the drives in the Capitol Park, which 
is all that is to be accomplished by opening thisroad in continuance of 
the drive through the other public grounds. 

It does not interfere with the Botanical Garden in any other respect 
than the roadway which will occupy some portion of that inclosure. 
The gates can be preserved, to be closed at suitable hours, so that it 
would be open as a drive less freely than in the other public grounds. 

I am sorry that the Senator from Kentucky should have thought it 
worth while to reproach the Committee on the Library for this expend- 
iture by recurring to another item that has already been adopted with- 
out objection by the Senate, and that is for the monument at New- 
burgh. 

I believe, as I understand the matter, there is a very general desire 
that the drive should not be interrupted and every person thus ap- 
proaching the Capitol Park be diverted to a rumbling pavement at one 
end and the other of the Botanical Garden. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. The Chair understands the Senator from Kentucky to 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BECK. I will take a division first. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 5, noes not counted. 

Mr. EVARTS. On page 117, after line 2, I move to insert : 

To enable the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United States, under the 
direction of the court, to obtain the oil portraits of John Rutledge, Oliver Ells- 
worth, and Morrison R. Waite, to be hung in the robing-room of the court with 
those of the other Chief-Justices already there, $1,500, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. On page 117, after line 2, following the amendment 
already accepted, I move to insert: 

For the purchase of the 10,928 es of transcripts of state and historical 
papers of great value relating to the early history of the United States, taken 
and prepared by Mr. B. F. Stevens from the archives of England, France, Spain, 
and Holland, such purchase being recommended by the present Secretary of 
State and his predecessor, and the late United States minister to England, Mr. 
Lowell, the sum of $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EVARTS. On page 117, after the amendments already agreed 
to, I move to insert : 


To provide for the safe-keeping and preservation of such historical documents 
and papers as shall be presented to the Library of Congress or placed in its cus- 
tody, the sum of $1,000, 
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Mr. BECK. I should like to know why that can not be d 
¢ 


the general arrangements we have, 


Mr. EVARTS. I will make a few observations on the matter 


} } 


subject has 


additional documentary evidence bearing upon our history. 


The result of these examinations is that a great many persons 
ing these documents would be willing to present them to the Govern 


ment if they knew they would be cared for and properly 


Others, not willing to part with a family possession, would be glad to 
deposit them where they would be safe and would be useful. 

It issupposed that when the new Library building is constructed 
reasonable provision may be made in space and for the arrangement ot! 
the stores, if they shall increase; but until then the Committee on the | 
Library were of the opinion that this appropriation should be made, 
after consultation with Mr. Spofford, who, we all know, is a hard 
working man and does everything that can properly be done. 
of opinion that a provision of a thousand dollars would be all that 
would require for the additional service which would be brou 


requisition by this experiment. 


I can not think that a thousand dollars for so salutary an object is to 
be objected to, even if it should turn out that it may not involve so 
much of necessity or of usefulness as is proposed. But my own judg- 
ment is in concurrence with the historical writers who brought 
matter to my attention, that this is a very valuable provision, and w 
lead to the deposit and safe-keeping of works and documents that in 
every accidental fire in depositories dispersed through the States may, 
as year passes after year, deprive us of any such protection and sate- 


keeping. 


_ L hope, therefore, the Senate will not object to this recommendation 
of the Library Committee to appropriate a thousand dollars for this 


pose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArrs 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EVARTS. On page 117, to come in after the amendment ju 


offered, I move to insert: 


For the purchase of the unfinished painting by Benjamin West, of the 


Commissioners at the Treaty of Paris, $1,500. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th 


amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 


Mr. EVARTS. This picture, which isin England, was brought to 
the attention of the Secretary of State by Mr. Lowell, then our minis- 
ter. It isa historical painting as interesting as any scene of historica 
interest can present. It is a picture by Benjamin West, then in a po- 
sition of great eminence in his art, of the conference of the British and 
American plenipotentiaries in the conclusion of the treaty of 17+ 
Unfortunately, it is an imperfect picture, as the only ones who are pro- 
duced and preserved in the work of the artist are the American com- 
missioners and one of the English. The space in the other portion of 
the conference-room is unoccupied by the English plenipotentiaries, s 


that this is an unfinished work of Mr. West. 
Mr. Lowell commended its purchase as a reasonable one. 


in the ownership of an English nobleman, who is willing to part with 
it on considerations that if the Government wants it it can have it at 
what, if he undertook to sell it at private sale, he could get, or he 


might get more. 


The picture is asmall one. We have a photograph of it which 


been in the Library Committee room. 


I have no more to say than that the subject is interesting. 
artist was eminent. What has been preserved in portraits is valuable, 
and the picture can be procured, not at an extravagant price, nor in- 
deed from any one who is seeking to dispose of it. If we should like 
to have it we can obtain it for $1,500. I hope, therefore, that the a, 


propriation will be allowed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts]. 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 14, noes 13; 


no quorum voting. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isa further count demanded? 


Mr. EVARTS. Not by me. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has announced a vote that shows 


quorum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announced the vote, 
which discloses the want of a quorum. Itis the duty of the Chair 
under the rule to direct the roll of the Senate to be called, unless by 


been brought to the attention of the Committee on the 
brary by eminent men engaged in historical pursuits and in the pre] 
aration of valuable historical works. They have, of course, access 

whatever is to be found in the stores of the public offices here. ' 
may find them also in the States, in the protection given to and t 
collection of such historical papers in the States, and by voluntary as- 
sociations, historical societies, antiquarian societies,etc. But al 
investigators discover that there are distributed all over the old Stat 
and in the newer States by transportation from their original sou: 
valuable papers possessed by families, not always recognized or k1 
of themselves as important until some search is made to discov« 














[ suppose we shall give somebody ten times what the pict 
and hang it up in the Library building when we fil 
somebody else to tell whom it represents. Its 3 to me 
a great deal too far when we are hunting up is] 
spend our money upon. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, this is a picture | 
famous artists of his day, and it is ¢ specially interest 
fact that he was a native American, an art who was 
veccuracy of his portraiture, Benjamin West. He paint 
family. Though a man of humble origin, I think, he 
self by his genius to a very high social position | 
in his profession. He was president of the Royal A 
the favorite of George the Third, and he was a man whi 
(merican spirit never failed, although he was a dwe 
1t the close of the war he exhibited to King George the 7 
in which he put the stars and stripes on an American 


was at first inclined to be much offended, but 


As pul 
own royal spirit came to him and he told West th 
that he liked him for his courage and independence. 


his particular picture, made by this great artist, is a] 
of the two or three greatest events in American history, t 
the treaty of peace of 1783. It represents four of t! 
Americans, and as far as it is completed it is 
John Adams, John Jay, Benjamin Franklin, and that 
most unfortunate of our patriots of the Revolution, He 
South Carolina, who spent, as is well known, some 


Revolutionary war as a prisoner in the Tow 





I suppose there are twenty societies in th 
cities (I can vouch certainly for two that I 
rreedily purchase this picture at a price mach larger tl 
s asked for it; but the person into whose posses 
was fitting first to offer it to the Government, to 


long. 

| agree with the honorable Senator from Kentu 
been some extravagance and some bad judgment in the m 
chasing the works of art with which we have undertak 
Capitol. Sometimes we have been, all of us, mor 
by a certain sympathy for the artist. Sometimes th 


a woman. I think as much of that mistake has come from 


i 
borhood of the honorable Senator from Kentucl 





part of the Senate Chamber. I think that Senato 

to respond to an appeal from a person in distress, 01 

who has some peculiar claim to sympathy, as in the 

nent artist who has now a picture be coming f 
State. I think that Senator is quite as likely to yield t 
tions which are generous and commendable as any 1 } 


brary Committee. 


But whatever mistakes we may have made in 
ing to do with the particular question which is before the 
there anybody here who, if he 
private mansion, and had offered to him this paint 


ous consent eodt tty ¢ 
Senat 

Ir. EDMUN ‘ I as S + +? ( 
Senate in order tos 1g n is present 

I | SIDENT I SO ‘ 
0 A pa LG | s 2 
by the C lr discloses, The { igain t cen on t 
ment proposed by the Senator N Yor D the Ser 
New York desire to have the § 

Mr. EVARTS. I will ask for the yeas and 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The Senat i N 
that on question of rreeing tothe ame 
the ye nd nays may be entered on t 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, tl a& proposit to pay $ 

unfinished picture 

Mr. EVARTS. It was left unfinished by th tist, Mr. W 
is a hundred years old. The work was 1ished in 
igures, but it includes all the American figures f 
lish 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is it? 

Mr. EVARTS. It is in England, in the poss 1 of I 

Mr. BECK. Have we any information in t to 
picture 1s one so lar advanced as to be anyt gy i 
people it is intended to represent? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly; it is a very good likeness of 
cans, Mr. Laurens, Mr. Jay, Mr. Adams, and Dr. Frank 

Mr. BECK. We have been buying a great many pictu 
that are rather worthless ones Chere is one hanging up in t 
tol now, called ‘‘ Farming in the Northwest 0 teet o1 
[I do not know what it, but i tworth at 
no more like farmin thwest than far 
We do not know wh y in the moon is lh t 
and now we are going into the purchase of an unti ed 
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unfinished yet is 
ure of thi f 
acguire an 
Franklin, a 
of their lives, 


| so far finished as to have an admirable portrait- 
itlemen, would not think he was fortunate if he could 
ial picture of John Jay, Henry Laurens, Benjamin 
1 Adams engaged in this great and conspicuous work 
he small sum of $1,500? 


origi 
nd Jo} 
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Mr. BECK Has any member of the Library Committee seen this 
picture ? , 

Mr. HOAR. They have seen photographs of it. 

Mr. EVARTS. We have photographs of it. 

Mr. BECK. But the original picture has never been seen by any 


member of that committee ? 

Mr. EVARTS. The picture is in the possession of Lord Belper, in 
England, and of course is not offered here for sale in any proper sense. 
Mr. Lowell saw it in Lord LBelper’s collection. 

Mr. BECK. ‘Then we are acting upon the judgment of Mr. Lowell, 
and not upon the judgment of any member of the Committee on the 
Library ? 

Mr. EVARTS. We have the representation, first, of the reputation 
of Mr. West; second, Mr. Lowell’s examination of the picture and his 
recommendation of it; and, third, a photograph, which is a well-taken 
representation of the portraits. We never can get any nearer to itthan 
we are now. It will not be brought over here for anybody to look at 
that I knowof. Mr. Bayard has the photograph, which gentlemen can 
see, and it 
pictures we have now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is 
actually looks ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes, it is, exactly. It is spoken of here as if the 
photograph did not give us any idea of what the picture is. It gives 
us every idea of what the picture is, and when there is superadded to 
it that the artist was a man of genius and of fame, and that the occa- 
sion of the group was most interesting to us, and these great Ameri 
cans are preserved there in life portraits, then you have everything 
that can be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
picture? 

Mr. EVARTS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. EVARTS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
picture? 

Mr. EVARTS. Let me read what Mr. Lowell says in a letter from 
Mr. Bayard, addressed to me, as chairman of the Committee on the 
Library: 


not an exact photograph of the picture as it 


How do you know about the authenticity of the 


The authenticity is not to be doubted anywhere. 
Has Mr. Lowell examined the picture? 

He has examined it and recommended it? 
What are the evidences of the authenticity of the 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, December 28, 1887. 

Drar Str: A photograph of an unfinished picture by Benjamin West, and 
containing the portraits of the three American commissioners for the treaty ot 
Paris in 1783, was sent me a few weeks ago by Mr. Lowell, from whose note I 
transcribed the following: 

I send you through the legation bag a photograph of an unfinished picture, 
by West, containing the portraits of our commissioners for the treaty of Paris. 
The unfinished haif was to contain the English members of the commission. 
The faces, as you will see, are finished, and the figures more or less so. I have 
seen the picture and thought it a very interesting one. The three who are 
seated are Adams, Franklin, and Laurens. I forget who those standing are, 
but one of them, I think, isOswald, Lord Belper, whoowns the picture, knows 
who they are. 

Jay was the fourth,whom Mr. Lowell could not identify. Anyone 
familiar with the features of Chief-Justice Jay sees at once that Chief- 
Justice Jay makes up the fourth. Mr. Lowell continues to say: 

‘‘ Lord Belper is willing to sell it for £300, which does not appear to me high. 
I doubt if it would fetch that at auction, but am inclined to think he could get 
that or more at private sale. Its pedigree isclear. Indeed, no one familiar with 
West's pictures and sketches, as I happen to be, could question its authenticity.” 

Mr. Bayard then proceeds: 

This photograph is now at this Department, and I shall be glad to submit it 
for your inspection. 

As an authentic work by a native American artist, depicting an incident of 
such historical interest to Americans, I recommend that authority be given by 
Congress for the purchase of the original at a sum not to exceed that named by 
Mr. Lowell, £300, and shall be glad, if your committee approve the suggestion, 
if you will bring the matter to the attention of the Senate. 

I informed the Secretary of State that the committee had decided to 
propose this amendment, and on the 22d of May, 1888, Mr. Bayard 
writes: 

I learn with satisfaction by your note of the 10th instant that your committee 
will place upon the proper appropriation bill the sum ($1,500) requisite for the 
purchase of Benjamin West's unfinished picture of the American plenipoten- 
tiaries for the treaty of 1783. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the size of the photograph? 

Mr. EVARTS. It is almost the size of one of these desks. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from New 
York to the fact thatin this bill we have appropriated $10,000 for the 
purchase of pictures, and that under it the Library Committee will be 
able to make this purchase? I think we had better let it rest on that 
appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think so. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Library Committee, I suppose, is quite able to 
very usefully employ the fund of $10,000 which is in this bill so far, 
but may not appear when it leaves the other House. But it is not 
necessary to expend that $10,000 in advance. All purchases by the 


is a true photograph of the picture, like photographs of 
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Library Committee are presumably, and actually I may say, more 
judicious and upon more protective inspection and judgment than 
purchases made under the bills that are introduced by different Sen- 
ators and passed through naming the sums that are permitted to be 
I do not like in advance to take this sum from the $10,000 
when the Committee on Appropriations reduced the amount proposed 
by the Committee on the Library from $15,000 to $10,000. If the 
committee will restore the original amount I will withdraw this amend- 


ment. If, now, opposition is made to this, I ask that the yeas and 


| nays be taken. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I paired yesterday for 
several days with the Senator from North Carolina who sits near me 
[Mr. RANsom]. I do not know how he would voteon this, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. DoL_pn’s name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn], and as this seems to bea 
party question I withdraw my vote. I have already voted inadvert- 
ently in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], but on leaving the Senate this 
forenoon he told me he should be absent, and asked me to vote as I 
thought fit on these amendments, I will therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi], but I see his colleague voted 
**nay,’’ and I will therefore take the liberty to record my vote in the 
same way. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ vea.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. KENNA] announced a pair with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
SABIN]. The Senator from Minnesota has voted. , 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Minnesota was not in the Chamber 
when I made the announcement. I now vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired generally with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who is absent by reason of sickness; but on 
this question I am permitted to vote, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. Ido not know how he would vote if here. If he were here, 
I would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


The vote of the Senator from Georgia 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Evarts, Hiscock, Sabin, 
Blair, Farwell, Hoar, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gibson, Palmer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gray, Plumb, Teller. 


Riddleberger, 
NAYS—24. 


Cullom, Hawley, 


Bate, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

Beck, George, Kenna, Saulsbury, 

Berry, Hampton, Morgan, Vest, 

Brown, Harris, Pasco, Walthall, 

Cockrell, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Iowo, 

Coke, Ingalls, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Davis, McPherson, Stanford, 

Blackburn, Dawes, Manderson, Stockbridge, 

Butler, Dolph, Morrill, Turpte, 

Call, Eustis, Paddock, Vance, 

Cameron, Faulkner, Platt, Voorhees. 

Chace, Gorman, Quay, 

Colquitt, Hale, Ransom, 

Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. I offer an amendment to come in on page 117, after 
those adopted, which I send tothe desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chief Clerk will report the pro- 
posed amendment. ; 

The CurtEF CLERK. On page 117, after the amendments already 
agreed to, it is proposed to insert the following: 

To enable the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase the library of 
books, maps, and pamphlets left by Professor Arnold Guyot, the sum of $4,500, 

Mr. EVARTS. I will say, Mr. President, that this is the library of 
the celebrated geographer and scientist, Mr. Guyot, which is offered in 
bulk for purchase for the Congressional Library. It was brought to 
our attention under the auspices of Miss Henry, the daughter of the 
celebrated head of our Smithsonian Institution, from her knowledge of 
the value of the works. Mr. Spofford examined it very carefully. It 
was offered at $6,000, and Mr. Spofford was of opinion that it was worth 
$6,000, but it contained many, or some, volumes that were duplicates 
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of what we already had in the Library, and that therefore it was 1 
for the Government to obtain the whole bulk of the library at that ‘ 
price. In it, he was of opinion, there were works that could not be 
easily obtained by the Government, and that the maps, which were als , 
included in the purchase and which are numerous and valuable, could OON] 
not casil replaced if they should pass out of the opportunity of tl E 
Government now to obtain them. 
The y of Mr. Guyot, on this representation, offered to tal 
54,500 in concession to the fact that a portion of the library is dup ri 
cated, and Mr. Spofford reports to the Committee on the Library thus rELLI 
LIBRARY OF CoNGRESS, Washington, D. C., Jul me 
The accon par ing letter from Miss Henry offers t » give the Guyot collect . ' 
of books, maps, and pamphlets to the Government at the sum of $4,500, as : t 
has been induced to make this reduction from the original price of $6,000 by t! members of t ‘ 








consideration that there are a good many duplicates of works already in t well ast 











Library of Congress. tion, inthe Indian T 
Under the circumstances, as ther ips in the collection which are specified in the « 
very rare, and our collection of wor in geogray and rtography is in: ijt uctof Congress a} 
need of enlargement, I think the sum of $4,500 rea so rare and ‘ or so mu 
some respects unique coli 1 ft secre 
Very respectfully \I ALLISON 
A. R. SPOFFORD _— 
] 1 ( li i ¢ it 18 NOt ¢ 
Ion, W. M. Evari The PRESIDENT 
Chairman of J I ( ; a s the Senator 
‘This opportunity to obtain this library will pass away if we do not Mr. ALLISON 
now avail ourselves of it. I hope, therefore, that thisamendment w priation estimated 
be illowed. Mr. ii LLEI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to In iirs, re] 
amendment of the Senator from New York. Appropriations fo1 
The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayé i, Mr. ALLISON. 
noes 15. MI TELLER. 
Mr. GIBSON. I now offer an amendment to the pending bill, o is been estimated 
I 
page 22, line 18, after the word ‘‘ Louisiana,’’ to insert what I send PRESIDE} 
the desk. l 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read Mr. TELLI 
7 ] l read. 
The Cuter CLERK. On ¢ line 18, after the word ‘*L uld be estimat 
siana,’’ it is proposed to insert mittee and refert 
At Chi Pas ind to irk a navigal ela vw Grand I ' The PRESIDEN 
ana noxious to that pat 
_ ° 7 > *y : : ; vate ciaim— 
This is done, Mr. President, in accordance with a request of the ¢ ‘ Mr. TEL! , 
‘ ; . y : : ; - Mr. 4 Be 
of the Light-House Board, Vice-Admiral S. C. Rowan, who, under dat os aerial 
Phe PRESIDES 


of July 31, 1888, writes as follows: 





yropriation bill be amended by the insertion of the following word 


The board, therefore, has the honor to ask that the current sundry civil ventin 
: ” ‘ ? _ I 
ine 18, after the word “ Louisiana” and before the word ‘* Mississippi,’’ nar ’ 

















“at Chicot Pass, and to mark a navigable channel along Gr al ike, I amendment. If 
siana.” the treaty referred t 
No further appropriation will be needed for the purpose, as the expense « it is in order or no 
maintaining these lights was included in the lump sum of the estimate a ‘ ee — era, 
the appropriation proposed, but it appears thatif the n of the above pr ir. TELLER, 
posed words is not cured it may become n¢ iry to put out the lights ide by the Comr 





It is hardly necessary for me to add anything as to the reputation of The PRESIDEN 
the chairman of the Light-House Board. tne 1 € LO! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Willi the Senator forward his amend- 
ment in writing, so that it may be inserted by the clerks? ; 
Mr. GIBSON. I will do so. I to state to the 





; . . e ’ lhe PRES INT pro t 
Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on the amendment that The PRE IDEN tr} ; 
it is not estimated for. amendment 1s out of or 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be first reported at the desk Mr. TELL 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. GIBson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa raises th: es 
point of order on the proposed amendment that it is not estimated for | Me Chair stand 
by the head of any Department. Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. ALLISON. This appropriation for lighting rivers is regularly | ©*'S¢98 treaties. 
estimated for in the Book of Estimates, naming the rivers. Of course | 2UMDEr of treaties. 
if we add one we must add another and another, until this entire ap- | 2¢% that any 
propriation bill will be very much enlarged. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous consent, although the | * 
point of order is not debatable, the Chair wiil hear the Senator from 
Louisiana {Mr. Gipson ], if he desires to speak on the question. 

Mr. GIBSON. This amendment was offered at the request of the 
president or chairman of the Light-House Board, and I suppose that it | 
has had the approval of theSecretary of the Treasury. It appears that 
these lights are at necessary and proper places, and I should think that 
the amendment would not be repugnant to the rule, or that it came 
within the rule that amen@ments should come from the head of a De- 
partment. ~ ee ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled, under the west of the M — 
rule, to hold that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. DANIEL. I offer an amendment to come in on page 9. I 
send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. ed 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 9, after line 20, insert— : the 2g has re 

For extension of public building at Lynchburgh, Va., $30,000, upon plans and aa oe yi 
specifications to be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. of the Departm: 
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not. 
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we agreed to pay their expenses of 
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Mr. DANIEL. Isimply state that this has been recommended by Now, Mr. President 


the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and that the report in the | ing committee—by 
case shows that it is absolutely needed for public accommodation, 
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tariesof the Interior. I donotknow that there has been for the last year 
an estimate for it. Itis not necessary that there should be, in order 
to bring it within the rule. I will ask to have the petition of the In- 
dians read, Then the Senate can do just exactly what it pleases with 
it. It is not a matter of any concern of mine any more than it is that 
Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





Memorial in behalf of certain Cherokee Indians. 


Zo the Senate and the House of Representatives of the 
United Stales of America in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, in behalf of those Cherokee Indians formerly residing in 
North Carolina who have recently removed, at their own expense, to the Cher- 
okee country in the Indian Territory, as their duly accredited agent for that 
purpose, respectfully represents: 

hat prior to the year A. D. 1884, there were about three hundred and fifty 
Cherokee Indians, hitherto known as the North Carolina Cherokees, who, in 
order to avail themselves of the future home provided for all the Cherokee In- 
dians by the treaties with the United States of A. D. 1835 and 1846, in the Indian 
‘Territory west of the Mississippi River, availed themselves of the provisions of 
the eighth article of said treaty and removed to that country at their own ex- 
l nse, 

hat the eighth article of said treaty of 1835 provides for such removal of the 
Cherokee Indians as follows: 

‘Such persons and families as, in the opinion of the emigrating agent, are 
capable of subsisting and removing themselves shall be permitted to doso; and 
they shall be allowed in full of all claims for the same $20 for each member of 
their family; and in lieu of their one year’s rations they shall be paid the sum 
of $23.33 if they prefer it.” (Rev. Ind. Treat., p. 70.) 

That a large number of those Cherokees formerly residing east of the Missis- 
sippi River, who removed themselves to their country in the Indian Territory, 
and subsisted themselves for one year after their removal to their new homes, 
have heretofore made application to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be 
paid their commutation money for their said removal and subsistence provided 
tor by said eighth article of said treaty, which has notas yet been paid to them. 

Your memorialist heretofore submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
the following communfication in behalfof these claimants more than three years 
igo: 

WaAsHINGTON, D. C., January 2, 1885. 


Sir: Please find inclosed a list of claims of North Carolina Cherokees, who 
have removed from North Carolina to the Indian Territory, for the cost of their 
removal and subsistence, under the eighth article of the treaty of December 29, 
1835 

‘The majority of these claims were filed in your office November 20, 1877, and 
the balance in Marci and April, 1878. The evidence in these cases is on fileand 
they are ready for payment. I respectfully request that you call the attention 
of the Appropriation Committees of the Senate and House to these claims and 
recommend their early payment. The cost of removal and subsistence of a 
part of those who removed from North Carolina to the Indian Territory was 
paid out of the civilization fund, which fund was subsequently reimbursed by 
Congress, as I am informed, and justice and right call for the payment of these 
claims which have been pending for many years. Many of the claimants are 
poor and needy, and I sincerely trust that you will again call the attention of 
Congress to their claims. 

* Very respectfully, 
“J. M. BRYAN, 
“ Agent and Attorney of Claimants. 
*Tfon. Hiram Prictr, 
‘* Commissioner of Indian Affairs.” 


Whereupon the Commissioner, Hon. Hiram Price, communicated to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior the following report and recommendation for the pay- 
ment of these claimants: 

‘‘ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
‘* Washington, February 6, 1885. 


‘‘Sim: I have the honor to submit herewith a copy of acommunication, dated 
Washington, D. C., January 2, 1885, from J. M. Bryan, agent and attorney for 
Cherokees, requesting that the attention of the Appropriation Committees ot 
Tlouse and Senate be invited to the claims of certain Cherokees, in order to se- 
cure for them the removal and subsistence money they are entitled to receive 
under the provisions of the treaties of 1835, 1536, 1846, and an act of Congress ap- 
aroved July 29, 1843 (9 Stats., page 264). 

‘By the eighth article of the New Echota treaty of December 29, 1835, with 
the Cherokees (7 Stats., page 482), the United States agreed to remove these In- 
dians West, the price for removal being fixed at $20, and one year’s subsistence 
at $33.33 for each of such persons, who might prefer to remove themselves. 

By the third article of the supplementary treaty of March 1, 1596 (7 Stats., 
page 488), the sum of $600,000 was allowed to the Cherokees, in lieu of all claims 
of every nature and description against the United States, including the ex- 
penses of their removal. 

‘* By the eleventh article of the treaty of August 6, 1846 (9 Stats., page 873), the 
question whether the amount expended for the one year’s subsistence should 
be paid out of Government or Cherokee funds was submitted to the Senate for 
decision, as also the question, if the Cherokees were to pay, whether the sub- 
sistence should be charged at a greater rate than $33.33 per head. 

‘The fourth section of the act of July 29, 1848 (9 Stats., 264), directed the Secre- 
tary of War to ascertain the number of Indians remaining at the ratification of 
the New Echota treaty (May 23, 1836), and the Secretary of the Treasury to set 
apart a sum equal to $53.33 for each individual reported by the Secretary of 
War, upon which interest was to be paid at 6 per cent. per annum, on such per 
capita, 

t The fifth section provided for the payment of the $53.33 for the removal and 
subsistence of such individual members as might thereafter desire to remove, 
upon their removal west, which amount was to be charged to the general Cher- 
okee fund, and reimbursed therefrom. 

“This fund, under the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats., 447), was applied for the 
education, improvement, and civilization of these Indians, after certain specific 
acts and payments had been effected, and, under the act of August 15, 1876 (19 
Stats., 197), the balance ofthis fund, after certain payments therefrom, was placed 
to their credit upon the books of the Treasury yey: to bear interest at 
5 per cent, per annum; and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to use 
annually, for agricultural implements and for educational purposes among said 
Indians, so much of the principal of said fund as with the interest annually ac- 
cruing thereon shall amount to $6,000, 

“In view of the fact that Congress has determined the uses to which this fund 
must be applied, and the Indians are without means for their removal, I am of 
the opinion that Congress should furnish the necessary means to enable the 
Department to effect their removal as stipulated in the eighth article of their 
treaty of 1835 

‘I therefore respectfully recommend that Congress be requested to appro- 
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priate, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
pay the cost of the removal and subsistence of those members of the tribe who 
1aive removed,as well as those who may hereafter desire to remove, at the rate 
of $53.33 per head. 

| inclose herewith a draught of an amendment to be incorporated in the de- 
ficiency or sundry civil bill hereafter to be acted upon by Congress. 

* Very respectfully, 
“H. PRICE, Commissioner. 
“The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


“ ESTIMATE. 


‘‘For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the removal and sub- 
sistence expenses of those members of the Eastern band of Cherokees who 
have removed, as well as for those who may hereafter desire to remove, to the 
Cherokee country, Indian Territory, at the rate of $53.33 per head: Provided, 
That the sum of $2,930.50, expended for the removal of one hundred and sixty- 
one members of said band in 1881, be deducted per capita from the $53.33 for 
each individual, being the amount specified in the eighth article of the treaty 
of December 29, 1835, $20,000."’ 

This recommendation was transmitted by Secretary Teller, through the 
President, to Congress on February 7, 1885. (House Ex. Doc. No. 208, second 
session, Forty-eighth Congress.) 

Your memorialists afterwards, in January, 1856, addressed the following com- 
munication to the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 


“ WasnHInGTON, D. C., January 20, 1886, 


“Sir: I respectfully beg leave tocall your attention to aclaim of North Caro- 
lina Cherokees, who removed from North Carolina to the Cherokee Nation, In- 
dian Territory, about ten years ago. 

‘*The list of these claimants that I am representing is on file in the Indian 
Department, and every claim fully proven, as to number of persons and date 
of removal. 

‘The claim is for their removal and subsistence for one year. 

‘* Under Cherokee treaty of 1846 provision is made thaton all moneys due the 
Cherokees the United States Government agrees to pay 5 per cent. interest from 
the 12th of June, 1838, 

‘Therefore we think it is reasonable and just that these claimants should re- 
ceive interest on the several sums due them from the date of their removal 
west, as it was their own funds placed in the hands of the United States Gov- 
ernment for this special purpose, and to draw interest at the rate of 6 per cent, 
per annum. 

‘It has been near nine years since these claims have been presented to the 
Government for payment. 

*“*Talso submita report from the Interior Department, dated February 10, 
1885, for your information, on these claims, and I respectfully ask that you will 
have their money appropriated and paid. 

‘Very respectfully, 
“J. M. BRYAN, For Claimants. 

“ion. J. D. C. ATKINS, 


** Commissioner Indian Affairs.” 


Thereupon Commissioner Atkins made and submitted to Secretary Lamarthe 
following report and recommendation in respect to these payments: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
** Washington, February 20, 1836. 

“Sin: I havethe honor to submit herewith a copy of a communication, dated 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1886, from J. M. Bryan, attorney, inviting at- 
tention to certain claims of North Carolina Cherokees for removal and subsist- 
ence money they are entitled to receive under the provisions of the treaties of 
1835, 1836, 1846, and an act of Congress approved July 29, 1548 (9 Stats., page 264), 

* By the eighth article of the New Echota treaty of December 29, 1535, with 
the Cherokees (7 Stats., page 482), the United States agreed to remove these 
Indians west, the price for removal being fixed at $20 and one year’s subsistence 
at $23.33 for each of such persons who might prefer to remove themselves. 

‘* By the third article of the supplementary treaty of March 1, 1836 (7 Stats., 
page 488), the sum of $600,000 was allowed to the Cherokees in lieu of all claims 
of every nature and description against the United States, including the ex- 
penses of their removal. 

** By the eleventh article of the treaty of August 6, 1846 (9 Stats., page 875), the 
question whether the amount expended for the one year's subsistence should 
be paid out of Government or Cherokee funds was submitted to the Senate for 
decision, as also the question if the Cherokees were to pay, whether the sub- 
sistence should be charged at a greater rate than $33.33 per head. 

‘The fourth section of the act of July 29, 1848 (9 Stats., 264), directed the Sec- 
retary of War to ascertain the number of Indians remaining at the ratification 
of the New Echota treaty, May 23, 1836, and the Secretary of the Treasury toset 
apart a sum equal to $53.33 for each individual reported by the Secretary of War, 
upon which interest was to be paid at 6 per cent. per annum on such per capita. 

“The fifth section provided for the payment of the $53.33 for the removal and 
subsistence of such individual members as might thereafter desire to remove 
upon their removal west, which amount was to be charged tothe general Chero- 
kee fund and reimbursed therefrom. 

* This fund, under the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats., 447), was applied for the 
education, improvement, and civilization of these Indians, after certain specific 
acts and payments had been effected, and under the act of August 15, 1876 (19 
Stats., 197), the balance of this fund, after certain payments therefrom, was 
placed to their credit upon the books of the Treasury Department, to bear in- 
terest at 5 per cent. per annum, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 
to use annually, foragricultural implements and for educational purposes among 
said Indians, so much of the principal of said fund as, with the interest annually 
accumulating thereon, shall amount to 36,000. 

“In view of the fact that Congress has determined the uses to which this fund 
must be applied, and the Indians are without means for their removal, I am of 
the opinion that Congress should furnish the necessary means to enable the 
Department to effect their removal, as stipulated in the eighth article of their 
treaty of 1835. ° 

‘I therefore respectfully recommend that Congress be requested to appropri- 
ate, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay 
the cost of the removal and subsistence of those members of the tribe who have 
removed, as well as those who may now or hereafter desire to remove, at the 
rate of $53.33 per head. 

“T inclose herewith a draught of a bill covering the amount required to carry 
out the objects specified. 

*“ Very respectfully, 








“J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
“Hon, SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 


“‘A bill for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians to the Indian Terri- 
tory. 


“Be it enacted, etc., That for the amount necessary to pay for the removal and 
subsistence of those members of the Eastern band of Cherokees who have re- 
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ty-ninth Congress), 
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been on file for several years with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs w 
result aforesaid, 

Your memorialist also represents that he is informed and believes that 
the payments asked for by these Indians are provided for by the treaty I 
tion aforesaid, an appropriation therefore is authorized by law. 

Wherefore, in their behalf as their agent anc iattorney, your mem 
that, for the purpose of paying for the removal and subsistence exp 
those members of the Eastern band of Cherokees who have removed, as we 
ns for those who may desire to remove to the Cherokee country, Indian Terr 
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J. M. BRYAN, 
Age uwtand Allorney for ¢ mant 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the ruling of the Chair 
in this case is clearly right. While it would be impossible for me t 
attempt to give the Senate all the facts that are involved = this cas¢ 
I think that in a minute or two I can show the Senate enough to sat- 
isfy any one that the ruling of the Chair is exactly proper. 

This is not based on any treaty. This claim is not to carry outa 
treaty, but, on the contrary, is directly in the face of thetreaty mad 
time and time again between the Cherokee Indians and the United 
States. 

A committee of the Senate in 1850 in reportin 
to this, arising under the treaty of 1846, 
the treaty of 18 
this language: 


g upon a case parallel 
which of itsel il 
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35, made a report to this Senate, in which they used 


awed 
grew out 


The whole history of the negotiation of this treaty shows that the $5,000,000 
was the maximum sum which the United States was to agree to pay, and that 
this was not so much a consideration for the lands and possessions of the | 
dians as an indemnity to coverthe necessary sacrifices and losses of the surrs 
der of one country and the removal to another, 

Mr. TELLER. What did the Senator read that from? 
catch it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. From a report of the Senate penne 
on Indian Affairs of August 8, 1850. It was discussing the question 
referred to Congress for an appropriation on the finding of the Senat 
Committee on Indian Affairs under Article IV of the treaty of 1846 

This particular clause that I have read about relates back to the 
treaty of 1835, in which the Government of the United States agreed 
to pay the Cherokees $5,000,000 for their lands and for their removal 
West, as the Government understood it, and as the agents of the Gov 
ernment reported. The Cherokees claimed afterwards that it was not 
the intention of the Government that they should bear the expenses of 
their removal West, but that the Government should pay them. For 
the purpose of avoiding any difficulty, the Government, in 1836, ap- 
propriated $600,000 to remove these people West, and that was to in 
clude the expense of their removal and all claims of every nature and 
description against the Government of the United States. 


I did not 


‘ CONGRESSIONAL RE 


The terms made by agreement were that the $600,000 should be | 


added to the $5,000,000 given in 1836, the Government thus yielding 
to the demands of the Indians that the $5,000,000 was not intended to 
include the expense of removal, and adding the $600,000, which was to 
remove them and to cover every demand that the Indians had against 
the Government. Buteven after that agreement was made only a hand- 
ful of Indians went West. They made additional demands on the Gov- 
ernment so that other appropriations should be made. In 1 


838, two | 


years afterwards, the Government appropriated $1,047,067 for the re- | 


moval of those Indians. After that 2,495 Indians went West, but part 
of them did not go, and they claimed that the Government construc 
tion of this agreement was not a correct one, and insisted on having 
another treaty, which was the treaty of 1846. 

Under that treaty there is a direct and specific agreement for the as- 
certaining of what was fair between the Indians and the Government— 
this question especially of removing West. This had been included in 
both treaties, but it came up again in 1850. On that the committee 
reported, and on that the Government made an additional appropriation 
of $887,480.15. 


W hile the Government agreed in 1835 to give the Indians the mag- | 


nificent country that they occupy West, in lien of the country that they 
then occupied on this side of the Mississippi River, and at the same 
time agreed to pay them $5,000,000, which was intended on the part 
of the Government to pay all the, expenses of their removal, they re- 
ceded from their agreement, insisting on having it gone over again 
They succeeded on three several occasions in having three additional 
amounts, until they have been paid altogether $2,534,547.15 on this 
account, in which they were not entitled to one cent, not a single, sol- 
itary nickel. 
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there had been some of them alr gone that had n 
between 1871 and 1875 some had ¢ » that never were 
the theory that they were not going, perhaps, Congress 
this sum for another purpose, therefore rendering it impos 
Department to send them there—to pay those who had g 
those who should go thereafter. The Commissioner of 
on the 6th of February, 1885, say 

This fund, under the act of Mar 1 was applied for t 
provement, and civilization of these I , after ce spe 
ments had been effected under the act of gust 15, 1 

There was a diversion of this money. Hes on f 

| cludes: 

mn wenw 00 Sie Met t it Cong 3 has de i dtl 
must be applied, and the Indians are w means their r 
the opinion that Cong ress sh i furn essa eal 
Ps rtment to effect their r¢ rr st e¢ ‘ 
of 1835 

The eighth article of the treaty of led tl 
have this amount of money whenever they went. Th 
sioner continues: 

I therefore respectful 5 a i 1 ( re 
ite, out of any moneys in the Treasury { e ates 
propriated, the sum of #20,000, or so much fa 
the cost of the removal and subsist« f se me 
removed, as well as those who may h r des 
$53.33 per head. 

_ When this matter was refer to At 

uses almost the same langu t! ctf 
th: it there be Sy ted 
out of any moneys inthe Treasury of t 1 
priated, the sum of f $20,000 or so muc! ‘ 

The Senator from Arkansas says th his 1 r ous 
ined. There is nothing x that has been better e ed 
this claim that this tribe make that they é d 
of 1835 to this payment. It coer be that re ef 
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accordance with the provisions of the treaty. It seems to me that this 
provision is a reasonable one, for the Department to carry out existing 


treaties, and that it ought to be appropriated for. 





Avaust 1, 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 55, lines 6, 7, 8, and 9, I move to strike 
out the words: 

This appropriation shall be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior as pro- 
vided by the act authorizing the construction of said building, approved April 


15, 1886 


I desire to make a brief explanation of thisamendment. This clause 
relates to the prosecution of the work on the Library building. Ishall 
be obliged to ask unanimous consent to do this, as the clause to be 


modified is part of an amendment already agreed to. I hope there will 


| be no objection to it. Under the amendment originally proposed by 


Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. Why, Mr. President, I had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HARRI I beg the Senator’s pardon. Isupposed the Senator | 
wa throug! 

Mr. TELLER. The anxiety of the Senator to prevent any proper 
elucidation of thi ibject seems to be very great. I do not know, how- 
ever, that | can say anything more on the subject than I have said 

Mr. HARRIS. I repeat that I beg the Senator’s pardon. When I 


come to get the floor miyse If I shall again move to lay the appeal on 
the table, where it ought to go. 


Mr. TELLER. 1 am quite willing that the Senator may do that. 


I believe I n Willing that he may do it now, because I understand, 
Mr. President, that it is perfectly impossible to secure a prompt and | 
proper compliance by Congress with treaties with Indians. For many 
years there has been no practical, actual pretense that thisisdone. Ido 
not believe elf, it is necessary to do it unless it is for the interest 
of the Indians, but I believe that when there is a plain statutory pro- 
vision, a plain law of the land, under which these Indians have acted, 


; 


they are entitled to their money as much as any man who holdsa 
United States bond, and a great deal more. 
This amendment, Mr. President, isin order. It is to carry out ex- 


isting law. [tis not a private claim. It has been before the proper 
committe It has been before the Department. It is in no sense a 
claim by which there can be any danger that the Government will pay 


that which it does not owe, and, so far, nobody pretends that the Gov- |. ; } OF 
| vided by the act authorizing the construction of said building, approved April 


ernment does not owe it. The Government will have the opportunity, 
through its own agents, through its own Department, through its own 
machinery, to determine who has gone there and whois entitled to this 
money and who not. Now, if the Senator from Tennessee desires to 
move to lay this amendment on the table, he will have an opportunity 
of doing so. 


the Committee on Appropriations, the money is to be disbursed by the 
Secretary of the Interior. Section 1153 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vides: 


It shall be the duty of the engineer superintending the construction of a forti- 
lic work, to disbur 





fication, or engaged about the execution of any other ] y 
the moneys ap licable to the same: but no co pensat on shall be allowed him 
for such disbursement. 





Mr. BECK. All you have to do is tostrike out the words indicated. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The object is to place the amount of this appro- 
priation under the immediate control of the engineer oflicer making the 
expenditure, as is the rule in all cases of this character. I hope there 
will be no objection to striking out those words. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 55, line 6, after the word ‘‘ therewith”’ 
it is proposed to strike out.all down to and including ‘' 1886’ in line 
9, as follows: 


This appropriation shall be disbursed by the Secretary of the Interior as pro- 


| 15, 1886. 


Mr. TELLER. Ido not intend to object to the amendment pro- 
posed, but I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the section read does not have anything to do with this kind of case. 


| That refers entirely to the officer’s duty as anengineer. This is where 


Mr. HARRIS. I believe I have the floor now in my own right. I | 


move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] moves to lay the appeal on the table, on which motion the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] asks that the yeas and nays may 
be recorded on the Journal. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair kindly state what the decision of | 


the Chair was from which the appeal was taken ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The decision of the Chair was that 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, which wil! be | 


read if the Senator desires—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand what the amendment was. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The decision of the Chair was that 


that amendment was not in order, upon the ground that it was a pri- | 


vate claim, and was not provided for in a treaty. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHace}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 
** vem"? 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, If it is necessary in order to have a quorum, I will 
vote “yea. o 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 


Allison, Coke, Hampton, Pugh, 
Bate, Colquitt, Harris, Reagan, 
Beck, Cullom, Hawley, tiddleberger, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Mitchell, Walthall, 
slodgett, George, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Brown Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gray, Plumb, 

NAYS—8, 
Call, Palmer, Sawyer, Stockbridge, 
Frye, Platt, Stewart, Teller. 

ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Eustis, Jones of Nevadu, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Kenna, Spooner, 
Bower Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butle Faulkner, Manderson, Turpie, 
Can Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Chace Hale Morrill, Vest, 
Chandler, Hearst, Paddock, Voorhees. 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, 
Dawes, Hoat Ransom, 
Dolph Ingalis Sabin, 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in Committee of the Whole? 


you put an additional burden upon him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will propose an additional amendment to make 
that entirely plain after the pending amendment is agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 55, line 3, I move to insert, after the word 
** expended,’’ the words ‘‘and disbursed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment, on page 57, lines 14 and 15, 
to strike out ‘‘clerk-hire, rent, and other.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CureEF CLERK. On page 57, in lines 14 and 15, it is moved to 
strike out the words ‘‘clerk-hire, rent, and other;’’ so as to read: 

Contingent expenses of land offices: For incidental expenses of the several 
land offices, $155,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I offer an amendment at page 10, after line 2. 


| I ask that it be read, and I desire to makea brief explanation of it. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cu1EF CLERK. On page 10, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Purchasé of lots 11 and 12, square 689, Washington: For the purchase of lots 


| and buildings thereon, being lots Nos. 11 and 12 of the subdivision of square 


numbered 689, on the original plat of lands of the city of Washington, bounded 
north by South B street, east by New Jersey avenue, west by South Capitol 
street, $277,692; thissum being the amount of the appraisement of said land and 
buildings made under the authority of provisions of the sundry civil act ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thiscontemplates the purchase of the ground known 
as the Butler property, south of the Capitol. It contains 12,000square 
feet and has on it a substantial building 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Only 12,000 square feet? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twelve thousand square feet, I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There must be more than that a great deal. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twelve thousand one hundred and thirty-one square 
feet of land, independent of the parking and streets, and the buildings 
thereon. 

The building to which I have alluded is now occupied in part, and 
has been for many years, by the Coast Survey. Weare paying for it a 
rental of $6,000 perannum. The front building isnow occupied by com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives. The center building—there 
are three buildings—is not occupied or leased by the Government. 
There is a considerable amount of vacant space not now built upon. 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations have believed for some time 
that it was a judicious thing to buy this property, and reported in favor 
of it two yearsago. Instead of making the purchase, the House of 
Representatives insisted that we should have first an appraisal of the 
property to ascertain whether or not it was of the value claimed by Gen- 
eral Butler. So we inserted in the sundry civil act of March 3, 1887, 
a provision authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to direct an ap- 
praisement of this property. It was appraised at the sum of $277,692. 
The Committee on Appropriations believe that under existing circum- 
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the question on concurring in the other amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whol 

The amendm«¢ were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reserved, which will be stated. 

The CuHrer CLERK. On page 19, after line 19, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, inserted the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Mrs. Mary H. C. Baird, widow 
of the late Spencer F. Baird, $50,000, in full compensation for the services and 
expenses of the said Spencer F, Baird during his administration of the office of 


Commissioner of Fishand Fisheries, including rent of rooms for the use of said 
commission, from February 25,1871, to the time of his death, in August, 1887. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate concur in this 
amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on concurring in the | 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll 

Mr, COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with | 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuacer]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). As I have already stated, 
J am paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], but 
I have an impression that he voted ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment when 
it was considered asin Committee of the Whole. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ 
myself if at liberty, and if any one can state positively that the Senator 
from North Carolina so voted heretofore, I will vote ‘‘yea’’ myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish his vote re- 
corded? 

Mr. DAWES. I will withhold my vote until I can ascertain that | 
fact. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL]. Does his colleague know how 
he would eo vote on this question if he were present? | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am exceedingly confident that my colleague | 
thought it was one of the most just things Congress could possibly do. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I withhold my vote. If it were not for the 





pair I should vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. K ‘ENNA], but on this ques- 
tion I feel at liberty to vote, and vote “‘ yea. 

So the roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. Dorn]. I have voted, butas I see the 
other Senator from Oregon [Mr. M1iTtcHELL] has voted ‘‘yea,’’ I with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator. from Georgia with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. DAWES. I learn that the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
RANsoM ] voted ‘‘yea’’? when this amendment was before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON. I announce my pair with the Senator from California 
[Mr, Hearsr]. 

Mr, EVARTS. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN]; but I understand I am at liberty to vote on this 
question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—2s, 
Allison, Dawes, Hiscock, Sabin, 
Beck Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hampton, Platt, Teller, 
Daniel, Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 

NAYS—11. 
Bate, Chandler, George, Reagan, 
Berry, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Coke, Pugh, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Farwell, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Morgan, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butier, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Cameron, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Chace, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Davis, Hoar, Quay, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in the Senate? 
Mr. EVARTS. I offer in the Senate the amendment for the pur- 
shase of the portraits of the signers of the treaty of 1783. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


| or belief. 


BEN, ATE. Avaust 1, 


The CHiEF CLERK. On page 117, after the amendment already 
agreed to, after line 2, it is proposed to insert: 

For the purchase of the unfinished painting, by Benjamin West, of the Peace 
Commissioners at the Treaty of Paris, $1,500. 

Ir. EVARTS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAce]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]; but I see his colleague votes 
**nay,’’ and I will also vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wiil say that I have no knowledge, information, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order during the 
roll-cail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair is quite right. I was merely explain- 
ing a pair, which customarily has been allowed. 

The roll-call was continued and concluded. 

Mr. BROWN. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLpH]. I donot know how he would vote if he were present, but 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the complete statement of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNps], and I should be glad to hear it, as 
I followed himin voting, because I am paired with his colleague [ Mr. 
MORRILL], andI wish todo whatever the Senator from Vermont thinks 
proper in the matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair has announced that I was not at lib- 
erty to speak. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The roll-call is yet in progress. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator from Vermont if he has any 
information or idea how his colleague, if present, would vote upon this 
question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it in order, Mr. President, for me to reply ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not under the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. As Iam unable to obtain any information, and rec- 
ognize the fact that I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MorRILL], I withdraw my vote. I have voted ‘‘nay,’’? but I with- 
draw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—24. 


Allison, Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 

- air, Gibson, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Call, Gray, Palmer, Spooner, 

Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Stewart, 

Cullom, Hiscock, Riddleberger, Stockbridge, 


Evarts, Hoar, Sabin, Teller. 
NAYS—I18. 


Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall, 
Beck, Edmunds, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Berry, George, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—34. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blodgett, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Bowen, Dolph, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Eustis, McPherson, Turpie, 
Butler, Farwell, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morrill, Vest, 
Chace, Gorman, Paddock, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Hale, Pasco, 
Daniel, Harris, Plumb, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no amendment to offer, but I wish to say 
a few words in regard to one amendment which has been adopted. I 
did not vote on the proposition simply because, while I was very much 
in favor of the allowance to Mrs. Baird of a reasonable sum, I thought 
the amount voted was too large, and therefore did not vote at all. 

But I wish to state that the Senate has set a precedent in this matter. 
In the case of Professor Baird’s predecessor, Professor Henry, a very 
eminent man and perhaps even more eminent in some respects than 
Professor Baird, he was allowed by the generosity of Congress $500 a 
year for the twenty-two years he served at the head of the Light-House 
Board, a scientific position, where he rendered great service to the Gov- 
ernment. He died and the claim was made, and I had the honor of 
submitting it, and Congress generously allowed $10,000, expended for 
a house in which Professor Henry’s wife and children now live. The 
amount of $50,000 for fifteen years’ services of Professor Baird seems 
too large, but if it followed the precedent in Professor Henry’s case, or 
even if twice the amount was given that was allowed to Mrs. Henry, 
I should have voted for the amendment with pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, having now the right to speak on 
the question of the engrossment of the amendments and the third read- 
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ing of the bill, I ll say that the cases of Professor Henry and Mr 
Baird were entirely different; butif you take the $500 a yearextra a 
lowan to Professor Henry for twenty-two years, that would make 
$11,000 of tha Chen $11,000 more was given to Professor Henry 
that ma . He t $500 a year, it is stated, extra allowance 
during that period of time. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the only allowance ever made to Pro 


fessor Ile 


Mr. El 





nry, tomy knowl : 
MUNDS,. I think the Senator is quite mistaken in that r 


spect, but no matter about that 
Che difference between these two cases is so wide and obvious that 
if the Senator knew the facts I am sure he would agree to the pro 


sition before the Senate: a t was this, that the amount of 





and responsibility as distinguished between a member of the Licht- 
House board and the enormous labor that was imposed upon Professor 
Baird in this administrative work is too obvious to require ¢ gt 








of time tostateit. Imerely 
fifteen years, wl i ( propagating, ete 
going on Professor Baird furnished, as Professor Henry did 

rooms and appliances : that work out of his ov 
private fortune and out of his own private rent; and if those roon 
thus necessarily occupied for the public interests, had been hired by t 
United States in the regular way fr at an averag 
the rate that the United States is paying in this city of Washington all 
the time, it would take up a great deal more than half of this $50,000. 
Then, when you add to that the furniture, the attendance, the fuel 
the lights, and everything which, besides the mere rent, goes into the 
account against the Treasury when we hire rooms and furnish them and 
take care of them, it would take one-half of the r 

So that, for the 


it. But during the whole of thes 
yMIMission work of 
not, the 


necessary to carry on 





jm any body else 


mainder that is left 
mere service of Professor Baird for these fifteen years 
which destroyed his life, you give his widow really about $10,000 or 
$12,000; andas to the rest you are merely returning 
actually spent out of his own pocket to promote your service 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Iam perfectly willing to be gen 
erous, and if we measure the work of both these officers at what it is 
really worth to science and the world, we could not pay for it in mone 
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the money that he 


I agree to that. Both of these gentlemen were scientific men, who de- 
voted their lives to their pursuits. 
The idea, however, of paying $50,000 for fifteen years’ work seems to 


be an exaggeratio: 
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I simply wished to lain why, though present in my seat, I did 
not vote upoa that pro; tion. I trust that in the committee of con- 
ference the conferees on the part of the Senate may be able to estimate 
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President, m 


arefully the items that ¢ 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. 
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ask what is the question 


before the Senate 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the amendments be engrossed 
ind the | . o a third reading ? 


Mr. CHANDLER. 1 
has been occas:oned by t 


desire to avail myself of the opportunity which 

debate between the Senator from Vermont 
[ Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to say that 
for the reason given by the Senator from Ohio for not voting at all I 
voted against the amendment giving to the heirs of Professor Baird 
$50,000. 

I disagree entirely with the argument that the Congress of the United 
States can not vote money in a case of this kind unless the Government 
of the United States owes a debt which can be recovered in the Court 
of Claims. I agree entirely with the argument of the Senator from 
Massachuestts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvAktTs] that there rests in this Government the power to recognize | 





Pe 
the services of those citizens who have been able in their lifetim 
render distinguished service to the country or to illustrate the patriotism 
of an American citizen, and therefore it was with no misgivings 
the question of the power of Congress to make this donation that I 

declined to vote for the $50,000. 

I am willing to vote as a miscellaneous donation, but not as services 
or rent due but not collected, for the sum of $25,000. I am not will- 
ing to vote for the sum of $50,000; and as I am not willing to vote for 
that sum, I concluded that the natural and legitimate and app 
method of expressing that dissent was to vote ‘‘nay’’ when th 
and nays were called. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Justa single remark. In estimating the sum to 
be given here I would not only take into consideration the actual « 
penditures of that distinguished professor, but I would measure that 
donation, if you choose to call it so, by his distinguished services in 
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general. In estimating what his labors were worth we have some guide 


ECORD—SEN A’ 


the sum that 












































in the is hxed int ce 
fessor Baird was, in a € ors 
atly improved system. 4 Meb ld t M 
stablished in the gen 1 é : ’ 
ind for fifteen and a é ‘ 
ontent to vote for the > 
The PRESIDENT 
1 the bill be orde 
e amendments | 
la third time 
Che bill was read 
ir. ALLISON I I 
‘ cs aoe 
I ‘ 
posed of five of i ‘ 
thy 4 } l Le i ‘ 
y N W _ Cc 
I V a ’ s 
17 ie d 
ll is pe j it i | t i i y 
posed of t yn il wil 
gre al defi } ] t yet 1 f H 
fications | l i M4 l b il d 
by the House the fort it 3 i i 
» day or two 
As to the timé l take f he li i 
House ourse it is impos e for me t 
It 1ere > fewer im nt i i 
upon it y similar bill that has passed y 
years sundry civil bill ean be disposed of y 
I ad y consenting tot a 1dme \ l 
have I f 3 wh can be had w n ery 
ef sf} ay be safely assumed that n¢ week w 
can dispose of all the appropriation bill I think t can | posed 
of next week, provided the House takes them promptly and con 
siders them so that the differences can be reconciled 
Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the chai n if he has a bill 
for to-morrow morning 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one rd furthe Not only will 
the Committee on Appropria have 1 é 3 to-! w morn- 
ing, but they « not likely t wy some sto e. because 
the only two remaining bills for action hers leficien bil l 
the fortifications bill, neither of which h ussed the House of 
Representatives. 
Mr.STEWART. I should like to call up the‘ ese to-morrow 
morning, if I can 
The PRESIDENT pro t The § tor from lowa is « tled 
I ha stated the situation of tl tion 
bil I ougit ») Say perhaps ection W ft 
that on last Saturday the Senate pa la in 
ippropriations until the 3ist day of A t. so t » far as . 
the business of the Appropriations Committee can be sed ¢ thin 
the next ten days or two weeks 
The Senator from Kansas made an inquiry respecting anothe ter 
on whichI think probably I should perhaps say a word, a if 
the tariff bill now pending in the Fina ( miitte I presume he 
asks me that question because I have, in t of n 
associates on that committee. been n gS cam tio tha 
subject. Ofcourse it is not possible e to vhen that tariff bill 
| can be presented to the Senate Che chairman é on 
Finance can state more nearly, perhaps, th that subject 
[ will only say that so far as I am con ed lL have 
heard, it is the intention to br that bil Ct ver at the 
earliest practicable moment and uve } with all due 
speed consistent with its careful lerat 
Mr. GIBSON. Can the Senator n I ether the tariff 
bill will be here next week 
Mr. ALLISON. I can not 
Mr. GIBSON. Can the Senator fi Ohiot whether the tariff 
bill is likely to be here next week or t é 
Mr. SHERMAN 1 do not know. .O ont 
The PRESIDENT , te Che b 1 three 
times, the question is, Shall it 7 
rt € bill was passed. 
JACK N N 
Mr. PUGH. By leave of t Sena t unted, I press 
the views of the { f th u! e the matter 
the investigation of t munbicipa é a Mis 
The PRESIDENT prot } lhe f ! 
and printed. 
Mr. PUGH. Let it lie on the tab h tl rit 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; W the & ‘ ited? 
Mr. PUGH Yes; let be p c 
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‘The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The resolution accompanying the The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


report of the committee has been placed on the Calendar so that the | 
sof the majority and minority may be printed together, if there | 


viev 


be no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Cler announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 1106) pro- 
vidi for the revocation of the withdrawal of lands made for the benefit 
of certain railroads, and for other purposes; in which it requested the | 


concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Elliott Johnston. 

The message farther announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. LANE, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. THoMPpsoN, of Ohio, managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 


amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of 


George M. Ochiltree; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the said bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Yoprr, Mr. 


TILLMAN, and Mr. GEAR’ managers at the conference on the part of 


the House. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow instead of 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And, I suggest as an amendment, that it adjourn at 
5 o'clock. There can be no objection to regular hours of work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wecan not fix any time for adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
[ Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink we had better understand the matter. I 
think I shall call for a division, or the yeas and nays, because we ought 
to go on and finish the long debates that are likely to occur on the fish- 
eries treaty; and there is another measure hanging here 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can only proceed on the mo- 
tion by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that the hour of meeting is a matter or 
perfect indifference to me. I would as lief come here at 11 o’clock, or 
12 o'clock, or any other hour, but I made the motion at the requestor 
several Senators. There is the fisheries treaty which is under debate, 
and it is likely to provoke considerable discussion. There is also the 
Chinese bill, as it is called. 





Mr. STEWART. And the Washington Territory bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. And the Washington Territory bill. 
Mr. PLATT. And admission bills tor other Territories. 


Mr.SHERMAN. ‘Thereare pressing matters which ought to be voted 
upon at the present session. The committee work is pretty well done 
at this session, except perhaps the Finance Committee and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Other committees have work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will take the senseof the Senate and a majority 
will decide the question. I move that, until otherwise ordered, the 
Senate meet at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I move that the Senate meet at 11 
o’clock to-morrow, and on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio ask for 
the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks that on 
agreeing to the motion that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock, the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. May I ask unanimous consent to say that if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will postpone his motion to-day he will accommodate 
some Senators very much, who have a very important committee meet 
ing to-morrow, which must be dispensed with entirely if the session is 
to commence at 11 o’clock. 

._Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate will go on with the speech-making. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The speech-making will go on. 

Mr. DAWES. The only objection I have to the motion is that I 
happen to have to-morrow a very important committee meeting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can go on with the committee meeting, and 
I presume it will not disturb any one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll-call will proceed on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to- 
morrow at 11 o’clock. 


Stick to your original mo- 





Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]; otherwise I should vote 


| **vea.’? 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WILson]. 
he would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. 1 am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]}. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. He allows me to vote when I 
please, but I think I ought to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but I voted. 
I had better withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HOAR. That will leave us without a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. SABIN (after having voted in the affirmative). 


I am paired 
I do not know how 


I am paired 
I think 


As the with- 


| drawal of votes is in order, I will state that I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], and as I am doubtful whether 
my pair would allow me to vote on this question, I withdraw my 
vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 16; 


The Senator from Minnesota with- 


as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Hiscock, Platt, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hoar, Plumb, Stewart, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Riddleberger, Stockbridge 
Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, Teller. 

NAYS—16. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Coke, Hampton, Reagan, 
Blodgett, George, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 

ABSENT —40. 

Aldrich, Davis, Hearst, Quay, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Berry, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, McPherson, Turpie. 
Butler, Farwell, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morrill, Vest, 
Chace, Gorman, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hale, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Harris, Pasco, Wilson of Mad, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. TELLER. 
11 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Colorado to withdraw that 
motion for a moment, that I may ask the Chair to announce, from view, 
that there isaquorum present, in order that I may submit a conference 
report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no voting quorum, but—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The want of a quorum was disclosed 
on the vote last taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. The want of a voting quorum was disclosed; that is 
true. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the roll-call 
may be dispensed with, and the Chair may ascertain by count whether 
@ quorum is present. 

Mr. TELLER. If my motion is in order, I ask that it be put. 

Mr. BLAIR. How can it be in order under the rules? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Constitution gives us the right to adjourn 
from day to day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The motion is in order hy the new rules, I think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Therule, intheopinion of the Chair, 
forbids the motion of the Senator from Colorado to be entertained by 
the Chair, a motion to adjourn only being in order now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 2, 1888, at 
12 o'clock m. 


No quorum has voted. 
I move that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow at 
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1888. 


LOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


AY, August 1, 1888. 


The House met at 12 km. Prayer by tl h } 
H. MILBury, D. D. 
77 To of t 3 of vest rday ¥ read 1 ay 
/RDER OF BUSINI P 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. .For what purpose does the gentl 


rise ? 

Mr. LONG. To ask unanimous consent to have a bill co 
this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize at 
tleman for that purpose until certain matters are disposed of. 

LIOTT JCHNSTON, 

The SPEAKER pro tem; laid before the House the bill (H. R. 828 
to remove the political disabilities of Elliott Johnston, with an: 
ment of the Senate ther 


The amendment was read, as follow 
Page 1, 1 sdand 4, st the words i 
The amendn was agreed to 
I I YG, SI X CITY, IOWA 
The SPEAKER pro t ore also laid before the House t ) 


288) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, lowa, th: 


ate having disagreed to the amendments of the House to th i 
and asked for a committee of conference on the disagreeing vot 
two Houses. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that the Hou vree tot 
conference requested by the Senat 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require unanimous consen 
it is a privileged matter; and if there be no objection, the confere1 
will be agreed to and the Chair will appoint the conferees later. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY M. BRIGGS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as managers of 
conft on the partof the House on the disagreeing votes of the t 
Hous the bill or the relief of Mary M. Briggs, the ger 
man [illinois the gentleman from Connecticut, } 





FRENCH, and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. THOMPSON 
ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follo 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to James W. Bowman 
bill (S. 2124) granting a pension to John | 
bill 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin A. I 
bill ( ranting a pension to Catharine McQua 


} } 


bill rranting a pension to James Whi 





‘ 


bi>b>b>bb>b>b>& 
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A bill (S. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Cur 
A bill (S. 5) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret G 
bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. Sn 
A bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wal 


Yo 


ng; 
















A bill (S. 2413) granting an increase of pe 1 to Ernst He 

A bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin E. Cha 

A bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline A1 

A bill (S. 2830) granting an increase o sion to | ra M. I] 

A bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Sean 

A bill (S. 2700) granting an increase of pension to Allen Gl 

A bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell 

A bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan Bb. Rarick; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the widow of Johr . 





ceased ; 

A bill (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children 
of Patrick Frawley; 

A bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins; and 

A bill (S. 102) for the relief of Lucinda McGu 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 1887 


Mr. MAISH. I eall for the regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to submit a resolution for refe 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. MAISH. I withdraw the call, in order that the gentle 
introduce his resolution. 

Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, introduced a concurrent ré 
tion to provide for printing the report of the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion for 1887-’88; which was referred to the Committee on Print 





rhe regular order is d¢ 


MONUMENT TO VICTIMS OF PRISON-SHIPS. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Is it in order forme to ask at this time that a re- 
port of the Committee on Military Affairs be printed in the Recorp ? 
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which is now at the eastend of Front street, by the navy-yard wall, for the pur- 
pose of erecting a suitable sepulcher, which the society accepted. 

In 1403 a memoria! to Congress was prepared and sent to Washington, but 
nothing was done by thisbody. In the mean time, Benjamin Aycrigg, shocked 





at the exposed condition of the remains, made a contract in 1805 with an Irish- 
nian living in the Wallabout “to collect the bones as faras may be without dig- 

ig,’ and deliver them to him ata stipulated price, which was done, and the 
remains thus collected formed a portion of those afterward placed in the Tomb 


of the Martyrs. In 1808 the Tammany Society appointed a committee and pro- 
ceeded to take steps toward the long-talked of sepulcher. 7 initiated an 
I 


extensive correspondence, published stirring appeals, and invited patriotic citi- 
zeus allover the country to make a national affair of it. The public took hold 
zealously, and showed so much interest that the corner-stone of the tomb was 


laid on the 15th of April, 1808. An imposing military and civic procession formed 
af Fulton Perry, under Major Aycrigg, grand marshal, and marched through 


Main, Sands, Bridge, and Jackson (now Hudson) streets, Brooklyn, to the vault 
on Jackson street adjoining the navy-yard. Benjamin Romaine, grand sachem 
of Tammany, assisted by the Wallabout committee, laid the corner-stone of the 


vault, upon which was the inseription: 

in the name of the spirits of the departed free, sacred tothe memory of Amer- 
ican seamen, soldiers, and citizens who perished on board the prison-ships of 
the British at Wallabout during the Revolution. 

This is the corner-stone of the vault erected by the Tammany Society, or 
Columbian Order, which contains their remains, the ground for which was be- 
stowed by John Jackson, Nassau Island. Season of blossoms, Year of the dis- 
covery the 316th, of the institution the 19th, and of American Independence the 
e ' 

“April 6, 1808,"’ 

Ceremonies were completed by the interment of thirteen mammoth coflins, 
and orations by the most distinguished men of the day. 

Subsequent to the interment the excitement was kept up for awhile. Some 

oney was collected, and then the martyrs’ tomb dropped out of public notice. 
Stiles, in his ** Wallabout Prison-Ship Series,’ speaking of the Tammany dem- 
onstration, gives this peroration: 

“The pious tribute of the living to the dead is always solemn and affecting ; 
a society in mourning for a hero is interesting to every one who beholds it, but 
a nation of freemen bending in tears over the tomb of eleven thousand martyrs 
to the cause of liberty is a sight never before exhibited and presents a sublime 
theme for the historian and the poet. Happy, happy Columbia! May return- 
ing years still find thee as thou art this day—grateful to thy heroes, the nurse of 
liberty, at peace with the world.” 

After the great procession the tomb, unfinished, was left to take care of itself. 

When the grade of Jackson street was altered the walls of the vault were in- 
fringed upon, and finally the very lot with the tomb upon it, containing the 
moldering dust of these eleven thousand heroes, was sold for taxes. 

Benjamin Romaine, a true patriot, who had been a soldier in the war, came 
forward and bought the lot rescuing the remains from desecration. He erccted 
an ante-chamber over the vault and appropriately adorned it. This was in 1839. 
Mr. Romaine held the place sacred, and in order to protect it from desecration 
he appropriated the tomb asa burial place for himself andfamily, At his death, 
in 1844, his body was placed in a coffin which he had long kept for himself in 
the vault. Two years before his death a committee of citizens petitioned the 
Legislature for leave to remove the bones for the purpose of appropriate sepul- 
ture, but Mr. Romaine protested. He said: 

**T have guarded these sacred remains, with a reverence which perhaps at this 
day all may not appreciate or feel, for more than thirty years. They are now 
in their right place, near the Wallabout and adjoining the navy-yard. They 
are my property. Ihave expended more than $900 in and about their protec- 
tion ond preservation. I commend them to the protection of the General Goy- 
ernment, I bequeath them to my country. This concern is very sacred to me. 
It lies near my heart. I suffered with those whose bonesI venerate. I fought 
beside them; I bled with them.” 

In consequence of this remonstranee nothing was done. 

Ten years later a large meeting of citizens of Brooklyn resolved—‘‘ That the 
time has arrived when the cities of New York and Brooklyn can not, without 
criminality, longer delay the necessary efforts for rearing the monument to the 
martyrs of the prison-ships;’’ and an organization was formed, entitled the 
*‘ Martyrs’ Monumental Association,” in which each senatorial district in the 
State of New York and each State and Territory in the Union was represented. 
They set to work, selected a site on Fort Greene, secured plans for the monu- 
ment, agitated the subject, and solicited donations. But once more enthusi- 
asm died, and two more decades had almost passed before anything was done. 

The common council of the city of Brooklyn having granted the association 
an appropriate lot on Fort Greene, called Washington Park, thesite was utilized 
in 1873. In that year a brick vault, 25 by 11 feet, was completed in the side of 
the hill facing toward the junction of Myrtle avenue and Canton street, it being 
the nearest point toward the Wallabout. By this time the vault on Hudson 
avenue (formerly Jackson street) had become so dilapidated from neglect that 
the remains were in an exposed state, many of the old coffins being broken or 
defaced. Twenty-two new boxes were procured, the old coffins placed in them, 
and on the 17th day of June, 1873, all that remained of the mortal part of the 
11,000 martyrs of the prison-ships was quietly removed to the vault at Washing- 
ton Park. There was no ostentation this time; it was simply a labor of love. 

After nearly a century of neglect, relieved occasionally by spasmodic bursts 
of patriotism, the bones were at last placed in a spot where it is believed they 
will rest undisturbed until time shall be no more. So ay was the removal 
performed, and so little interest does it seem to have elicited, that the daily pa- 
pers of the day did not make any mention of it. The vault was covered with 
asphalt and the surface restored, and there are few er in the city to-day who 
know where these bones lie buried. The base-work of the intended ornamental 
stone superstructure has been constructed, upon which it is intended to erect 
the monument proposed by the accompanying bill. 

This chosen site of Fort Greene is a lofty eminence looking down upon the 
Wallabout, where the prison-ships were anchored; italso commands a view of 
the whole city of Brooklyn and the surrounding country upon which in 1776 
the battle of Long Island wasfought. During the battle this battery was known 
as Fort Putnam, in honor of General Putnam, who was the immediate com- 
mander of the American Army during the illness of General Greene. From 
this eminence General George Washington, Commander-in-Chief, became the 
agonizing witness of the rout and slaughter of Sullivan's command, and during 
the whole engagement directed the movements of the AmericanArmy. It was 
here that he signed the order to retreat, when he saw that resistance in the 
face of overwhelming forces was useless. On this t he encouraged the suf- 
fering soldiers with words of hope during the last day of the battle until the 
night brought the fog that made retreat possible. 

mmediately after this memorable retreat the British, having gained absolute 
possession, used Brooklyn for the incarceration of the prisoners of war. 

News of the barbarous and inhuman treatment of these prisoners reached 
Congress in 1781, when a special committee was appointed consisting of Mr. 
Boudinot, Mr. Sharpe, and Mr, Clymer, who submitted the following resolu- 
tions: 

‘Resolved, That it appears to Congress that a very large number of marine 
prisoners and citizens of the United States, taken by the enemy, are now close 
confined on board prison-ships in the harbor of New York. 
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“That the said prison-ships are so unequal in size to the number of prisoners 
as not to admit of a possibility of preserving life in this warm season of the 
year, they being crowded together in such a manner as to be in danger of suf- 
focation, as well as exposed to every kind of putrid and pestilential disorder. 

‘That no circumstances of the enemy’s particular situation can justify this 
outrage on humanity, it being contrary to the usage and custom of civilized 
nations thus deliberately to murder their captives in cold blood, as the enemy 
will not assert that prison-ships equal tothe number of prisoners can not be ob- 
tained so as to afford room sufficient for the necessary purposes of life. 

“That the enemy do daily improve the distresses to enlist and compel many 
of our citizens to enter on board their ships of war, and thus to fight against 
their fellow-citizens and dearest connections. 

“ That the said marine prisoners, until they can be ¢ xchanged, should be sup- 
plied with such necessaries of clothing and provisions as can be obtained to 
mitigate their present sufferings. 

“That therefore the Commander-in-Chief be, and is hereby, instructed to re- 
monstrate to the proper officer within the enemy’s lines on the said unjustifi- 
able treatment of our marine prisoners, and demand in the most express terms 
to know the reasons of this unnecessary severity towards them; and that the 
Commander-in-Chief transmit such answer as may be received thereon to Con- 
gress, that decided measures for due retaliation may be adopted, if a redress 
of these evils is not immediately given. 

“That the Commander-in-Chief be, and is hereby, instructed to direct the 
supplying of the said prisoners with such provisions and light clothing for their 
present more comfortable subsistence as may be in his power to obtain, and in 
such manner as he may deem most advantageous for these United States,”’ 

There is no question that these men were martyrs to the cause of liberty ; that 
those who survived the war and were honored by the grateful care of their 
Government and esteemed until the close of their lives for their patriotism and 
valor were entitled to much less than these unfortunate victims of cruelty and 
hardship, and that the least that the Government can do at this time is to erect 
to them a monument upon which shall be’ inscribed a record of their service 
and the story of their martyrdom. 

The propriety of the erection of such a monument by the nation will not be 
questioned in view of these facts. 

These helpless victims were prisoners of war, belonging not to any city or 
State, but to the whole country; captured by the enemy while in the service of 
their country in both the Army and Navy; citizens of all the original thirteen 
States, and numbered more than were slain in all the battles, both by land and 
sea, of that long and desperate struggle for freedom. 

Had these victims been less arduous in their patriotism or less firm in their 
devotion to liberty; had they purchased their lives by enlisting in the service 
of the enemy, as they were daily importuned to do, and this army of 12,000 val- 
iant men been added to the forces against which Washington and his compatriots 
were fighting the struggle of our forefathers would have no doubt been greatly 
prolonged. 

There has been laid before the committee the following concurrent resolutions 
relative to erection of a monument to the ‘* martyrs of the prison-ships”’ at the 
Wallabout during the Revolutionary war, passed by the senate and assembly of 
the State of New York, February 28, 1888: 

‘* Whereas the ‘‘ Society of Old Brooklynites,”’ of the city of Brooklyn, has 
presented a petition to the Congress of the United States for the erection of a 
monument to commemorate the virtuesand patriotism of more than 12,000 sol- 
diers and sailors who perished on board the prison-ships at the Wallabout dur- 
ing the Revolutionary war; and 

** Whereas those unhappy victinis were citizens of the United States, prisoners 
of war, captured while in the service of this country during its long and desper- 
ate struggle for freedom, when the Government was too feeble to afford them 
protection or relieve their sufferings: Therefore, 

** Resolved (if the assembly concur), That the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State be and they hereby are earnestly requested to use all 
honorable means in their power to secure the passage of the bill (H. R. 1687) 
having for its object fhe erection of a monument to the memory of the ‘mar- 
tyrs of the prison-ships.’ 

** Resolved (if the assembly concur), That a duly certified copy of the forego- 
ing preamble and resolutions be forwarded to each Senator and Representative 
in Congress from this State.” 

Also the following resolution from the Kings County board of supervisors, 
passed January 19, 1888; 

** Whereas the ‘Society of Old Brooklynites,’ of the city of Brooklyn, have 
petitioned the Congress of the United States for an appropriation to fitly com- 
memorate by amonumentthe ‘martyrs of the prison-ships’ of the Revolution- 
ary war; and 

‘* Whereas the board heartily approves of the motives and patriotic zeal dis- 
played by the said society in the nobie effort to inspire devotion to country, 
perpetuating the virtues of those who sacrificed their lives for republican prin- 
ciples, thus stimulating future generations to emulate their patriotism: There- 
fore, be it 

“Resolved, That the board of supervisors of Kings County does hereby approve 
of and indorse the honorable and praiseworthy efforts of the ‘Society of Old 
Brooklynites’ to obtain a fitting monument to be placed over the remains of 
those who perished at the birth of this Republic. 

‘Resolved, That we most cordially extend to the ‘Society of Old Brooklyn- 
ites’ our earnest support and encouragement, and express the hope that their 
efforts will be rewarded by the people through their Representatives in Con- 

ress.”’ 

Similar resolutions were also adopted by the board of aldermen. 

Also the following petition fromthe ‘‘ Society of Old Brooklynites,’’ who have 
been mainly instrumental in preserving these relics and in bringing these his- 
torical facts before this committee : 


“To the Senate and House of Representatvves of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 

‘Your petitioners, an incorporated society of the city of Brooklyn, under the 
title of ‘The Society of Old Brooklynites,’ would respectfully represent : 

‘* That the remains of more than eleven thousand five hundred martyrs tothe 
cause of liberty lie entombed in this city, who died during our Revolutionary 
war on board the prison-ships of the British at the Wallabout, and which were 
buried on our shores during that memorable struggle, many of which were by 
the action of the waves washed out of their shallow graves, their bones scat- 
tered along the beach, exposed to the summer’s sun and winter’s storms until 
the year 1808, when the Tammany Society, or Columbian Order, of the city of 
New York, had them collected and buried with imposing ceremonies, in which 
the governors of several States, mayors of cities, and civil, military, and ecclesi- 
astical dignitaries from all parts of the country took part. 

“The place of burial was on Jackson street in this city, and the tomb—a tem- 

orary wooden structure, in which they were placed—became so dilapidated, 
G reason of changes made in the surroundings and from natural decay, that the 
sacred remains were again exposed to the gaze of the multitude, until the park 
commissioners of this city, with the sanction of the city government, prepared 
with great care and expense a permanent and imperishable tomb for their re- 
ception on the historic ground of Fort Greene—a charming elevation in Wash- 
ington Park in this city, overlooking the scene of their sufferings and death—to 
which the sacred remains were cheerfully removed and deposited. 

“These devoted patriots, from every one of the original thirteen States, were 
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prisoners of war, taken b Br sharmvand navy. ar inum bered more ur nnanimons msent that t ( tt 
were k -dinall tt y sea and land that long and desp 4 el j 
str Oee e for freedom © = 
Vhen it is remembe 1 that constant and remitting efforts were 1 i ppropriation | t t 

hey thes British officers to induce these prisoners to purchase their freedot ered in the House a ( W 
save their lives by enlisting in the service of my; that many, pro Mr. BLOUN I 
the majority, of them had families who wer« ig by reason of the _ oe “ 
sence; that to re sin int se | rr pr ost certain deat! t the regul Pp eed t 
that under all thes« ‘ st they remair thful to the cause in ¥ Mr. TOWNS I) } ‘ 
they had enlisted, and prefer dh te ‘ath to dishonor, we must concede that to Committ ‘ 3 
earned the title of ma yee: of the prison-ships, and deserve such recogn a 
from the Government, to aid in the establishment of which they sacr of consider £ 
their lives, as will show to the world that republics are not ungratef J ym Was 
that we cherish the pries, honor their devotion to their country, a 
erect such an end nent to commemorate their virtues as w 4 
ulate fut genet ite their ~ 

‘We therefore mo tfully ask th y r | or body I 
an appropriation of not less than $100,000 toward the erection of as ee ' * } 
ument to be erected at or near the spot where t r sacred re I a . ; 
the site for which will be donated for that purpose by the f} b sid t 

“ This society will most cheerfully give all the aid in their power towar npre 
accomplishment of the object of this p , - : > 

Also the following petition, signed by 25,000 citizens of the Ur i State : Pan . 
“To the Senate and Hou of Renresentatives CHA A 

of the L ted Siates in Co ss assembled a i I 

“Your petitioners, citizens of the Unit »yrespectf lea menate, 
pray your honorable body to hear and nt the petition of oO y of ¢ rOW NSHEND ( 
Brooklynites and to cause the erection of the long-delayed monument to t } CIATRMA® ( 
martyrs of the prison-ships a . 

Your committee therefore recommend that t bi lo pass with the fol r ‘ Ret t ( ‘ ci 
amen iment Mr. TO NSI ND W t eT 

‘ Provided, That the money apy ropriated as aforesaid sha l be expended , ‘ ai ll the \ o4 i 
the direction of the Secretary Ws ar, and the plans, specifications, and . rhe ee . E - 
shall first be approved by him ipon this deb i th en ¢ J > { 

ORDER OF BUSINESS er oe h 

i ae WMA: : Mr. SAYERS N se ‘ e to} 1 I 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the call of committees for rep j nat care to occapy bu { 1 t 
be dispensed with and that members be allowed to file reports witht ‘ on vk ; tn 
Clerk. iy, TOWNSHEND patchy faery co 

Mr. GEAR. I want to make a report from the Committee on } the importance ! r discus 
tary Affairs. Mr. SAYERS ' ft 

The SPEAKER pro teinpore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [M wetted 4 : 

1e¢ i { [ { 

GEAR] object? “ih : 


Mr. GEAR. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to call the committees for 1 \ 


ports. Mr. BURNES. I would like to i re what is now before the com 


SOLOMON LUSK. 


et 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported b The CHAIRMA) é ( 3 the 1 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2490) for the relief of Solomon Lusk; w! tion of the gentle ] ) é iment 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | No. 26 to the A pp t 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed Mr. BURNI We é é y passin é 

rHOMAS NEWMAN. the deficiency bill? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported Ane ds HAIR eMAN eee 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 5375) for the relief of Thomas Newma unfinished busine ~ h — woe the Arm oh teeing bill. , 
rs In response to the ) gentleman from Illinois, the Chair is informed 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


rate Calendar. a it} acer nw —— vine te. ha teint the Clerk that thirty minutes of the gentleman’s time yet remain 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to he printé Mr. TOWNSHE ND. haditueheistiktieetes” T eniemtend 
GEORGE M. OCHILTREE, the gentleman fiom Missouri desires to address the House. 
Mr. GEAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs to Mr. HOOKER. I had intended to ask to be recognized now, but 
port back, with the amendment of the Senate, the bill iL. R. 4659) | t] entleman from Missouri desires to proceed I will yield with a 
for the relief of George M. Ochiltree. Iam directed by the committce eat deal of ple: : 
to ask that the Senate amendment be non-concurred in, and that t The CHAIRMA® Phe ¢ I reco t itleman from 
House agree to the conference asked by the Senate. Missouri. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order will Mr. BU an, I have not been in the habit of 
be made. thrusting m in] t seemed to me absolutely 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. indispensably 1 only sa y uking @ seen 
The SPEAKER pro tempore subsequently announced the appointment | departure from e, that the illness and absence of t 
of Mr. YoprR, Mr. TILLMAN, and Mr. GEAR as conferees on the part | distinguished chairman of the C tee on Appropriations [Mr 
of the House upon the bill. DALL], who is a member of th ttee « rtifications 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. me an incentive and perhaps a justification 
? 1 ill premise the remarks I will submit on t occasion by « 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as folloy Princ Seong Ra tee ene eeitiine in “preg Ser 
To Mr. FISHER, indefinitely, on account of important business. j ate aad 7 ee ee — = oe et ne S3 eee 
To Mr. DorsEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. | “ ne te avenjcs~-rehgnentionyy-sesnuany- Seog: * trege--prenmneeth abies ae tee 
To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, commencing on the 3d in- ; ! tek Fannie coer be ter dbeescepy! “oan beeebelenes ae oeeeereeey Boe 
stant. . ORNEY |, the honored chairman of the Approp! = 3s Committee | u 
To Mr. LEHLBACH, for five days, on account of important business. a = a? 6 me, ifs SS Ses: ND Ee 
To Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, an extension of his leave of ab- | ‘** AN: 


sence for ten days from Thursday next, on account of illness. 


| are in accord with those of the d nguished gentleman whose abs 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | has caused me to speak 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is now in order to I listened on yest iy with n rest 1 atte to 


move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the W hole on the | gument of the distinguished gent n Maine [Mr. REED l 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation | it is almost \ ry 1 ruy 1oor 


bills. I desire, however, to ask unanimous consent that the Senate | cedes, t 
amendments to the Army es bill be now considered in the | them t 


House as in Committee of the Whole, in order to avoid the trouble of | but few. He stated his propositions yesterday; eply to the d 


going into Committee of the Whole and back again into the House. | guished gentleman from Georgia | M OUN i upon the | 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole on the | sition so stated b his arg logical, close fitting, and 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of the | answerab! B 1} r is laid down by n 
Army appropriation bill with the Senate amendments, and that those | from Georgia, t rgur f the distinguished gentleman « 
amendments be now considered in the House as in Committee of the | in any sense, appl: What was the proposition, or what wer 
Whole. It will then be in order for the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. | eral propositions of the distinguished gentleman from Main¢ 
SAYERs] to offer his amendment in the House. | He stated first that the Senate of the United States was a co-or 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks | nate—a co-equal—branch of the legislative power of the Gov 


The views I shall present are my own, but it is believed tha 
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with the House. Who disputes it? Certainly not my honored friend 
from Georgia. He laid down as a proposition that we had no right to 
dictate to the Senate of the United States upon what bill it should place 
its legislation. Who disputesit? Conceding every proposition that 
he made, and then what is left for us but the very ground upon which 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia leaves it, namely, that while 


we concede equality to the Senate and its right to put upon any House | 
| the attention of the House. 


bill it pleases such legislation as it may have the power to originate 
under the Constitution of the United States, we claim for this House a 
perfect equality of right. This House has the same rights on its part 
that the Senate has in its own behalf, and, inasmuch as the Senate is 
the co-equal of the House, except in so far as it can not originate ap- 
propriation bills, so the House is the equal of the Senate in all respects 
with the exclusive right to originate revenue or appropriation bills. 

‘This is no partisan question. Werepresent the majority of the House 
to-lay. Put how soon may that side of this Chamber represent the 
power, the dignity, and the honor of the House and be charged with 
the duty of enforcing and preserving its rules. 

Mr. GEAR. Very soon, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURNES. It may be svon, which God forbid. 
as I believe it will be. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. BURNES. Brother TOWNSHEND says it never will be. 

Mr. RYAN, That settles it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. As he is our prophet I accept it, too, as it is sup- 
ported by the unanimous voice on my side of the House. [Renewed 
laughter. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I desire to appeal to your love 
and respect for the body of which we are all members, to your own self- 
respect, to the honest pride of American Congressmen, and to their sense 
of duty in maintaining the rights and prerogatives of the House against 
Senatorial usurpations. I desire to lift you from your knees before that 


It may be late, 


It never will be. 


grand Sanhedrim—some times called a social club—at the otherend of | 


this Capitol and place you upon your feet as free and independent men, 
knowing your rights and the rights of the House, and having the cour- 
age to maintain and protect them. 

What is your right? 


is not the Senate’s business, we will say, to observe or enforce your 
rules, but it is manifestly the business of the House to enforce its own 
rules and maintain its own dignity. 
gress, when my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] was a member, 


and a leading member, upon the Committee on Appropriations, this ques- | 


tion of making appropriations for fortifications was agitated between 
the two Houses. 
every time to and from the Committee on Appropriations and the Sub- 
committee on Fortifications. The same differences existed then that 
exist to-day. The same disposition of the Senate to carry through its 
measure by any practicable means that existed then is apparent now. 
The conflict between the Senate and the House in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress had some curious features, to which allusion should be made, and 
the members on both sides of the Chamber ought to take notice of them. 
The Senate was urging upon this branch of Congress the very measures 
which now appear as amendments on the bill of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. They were the issues then as they are the issues now. 
Your Committee on Appropriations with a veteran spirit of legislation 
steadily resisted the propositions which the Military Committee has 
been quick to approve; and it seems fair to assume that because of this 
eager approval by the committee the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions has leaped over the established and known comity between the 
two Committees on Appropriations, the customs of legislation between 
them, and the well-known rulesof the House of Representatives, known 
as fully by the Senate committee as by the House committee, and all 
to transfer jurisdiction over a vast field of proposed national expendi- 
ture to a committee of the House committed iu advance to the policies 
of the Senate committee. 

But Iam delaying an explanation of my remark that there were 
some curions features about this proposed legislation. During the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress there was reported to the Senate 
of the United States a bill entitled ‘‘A bill to encourage the manufact- 
ure of steel for modern Army ordnance, armor, and other Army pur- 
poses, and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to heavy modern war- 
fare and other purposes.’’ This bill provided for the establishment of 
a gun foundry at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., and au- 
thorized the purchase of 10,000 gross tons of gun steel. Pending the 
consideration of this bill in the Senate, the House, during the same 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, passed the regular appropriation 
bill providing for fortifications and other works of defense. The Sen- 
ate passed that bill with amendments appropriating $6,000,000 for the 
purchase of gun steel, and provided for the erection of the gun foundry 
at the Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia. 

I will only allude to the motives influencing gentlemen elsewhere, 
by calling attention here and now to this significant change in legisla- 
tion proposed by the Senate, and to leave it to the consideration of 
thoughtful members to determine the reason for such sudden change 
in the minds of those behind this proposition. Then Watervliet was 


| ting appropriation bills. 





You have made rules and regulations for the | 
government not of the Senate but for the government of the House. It | 


Throughout the Forty-ninth Con- | 


Bills came and bills went, and they went and came, | 





a mere incident; Philadelphia was the right place. But your com- 
mittee yielded not. The question was higher and more sacred than 
that of a mere location. It was above all personal considerations, o1 
ought to have been, and was with the House subcommittee. Now, it 
is Watervliet again, as the change to Frankford did not increase the ac- 
tivities of support of the Senate amendments. 

There is yet another question in this connection that I would call to 
The Senate amendments under considera- 
tion embrace in substance and effect the features of one of the regular, 
distinctive appropriation bills, which, under the rules of the House, is 
assigned to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

If this House should, by its action, concurin this amendment, placed 
in violation of its rules and of the joint parliamentary practices of the 
Senate and House upon an appropriation bill emanating from a com- 
mittee having no jurisdiction, it will give warrant to the Senate, in 
the future, to usurp the rights and even the constitutional privileges 
of the House, among which is the sole right in the House of origina- 
For the fortification appropriation bill, which 
the House directs by its rules to be made by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, has been made in the Senate and has been tacked on to the 
bill of a committee which did not originate it, and had not the power 
to originate it. 

There is now pending in the Senate a bill (S. 62) for the purpose of 
providing fortifications and other defenses recommended by a board 
appointed by the President of the United States. This bill proposes 
an appropriation of $126,377,800. If the action of the Senate now 
under consideration is not met with stern opposition on the part of the 
House, may we not expect at the next session that the Army appro- 
priation bill will be returned to this body with an amendment of the 
Senate embracing this bill, appropriating out of the moneys in the 
Treasury, either now or hereafter to be collected, this startling sum of 
$126,377,800? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BURNES. Iam very weary in this heated caldron, and would 
rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Do I understand you to say that the fortifica- 
tion bill of the last Congress located the works at Frankford arsenal, 
Philadelphia? IfIdos6 understand you, I have a bill before me which 
you will find at—— 

Mr. BURNES. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, It says to be located 

Mr. BURNES. Give me your question again. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It says to be located at such place as the Board 
of Ordnance shall determine. 

Mr. BURNES. I say that in the original bill that was reported in 
the Senate it was proposed to establish the gun foundry at Watervliet, 
but the amendment placed upon the fortification appropriation bill 
embraced, in all respects, the substance of that bill, except that it was 
proposed to establish the gun foundry at the Frankford arsenal, in 
Philadelphia, instead of at the Watervliet arsenal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The House bill in the Forty-ninth Congress does 
not locate it at Frankford but leaves it to be determined by a board of 
ordnance at such place as they shall determine. In the last hours of 
the last Congress 

Mr. BURNES. Iam not talking about what was reported from a 
conference committee in the dying hours of the session, either by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations or any one else; I am 
speaking of the action of the Senate in amending the House bill by the 
insertion of the Frankford arsenal as the place of location, and in dar- 
ing impudently and wrongfully to invade privileges of the American 
House of Representatives and requiring that we should sacrifice our 
rules atits behest and renounce the constitutional right of the House 
to originate bills of appropriation. The motive is a proper subject of 
inquiry. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You are speaking about what occurred in the 
last Congress, not in the present, of course. 

Mr. BURNES. I think there is no misunderstanding about what I 
have said in regard to this proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, the representatives of the United States assembled in 
this House owe a duty to themselves as well as to the people of this 
great country and their public Treasury. Will you not look into the 
quality and motives of legislation that comes to us from another body ? 
That is the question, and it is intimately connected with the preserva- 
tion of the rights, the usefulness, the dignity, and the honor of the 
American House of Representatives, and the orderly, economical, and 
constitutional appropriation of the public revenues for the proper ad- 
ministration of the General Government. 

Perhaps I ought not to go further, yet I can not forbear. In defer- 
ence to my estimate of one of the purest men who ever sat in the Amer- 
ican Congress I make a further observation. When this changed prop- 
osition—Frankford nor Watervliet—came to the head of the Committee 
on Appropriations he saw in it only the mistaken estimate that local 
considerations might prevail over the interests and rights of the people, 
over wholesome and necessary legislation, and over just and proper ex- 
penditures. Whatever, therefore, may have been the motive of this 
Senate amendment made to the House bill in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
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its author turned to Watervliet and turned his back on unappreciat int of an y 
Frankford. Like a weary dove, long on t 
wiser, perhaps a better man His fi 
the incident, the sale of $5,000,000 w 
baron the object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ( many I : ) 
a moment? i t 

Mr. BURNES. I can not resist the gentleman from Michigan do not i 


he wing, he finally 
7 ‘ 1s ; 
is now located. Watervlic 


th of steel by some overs Ippilet i ter I I ‘ i ‘ 





ld. ret is wa sugvest 1 1 I 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Did I understand the gentleman to say that Mr. REED], there 1 \ 
Mr. RANDALL’S desire that these works should be located at 1 ty t me { 
Frankford arsenal? I t t possible ¢ \ . 


Mr. BURNES. Of course you did not. im of mone o vast as that 1 WW t i 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Iso understood the gentleman. é 1 that could 
Mr. BURNES. Nobody else did, I hope. what is more important s tect ev t 
Mr. CUTCHEON. In the colloquy which occurred on this subject | against the com l the world y wea 
in the last Congress Mr. RANDALL said: unitedly in this di ( md the t able stra 











I wish to say, in reply to the insinuation of the gentleman from New York vavy Department is alive to the ety, 1 it * and the gio 
and I appeal to my colleagues on the committee to substai te my stateme our country 1d its fla Shall w earn m leration of 
that I never favored Frankford at all. as t neit ‘ 

, rma . 1 . , ‘ ui AICS i i i : 
i Mr. BURNES. Preciselv; and I have been endeavoring to show that ii Midd aad ' : an establishes 
; eveh under the tempting bait of $126,000,000 proposed to be ulti : af arcana gee : > i ae od 3 , al satelite 


mately expended at Frankford the chairmar®of the Committee on Ap- | . , 
propriations never wavered for ap instant. Favors to his own State | jo pany and 
or people could not make him see as right that which his judgm ne Sy oa heir Bho aden 
taught him was wrong. I ask the Clerk to read the Senate amend- | (ogo  eavarnment are makine 4 
ment to the fortification bill of the last Congress. Pee 





7unS ih the wo ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: But we do not stop the: I overnmentof ] pe, f 
For the purchase, manufacture, and erection of the necessary tools and ome of my friends m: - seal een ail ad att \ 
chinery for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance at the Frank a See ee ee es — a ee 
arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa., for guns in process of construction, gun-carriag: do we want more than terms ol equality in the conflict?’ inose powers 
t projectiles, fuses, powder implements, and materials for the trial and p1 have no government big gun 1 f i th ainly r 
such ordnance, and to complete the two 10-inch breech-loading steel guns WI shall we fear a , ‘ ur : 
under fabrication, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incid =. Por ge ee a ut 5 
} thereto, including the compensation of draughtsmen on gun construction w! condition Of protection and a I Lully eq i y ort Vv haat 
% employed inthe Ordnance Bureau, $400,000; to be available until expended. have we to fear ? 
' Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I ought not to leave this subject Mr. CUTCHEON. They have t ; guns ho 
without saying that while I have done honor to the gentleman who Mr. BURNES. Yes, Sir, and we are going to have th 


is, perhaps, entitled to the chief honor in this matter, I should not | We have the ‘big guns’’ now being made, and we have fu 


omit rendering a just tribute to the other members of the Committee | the very best establishment for that purpose in the world. 1 ask a 
f mn Appropriations of both parties, who watched this proposed legisla- | U/erk to re ad the paragraphs marked on pages 4 and 5 of t - report o% 


the present distinguished Secretary of the Navy, one of the ablest that 


tion closely throughout the whole of the Forty-ninth Congress, an eta I 
who stood, I believe unanimously, against the Senate proposition and | bas ever been at the head of that Department, and who enjoys the pe 
in favor of that of the House; and while I am not authorized to speak | fect confidence and esteem of the members of this House on both 

for them now, and they are abundantly able to speak for themselves, | that asic. 

I trust in God they will speak out, whether upon the one side or tl Che Clerk read as follows: 


i 


other. I trust they will speak out and give the House to understand | , The Navy Department had, in the summer , AS AN exper 


Er 















that they too have felt, as we all have felt, that this proposition of tl meats cit ltetntiont tha 
Senate was a labored effort to accomplish an appropriation of mot a ge of two and a half years in which to pro 
' money than ought to be now appropriated for the purchase of st liver it, which > time necessary for the procurement of a , 
i rather than by a desire for the utilization of Watervliet, the utilization | Pot .a ar opportunite { ted bidd 
i of Frankford, or the protection of the interests of the Government and | partment also opened cor th ' 5 
the people of the United States. manufacturers of the cou y She 
i Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to ask the gentleman one more question. | Oy). Be and resulted. ams 
i Ts it not a fact that all three of the measures now under consideration, | lehem Iron Company, under \ n 
the Senate amendments, the fortification bill reported by the gentle- | sun-steel is being erected at B ' 
man from Texas | Mr. SAYERS], and the Senate bill, all name Wat oer: eo at to ans 
. vliet as the location? Is not that true? of $4,000,000 having been i 3 t 
Mr. BURNES. I have not examined with reference to that subject. | dicated. ; 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I have. ga =: 
Mr. BURNES. I presume the gentleman has done so and that he | generally regretted, caused ; sa 





states the truth about it. Iam not speaking of the propositions now hout the country. It ma 


pending further than to say that they do not commend themselves to | )ortion of ol 
the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, nor, as I believe, | : - * . . 


to the representatives of either party upon that committee. . Mer In like manner the contracts for armor and 3 
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questions as to location should have no influence. The necessities, the | \y"' pep tahoe teatean tee 
practicable wants of the country as a whole should be the supre1 heavy outlay for t t (est ted at 


consideration. | tal nti 
Mr. CUTCHEON. One more question. Is it nota fact that sine Mr. TRACEY. Willthegentlemanallow mea by way of « 
the bill of the Forty-ninth Congress was before us a board has been ap- | rection? I presume he would not intention ’ eat 
pointed by the Secretary of War known as the Flagler board, of which Mr. BURNES. Certainly I would not. I yield to tl 
Colonel Mordecai was a member, and that that board recommended | Mr. TI I I 1 : 
Watervliet? its being the fact that the European governments have no t 
Mr. BURNES. I beg that the gentleman will not interrupt me fur- | gun factories, Germany is the only one that | no 





ther. He has his owntime. I care nothing for Watervliet, have no | its gun factory at Woolwich; | ( f 

feeling against it. and a naval gun factory at Ruel! I | it O} 
Mr. Chairman, I come to a consideration which I regard as of yreat | large government gun factory 

importance, not only to this House, but to the people of the whol Mr. BURNI Mr. Cha 


country. 
In strict justice, perhaps, to myself, I ought to say that I have nof tervliet; but England buys the Kr 
of the invasion of this country by any foreign foe. I have no appre- | vate parti on the ernments mentioned re 
2 hension; Isee no necessity for the expenditure of $120,000,000 to $150,- | tional estab or big guns. 4 
2 000,000 at this time for national defense, and therefore I am not in f ir. Chair | with emphasis the 





vor either of the one bill or of the other. I presume the majority of | of members o e other side and 
the Committee on Appropriations are in favor of some legislation in this | the House, that in this country, as tf 


direction, with which, however, I have never been able to agree. Ido | private enterprise has established at Be é 
not believe in this legislation. I believe that it is partial legislation. | making of 
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cost of the Krupp guns and other European guns, So that we can 
make these guns for less money than they are made in Europe, allow- 
ing for the difference between American and European wages. ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman will allow me to say that Secre- 
tary Whitney does not propose to assemble and fabricate his guns at 
Bethlehem, but has a gun factory here in the District of Columbia 
where that is to be done. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish I had some military prestige, as I would 
like to meet the gentleman upon equal terms. [Laughter.] Itmakes 
no difference whether the material only for the guns or the guns are 
made at Bethlehem or elsewhere. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not suppose the gentleman wants to leave 
this matter under misimpression or misapprehension. 

Mr. BURNES. I will make this statement and you can draw your 
own conclusions. I do not seek, of course, to make any misstatement 
or create a misimpression, but if there is any mistake it is by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, for I adopt his own words; they are not my own 
so much as his. He tells you that American enterprise, American in- 
dustry, American citizens, and American capital are now engaged in 
Bethlehem, Pa., with the prospect of creating the best establishment 
in the world, and of making guns within 25 per cent. of the guns in 
Krupp’s works, and in other leading establishments in Europe. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And the gentleman ought to know that the steel 
forgings made there they propose to work up in the Government fac- 
tory in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNES. I rely entirely on what the Secretary says, and 
which has been read from his report. Beyond that I am not informed 
as to the facts. Indeed, I do not care to look beyond the information 
possessed by a Secretary of the Navy who has our united and unreserved 
confidence. 

Now, then, friends of American industry, American enterprise, 
American labor, and American principles—and I am one of them— 
will we put the Government into a controversy and competition with 
private enterprise and capital? Shall the Government turn manufact- 
urer, farmer, mechanic, or laborer when our own citizens are so en- 
gaged? Must the Government turn competitor in industrial pursuits 
when her wants can be supplied by private enterprise, and when the 
only incentive seems to spring from the greed of somebody who de- 
sires to contract now for $5,000,000 of steel ? 

The rights and dignity of American labor are involved in this present 
proceeding. He who labors merely under the restraints and exactions 
of Government employment is shut out from the field of independent 
enterprise, and too often becomes a mere machine, dwarfed in both 
mental and physical force. A government should do nothing that pri- 
vate enterprise and labor can as well perform, and I hope the day is soon 
to come when American workingmen in American shops and fields will 
supply their own Government and the governments of the earth with 
every article or commodity that their necessities may require. Espe- 
cially do I hope that our own Government will cease enlarging its es- 
tablishments, cease the spread of its paternal wings, and rely entirely 
upon our people for what it needs in peace or war, as it has to rely upon 
their courage and valor when the country is to be saved or defended. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
Senate amendment proposes exactly what he suggests; that these prod- 
ucts are to be manufactured in American establishments, in American 
shops, by American labor, except perhaps samples of high explosive? 

Mr. BURNES. I say to the gentleman from Michigan that the Gov- 
ernment should stand aloof, and let the people, let the private enter- 
prise, and the spirit of American industry and progress have full play 
in the making of big guns as in the making of small-arms. Let the 
deathless spirit of our home labor, enterprise, and craft recreate our 
industrial pursuits and add to them every aid and incentive within the 
power of a just and equal government of the people. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We propose to manufacture the army guns just 
as the navy guns are now manufactured. 

Mr. BURNES. You propose to do it by a Government establish- 
ment, over which the ‘‘ popinjays’’ of the War Department will pre- 
side. You do not propose an opening of the doors to a full and free 
competition—citizen with citizen—but of the Government against all. 
American citizens, American capital, and American enterprise are in- 
cqmpetent to compete with the Government, especially for such things 
as the Government undertakes to manufacture. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I think the gentleman ought to withdraw the 
word he has applied to the ordnance officers at all events, because in 
that Department there are young men who are distinguished in their 
studies, and able and competent as any in the world. 

Mr. BURNES. Let as see. As I understand, a representative of 
the War Department was before the Senate of the United States giving 
his views and advice in support of this measure. If I am in error in 
that statement the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is re- 
sponsible. 

I am here with testimony by half dozen or more witnesses that a 
very intelligent representative of the Department appeared before the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House, and upon a careful exam- 
ination said that one and one-half million of dollars would be suffi- 
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cient to purchase all the steel the Watervliet arsenal could manufact- 
ure or use in the next five years. Now you want to buy $5,000,000 
worth of steel, as alleged by the advice of a representative of the Ord- 
nance Department, and my friend, the gentleman from Michigan, has 
asked me to recall an accidental and playful word of criticism when I 
said the popinjays of the War Department would have charge of the 
proposed works. Referring to the man who gave advice to the com- 
mittee of the Senate in favor of a $5,000,000 purchase of steel, as 
against the better and sounder advice given to the House committee in 
favor of $1,500,000, I am not quite sure that the term popinjay is not 
too flattering. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understood the gentleman from Michi- 
gan to say that the head of the Ordnance Department had appeared 
before the committee of the Senate. It was not the head of the Ord- 
nance Department who appeared before the House committee, but Cap- 
tain Smith, of the Department. It is quite possible therefore that one 
representative of the Department appeared before the Senate commit- 
tee and another one before the House committee. 

Mr. BURNES. It was Captain Smith who appeared before the com- 
mittee of the House and satisfied all of us that an appropriation of 
$1,500,000 was an ample amount to purchase all the steel that could be 
used by the Watervliet agsenal within the next five years. Now we 
are told thatsome representative of the same bureau went to the Sen- 
ate committee and asked for $5,000,000 instead of $1,500,000. My 
faith is in Captain Smith, and he is an able, honest, and fearless gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Michigan objected to the use 
of the word “‘ popinjay.’’ 

Mr. BURNES. Well, that isa question of fact, and it ought to be 
susceptible of demonstration if one officer comes to the House commit- 
tee, as Mr. Smith did, and another one goes to the Senate committee, 
as it is alleged, with a different story. 

Mr. REED. I must say I do not think it is a question of fact, but 
rather of imagination. 

Mr. BURNES. I will say that probably by the time the gentleman 
from Maine gets through with an investigation, he will find that there 
is more justice than imagination in the poetic designation of popinjay 
as applicable to the Ordnance Bureau, for if it appear that while one 
of its representatives is here advising an appropriation of one and a 
half millions of dollars to cover the expenditure for a certain purpose, 
there is another representing the same bureau making quite a different 
representation to the other branch of Congress, the designation is a 
mild form of well-merited criticism upon others than Mr, Smith (who 
impressed us most favorably), and who are perhaps his superior officers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Asa matter of fact the House bill was formulated 
and sent to the committee by the Chief of the Ordnance Bureau him- 
self. But I understood the gentleman to use the word in the plural 
without reservation, Now 1 simply respond to that that the term 
should not be allowed to stand without contradiction, because we have 
as brilliant young men in the Ordnance Department as in any other 
department of the Government, Captain Smith and Captain Birnie. 

Mr. BURNES. Well I do not know that ‘‘popinjay’’ is a very 
a. term as applied to military men in times of peace. [Laugh- 
ter. 

In reply to my friend from Maine, I wish to say that I have not at- 
tempted to do more than state the facts, and one of the facts is that 
Mr. Smith appeared before the committee of the House and represented 
that one and one-half millions of dollars would purchase all the steel 
that could be used at Watervliet in the next five years. 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURNES. Now, what is the point? 

Mr. REED. That was stated before what committee ? 

Mr. BURNES. I merely refer you to the statement on the other 
side, to wit: the speech of my friend from Illinois on yesterday. 

Mr. REED. But before what committee was the statement made? 

Mr. BURNES. Before the Committee on Appropriations, and I re- 
fer the gentleman to his and my friend, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. REED. Wasthat statement printed ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think it was all taken down. 

Mr. BURNES. It has not been printed, I think. 

Mr. TRACEY. I have the report here of the testimony. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Reference was made, I will state, to the 
purchase of $5,000,000 worth of steel. It was suggested that in pur- 
chasing that large amount they might get it at a reduced price, and 
like Toodles’ coffin, it would be handy to have it in the house in case 
it was needed. I am interpolating Toodles’ coffin. [Laughter. } 

Mr. REED. Iam afraid my friend from Ohio is interpolating the 
other suggestions also. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There was no suggestion to the Committee 
on Appropriations by any ordnance officer of economy in the buying of 
$5,000,000 worth of steel except that in buying the large quantity bet- 
ter rates might besecured. There was no pretense that over $1,500,000 
would be needed for use for the next five years. 

Mr. REED. I understand that Mr. KANDALL two years ago recom- 
mended the purchase of $6,000,000 worth. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is 
under which quantities of steel could be purchased. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Were you not a member of the conference com 
mittee if the Forty-ninth Con; 


gress, Which reported on this bill re 
mut nding Sié6 000, 000 ? 


Mr. REED. The very conference committee which recommend 
the $6,000,000 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We recommended it in what connect 
Only in case it was needed in the fabrication of certain guns, but 
as a bulk purchase of steel ingots or forgings for guns, without r 
ence to the necessities of the service. The committee was not oppo 
to the manufacture or purchase of guns, The exact reverse is true, | 
they were opposed to steel rings. The purchase ¢ f five or six mil 
dollars’ worth of steel, without reference to whether it could be used 


as objectionable. 
REED. Steel rings! 

Mir. BUTTERWORTH. 

had to deal, and I submit if 


or not, W 
t 


I understand the situation with which we 
the gentleman will confine himself to } 





own reservation and there indulge his caustic remarks he will find 
ample opportunity to develop his ability. [Laughter and applause o1 
the ‘ratic ] Iam not calling in question the wisdom nor 
und g the necessity of making ample provision for purchasing 
steel and providing a suitable plant, and the bill we have reported di 
all that, but I am answering a question propounded to me. 


The committee of the last Congress did report in favorof purchasing 
steel in ample quantity, but in connection with it, my friend will o 
serve, provision was made for employing private enterprise, as well 
public officers and agencies—in the procurement of guns. The obj 
tion to the bill then as now was that it provided for drawing upon th: 
resources of the United States and not merely upon the ability of t} 
Ordnance Department. And in case guns were produced by and att! 
cost, expense, and sole risk of private enterprise, and the gun or gui 
s9 produced should meet the public requirements and be equal toever 
requirement of the service in the matter of range, accuracy of fire, and 





power of endurance, a given number of such guns should be purchased 
no matter by whom produced, the point being to get the best gun 
and at the most reasonable price. That was the idea, and asa result, 
instead of drawing only upon the Ordnance Department or a few officers 
of that corps, we proposed to draw against the entire resources of this 
country, its genius, its capital, its patriotism,and its enterprise, and there 
was the rock upon which we split. We proposed to purchase all tl 
steel we confessedly needed. Other gentlemen insisted that we should 
purchase three times as much or nothing. We proposed to provide an 
ample plant and have the Ordnance Corps go ahead and manufactur 
guns, or rather assemble them; but that was not acceptable unless w 
consented to shut outall individual enterprise or competition, and pet 
mitted a few officers to be the sole judges as to whether a private ma 
ufacturer should have any show to supply the Government with gur 

We had some hot exchanges because the gentleman from Ma 
thought he took a broader view of the situation than some of the r 
of us, while we deemed his plan to be unjust; but that is not : 
ter of consequence now. 

I beg the pardon of my friend from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. I did 
not desire to take him off the floor; but I want time enough to say 
that we asked the officers of the Ordnance Department who appeared 
before us during the past two months concerning the quantity of ste« 
required by the Ordnance Corps. Captain Smith, who seems to be a 
clear-headed, earnest, and patriotic officer-—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And who onght to be promoted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And who doubtless merits promotion 
my friend suggests. I have confidence in his judgment; and he agreed 
with the committee except in one matter—he wanted the Ordnance 
Department to have original and exclusive jurisdiction in judging of 
all guns brought in competition with work invented or fabricated by 
that department; that they should decide first and finally as between 
the guns, and that there should be no appeal from their judgment and 
no one associated with them in making the tests. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Being experts. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Experts, indeed! Wisdom will not 
with them, I think, in this country nor anywhere. This country 
abounds in men of genius ready and ripe in practical experience to 
produce anything that the exigencies of the public require, and if they 
can produce the best or a better gun there is neither wisdom nor justice 
in excluding them from the field of competition. But I will say that 
I asked Captain Smith, and though I do not profess to give the exact 
language used,I asked him this substantially: ‘‘ Captain Smith, do 
you not think it would be a little hard on your competitors to have 
you sit as sole judge on the article brought into competition with the 
one produced by yourself?’’ Well, he admitted that there might be 
some reason in adding to the judges. And my friend will agree that 
if he and I were in competition that we would prefer that the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] or the gentlemon from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN] should sitin judgment along with me rather than that I should 
be the sole judge. Would you not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rather think so. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think so, too. 
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Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illin« 
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the other side of this House I mean the dist 
statesman, General HENDERSON, of low He t 
ought to withdraw the word ‘ poy iV, id Ido 
beeause I was so pleased and d hted wi the f 
lemeanorof Captain Smith that on his account | 
Senate represen tative Indeed, I was only Il 
which I now withdraw, because of a1 T 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] from w I 
nance Bureau had sent representatives t« 
ferent way in the Senat But I withdraw 
pleasure in doing so. 

The Committe n Military Affairs of tl I 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] on yeste ‘ 
disposition to favor unanimously the amens t 
is now under consideratiqn. That committee intro 
a bill to this House which committed to thes 
proposition It was the object of the Sen I 
avoid the House Committee on Appropriations. 1 
rules, because we have |} lating and conf 
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the House. 
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and he says that by the rules of the House his committee—his present 
committee, not his former one—has jurisdiction over this amendment. 
The position taken by the gentleman can not be supported by a single 
argun 1ent, a single authority, a single precedent, or the judgment of a 
sinvle official of this House. The Committee on Rules, when it came 


to take away from the Committee on Appropriations jurisdiction of 


certain appropriation bills and to distribute them among the other | 


committees respectively, made a full and decisive report upon the sub- 
ject. I need not remind the House that at the head of the committ 
making that report was the distinguished Speaker of this House, and 
that its membership includes Messrs. RANDALL, MILLS, REED, and 
CANNON. That Committee on Rules, then, reported the rules now in 
force to the House, and in doing so they said in their official report: 


The fortification bill, being one relating jointly to Army and Navy fortifica- 
tions and the general public defense, is left with the Committee on Appropri 
tio 


Then the Committee on Rules, in the very act giving the Military 
Committee any power or jurisdiction over the subject of appropriations, 
emphatically negatived the present claim of the gentleman trom Illi- 
noi And when it was done where was the gentleman from Maine? 
Evidently he was at hand, agreeing and consenting to the report, or 


we should have heard from him in unmistakable hostility. But, sir, if 


that be not authority enough, as it certainly ought to be, I will call 
attention to a decision of Speaker CARLISLE, which finally and irrevoca- 
bly settles this question of jurisdiction 

Mr. REED. I want to hear that. 

Mr. BURNES. And I do not believe that even the learned logician 
from Maine can longer oppose the position we have taken after hearing 
the decision alluded to. 

I read from the RECORD: 

MANUFACTURE OF HEAVY ORDNANCE, ARMY WARFARE, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the Housc the bill (S. 662) to encourage the man- 
ufacture of steel for modern army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, 


and to provide heavy ordnance adapted to modern army warfare, and for other 


Ur poses, 

: Mr. McAnoo, Mr. Speaker, I make the same point of order with reference 
to this bill that the gentleman from Michigan made with regard to the preced- 
ing bill, that under clause 11 of the eleventh rule, which provides— 

‘That all proposed legislation relating to the military establishment and the 
vublic defense, ine luding the appropriations for its support and for that of the 
lilitary Academy, shall be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs”’ 

that this bill should be so referred, 

Mr. Reep. I ask that the bill be read for the information of the House. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. Reep. I make the same parliamentary inquiry as to this bill that was 
made with reference to the other; that is to say, if it goes to the Committee on 
Appropriations, will that committee be at liberty to report at any time? 

The SpEAKER, The Chair will state that so much of this bill as relates to the 
procurement of ordnance—guns—has usually, the Chair thinks, been included 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill when any appropriation was made for 
that purpose at all, and the remainder of the bill, providing armor for fortifica- 
tions, is a subject over which the Committee on Appropriations has jurisdiction 
by thee xpress terms of the rule of the House. The Chair thinks, therefore, this 
bill properly belongs to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Could anything be plainer or more decisive? This bill almost in 
terms was before the distinguished Speaker of the House when the at- 
tention of the distinguished gentleman from Maine was called to the 
proposition, and the Speaker held that it was referable properly to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Missouri regard that as a 
precedent for his action ? 

Mr. BURNES. Will the gentleman from Maine repeat his ques- 
tion ? 


Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Missouri regard this as an | 


authority upon this question ? 
Mr. BURNES. I certainly do, for it settles the question of jurisdic- 
tion by the highest authority of the House, and leaves us no alterna- 


tive but to maintain the integrity of our rules and the jurisdictions of 


our committees or ignobly surrender to an impudent assumption of the 
Senate—— 

Mr. REED. And that, therefore, upon a point of order this Senate 
amendment would be stricken off ? 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I do not say that. 

Mr. REED. Why not, if that is a decision of this question ? 

Mr. BURNES. Because the point,I make is this: That the Senate 
has willfully disregarded our rules and attempted to confer jurisdiction 
in violation of them. 

Mr. REED. Oh, ‘‘ willfally.’’ 

her. BURNES. In my judgment, willfully and impudently; for they 
knew our rules—knew the House alone could originate bills of appro- 
priation, and had through the whole of the Forty-ninth Congress con- 
tested face to face with the representatives of the House committee in 
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Mr. BURNES. Ithinkit is. The intention was bad Witt 


| knowledge of our rules and rights as an equal under the Constitution 
the Senate proposes to indirectly origin ite an appropriation bil 
trary to the Constitution and contrary to rules which, as to this sub- 
ject, they are bound to take notice of. 
Mr. REED. Can the Senate violate the rules of the House ? 
Mr. BURNES. Technically, we may say the Senate cando a 
piease I started out with that proposition. 
Mr. REED. Iwish you had kept on with it, because if you had 





| 


conference. Hence, I say it willfully placed this proposition upon the | 


Army appropriation bill because the Mili tary Committee had formed 
and expressed an opinion with regard to this kind of legislation more 
favorable to it than that which the Committee on Appropriations had 
declared. 

Mr. REED. That is, they put it on this bill because they thought 
they could pass it better in this way than the other ? 

Mr. BURNES. Exactly. 

er. REED. And that you regard asa violation of the rules of the 

House ? 


eee 


you would have been safe. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to correct the gentleman from Missouri 
1 justice to the Senate. 

Mr. BURNES. My time is rapidly coming toa close. The gent 
man can occupy his own time herealter. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missour 
whether he has examined the matter so as to be able to state to t 
House the historical aspect of this question; thatis to say, exactly | 
this bill, which is an exact counterpart of the one r ported from 11 
Committee on Military Affairs, and now on the Calendar, ever got to 
that committee, so as to be reported back to the ee 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me, I can give the exact historical facts on that questi on. 


il 
{ 
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Mr. BURNES. I see my time is about to expire. Sir, I like equity 
and justice as well as law; and I think in view of the fact that I have 
been considerably interrupted while on the floor I ought, by common 


consent, to have ten minutes longer. 

Mr. REED. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNEs | 
be allowed to proceed ten minutes longer. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I hope the gentleman from Missouri 
will allow me to answer the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers ]}. 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman will have histime. The history of 
this bill is easily told. I can merely state it historically, as suggested 
by my friend from Arkansas. My friend from Dlinois [Mr. Towns- 


| HEND], the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs, was during the Forty-ninth Congress a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, but at the opening of this Congress he was 
transferred from that committee to the chairmanship of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. Whilea member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions he was a part and parcel of the struggle between that committee 
representing the House and the committee on the part of the Senate. 
He was familiar with the efforts which were made; he knew the posi- 
tion of the Senate and the position of the House; and I would be doing 
great injustice to the parliamentary knowledge of that distinguished 
gentleman if I should say he was not familiar with the rules of the 
House. Be that as it may, the gentleman, having taken part in this 
controversy, is transferred to a position at the head of the Committee 
on Military Affairs; and his committee—I can not say just now who 
introduced the bill—reports a bill the counterpart of the Senate amend- 
ments. All of us understand how references of bills are frequently ob- 
tained in violation of the rules of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In justice to myself—I do not ask anything 
but simple justice—I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
while I was a member of the Committee on Appropriations no such 
controversy arose as the one we have here to-day, and no such ques- 
tion as that involved in the Cutcheon bill ever presented itself during 
the whole time I was upon that committee. This is an entirely dil- 
ferent question from any that came up while I was a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. Here is the bill which, if I had time to read it, would 
not be in harmony with the statement of the gentleman. This ques- 
tion was before us throughout the Forty-ninth Congress; and what may 
have been the position of the gentleman I need not undertake to state; 
but that the bill was before that committee through the Forty-ninth 
Congress goes without saying, because everybody ought to know it as 
a fact. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point is, and I do not want my friend to 
get away from it in order to do me injustice—the point is simply this 
that the Military Committee reported the Tracey or Cutcheon bill, pro- 
viding for the establishment of a gun factory, and authorizing the pur- 
chase of steel forgings. That is all the question presents. But the 
question that the gentleman from Missouri raises is that the bill did 
not belong to the Committee on Military Affairs. Now, Iassert, without 
fear of successful contradiction, that no such issue came up in the last 
Congress, or in the prior Congress, or in any Congress of which I have 
been a member. It was not then, is not now, a question whether such 
mode of dealing with the subject, in the shape of amendments, belonged 
to the Army bill or to the Appropriations Committee. What I hold is 
that what is known as the ‘‘Cutcheon or Tracey ”’ bill was reported, 
after being referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that com- 
mittee had jurisdiction, and properly reported the bill. But no such 
issue as my friend suggests has ever arisen during my service in Con- 
rress. 


Mr. BURNES. Now, the point before the committeeis plain. Con- 
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presented of 
who under the rules of the House have the subjec i 
conterence in charge, and furthermore we sha 


right of the Senate to originate an appropriation | 








a ation appropriation bill. That bill the 
makes—originates—a fortification appropriation 
tacks it to a bill having no jurisdi n over the 

It can not be disguised that the Senate has knowledge « 
courtesy in the House by which the expect coni 
the House from a committee friendly to the amendm« 
in advance to them. Shall the scheme be carried ou 
rights of the House be handed over bodily to the S« ite nd § 
be taken from the Treasury and investe n steel that theG 
will not need in a decade of years 

If this mode of legislation is now recognized, or if conferees fav 
to it be appointed and thereby the success of &« il mu 
the rules and honor of the House should be secured, it will not of « 
fault of the Committee of the House on Appropriations, who 
against it and oppose the steel. [Laughter 1 mean the pu 


the steel, for I do not want my ianguage to be oilensive to 
ber of the House or Senate: 
Mr. MAISH. TheCommittee on Appropriations is in fav ( 
thing to that effect themselves [ thin ( pest 
Mr. BURNES. The Committee on Appropriations has the 
Calendar. That bill, when the proper time comes, is té 





The House has jurisdiction of the subject. We wil lave s ise 
to say when that bill come » for consic tion ‘ r Gove ! 
day is the evil thereof.’’ Let us simply say that the tt board that t sat t 





propriations has taken jurisdiction, has reported a bill which is of fairness I tell y e is no t 
the Calendar ahead of the military bill, and the gentleman from t 
igan and the gentleman from Illinois can offer the Senate 
as an amendment to that bill, and test the judgment of th« Ve know that all t 10 
through the channels which the rules have established for that } 0 Why, the « 
pose. » Com | 
Mr. Chairman, I owe the House an apology for this protracted « runs m y the iy Depart ' 
in discharge of a duty to an absent friend. I know he will be g ind that there she lbea } 
if this House, in which he has served so long and with such i the outsid reat 
tinction and usefulness, should neglect to protect its rights o1 1e Navy and Ar 
from this shameless assault. He has seen the jurisdiction of t] w, I have b rt \ 
mittee on Appropriations invaded so often and to such a degree t to a cert 
doubt not he has reached the solemn conclusion that another in e gentlemar 1 O ise I 
of its powers—an invasion as now proposed—and the committes commission t 1 ointed to « 
be a thing of the past. Gentlemen who voted to distribute certain examine into u that nine y on 
propriation bills to other committees at the first session of the |] 
ninth Congress are no doubt now in the mood of that devisee int it to 





will case, alluded to by our genial friend from Mississippi | Mr. ALLEN l 3 for 
who, owing to the troubleof conducting the contest of the case in cour [ think, to 
almost wished that ‘‘ Dad hadn’tdied.’’ Soyou gentlemen areno dou re t of their 
almost sorry that you ever invaded the jurisdiction of tl 
and took from the Appropriations Committee of the House the the CHAI 





bill and gave it to the Military Committee, to say the le: fi i 
Mr. Chairman, for your indulgence and for that of the Comm Ir. HOOK] 
the Whole House I sincerely thank you and them. I have tri ks? 
avoid wounding any one, and hope I have succeeded. Regar tEED t < the 
honor of the House as involved, I have not been able to be as inother 
and forbearing as I trust my habit is; but as saintliness in mann 1 the g 
expression is not always expected in our sudden debat [ feel Mi OF 


dent I will be pardoned for every word that may seem either ha 
unkind to any one. [ Applause. ] 
Mr. HOOKER. I have not—— 
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. HOOKER. For how long? 
Mr. REED. About five minutes. 
Mr. HOOKER. Very well. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to reply to the Vv) 
tleman from Missouri upon the question involved in the point of « 1 
If I was not able to convince the House last night, I shall certain te t 
be able to convince it to-day; but I do desire to refer to one stat the Ce f 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTERWoORTH |] as to t 
of the expression ‘‘steel rings.’’ I do not know what he allu 
but I beg leave to call his attention to the fact that the testim: 
Captain Smith, who is now entirely exonerated from the cha 
being a ‘‘ popinjay,’’ covers one point. BURNI 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did not desire to intimate that there was | reported 
any steel ring or any tendency in that direction. ate, the t ! lty « 
Mr. REED. The tenor of your remark was precisely in that line, | | e, and 
and it supplies precisely and exactly the point I desire to speak of. | dignity of the 
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is asingular one. Under the Constitution the Senate and the House 


have equal rights in matters of legislation, and whenever a subject- 
matter has been introduced into this House, referred to the appropriate 
committee, reported back by the committee, and passed by the House, 
it goes to the Senate with all the rights accruing under the Constitution, 
and, under the organization of the Senate, to that dignified body, to 


| 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Avuaust 1, 


non-coneurred in the Senate amendments and had appointed your 


| committee of conference, and after that committee had made its report, 


then, upon the question of agreeing to that report would have been the 


| proper time and the proper place for this debate. 


make any amendments, alterations, and changes that to it may scem | 


proper. 


country, or in the mind of any man who claimed to be a student of 
parliamentary law, has it been asserted that the independent action of 
a co-ordinate legislative department of the Government was an infringe- 
ment of the rules of the other House. How do they exist under the 
Constitution? Sir, the Senate of the United States, disregarding the 
principle of numbers, consists of men-elected by sovereign States to 
represent those sovereign States, each State inthe Union being entitled 
to two Senators; and in that august body, under the terms of the Con- 
stitution, Delaware with her 77,000 inhabitants, with but a single Rep- 
resentative upon the floor of this House, from the inauguration of the 
Constitution down to the present day—Delaware, I say, in the Senate 
stands upon perfect equality with New York, with her five millions of 
people. 

Ay, more, Mr. Chairman, we have heard a good many criticisms of 
vetoes and discussions of the veto power and opinions, and the impro- 
priety of the exercise of that power; but the Senate has a veto upon 
the action of the House, the House has a veto upon the action of the 
Senate, and the Executive has a veto upon both, all being designed, in 
the language of the great interpreter of the Constitution, to strike 
another key in the popular voice and bring it out in fuller and more 
perfect harmony. 

I have said, sir, that Delaware, with her population of 77,000, stands 
in the Senate of the United States upon a perfect equality with New 
York, with her population of 5,000,000. More, Mr. Chairman, not 
only has each State in the Union an equal representation upon the 
floor of the Senate, but that equal representation can not be changed 
except with the assent of every State in the Union, so that upon a 
proposition to change it Delaware, with her 77,000 inhabitants, has a 
right to put her veto upon all the other States and the people of all the 
States in the Union. The change can not be madeaslongas Delaware 
says, ‘I forbid.” 

The Senate, therefore, thus constituted—emphatically denominated 
by Mr. Calhoun the favorite of the Constitution—the Senate thus con- 
stituted, representing, as it does, the States and disregarding the prin- 
ciple of numbers, when it comes to the question of the right to legis- 
late has its own powers, with which this House has no right or authority 
to interfere, any more than the Senate has right or authority to inter- 
fere with the rules of the House. I was therefore astonished when my 
honorable friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who is usually so calm, 
and cool, and circumspect, and sensible about everything, almost tore a 
passion to tatters yesterday when he got to talking about the infringe- 
ment by the Senate of the dignity of the House; and the ardor of his 
speech, and the eloquence of his speech, and the vehemence of his speech 
has been admirably imitated to-day by the honorable gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BurRNES]. Those gentlemen seem to want toalarm the 
liouse with the idea that the Senate intends some great encroachment 
upon the powers of the House. 

I must confess that I am unable to see it when I come to scan the 
purport of the amendments which the Senate has proposed to this bill, 


and more especially am I not alarmed either by the war-like manner of 


the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT], or the terrible, gigantic, and 
menacing aspect of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] 
{laughter]—more especially, I say, am I not alarmed when I look at 
the Senate amendment and see that it simply proposes the question 
whether or not there shall be an appropriation made for the military 
arsenal at Watervliet; especially when I remember that these honor- 
able gentlemen, who seem now, with all their military ardor, shivering 
in their shoes over the encroachments of the Senate, have absolutely 
given their assent to a bill which lies here on the desks of members, 
accompanied with a report by the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS], which proposes an appropriation of $19,000,000 for the 
samc purpose. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to come back now to the actual question 
before the committee. 

What is the motion of my honorable friend the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs? It isa motion to non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and appoint a committee of conference to confer with 
the Senate upon the subject of those amendments. Thatisall. That 
is the simple proposition, and yet the honorable gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. SAyERs ] and the honorable gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT] 
representing the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Koads, and the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNeEs] say, ‘‘ You must 
not consent to the committee of conference, or if you do you must not 
appoint upon it any member of the committee which brought the bill in 
and passed it through the House, because they may have the idea that 
under the rules of the House this measure is proper.’’ Sir, as I said 
before. all this debate in my judgment is premature. After you had 


If you can not confide in the men who are appointed at first, the 
House has a right to change its conferees; and I say. sir, that there is 
nothing in the argument which has been brought forward here, that 


| there is a disposition on the part of the Senate to infringe upon the au- 
Never before in the history of the legislation of this or any other | 


thority and the powers of the House. Iam notalarmed by the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and more particularly ought not those gentlemen 
to be alarmed who belong to a committee which has reported a bill ap- 
propriating $19,000,000 for the same purpose as that proposed in the 
Senate amendments. 

But, sir, it is said that this is a subject-matter which properly per- 
tains under the rules of the House and under parliamentary law to the 
Committee on Appropriations. For a long time in the history of the 
Congress of the United States the Committee on Appropriations domi- 
nated every other committee in this House; for a long time the repre- 
sentatives of the people sat here and permitted that committee to domi- 
nate and control every question, because it held the purse-strings and 
was enabled to give or to withhold the money for this purpose, that 
purpose, or the other purpose, as it saw proper, and no other committee 
possessed the power to make any appropriation until the rules were 
amended in the Forty-ninth Congress, and the power of bringing in ap- 
propriation bills was divided among the committees of the House. 

The Committee on Appropriations had for many long years assumed 
to itself almost the entire functions of legislation; it had had an abso- 
lute power in this House which nobody had dared to resist, and had 
used that power to such an extent that finally the House rose in its 
strength and said: ‘‘ We will divide those great powers which you have 
so long held in your single hand and have used with such despotic 
sway; we will divide and distribute them among the respective com- 
mittees to which they properly belong.’’ Sir, it has been said that the 
possession of power always draws power toit. It is well known to 
those who are familiar with the history of this contest in the Congress 
of the United States that the Committee on Appropriations fought 
that division of power. 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT], who gained 
what legislative experience and knowledge and skill he may possess 
while he was a pupil in the Committee on Appropriations, was one otf 
those who opposed the division of that power. The change was made, 
but his great services are not lost to the country, because he is still at 
the head of an important committee of this House, the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, the proper management of which is so 
important and so essential to the business interests of the country. 

But, sir, Iam surprised at the gentleman’s present position. He goes 
back to his old love, and insists that you are going to rob the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of some of its rightful power if you agree to the 
proposition of my friend from Illinois to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments and appoint a committee of conference in accordance with the 
respectful request of the co-ordinate branch of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government. 

When we look at the rules themselves as they have been amended— 
though I do not consider this a question now to be discussed, bnt inas- 
much as it has been discussed I will reftr to it—when you look at the 
terms of the rule, what do you find? The argument of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs],like that of the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS],has been based upon the theory that the 
power to appropriate for fortifications belongs under the rules to the 
Committee on Appropriations, as if the statement of that proposition 
and the reading of the rule did not definitively settle that question. 
Nobody has ever challenged that proposition. 

Everybody concedes that appropriations upon the subject of fortifi- 
cations belong to the Committee on Appropriations. What isthe mean- 
ing of ‘‘ fortifications?’’ The word means defenses established on the 
seacoast or in the interior—forts equipped and manned. But forts are 
equipped and manned oftentimes by soldiers with small arms in their 
hands, as well as by the thundering guns that line the parapet of the 
fortification. And would you say that because there has been confided 
to the Committee on Appropriations the right to make appropriations 
for fortifications hence there is no power in any other committee to pro- 
vide for the making of a gun, small or large, for the defenses of those 
fortifications ? 

The mistake—and I wish to call special attention to it—is in the 
misconstruction of the word ‘‘fortifications.’’ Fortifications aresimply 
a part of the defenses of the country—not all. The term ‘‘public de- 
fense,’’ as used in the twelfth clause of Rule XI is broad and emphatic. 
Under that clause of the rule ‘‘all proposed legislation”’ relating ‘‘to 
the military establishment and the public defense, including the ap- 
propriations for its support, and for that of the Military Academy,”’ 
are referred ‘‘to the Committee on Military Affairs.’’ All legislation 
relating to the public defense! The language in this case is broad, 
generic, comprehensive, all-sweeping, including alike defenses on the 
water’s edge and defenses in the interior. The language in reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations is narrow and circumscribed— 
‘*fortifications’’—a single specific and distinct subject-matter, which 
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is left, as we all concede, in the hands of the Committee on Ap 
pI iations. There is the distinction, palpable, absolute, uncontra 
dicted—a distinction which no man can question. 

by this division of power between the two committees all bills relat 
ing to the ‘*‘ public defense”’ are referred to the Committee on Military 
Affair lherefore, the bill introduced by the gentleman from the 

lb district of New York [Mr. Tracey] and the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN] were properly referred to the 


Military Affairs and received its consideration. Th 
yrted back a measure to the 


Committee on 


committee rey House, and it was passed 
No objection was made, either when the bill was introduced or when 
it was brought back or when it was passed. Where were then the 
guardians of the Appropriations Committee who are now so jealous of it 
rights? Where were then the guardians of the dignity and honor ot 


this House when they allowed this assumption of power and author 
ity? There was no question raised about the power of this committe 
to pass upon every question that it did pass upon. The Watervliet 
provision was embodied in an appropriation of $720,000 for the purpose 
of perfecting the arsenal at that point. The other amendment of the 
Senate refers to the question of the purchase of material for larger guns 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House very briefly to the 
amendments which the Senate has offered to this bill. The Senate, in 
considering the bill making: appropr iations for the support of the Army, 
made many amendments, allof which—thirty-six in number, I believe— 
have been non-coucurred in on the motion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with the exception of two, one of which re 
fers to the establishment of the gun factory at Watervliet, and the othe 
to the purchase of the material for the construction of heavy artillery. 
These are the two amendments of the Senate upon which gentlemen 
say the House ought not now to take any action at all; for that 
effect of it. I do not see how the House can dispose of these quest 
except upon a motion to non-concur. 

We should not concur in them, say the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLouNT], the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES]. What then do they waut us to do? 
The Senate has put on these amendments in the exercise of its functions 
and powers, as to which we are no judges, upon the same principle on 
which it is claimed the Senate can make no judgment as to the rules 
which shal! govern this House. If that be true, as argued by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, then we have no right to say to the Senate, 
**You have put upon this bill amendments in contravention of the rules 
of our House.’’? In what attitude do you gentlemen stand who feel so 
keenly and sensitively the dignity and honor of this House, and want 
to defend it against the Senate and against one of your own committees 
organized in this House? In what attitude do you stand? You al- 
lowed the bill to be introduced; you referred it to this committee; it 
vas reported you passed it without a word of dissent, so far as 
that bill was concerned. 

{nd now, when the Senate, acting equally within the scope of its 
authority, assumes to put upon it a simple appropriation, an appro- 
priation of $720,000, for the purpose of fitting up the military arse nal at 
Watervliet, N. Y., and proposes to appropriate $5,000,000 to purchase 
steel for the manufacture of heavy ordnance, yousay, ‘‘Oh, no; we can 
not admit that; it is an infringement upon the rights of the House.”’ 
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t submits to tests, and these tests are sat 


an be paid. 





‘ow, it was hardly fair and c eh ible ‘ 
Missouri, who has assailed the ymmitt up 
that they may favor the idea th: powe i this H 
fer questions of defense to that n s hardly a 1 
his usual fairness when he intr ices a Senate bill here w 
poses the appropriation of $120,001 ) é ivors to f 
committee from its propriety Dy t enormou t te oi t ip 
propriations suggested in that b I sa 
usually is in all matters of discus It of t \ ) 
priations Committee to hold on to all the power h it has, a to 
deny to the other committees, it resisted d es, the > 
exercise the functions that these various committees have int d to 
them by the rules of the House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in support of the position I take, there | een 

} a memorable case lately decided in this House | present 


Is it an infringement? The House has, under the rules, the power to | 
determine the question as to whether it shall be referred to one com- 
mittee or the other. And what notice had the Senate, if the Chai 


man please, that the House doubted the power of the Senate to make 
such an amendment as would be germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill? They have simply proposed these two amendments and I call 
the attention of the House to them. 

Now, sir, it has been said by the honorable gentleman from Missouri 
[{Mr. BuRNES] that we ought not to concur in the amendments of the 
Senate, nor ought we to take action to non-concur. 
do, then? Is the legislation upon this important subject to stop? Does 
the gentleman from Missouri or the gentleman from Texas intend to 
press the fortifications bill introduced by the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions toa determination at this session of Congress? Are they prepared 
to say now they intend to propose it for consideration, to press it to 


_consideration, a bill whic h, instead of $720,000 appropriation for the 


arsenal at Watervliet and $5,000,000 to purchase steel for heavy ord 
nance, appropriates large amounts of money aggregating a total sum ot 
$19,600,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me to correct him just there? 
I merely want to state that there is no appropriation of $5,000,000 for 
steel, but of one and one-half millions of dollars only, instead of fiv: 

Mr. HOOKER. TIunderstand; but the aggregate amount of the b 
is nineteen millions of dollars. You say it isto cover a period of thir- 
teen years in which to expend it. 

Mr. SAYERS. And I said another thing, that the $19,000.000 is 
not ali ap prope iated now. It goes through a series of years; and they 
are to come to Congress and get the appropriations just as they ar 
needed. Congress retains the control of the whole matter. 

Mr. HOOKER. So they do under the Senate amendments in the 
bil) now pending before us. Unless the man from whom the steel is 
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What should we | 


‘ 
nt Chairman of this committee decided 





ne wa 
raised as to the right and power of the Committee irs t 
make an appropriation to pay a final judgment of me Cour 
of the United States. The very gentleman who presides in the chair 
as permanent Chairman [| Mr. SPRINGER], when the point of order was 
made that the question belonged to the Appropriations Committee, de- 
cided, and properly decided—pari passu, a case exactly like t a 
the power belonged to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Ap 
priations Committee then, as they do here, claimed the power and right 


to control the question of appropriating money even to pay th r 
ment of the court of last resort in this country. But the Chair held, 
and rightly, that the question there presented belonged to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman 


yield to me for a2 moment ? 


In regard to making this appropriation, I desire to call the : attention of 
the committee to a report of a conference committee in the last Con- 
gress on this very subject. Mr. RANDALL, then speaking f for the con- 
ference committee, says: 
The Senate bill involves, as the majority of the House conferees construe it, 
1 expenditure approaching or above $40,000,000, while the House | 


the majority of the conferees of the House were willir 
seventeen millions. 


ig to adopt, appropriates 
This is his own language. 
Mr. HOOKER. it will be seen, Mr. Cha 
to the amount which has been put upon this bill amendments 
of the Senate, whether rightfully or wrongfully we will not now stop 
to discuss, thatthe only way of determining the question presented, 
as to whether or not the amendments are germane, and should receive 
the consideration of the House, is to submit to or 


Now. ‘rence 


yy the 


irman, with refé 
I 


acquiesce and re- 











pond to the request of the Senate to appoint a conference committee, 
|} and let that committee acting in conjunction with the comm é ol 
the Senate examine and report upon the subject-matter. 

It will be found that there are paragraphs numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, and 
7, ofamendment No. 35, which embrace these items of expenditures I 
m free to say that there is one of these amendments, in the following 
words 

Ss 7. For the purchase of submarine mtrollable torpedoes « De 3 
nd torpedo-boats controllable from shore and adaptes » coas lefe 
vhich should go properly to the subcommittee of the Ap 
Committee, which introduced the bill for the ar t 
tions and coast defenses gene! ully. It may bethat there are ot t 
however that question may be, all that is asked is that tl ter 
shall be non-concurred in, that it shall go to the « erence c et 
nd that we will confer upon the matter and make report to the Honuss 
and when we do, then comes the question as to whether the House will 
adopt whatever report the conference committee may see } o ad- 
vocate. 

Recommendations will then come from the committee, but I do not 
see what they can effect, unless the object be to block the legislation 
of this body and leave this country in the condition in whic! now 
is. It was stated in a memorable speech made by one of the most dis- 
tinguished Senators in the other branch of this Government only a 
short time ago—-a year ago last winter—that there was one Govern 
ment in Europe, Italy, effete Italy, which had one armed vessel that 
could enter the ports of New York, Boston, and Philadelp nd 
sweep everything with destruction and desolation, and that th iole 
Navy of the ited States would be powerless to resist it, eve if that 
Navy was assembled at a ingle point Now, what of our defenses ? 

As the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. BURNIE says, We are not in 
a condition now in this country to put up great ns on our coast and 
protect the great ports of New York, Philadelphia, and Bostor 1 
all othe What guns have we in this country? What fortificat 
have we to protect the ports? As I have said sly it é 
one single armed vesse! th guns of so formidable a characte: th 
a capacity to carry so far, and w ith such destructive projectiles that 
; United States > if assembled, could not resist it e 
| stand in that attitude? Shall we remain sonaked? It may be there 
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are no wars or rumors of wars threatened, on the horizon, but, sir, are 
we not to make any preparation until the war begins? 

Sir, it isa very well known fact that whenever nations tend to war 
now, with the telegraph wires which belt the earth and the submarine 
cables which lie on the bottom of the sea, intelligence being quickly 
transinitted from one part of the world to another, that the very best 
way to maintain peace is not to wait until war is declared before prep- 
aration is made. It must be made before. We have a vast seacoast, 


} 


which stretches from New York to Galveston and from California to 
Alaska, to defend, with an army of only 25,000 which this bill pro- 
poses to providetor. With this vast coast to defend by an armament by 
sea and by land, though our numbers be great and our resources un- 
questioned, our population amounting now to over 60,000,000 of peo- 
ple, we might be powerless to resist even the feeblest of powers that 
the events of the day might bring us in conflict with. 

I say, therefore, that unless it be the purpose and object to obstruct 
consideration of this question by the bill from the Fortifications Com- 
mittee, which is intended to present the very same purposes and ob- 
jects, it appears to me to prevent legislation upon this important subject. 
The very object seems to be to prevent the passage of the military bill 
itself, upon which the Senate in its wisdom has seen fit to put this 
proposition. The whole proposition of the gentleman from Illinois is 
simply to non-concur in the amendments and confer with the Senate in 
reference to these amendments which are objected to in the House. 
As my colleague from Illinois has said, under our rules we have the 
right to consider questions of military defense. 

What is the meaning of the word ‘‘defense?’’ It means a general 
defense; and the word ‘‘ fortification’’ means and designates an alto- 
gether different mode of defense. It grants, therefore, to the Military 
Committee jurisdiction of all questions relating to public defense—un- 
limited, unrestrained, and unconditioned—and reserves to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations simply to decide and determine the appro- 
priate and proper mode for the fortifications. It does not involve the 
construction of arms, smal] or great. It does not involve the construc- 
tion of artillery either to be used for the forts or for the general defense 
of the country. The Military Committee is intrusted with the gen- 
eral defense, 

I say therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the committee and the House 
can not extricate themselves from the position in which they now stand 
save by voting for the proposition of the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs and appointing this committee of conference, and when 
their report is returned to this House to say whether for any reason 
suggested to it that it will accept or reject the report coming from the 
Military Committee. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that the position which i have assumed upon 
this question is unanswerable, and that it has up to this time not been 
answered. 

Upon the question of the power of the two Houses conferring with 
each other upon subjects about which they disagree I desire to have 
read as a part of my remarks an extract from Mr. Cushing on “ par- 
liamentary law ’’ in reference to the powers of committees of the two 
Houses conferring with each other, and before the Clerk shall read 
this I will simply ask that the other be printed in the REcorp. 

I say, therefore, in closing, that by a construction of the rules the 
language of the rule itself reserves to the Committee on Appropriations 
the measures relating to fortifications, but it confers upon it, no more 
than to other committees of the House, powers which are not stated in 
the rule. 

| ask that paragraphs 822 and 827 in Cushing’s Law and Practice 
of Legislative Assemblies be read, and reserve the remainder of my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 822. It is not always a matter of indifference, even when there may be a 
fit oceasion for a conference, at what time, or by which House, the conference is 
requested; for, as it is the duty of the two Houses, on all occasions, to main- 
tain a good understanding and co-operation with one another, and to allow 
each to proceed, in the discharge of their respective duties, with perfect free- 
dom and independence, it would not be proper for one, by means of a confer- 
ence, to interfere with, and anticipate, or endeavor to influence, the proceed- 
ings of the other, until that other has first acted upon the subject in question. 
Thus, while a bill which has passed in one House and been sent to the other is 
there pending and under consideration, it is irregular for the former to take any 
notice of the proceedings in the latter, and to demand a conference thereon. 
This rule, which lies at the foundation of the freedom and independence of the 
two Houses, as regards one another, was established at a very early period of 
parliamentary history. and though originally restricted in its terms to biils, the 
princi »le of it isso obviously convenient and proper that for a long course of years 
it has Seon extended and applied as a general rule to resolutions and all other 
matters which have been communicated from the one House to the other and 
are there pending and under consideration. For example, if the Commons, at 
conference, communicate a resolution to the Lords and request the concur- 
rence of the latter, they must wait until some answer is returned before de- 
mandinag another conference on the same subject. When the Lords are pre- 
pared with an answer it is for them to demand a conference with the Commons 
for the purpose of communicating it to them. 

Src. 827, When a message is sent from the one House to the other for a con- 
ference, it is received, treated, and acted upon, inthe same manneras other mes- 
sages; and,in order to preserve harmony and a good correspondence between 
the two Houses, it should be answered as soon as the convenience of the House 
willadmit. The House of which the conference is requested may simply agree, 
and it would be unparliamentary to refuse a conference which was demanded 
on parliamentary grounds; or it may disagree ; in such case, the reason for dis- 
agreeing should be stated; or if it is the House of Commons, of which the con- 


ference is requested, it may agree to the conference, but disagree as to the time 
or place,in which case the reasons should also be stated, and the Lords will 
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thereupon, if they see fit, appointsome other time or place. But it does not ap- 
pear to be according to parliamentary usage nor would it consist with conve- 
nience, to agree, on condition, or with some amendment or moditication,as to 


the subject-matter of the conference; such an agreement may be considered as 


a refusalof conference, and treated as such. Thus, where in answer toa request 
of the Commons fora conference,the Lords informed them by message that they 
agreed to the conference “ always provided, that nothing be offered at the con- 
ference that may anyways concern their lordships’ judicaiure,” the Commons 
resolved ‘‘that by the Lords’ ans wer there is no grant of a conference upon the 
matter, as it was desired by this House,” and also that a conference be desired 
with the Lords on the subject of that answer. When a proposition for a con- 
ference has been considered,the answer is to be returned by a message; if 
agreed to at once, the answer may be returned by the same messengers; if dis- 
agreed to at once, either wholly or as to time or place, the most regular course 
seems to be for the House disagreeing to return an answer by messengers oi its 
own; ifthe answeris not resolved upon immediately, it must be returned in 
that manner, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HOOKER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eighteen minutes remaining, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I desire now to have an un- 
derstanding as to the length of this debate, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we agree upon a limit. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that there are several gentlemen who de- 
sire to speak on this question, and I think the debate ought to continue 
for an hour and a half or two hours, say until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it can be agreed upon, so that the House 
will be bound by the action of the committee, that a vote shall be 
taken upon this amendment in the House at 4 o’clock, I shall have no 
objection to the debate continuing until that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please state his proposition 
definitely ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the final vote 
shall be taken in the House upon the motion to non-concur at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before that is submitted I wish to ask the gentle- 
man how the time is to be divided? It is now twenty minutes past 2 
o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing that the time shall be equally 
divided. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of this bill and let it be considered in 
the House, and then take the vote at 4 o’clock, not only upon the mo- 
tion to non-concur, but also upon the resolution, which somebody no 
doubt will offer, expressing the sense of the House that the House con- 
ferees should not consider these particular amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing to accept the suggestion of my 
colleague from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That arrangement can not be made in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the Army appropriation bill and the 
Senate amendments thereto, that all general debate upon the bill and 
amendments close at 40’clock, thatat that hour the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered, and the final vote taken upon the mo- 
tion to non-concur. 

Mr. SAYERS. And also upon an amendment to be offered to the 
motion to non-concur, or a resolution, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of House bill 
10234, the Army appropriation bill, that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered upon the pending proposition and amendments 
thereto, that the debate thereon be closed at 4 o’clock, and that the 
previous question be then considered as ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. We may want to offer some other amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless that right be reserved, it will 
be cut off by this motion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] how the time between now and 4 o’clock is to be di- 
vided. Is one half of it to be allowed to those in favor of his motion 
and the other half to those opposed to it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAyeERs] I will say that although most of the time has been occupied 
in opposition to the position of the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
am willing that the time from now until 4 o’clock shall be equally di- 
vided. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let it also be understood, Mr. Speaker, that I shall 
have an opportunity to offer a resolution in lieu of the one proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will that be in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tenipore. The gentleman from Texas asks to 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the r Mr. BAYNE. My amendme 
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Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from Che SPEAKER pro temp r) 
the further consideration of the Army appropriation bill, that the - | eral appropriation bil 
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The 


PEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I understood, sir, on yesterday that the questions 
under consideration were these Senate amendments, commencing with 
No, 33, and that section 2 had not been concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They have not been. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
vious question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman if he proposes that the 
time shall be equally divided ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That has already been settled. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman did not so specify in his motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will repeat it, and put it in writing if it be 
necessary to satisfy the gentleman. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
motion to close all general debate at 4 o’clock was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion that the House 
resolyé itself into Committee of the Whole the Chair will, with the con- 
sent of the louse, submit some personal requests, 

by unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MATSON, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAcon, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


The question is on ordering the pre- 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on the 
Senate amendments to this bill will be closed at 4 o’clock, the time 
to be equally divided. 

The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ohio to control the 
time in opposition and the gentleman from Illinois tocontrol the time 
in favor of the amendments. 

ir, BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think it is to be regretted 
this debate has taken so wide a range. It really related to parliament- 
ary procedure, as to what this House ought to do to maintain its own 
dignity and sense of self-respect in the matter of conducting its business. 
My friend from Maine lays down a proposition, the soundness of which 
nobody disputes, and then assaults it with characteristic energy, and 
of course is successful in establishing that he is right. 

Nobody in this House has disputed the right of the Senate to pre- 
scribe rules for its own proceedings. Nobody bas questioned that this 
ifouse enjoys the same right. Nobody questions that the Senate has 
the power to attach whatever amendments it sees fit to any bill that 
goes before that body. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair would state that a parliamentary 
error has been made by the Chair in yielding the control of the time 
in opposition to the Senate amendments to the military bill to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. The gentleman from Texas has been recognized to 
control that time. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. BUTTERWORTH). 
desire to complete your remarks, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Clearly the Senate has the right, in the 
sense that the word ‘‘right’’ is used as signifying power and author- 
ity. It isnotthe existence of that power and authority I call in ques- 
tion. I use the word ‘‘right’’ in a different sense, which is expressive 
of fitness, propriety, justice, taking into consideration the obligations 
that rest upon the Senate to observe that comity which should deter 
that body from taking any action in disregard of the rules of this 
House, which are ordained to secure proper and orderly methods in 
matters of legislation. 

And it will not be denied that it has been the custom of this House 
and of the Senate to compel an observation of the methods prescribed 
by those rules. Iam not mistaken in saying that the Senate absolutely 
refused to consider amendments attached to an appropriation bill by 
the House because the rules of the Senate forbade such amendments 
to an appropriation bill. 

And, sir, it is known to all of us that, in deference to the Senate, we 
changed the rules of this body in order that the reasonable require- 
ments of the rules of the Senate might not be disregarded. We abdi- 
cated our right to legislate on appropriation bills. 

In other words, we did not attempt to compel the Senate to violate 
its own rules in the conduct of its business. And now the question 
presented is, will the Senate compel this House or ask this House to 
trample its rules under foot And will we do it, or will we maintain 
our own dignity by a proper adherence to the rules, in the observance 
of which alone can we hope to avoid being treated by the Senate as if 
this were a town meeting and nota deliberative legislative body of 
equal dignity with the Senate. Now, I am not insisting or suggesting 
that the Senate desires to disregard the rights of this body. There 
may have been an apprehension, possibly, as has beensu here, that 
a fortification bill would not be reported, and deeming it proper, if not 
objected to by the Honse, they attached to the military bill theamend- 
ments in question which cover matter which belong to the fortification 
bill. But the reason for doing that did not in fact exist, and it is this 


I yield whatever time you 
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palpable violation of the rules of this House and the violation of the 
comity which must obtain between the two Houses that I resist. 

I am surprised to hear my friend from Ilinois say that under the 
wording of the rale which determines and limits the jurisdiction of 
the several committees of this House, it is perfectly competent for 
the Military Committee to take jurisdiction of the subject-matter of 
the Senate amendment. The claim is utterly untenable. If he will 
read the rules and construe them as a whole he will find the jurisdic- 
tion of the several committees is plainly marked out, and this House 
will not question that the jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
amendments now under consideration belongs to the Committee on 
Appropriations and the subcommittee having charge of fortifications. 
They will not question that. The language is too clear and the line 
of precedent too well established to permit of any doubt. 

Now, was there such an exigency as to authorize the Senate, in de- 
fiance of its own rules and in utter disregard of the rights of this House, 
to attach to the military bill that which had no proper place there? 
That they did it issure. Are they justified in it? 

What is the object of having rules? If they may disregard the rules 
of this House in the matter of amending bills, they may attach to any 
single appropriation bill—the agricultural bill, for instance—amend- 
ments making all the appropriations authorized by law to carry on the 
Government, and thus, by refusing to observe the reasonable rules 
which we have ordained for the proper conduct of the business of this 
Hfouse, usurp the rightful constitutional jurisdiction of this body to 
‘originate money bills.’’? It is absolutely necessary in making appro- 
priations to carry on the different branches of the Government that rules 
be prescribed governing the preparation of bills, having reference to 
the subject-matter and the convenience of the House in the conduct of 
its business. Under the authority of the Constitution we have made 
such rules, and among other things they provide for the preparation of 
appropriation bills, fixing and limiting the jurisdiction of each com- 
mittee and designating the subject-matter which may be embraced in 
each bill. 

The jurisdiction of the Military Committee is clearly pointed out; 
and if all the items which may be included in either bill are not 
named in the rule there are items which confessedly belong exclusively 
to the fortification bill, and those very items have been by the Senate 
included in amendments made to the military bill while it was under 
consideration in that body. There was the same fitness and propriety 
in adding amendments making appropriations for the Navy and the 
Indian Department, and for pensions, etc. 

The fact that we can not control the action of the Senate has nothing 
to do with the case. The fact remains that we can control our own 
action and observe our own rules, oneof which inexpress terms forbids 
the Military Committee from assuming jurisdiction of fortifications, 
and the Senate can not by virtue of an amendment to an appropriation 
bill confer upon the Committee on Military Affairs of this House a 
jurisdiction which the rules of the House in express terms deny to 
that-committee. Clearly if it were otherwise the jurisdiction of the 
several committees of this body would depend upon the pleasure of 
the Senate rather than uponthe rules of this House. 

The result would be that the Committee on Invalid Pensions might, 
by the action of the Senate, be clothed with full and ample jurisdic- 
tion to make appropriations for the Navy, the Army, consular and 
diplomatic service, and so on. And thus two things would result. 
First, the Senate would, by way of amendments to a pension appro- 
priation bill, originate every other ‘‘ money bill’’ in the catalogue of 
appropriation bills; and, secondly, nullify the most important rules of 
this House. 

In assigning to different committees of this body the duty of pre- 
paring certain appropriation bills, we do not thereby abdicate our 
constitutional right to originate others covering other subjects. It is 
the right of the Senate to amend biils, but not to enlarge or extend 
the jurisdiction of that body or abridge the jurisdiction of this. 

I have said thus much in defense of the rightful authority of this 
body and in advocacy of our dignity and independence as a co-ordinate 
branch of Congress. One other matter. My friend from Maine [ Mr. 
REED] assumes that the Committee on Fortifications, or the subcom- 
mittee, are opposed to the building of guns and the establishment of a 
Government plant. Thatisau assumption. He ought to know better 
than that, if he has examined the subject at all. 

Mr. REED. It is an assumption that is borne out by history. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is an assumption that is borne out by a 
certain kind of history, which discloses only a part of the truth. 
The full history is that unless all possible competition in the produc- 
tion of guns was shut out, unless every individual, every firm, every 
manufacturer was shut out and a very few individuals permitted to 
exercise unquestioned control in the production of armamentand guns, 
no appropriation was wanted. 

Mr. REED. Captain Smith says that your million and a half ap- 
propriation will shut them out—1. e., shut out competition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not that particular competition that 
is the production of steel to which I call attention. 

Mr. REED. I know it is not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman mentioned by my friend 
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[Mr. Reepj, Captain Smith, of the Ordnance Bureau, testified 11 
we make ample provision for the Ordnance Bureau in the fortification 





bill. In the first place, we give $750,000 to establish and complete a 
plant at Watervliet arsenal. It was the full amount asked. Not a 
penny was abated from the estimate. The sum named will provi 
machines and tools for assembling and compieting heavy guns. We 
go beyond that, and while the Senate amendment to the Army bill 
provides ouly for 8 and 10-inch guns, we provide for 10, 12, 14, and 
16 inch guns, which are absoluiely necessary, Captain Smith says, lor 
proper coast defense. We have provided for the purchase of steel, lim 
iting the price; we have made an appropriation to purchase all the 
steel they want, all they can use for tive years in building steel guns 
or built-up steel guns, which Captains Smith and Birnie believe to b 
the best type of gun invented up to this time. 

To purchase this steel we give the full estimate, $1,500,000, required 
to procure stecl sufficient to keep the bureau up for at least five year 








So-the Ordnance Bureau is not abridged in any respect, as some gen- | 


tlemen would have this House believe. Now, my friend said yeste1 
day something which was very significant in this connection, namely, 
that in the manufacture of steel the product at first was limited—I do 
not remember the number of tons that he named, perhaps 16 tons p 
day—but he said that within a few years the product was doubled and 
thribled owing to improved methods, ete. 

Mr. REED. I never said that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, it is the fact nevertheless, andI so 
understood you. 

Mr. REED. Nor anything like it. I was not talking on that sub- 
ject. But I know how the gentleman has been led into that mistak« 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, possibly the gentleman was not talk- 
ing about the precise matter I have in my mind, but nevertheless i 
is the fact that with improved methods and increased facilities the 
quantity and quality has been increased and improved. 

Mr. REED. I was talking about trained workmen. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, thatis anelementin producing bette: 
results both in matter of quantity and quality of output. So it will 
he seen that we have made ample appropriations to keep the Ordnance 
Department of the Army busy for five or six years. This is not and 
can not be disputed. Nor can it be doubted that we have provided 
them all the funds they require for plant and material. Now, what 
lse can they ask, and what is there in addition that can in good con- 
ence be demanded ? 

It is known to every gentleman upon this floor that the art of man 

ufacturing steel and steel guns is growing and developing as rapidly as 
any other art, and the chances are that in the future as in the past, 
possibly next year or the year after, we may be able to get the steel at 
very greatly reduced cost, and steel guns of better quality and on 
better terms than we could get to-day. Then, since we provide for pur 

chasing a sufficient quantity of steel to last the Ordnance Bureau, work- 
ing atits topmost bent, for five or six years, what on earth is the 
present necessity for buying three or four times that quantity, as pro 

posed in the Senate amendment, and which my friend from Maine ad- 
vocates by the testimony of the officers referred to? One million five 
hundred thousand dollars’ worth of steel is ample for all purposes fo 
tive years at least, and yet because we object to buying three or four 
times as much it is urged that we are opposed to building guns, having 
provided for the purchase of all we can possibly need within five years 

We are assailed for objecting tothe purchase of what we confessed): 





do not need and could not use within the time mentioned. Whether | 


the interests of the steel manufacturer or the Government would be 
subserved by theimmediate purchase of vast quantities of steel which by 


all the evidence wil! not be needed within five or six years, this House | 


and the country can determine. But my friend says that if we limit 
the purchase to fifteen hundred thousand dollars the competition may 
be restricted or cut off. No danger of that. The danger of loss is far 
greater in purchasing at present large quantities of steel from six to 
ten years before it is needed for any purpose whatever. And just 
here it is interesting to note the jealous care with which competition 
in the purchase of steel is guarded, while all competition in the manu- 
facture of guns is completely shut out and prohibited. Why, sir, one 
of the loudest complaints in regard to the pending fortification bill 
reported to this House is that it provides for competition in the matte: 
of guns. We have provided that when any individual, firm, or man- 
ufacturing company shall produce and bring tothe Government a bet- 
ter gun than that which we have the Government will take that gun 
if the terms are reasonable. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep] 
knows very well that men do not fabricate guns as mere experiments, 
nor can they go to the expense incident to the production of heavy 
guns unless there is a chance of selling to the Government in case the 
gan produced stands the prescribed test and meets every requirement 
of the service. 

Private enterprise can not afford to. The expense of these experi- 
ments must, in the end, rest upon the Government, always provided 





the experiments are of such a character as to promise good and satis- 


factory results; and if my friend from Iowa says to the Department, 
‘*T will, at my own expense, cost, and risk, produce a 14-inch steel gun 
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be obtained elsewhere or produced by the Ordnance Corps. When they 
bring to the Government a gun and say, ‘‘ Here is agun which for en- 
durance, accuracy of fire, and range is superiér to any other;’’ if that 
can be established, why should not the gun be accepted and that pri- 
vate enterprise encouraged ? 

Mr. REED. That gun is in their minds now,yis it not ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, there is some difference of opinion 
whether it isor not. All we ask is that if it materializes into a better 
gun than any competitor it shall stand a fair chance in the field of com- 
petition. 

Mr. REED. It is not in existence. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If we pursue your course, it is liable to re- 
main in their minds, since encouragement in producing it is denied. 
All inventions originate in the mind. 

Mr. LAIRD. If we leave it to the Committee on Appropriations it 
always will be there. 

Mr. REED. Yes; that is the truth aboui it. 


ee 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is not the truth about it, and the | 
reading of the bill we have reported shows how far from correct your | 


statement is. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. It looks like it when they do not bring in their | 


bill until the Ist of August. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The time of reporting the bill has nothing 
to do with the character of its provisions. . 

My friend knows that the gentleman [Mr. RANDALL] who was on 
the subcommittee to prepare this bill was sick nigh unto death; and 
we delayed its consideration in the hope that he would soon join us. 
This delay is the excuse for this interference or trespassing upon the 
jurisdiction of another committee by reason of the apprehension that 
his sickness might delay action beyond what was proper. Thatis the 
excuse you gentlemen might offer. Idonot know that any excuse is in 
fact offered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How long did that sickness continue? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio, when did 
the country hear a report on this very question in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress ? 

Mr. REED. On the last day. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In thelast hours of the last day of that Congress. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. AndI know better than the gentleman does 
just what caused the delay. 

Mr. HOOKER and others. Let us have the reason. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The reason is not exactly in the direction 
you have suggested. Iam as patriotic as you are. I have as just ap- 
preciation of what is due to the dignity of this House as you have. I 
realize as fully as you can the importance of defending the coast of 
my country. Iagree with you as to the necessity for appropriations, 
and we go along step by step in doing everything, until the committee 
propose to draw against the resources of this whole country by open- 
ing the door to competition. Then you gentlemen draw the line, and 
say ‘‘No.’’ Itis notsufficient that we have provided all that is needed, 
all that isasked for, everything in the shape of plant, everything need- 
ful in the shape of money and material, all in accordance with the es- 
timates. 

The only cause of complaint is that we have not provided what is 
confessedly not needed, and have provided competition which beyond 
question is needed. 

There are three officers of the United States Government who think, 
or.our friends think, can provide for all our wants better than all our 
people combined, and that we shall rely on these three officers, and on 
them alone. We do not differ, gentlemen, about anything except as to 
the matter of utilizing the individual enterprise, the capital, and pa- 
triotism, and genius of this country. You and I agree as to the im- 
portance——— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And we do not differ about the other. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You and I agree as to the importance of 
having this work done. We do not differ, then, except as to that sin- 
gle proposition, and as to the quantity of steel which we provide for 
purchasing. We make provision for the erection of a plant at Water- 
vliet, supposed to be the best place, all things considered. We acted 
upon advice, selected that point, which, as I understood, is recom- 
mended by experts, civilians, and soldiers as well. 

We provided for furnishing all the steel ingots that they may re- 
quire. We provided for furnishing everything else that they may 
need in the next five or six years, but, unfortunately, we went beyond 
and it is supposed incurred the displeasure of three of the officers of 
the Government; or, what is more likely, their champions elsewhere in 
that we have attempted to draw against the accumulated stock of 
genius, wisdom, and experience of sixty millions of people in this mat- 
ter—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. You refer to the thirteen million test appropria- 
tion ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, I do not refer to any testsatall. I 
am dealing with a proposition embodied in a clause in a bill, which 
provides simply for competition in the matter of producing guns, just 
as we have competition in the production of everything else needed for 
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and used by the Government. Now, Captain Smith says that is fair 
and is right, and beyond that—— 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman now yield for one or two 
questions? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I can not yield; I have but little more 
time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to get at some points in this connection. 
First of all, you ask the competitors in this country to produce for you 
a perfect gan—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no. We do not expect to get that. 
We will hardly attain to perfection in this world. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, there is not a single recommendation for 
the last five years in these debates but that that proposition has been 
| brought forward and overturned. I look to this bill now simply as a 
business proposition. When you put $800,000 into a plant, buy steel 
ingots, and leave it to one or two men, a commission possibly, to pass 
upon the tensility and powers of the steel, and it is thrown out, where 
is the remedy—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, well, I can not yield now to the gen- 

| tleman to makea speech. My friend will perceive that he is ambling 
off into quite an argument. Nobody proposes to interfere in the direc- 
<ion he suggests, as I take it. He greatly misapprehends the provis- 
| ions of the bill he is criticising. 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. But yet, asI understand you, you want them to 
| produce a perfect gun. 
{| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is no use in talking about a perfect 
gun. Weare talking about the best gun that can be produced as well 
as the best steel that we can produce in this country, and that in sup- 
plying both there shall be fair competition. Now, first we fit up a 
plant to do the work, and provide the necessary amount of money, and 
then say to the Ordnance Bureau ‘‘In order to permit you to proceed 
with the manufacturing guns, we will give you all the money and 
material necessary ;’’ but we also say to private competitors engaged 
in the same kind of business in this country, ‘‘If you can give us a 
better gun, why, let as have it, and we will purchase from you.”’ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What government does that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Every government on the face of the earth 
that is not office-ridden does it. Germany does it, France does it, 
Italy does it, England does it, and so do all nations except our own. 

Mr. REED. Does either one of these governments overslaw itsown 

officers and say that they are not to exercise any judgment in reference 
to the matter? Your bill proceeds upon the false theory that the Ord- 
nance Corps is building guns in competition with certain outside par- 
ties. ‘They are not engaged in any such thing, but in building guns 
which have already been decided upon, and the nature of which, as I 
said last night, is just as thoroughly well understood as any ordinary 
piece of mechanism that is constructed by man. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman entirely misapprehends the 
provisos of our bill. It neither does, nor squints in the direction he 
suggests. The officers mentioned are very far from being overslawed. 
We only seek to see to it that the private enterprise and individual 
right and opportunity shall not be overslawed by a few individuals, 
whether officers or civilians. Neither the opportunity nor the juris- 
diction of the officers is abridged, but the just, right, and proper priv- 
ileges of the citizens of the country are somewhat released from dis- 
tressing and hampering restrictions. An examination of the bill we 

report will satisfy the gentleman that his criticisms are ill-conceived and 
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unjust. 

Now, it is not intended to introduce the production of guns into the 
field of competition, except to say to our manufacturers and to the 
people generaliy, ‘‘If you will meet every requirement of the service in 
the production of guns, if you can furnish to us the character of arm 
that is ascertained by test to be the best, then we say in determining 
between the gun so produced and that which the Government manu- 
factures at its own arsenal, at least a part of the board that sits in 
judgment should not beof those competing.’’ Thatis the difference be- 
tween the gentleman from Maine and myself. He would make the 
competing officers (true, he says they are not competing officers) the 
sole and final judges between themselvesand the private manufacturer. 

We claim that our manufacturers and artisans have as much skill 
and ability and genius as our officers, notwithstanding the fact that 
we hold the latter in high estimation. When we enter upon the pur- 
chase of guns we insist that the judgment of the officers intrusted 
with that duty shall be exercised to enable them to utilize every gun 
produced by the genius and skill of this country, until by their tests 
and experiments they have succeeded in getting that which is of all 
the best. But the gentleman seeks to create the impression that be- 
cause we seek to utilize every proper available resource we are un- 
friendly to the manufacture of guns, My friend is unjust in that, and 
unjust to me when in the midst of a sentence he ambles in to make 
some observations. When he desired me to yield to him he could have 
asked. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield for a single moment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend knows the time was equally di- 
vided between the sides, and his colleague will yield him such time as 
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he desires. 
ingly yield. 
I only want to make one statement, and then I will yield the flo 
I am appealing to this House to maintain its own dignity, as the Sen- 
ate maintains its dignity. We do not want to violate the rules of oug 
own body by permitting amendments in palpable violation of the rul 
of the Senate and against the rules of the House. This I am not will- 
ing to acquiesce in. There is a bill pending here that meets all the 
requirements of the situation; a bill that is in order, and conforms t 
the rules of both the Senate and House. The amendments sent to us 
from the Senate conform to neither, but are an inexcusable violation o 
beth. The bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations does a 
that is demanded by the necessities, and in the matter of supplyi 
needs draws on the resources of the whole country. It provides t 
we shall pay for nothing that does not meet every proper requirement 
to pay for nothing that does not stand the test of wise and prudent 
periment and just judgment; to pay for nothing that does not meet 
the exigency that calls for its production; and yet it is endeavored to 


If his friends had no time at their disposal I would w 


make it appear that I am unfriendly to the fabrication of guns and to 
providing for the public defense. 
I agree that there is only one chance in a hundred for war, LJ 


agree also that the best peace-preserver is to have such guns along « 
coast that no man-of-war dares to approach within range of our cit 
| Applause. ] 

But there is a way of reaching that result by pursuing ord 
methods—the usual and well-considered methods we have prescri 
and which the Senate have prescribed, and which we are willi 
accept, as far as they are concerned, and they must regard so fai 
maintenance of the prerogatives and dignity of thisbodydemand. W 
are nearer the people than they are. This is the only representaiiy 
body in our Federalsystem. We can hear the heart-throbs of the peo- 
ple; they can not. We recognize that we may grow and develop the 
art of war as well as the arts that pertain to peace, and we propose to 
give full seope to that development and so achieve in that field greater 
and grander results than any other nation or people. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] yield to 
me for awhile? 

Mr. RYAN. I have not control of the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make the suggestion that the d 
bate shall be alternated trom side to side, and I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] so that he may, if he desires, 
yield the time to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED], in order that 
he may reply as-he desires to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Burrer- 
WORTH ]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have five minutes, which I now yield to 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I desired the floor to confront the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BuTTERWORTH ] who has made as thorough a misstatement, unin- 
tentionally undoubtedly on his part, of this situation as could possibly 
be made. I may be the reverse of an ‘‘angel’’ again in doing it, but 
I shall persevere. He has used the word competition in two different 
senses in the same comparison, which would amount to saying to this 
House that the board of ordnance is a manufacturing corporation in 
competition with others; and he asks if there should not be al 
third board, composed of outsiders who might decide between them 
and the manufacturers with whom they are in competition. 

Now, I say that it is the fundamental error of this whole discussion, 
and upon it is founded everything which the gentleman from Ohio has 
said, excepting alone that which he has been kind enough to say of me 
Now, I say to you that under the laws of the United States the or 
nance board are themselves constituted the judges, and they have de- 
cided that a certain gun is the best gun that can be built as far as 
modern science now shows, and in this decision they are backed up b) 
the whole civilized world. 

Now, long ago a certain set of men who have been unable to con 
vince this board that their guns, which exist only in their own minds 
up to date, will he better guns than those which the civilized world in 
its judgment has approved and which alone we have got to meet in 
battle, began to ask that a new board shall be appointed to try the issue 
between them and the judges constituted by law; and they did it for 
the purpose of throwing opprobrium upon those who have carefully 
listened to their plans and found that they did not.convince their judg- 
ments. How totally different is this from the picture presented by 
the gentleman from Ohio, to be a board constituted to decide between 
them and another set of manufacturers. 

You are undertaking to reverse the decisions of your own constituted 
judges. Whathavewehereassensiblementodo. The fictitious qu 
tion is about appealing from the officers whom we have trained up at 
the public expense to decide upon this question, who have declared in 
favor of the gun of which the whole world is infavor; the very gun we 
have to meet; and the real question is, shall we build that gun. The 
gentlemen say we will build a few, and we will establish a board for 
the very purpose of breaking the decision of our constituted judges in 
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Then comes a comma— 


and the public defens« 





Then comes a comma— 
including the appropriation for— 

For what? 
for its support. 

Not for their support, but for its support. Whatdoes ‘‘it’’ refer to? 

Does ‘‘it’’ refer to ‘‘ the public defense?’’ If it does, you have no 
jurisdiction over ‘‘the military establishment.’’ Does ‘‘it’’ refer to 
‘the military establishment?’’ If it does, you have no jurisdiction 
over ‘‘ the public defense.’? You may take either horn of the dilemma 
you please. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We take both. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘That usurpation of “taking both’’ is what I pro- 
test against, and in the interest of the integrity of our proceedings. 

Having said that much, I now come to another question. In the 
Thirty-fourth Congress there was a delay for nearly two months in the 
organization of this House. The Senate after its organization, in its 
anxiety to expedite business, originated, passed, and sent to this House 
two appropriation bills, 

What did this House do with them? In accordance with that pro- 
vision of the Federal Constitution which provides that ‘‘all bills for 
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Kepresentatives, but the 
Senate may propose or concur with amendments, as on other bills,’’ 
the House laid those bills on the table and refused to consider them at 
all. 

I now read what General Atkins, of Tennessee, then said on that 
subject, and my excellent and capable friend, the clerk of the Appro- 
priations Committee, tells me he has verified these statements and that 
they are true: 

The Constitution having invested this House with the power of originating 
all revenue or money bills, as a mecessary and logical deduction it has ever 
been the uniform practice of the Senate to concede to the House the right to 
originate the general appropriation bills with one or two exceptions, in which 
cases the House as promptly denied the power of the Senate, and asserted its 
exclusive right to originate them. As in the Thirty-fourth Congress, the House 
failing for over two months to organize, the Senate passed two of the general 
appropriation bills and sent them down to the House, whereupon the House at 
once laid them upon the table, refusing either to consider them or refer them 
toa committee. This power was again conceded by the Senate in the case of 
the tariff-compromise bill of Mr. Clay, in 1833. 

Che great lights of the Senate in that day took the ground thatthe bill trenched 
upon the prerogatives of the House, and was therefore unconstitutional. Mr. 
Webster was prominent in declaring it unconstitutional, and Mr. Clay himself 
conceded it virtually by taking up an exactly similar bill that had passed the 
House and had it substituted for his own, laying his upon the table. 

Now, let us look at this question in another view. Herein our rules 
is a provision giving jurisdiction over fortifications to the Committee 
on Appropriations; here in our rules is another provision giving juris- 
diction over the military establishment and appropriations for its sup- 
port to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs reports the Army appropriation bill, over which subject- 
matter it has jurisdiction, the House passes it, and it is sent to the Sen- 
ate. The Senate substantially, though indirectly, places upon the bill 
a separate, independent appropriation bill, embracing a subject over 
which the Committee on Military Affairs has no jurisdiction whatever, 
to wit, fortifications. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is a matter of opinion, whether it has or 
not. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me goonin myowntime. Thatis the attitude 
in which we are placed, Yet we are told that we, the representatives 
of the people, those who come fresh from the people every two years, 
are to surrender the power and authority conferred upon us by the 
Constitution, the power to originate these measures, and, moreover, 
that other provision of the Constitution which gives the House of Rep- 
resentatives the right to establish its own rules of procedure, is to be 
subverted, nullified, and the orderly and decent disposition of the pub- 
lic business in the House of Representatives set at defiance. 

Mr. Chairman, that is what I protest against. And, sir, when either 
by inadvertence or error a committee of this House has sent to it a bill 
over which it has no jurisdiction, and when that billcomes back, seeks 
to have it considered, I insist that the House should do with such com- 
mittee as it did with the Appropriations Committee in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, rebuke it for its usurpation of power, in order that we may 
preserve our system and methods of disposing of the public business. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. To what does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. ROGERS. I allude to the bill in the Forty-ninth Congress of 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] had control. 

Mr. HOOKER. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS. No, sir; not at this time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I de not wish to interrupt the gentleman without 
his consent. 

Mr. ROGERS. Very well; I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why did not the House ‘‘ rebuke ’’ the Committee 
on Military Affairs when they reported the bill, and when it was passed 
in the House? 

Mr. ROGERS. That is about as irrelevant a question as I supposed 
it would be. We know that these things are done inadvertently; er- 
roneous references are constantly made; corrections of such errors are 
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made every day. Members do not hear everything that takes place in 
the House. No answer is needed to a question like that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us stop and look at the consequences of this 
method of procedure. On yesterday, if you will refer to the public 
secords, you will find that in the Senate of the United States (if I may 
be permitted to allude to those proceedings) an attempt was made to 
place on the sundry civil appropriation bill appropriations for public 
buildings; not only that, but also an amendment in regard to refnnd- 
ing the direct tax. And it was said then and there that if provision 
was put on the bill for one public building, provisions for every one of 
the public buildings should be put on that sundry civil bill, amount- 
ing to nine millions, I believe. Thus there would be taken away from 
this House and from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that jurisdiction which properly belongs to them in the orderly, decent, 
respectful method of disposing of public business. Moreover, that bill 
would place the President in the position of heing coerced to sign it 
with all these public-building appropriations in it, or else veto it and 
cripple the Government. Would we submit to such an unusual, un- 
justifiable proceeding ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it not customary in this House to put provis- 
ions for public buildings on the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will please excuse me. His remark 
is entirely irrelevant to the issue I am making. 

I say that the proposition now presented is an initial point ina policy 
which looks to subverting and destroying the responsibility of the sepa- 
rate committees of this House for the legislation intrusted to their 
care. It is against this I protest. 

Mr. Chairman, if the Senate of the United States in its judgment 
sees fit to refuse to observe that unwritten law of courtesy and comity 
between the two Houses which looks to the orderly, decent, and re- 
spectful consideration of the public business, I conceive it my duty to 
enter my protest, and if necessary to sit here until the 4th day of next 
March protesting in every proper way consistent with parliamentary 
Jaw against such a proceeding. And I never will, Mr. Chairman, will- 
ingly, knowingly surrender the power conferred upon this House by the 
Constitution and which is properly exercised by the representatives of 
the people—never. [Applause.] Wemay just as well make the stand 
here as later on when they seek to go further. 

It is due to the Senate of the United States to say that when the 
attitude in which it was sought to place the House and the President 
was brought to its attention it voted down by a yea-and-nay vote the 
proposition to place public buildings on the sundry civil bill out of the 
usual and regular method of proceeding with regard to them. Sothey 
conceded by their own practice, by their own votes, by the unwrit- 
ten law between the two Houses, that that was improper and could 
not be justified. Not only did they do that, but most distinctly did 
the ablest gentlemen on both sides of the Senate Chamber condemn it 
openly and above board as improper and unwarranted. Shall we in 
the House do les3?_ Have we less respect for ourselves than they con- 
cede to us? If so, Mr. Chairman, we are unworthy to represent our 
constituency and to be intrusted with the powers vested in us by the 
Constitution of the United States. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. LArrp]. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, allow me to call the attention of the 
committee to certain general considerations germane to the merits of 
this matter. The Committee on Military Affairs now and heretofore 
have tried to give the country some means of defense, and in attempt- 
ing to do this they have heretofore, as now, met with the opposition ot 
the Committee on Appropriations. We are trying to defend the coast 
and harbors of the country in a manner demanded by the safety and 
honor of the nation, and the only opposition we have ever met with dur- 
ing my service in Congress is the opposition of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. That committee prefer their own dominion to the safety 
and defense of the country. 

Weare here to-day seeking to do for the coast and harbor defense of 
this country exactly what the Committee on Naval Affairs has been 
permitted to do for the defense of the country’s property and honor on 
the seas. 

Under the present rules the Committee on Appropriations claims the 
exclusive jurisdiction over all matters pertaining to the public defense. 
Conceding this claim, sir, as justified by the rules as construed in the 
Forty-ninth Congress, what of it? The country is interested not in 
their possession but their use of power. 

The present rule under which they claim and exercise this power was 
adopted by and has been in force since the Forty-sixth Congress; for 
ten years this committee has had this power and refused to use it, ex- 
cept to defeat action, and now the only use to which they propose to 
put it is to defeat affirmative action which they for ten years have 
failed, refused, or neglected to take. If this statement of the attitude 
of this committee toward this legislation is not correct, will not some 
gent!eman of that body tell me why it is that they never formulated a 
bill for the purpose of the common defense until the Army appropria- 
tion bill as amended by the Senate was returned to the House? 

The failure of this committee to act in the past explains their atti- 
tude of obstruction to the only possible action that can be taken now, 
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and compels thoughtful men to believe that their activity to-day is 
born rather of a determination to dominate our councils than to orig 
inate or permit legislation. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to thrash over the dry straw of 
a profitless discussion about conflicts of jurisdiction between this and 
the other House of Congress, a discussion in which the opponents 
legislation seek to supplement an unreasonable opposition by an 


justifiable prejudice. 


Had the Senate jurisdiction of the Army appropriation bill? Ifthe 
did, then how can this House call in question the limits of that 
diction? Under the Constitution the Senate, as the House, are and 
must be the judges of their own power, and conceding this, as we mt 
as a fundamental condition inherent in this as in all legislative bodies, 
be estopped from setting our limits to the exercise of their powe: 

The only technical question now within the reach of the House is 
the question whether the management of the Army appropriation bill 
as an entirety now under the rules of the House properly belongs in 
the hands of its Military Committee. 

If this be conceded that ends all contention on this point—and upon 
this the gentlemen have expended their energy. 

The sole question rightfully involved in this discussion is whether 
the Congress wants any legislation whatever looking to the armament 
of this country for coast and harbor defense. 

The animus of the opposition to the House Army bill as amended | 
by the Senate is not based on any fear of or resentment to an invasion 
of the powers of the House or an infraction of its rules; it is inspired 
solely and alone by opposition to the legislation contained in the Sen- 
ate amendments to the House bill. 

HISTORY OF THIS LEGISLATION. 

March 13, 1888, the bill H. R. 8465 was reported to the House as an 
evidence that the Military Committee meant to secure legislation if in 
their power. 

The House, of course, understands that the bill providing for public 
defense (H. R. 8465) is the bill from which the Senate in substance took 
its amendments, added to the House Army appropriation bill now under 
consideration. 

The anxiety of the Committee on Appropriations to secure legisla- 
tion can be argued from the fact that the fortification bill of that com- 
mittee was reported July 26, 188%, after the Army bill amended 
the Senate was passed by that body with amendments and returned to 
the House. 

Discussing the merits of the Senate amendments, the principal ob- 
jection seems to be that the amountof steel, $5,000,000, to be purchased 
is toomuch. If $5,000,000 on the Army bill is too much, what is to 
be said of the $19,000,000 covered by the bill of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations? The point sought to be made and the ground of the ob- 
jection is that the $5,000,000 provided for rough gun-steel in the Houss 
bill is to be expended in one year. Thisis notso. The sum, by th 
terms of the bill, is to be expended in three years, and this gives the 
yearly amgunt said to be sufficient by the captain of Ordnance, Smith, 
namely, $1,500,000 

Mr. Chairman, the naked question presented to the House is whether 
it will refuse the arrogant effort of the Committee on Appropriations to 
usurp power, or whether it will rob the country of its needed defense 
provided by this bill, which stands now within the possibility of passage. 

Sir, where are our defenses of which gentlemen speak; of guns or car- 
riages for guns; of emplacements for guns and carriages; of defensive 
works of earth or iron or other devices known to war for the protection 
of guns if in possession; of shot, or shell, or powder? There are none; 
we are defended to-day solely by our fame and the convenience of those 
that would be our enemies. , 

The old forts and earth-works are gone, the guns rusted to useless- | 
ness, the arsenalsempty, the very /ocus of the ordnance upon whicli the 
defense and honor of the nation rest is forgotten, and for the resurrec- 
tion of its fallen and forgotten defenses the country has looked to the 
Committee on Appropriations since the day of the adoption of these 
rules in the Forty-sixth Congress, and has looked in vain. 

Can you complain that the nation, looking upon her desolated defenses, 
shall, through her Representatives on this floor, ask for an intelligent 
and fearless resolution to act or refusal to actin herdefense at once? | 

This is not a question of committee. It is a question of country and | 
its needed defense, and I demand that this bill, which is the only hope | 
for legislation at the hands of this Congress, shall not be killed by an 
immaterial quibble over courtesies or committees, but passed in def- 
erence to a great land whose peace is menaced by its helplessness. 

Mr. BAYNE. The distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep] 
has stated thatcommissions are the pest of modern civilization. Lagre« 
with him, and am somewhat inclined to think the commission appointed 
to locate a national foundry is not wholly an exception to the rule which 
he has laid down. I confess to very great surprise when I read in the 
bill that the national foundry was to be located at Troy, N. Y., in pur- 
suance of the recommendation of the commission. I do not believe it 
was a natural location at all, and I can not imagine that it was. 

I favor, however, to some extent, the construction of large guns, so | 
that we may have a coast defense, and if there were no other way by 
which large guns could be obtained than by a national foundry I wouid 
favor the project. I shall vote, therefore, for the proposition of the 
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Committee on Military Affairs, but with some degree of reluctance. 1 


‘ rely agree with my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH} in tl 
expression that the resources of the country should be called upon with 
ence to the construction of cannon. I can not help but think the 
sof the Ordnance Department are not entirely st in their de- 
Iam informed that of th ( rs is the patentee of a 

| cannon himself. 

I can not believe a man who t out a pat upon a gun which he 
ented would be a vervimpartial jude ! ted bv another 
man. I believe all the resoure: the country tid be sought; bat 
i disagree with my friend from Ohio on one | nsist the Ord- 
nance Bureau should be consulted in tl matt t spart 
of our system, but that does not exclude us from ay lves of 
the best information to be obtained elsewher I believe fers will 
present models for guns, and public opinion will come to the rescue, 


and in the course of time the best will be taken 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a single question 
in order to prevent a misapprehension 

Mr. BAYNE. I have so short a time I can not yield. I propose to 


offer an amendment to section 3 by striking out the wo Water- 
vliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.,’’ and to insert ‘‘ Alleghe irsenal, 
Pittsburgh, Pa.” 

It seems to me that if this Gun Foundry Commission or Board de 
sired tosecure the best place for a national foundry and had taken into 
consideration all the facts, it would have chosen Pittsburgh, Pa., in 
preference to any other point in the whole country, and for many rea- 


. 
ocated: secondly, because it is in 


sons. First, because it is centrally 1 
the interior part of the country, not easily approached by an enemy 
l 


from without; thirdly, because we have all the materials, scientific 
men, skilled artisans, and everything requisite for the construction ot 
euns. Any foundry that might be established at West Troy, N. Y., 
will obtain their steel from Pittsburgh. It will have to ransported 
from Pittsburgh to West Troy, be worked up there, and then it will 
have to be transported again to its point of dest 

Then West Troy is not well protected. The !iudson R is navi- 
gable to that point, and the same forces that could invad rast at 
New York City could go to West Troy and destroy the national ioundry. 
So that to locate a foundry at a place like that is rather an anomaly 

We have, moreover, in Pittsburgh the really skilled mechanics, and 
we have the most remarkable facilities for transporting he rdna 
that are to be found anywhere in the world. ‘he Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company agrees to transport a hundred-ton cannon. We have 
water communication by which we can transport the heavi rdnan 
everywhere through the South and Southwest. Having se fa 
cilities, having skilled artisans, having the material, and h if the 
means for manufacturing the best possible steel, I think i t be 


apparent to the minds of everybody that the best location for this na- 
tional foundry would be Pittsburgh. 

Mr. HOOKER. What dey th of water have you? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ordinarily we have not a great depth of water, but 


when the flood season comes we run out boats drawing &, 9, and 10 feet 
of water. We have abundant facilities for taking outin one fleet 600 
000 bushels of coalin barges occupying nearly four acres A |} dred- 


ton gun could readily be put upon one of these barges and shipped out 
during the flood. 

Now, sir, 1 suppose there is little prospect of getting a national arma- 
ment unless we establish a national toundry 
to be so niggardly with reference to making contracts with outsider 
and then it seems to be so slow in paying them when they are made, 


This Government see 


that there are few who are willing to contract for a plant necessary to 
make these largeguns. But we have now anew methodofma y ; 

My friend from Maine says that it takes five years to make one of 
these built-up guns. Weare now making a gun which t take 
more than five months, and if that gun shall prove a s ess it will 
totally obviate the necessity for the long delay. That gun is a solid 
casting of steel, bored out and rimmed down. One of the ims is 


now at the navy-yard. 
Suppose that system should revolutionize the methods of making 


| large cannon. Suppose that gun, after having been tested, should turn 


out to be an excellent gun, as good as those that are built up, then of 


course that would be the plan that would be hereafter adopted, because 
we can make those guns in five months instead of taking tive year 
And if we make them in five months, where do you want the material 
and where do you want your gun foundry? You want the foundry 
where the material is. Where is the material ? 

Why, at Pittsburgh. The very material out of which this gun was 
made was cast in Pittsburgh, and why a national foundry should be 


established at a point like West Troy, N. Y., where these heavy cast 
ings would have to be taken from Pittsburgh for the purpose of making 
the gun is one of those mysteries that can not be explained upon any 
business principles. It is susceptible of some sort of an explanation, I 


| presume; but it can not be explained upon business principles, because 
if that is to be the gun of the future it certainly should be made where 


the material is. 
Another advantage that would result from the location of the na- 


tional foundry ata point like Pittsburgh wou!d he t urees 
would be drawn upon. We have men among a dist ished 
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for their knowledge of the fabrication of guns and all other kinds of 
steel and iron manufactures. Those men would criticise the work 
done in a national foundry. They would say what they thought about 
the character of the work. We have newspapers, too, which would 
publish such criticisms. It must be apparent that where there are the 
most people who know how a thing should be done is the best place to 
have the thing done. Therefore I hope the committee will adopt my 
amendment when it shall be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that we had a cast-steel experimental gun in our bill, but it was 
stricken out because the Navy Department was already experimenting 
in that direction. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I doubt the propriety of any more talk 
in the House upon this subject, but perhaps it may clear the atmos- 
phere if we get at the real question presented for our consideration. 
Now, I confess that on yesterday evening I was a little shaken upand 
put upon consideration as to whether or not the House was not about 
to be invaded in some dreadful manner by some wicked and evil- 
minded persons who had not the fear of our rules before their eyes; 
but after I had taken time to deliberate and collect my thoughts and 
settle my nerves I concluded that after all there was not much blood 
upon the moon [laughter], and so concluded that this was alla ‘‘tem- 
pest in a teapot.’’ 

There is but one question presented for consideration. The gentle- 
man who argued this question yesterday did not contend that there 
was any question presented of the privileges of the House, but they 
did contend that there was some great question presented of the dig- 
nity of the House, whatever that may be. It is contended that the 
amendments are contrary to the rules of the House; and again that it 
is some sort of violation of the privileges of the House. 

All will agree that the Senate and the House are independent, co- 
ordinate bodies. One of the exclusive privileges of each is to adopt 
rules to govern its own procedure independently of the other, and 
neither one is bound by the rules of the other, nor bound to take notice 
of them, Questions of the privileges of each House are not matters 
created by or dependent upon rules. Those questions do not stand 
upon the rules of the House or of the Senate. They stand upon no 
such flimsy basis. If they did, they would long ago have been brushed 
away. They are fixed and settled by the Constitution and laws of the 
country. Neither House is bound by the rules of the other. 

Each House is bound to take notice of and respect the privileges of 
the other. Now what have we presented here? A question of order? 
Certainly not. That was presented when the bill was brought in by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and these amendments, or provis- 
ions similar to them, were stricken out on a point of order made in the 
House, because they were not within the jurisdiction of the committee; 
and the House then went on and passed a supply bill for the Army 
and sent it to the Senate. That body, in the exercise of its constitu- 
tional function, made certain amendments. With those amendments 
this House is called upon to deal before the billcan becomea law. Can 
‘anybody make a point of order against those amendments under the 
rules of the House, and have them ruled out? If so, the gentleman 
from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS] oughtto have made the point and had them 
ruled out, but he has confessed that he could not doit. The rules of 
the House do not apply to such acase. It is not aquestion of the priv- 
ileges of the House. One of the great constitutional privileges of this 
House is the privilege to originate all bills raising revenue, and, by 
immemorial custom, acquiesced in by the other House, and the com- 
mon law of the parliament, to originate all bills for appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. DUNN. I would like a few minutes more. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have yielded five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SPrnona]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I yield one minute of my time to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN]. 

Mr. DUNN. Has this constitutional privilege of the House been 
invaded? All will agree that that question isnot presented here. The 
Senate have not originated in this instance either a bill raising revenue 
ora bill making an appropriation. They havesimply amended this bill. 

They have put on amendments which, not in amount, but in sub- 
stance and in purpose, have been agreed upon by the Senate and by 
the Committee on Military Affairs and by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. So that the simple question presented, and the only ques- 
tion is, shall we agree to these amendments of the Senate or disagree 
to them, or agree to them with an amendment reducing the amount? 
Now, the dignity of the Appropriations Committee will be perfectly 
conserved, and the purpose of the committee will be accomplished, if 
they will move to non-concur in the Senate amendments and substi- 
tute their own bill for those amendments. We will all vote for that, 
and thus their purpose will be accomplished. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have agreed to yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SPInoLa], one minute of which has been 
yielded to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN]. 
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troversy between the two Houses (for I have no time to do so) to call 
attention to a single question which was propounded by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH ] to Captain Smith, when he was under 
examination on this question before the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You regard this country as practically in a defenseless 
condition ? 

Captain Smita. I do. 

Mr. Botrerworrn. If a war should break out to-morrow with England, the 
cost of a thousand plants and a thousand guns might be lost in one or two cities 
alone within ninety days? 

Captain Smiru. Yes; roughly speaking. 

Now, what we want in the city of New York is the guns. We want 
this House to appropriate the necessary money to purchase steel, and 
then to have guns made of the very best kind known up to the day of 
their construction. 

The question which I have read, as put by the gentleman from Ohio 

in the examination before the Committee on Appropriations, is a per- 
tinent one. It does not matter how pleasantly disposed England may 
appear toward us at the present time, or how she may smile upon us, 
if war should suddenly arise with that nation the city of New York 
vould be in a defenseless condition and unable to protect herself. Our 
deep waters would be of easy access to the ironclads of England. She 
has to-day the best ships afloat, with 20 inches of armor, which no gun 
now in existence on the American continent could penetrate. Wehave 
in course of construction one gun fit for such a contest, if it were in 
proper position. 

Sir, if a war with England should break out suddenly, from four 
cities on the seaboard—Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Balti- 
more (leaving out Portland and all the others), a ransom would be de- 
manded sufficient to pay the entire debt of England, and not only that, 
but the exchequer would be examined to see how much had been 
charged against the American colonies during the war of the Revolu- 
tion, and how much it cost Great Britain to carry on the war of 1812. 
To these amounts the interest would be added, and those cities would 
be told that they must make good these sums. 

Let me ask this House whether it is prepared to place the seaport 
cities of the country in a position where they could be called on, as they 
would be in the event of such a war, to pay the entire debt of England 
and all the expenses of the two wars with that country in which we 
have been engaged ? 

My time is too limited to discuss this question properly. With these 
remarks, I surrender the residue of my time to the chairman of my 
committee [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to be disposed of as he thinks proper. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield the remainder of the time to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN}. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the only issue in this long debate 
is whether the House shall concur or non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. The sole ground on which opposition is offered to non-concur- 
rence without instructions is a matter of dignity, the Committee on 
Appropriations assuming that if the House should fail to non-concur 
without instructions its dignity will have been sacrificed to the usurped 
authority of the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, the Appropriations Committee claims special juris- 
diction over this matter by virtue only of the fact that, according to 
the rules of the House, it has control of the fortification bill when one 
is reported. But that committee takes holiday, as it were, whenever it 
suits it in regard to the reporting of any fortification bill at all. Itis 
only now and then thatit does such athing. Itwould notin all prob- 
ability have done so now if the Senate had not incorporated in the 
Army appropriation bill the substance of a bill which the House Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs had almost unanimously reported to this 
body; so that unconditional non-concurrence is what the Committee 
on Military Affairs wants, while non-concurrence with instructions to 
incorporate substantially the Appropriation Committee’s fortification 
bill is what that ambitious and jealous committee desires, Itis merely 
fighting to reassert its ancient universal jurisdiction. 

Sir, it is a well-known fact that since our civil war the United States 
have done but little towards improving their Navy or their Army. 
Apprehending no invasion from abroad, no insurrection at home, we 
have failed todo anything in the way of experimentation, and we 
have permitted the world to go on improving both its military and its 
naval appliances while we have been waiting to see what costly ex- 
periment and science might develop in other lands. 

Sir, we do not need any fortifications. Our civil war demonstrated 
that a mound of dirt is the best fortification that human skill can use 
in erecting a fort. We need only guns, ordnance and ordnance stores 
for our forts. Provision in this respect, by converting the Washington 
navy-yard into agun factory, has been made for equipping the Navy; 
and this bill simply proposes to do the same thing for the Army, and 
provides plenty of steel for both branches of the service as well as to 
secure suitable guns for fortifications. Iam sorry, sir, that I can not 
even begin my remarks fairly before I have to stop. As I see the Chair- 
man’s gavel is up, I can but go down in my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois tonon-concur in theamendment of the Senate numbered 2€. 

The amendment was real, as follows: 
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Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, as one member out of eight from} ,; 004. 


“For repairs to the sea-wall and wharf at Willets Point, New York, $2,500.” 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move non-concurrence in that amendn 

The amendment was non-concurred in 

The twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate was read, as follo+ 

Insert the following 

* For repairs to the works d Fort Bat 
$1,000, or so inuch thereof as ill be necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move non-concurrence in this amend 

1" : 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The thirty-third amendment of the Senate was read, as follows 

For the manufacture or purchase and testsof cannon and carr 
ing two 10-inch carr naneuvered by power, one of whic! 
pearing carriage, and also including those for the field and si 
the alteration of carriages on hand to adapt them to improved service gu 
for projectiles, and incre i facilities for their manufacture, powders, fus 
and implements, their t1 and proof; for experiments in the means of p 
tecting torpedo lines; for compensation of draughtsmen while employed 
Army Ordnance Bureau on ordnance construction, and for the necessary ex 


















penses of ordnance officers while temporarily employed at the proving ground 
and absent from their proper stations, at the rate of $2.50 per diem \ so 
employed, $600,000: Provided, That all purchases of materials under 





vision, excepting samples, shall be of American manufacture: P 
of the above sum $10,000 may be used for increasing facilities for the manufact 
ure of projec tiles, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment numbered 35. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, thatamendmentembraces seven 
sections of the bill. It has been read over time and again, and has 
been inserted in the REcorRD in the proceedings of yesterday. The first 
portion of it relates to the purchase of real estate adjoining the military 
reservation at West Point. The third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh 
sections relate to the establishment of the gun factory and the purcha 
of steel forgings, and that -I understand is the portion of the amend- 
ment to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. BAYNE] wishes 
to offer an amendment. I ask, therefore, forthe purpose of saving the 
clerks the necessity of again reading this lengthy amendment, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania may now be permitted to offer his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the several paragraphs of the Senate amend 
ment be subject to amendment, as they are reached in their order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to make a suggestion. As section 2 of 
the amendment relates to West Point, in regard to which the com- 
mittee has unquestioned and conceded jurisdiction, that that portion 
of the amendment be non-concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Chair has already held that that being 
a portion of section 35, it could not be considered separate from the 
rest of the amendment. My motion is to non-concur in the entire 
amendment No. 35, which embraces also that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the request of the gentleman from Illinois to 
dispense with the reading of the amendment objected to? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now my motion is to non-concur in this 
amendment 35. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to concur, with the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that I desire to raise a question of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. [ask unanimous consent that section 2 of the 
amendment be unanimously considered as non-concurred in. It re- 
lates to West Point. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have already made that request; it was made 
on yesterday and the Chair stated that it could not be done. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. .It can be done by unanimous consent, I presume 

The CHAIRMAN. Not even by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment of Mr. BAYNE was read, as follows: 

In section 3 strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words “ Watervliet arsenal, W 
Troy, N. Y.,”’ and insert “Allegheny arsenal, Pittsburgh, Pa.;’’ so that 
amended it will read as follows: 


“Sec, 3. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary build- 
ings and other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an army gun fac 





tory for finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Allegheny 


arsenal, Pittsburgh, Pa., in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Foundry Board of February 16, 1884, $750,000.”’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order upon that amend- 
ment, that it is not in order in the Committee of the Whole— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Butthe motion isto concur with an amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hold that it is not in order. 

Mr. RYAN. Ido not understand the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, whether it is to concur in section 3 of the Senate 
amendment, or to concur in the whole amendment of the Senate wit} 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It must be to concur in the whole amendment, 
or otherwise it would be out of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I made the motion in that form. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Toconcur in amendment No. 35 of the Senate 
with the amendment suggested by the gentleman ? 

Mr. BAYNE. That is my motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of order upon it anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amend nent is in order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I make the further point of order against the | 
amendment that the selection of Allegheny arsenal for the location of | 


; 
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establishment is notin ; rd v' 

Gun Foundry we 

l CHAIRMAN, : 
M BAYNE. t 1 I 

t should be tak« . 

ir. CANNON | ! 

The CHAIRMAN Che in 


from Peansylvania to « 
The motion was rejects 


Mr. CANNON. Now, I « 


the following amendmen 

The Clerk read as follows 

Res« l, That it is the sens 3 
the Ho in re 

endn 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ira 
rhe CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND The point of ord s 
yesterday by the then occny tof the chair t 
to instruct conferees in Commit of the W 


Mr. CANNON We are « 


Whole. It is not competent to con r non-co 
of the Whole, but it is competent for the Cor ee ( to 
consider this bill under any parliament l 
recommendation that it sees proper to ma to H 
amendment should be adopted to the motion co t] 
committee could recommend to the House 1 
concurrence with this expression of opinion on the part 
tee, and if the House adopted it that would the ¢ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman has not answered t t of 
order I made. He shows no reason why the det m of the ( ir on 


yesterday afternoon should be overturned. 

The CHAIRMAN. Che present occupant of the cl 

porarily occupying it, an lo not feel like overriding, « i 
iigment was in that direction, the action of the permans 
fthe chair. Hethinksthat the proposition at this time ler 

Mr. CANNON. Is the motion to non-concur in order 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, certainly any parliamentary mot that is 
germane thereto as an amendment is in order, : must ‘ 
so. I think the present occupant of the chair 
ruling of yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend must admit that the « 
can*not appoint conferees. None have been appointed; and ( 
not instruct them until they are appointed. 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman is mistaken in that It has been 
decided heretofore that the House could instruct its confer 
fore appointed. ° 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But not in the committee The 1estion 1s 
to instruct the conferees. 

Mr. HOOKER. In Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise toa parliamentary in 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My parliamentary inquiry is whether or not tl 
pending motion is that the committee recommend to the House to1 
concur in the Senate amendment? Is that not the pending motion 

Mr. CANNON. I willsettle the whole question by withdrawing t! 
amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. All right 

I ri 














Mr. CANNON. Now, se for the purpos rf de p i- 
ing motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from is will be re raized 
for five minutes, under the rul¢ 

Mr. CANNON. In the five minutes I have I « ot wa od 





the question about the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and that of the Committee on Military Affairs. I think it is 
conceded upon all hands that if this matter were here without tl 
amendments from the Senate the Committee on Appr 


ypriations wou 





have jurisdiction under the rulesofthe House. I wanttotalk a minute 
about the merits of this proposition. It was first a proposition to « 
pend $750,000 at the New York arsenal at Troy. That proposition 
well enough. I am notobjecting. The Committee on Approp 
that has jurisdiction under the rules, has a proposition for the same 
thing; so that there is no point there Practically it is outside o 
question altogether. 

What is the next Senate amendment? The proposition is to p 
chase $5,000,000 worth of steel to make guns. The fortifications 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations, now on the Calen 
proposes to buy a million and a half dollars’ worth of steel; and rig 
there upon these two propositions develops very largely this contest 
I am inclined to think after investigation and listening to this dise 
sion that it is not wise to buy $5,000,000 worth of steel, h« the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy states that we already con 
tract of $4,000,000 in connection with the Navy that brings a plant 


that cost two and ahalf millions in Pennsylvania 
The complaint has been made that there was no plant sufficient to 
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make these large guns; but we have got a plant; and there were half a 
dozen bids when the contract was given to the works at South Beth- 








lehem. By the report that was made we have got as good a plant to | 


make the steel forgings for 12-inch guns as any in the world, at a price 
not exceeding $2,500,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have no time to yield; I will later. This steel 
is bought at 40 cents a pound under this contract. It brings a plant 
with a capacity enough for all time to come in this country in peace or 


in presence of war to make all the steel you want. Now, is it wise to | 


expend this $5,000,000 in steel before it is needed? Is it wise to buy 
it ten years in advance of necessity and contract for it at present prices ? 
I think not. The Committee on Appropriations who introduced the 
fortification bill think not, and therefore put it at one million and a 
half instead of $5,000,000 worth. 


Now, then, one further word. This is substantially the difference | 


between the two committees (waiving all questions of dignity) so far 
as the making of guns in connection with the Ordnance Office is con- 
cerned. Now the Committee on Appropriations put in a single clause 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


j 





| 
| 


Aveust 1, 











on hand for duty, and can easily be moved to the place where it is most 
needed. 

There is another aspect of thesubject worthy of careful thought. Any 
day questions may arise which require diplomatic correspondence. While 
the utmost courtesy should characterize this correspondence, the dignity 
of the nation demands that the language of its officials should frequently 
be firm and decided, and the world should be made to know that we are 
prepared to back our words with action should such a course be necessary. 

Our people do not seem to fully appreciate the efforts made by foreign 
governments to maintain a military and naval organization. 

These nations have found that measures of defense can not be per- 
fected without constant and determined exertion. 

We have had quite recent exemplification of the fact that nations 
whose martial process once electrified the world have been crushed be- 
cause they neglected to give these matters the consideration which 
their importance demanded. 

The people of France have never lost that love of military glory which 
they inherited from the great Napoleon and the soldiers and leaders of 
his time, yet on account of the imperfect preparation caused by inferior 


in this bill which makes a proclamation to everybody in the United | administration during the imperial reign of his nephew France wag 


States who makes steel, *‘ Make guns as perfectly as you can at your 


overcome by a people who for a century they had regarded as by no 


own expense. Compete with each other and then bring your guns to | means their equal in all that pertains to war. 


the Government of the United States and have them tested, and if a 
board of three civilian engineers, and three Army officers to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, says that any one of you 
has the best gun in the world, we will make a contract with you.”’ 

I think that is a pretty good scheme and a pretty good proposition. 
The Committee on Appropriations has made that proposition. The 
Committee on Military Affairs has not. In this matter everybody 
wants to make an appropriation. But I think it would be wise on the 
part of this House to express the opinion that the House conferees of 
the Committee on Military Affairs should not consider these items in 








the amendments of the Senate except to strike them off; and then the | 


bill of the Appropriations Committee, which is on the Calendar and 
contains both of these propositions, can be called up and considered, 
and sent over to the Senate in the ordinary way. That is my notion, 
and I think that is the way it should be done. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetimeofthegentleman from Illinois hasexpired. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I believe that in all matters per- 
taining to the Government the utmost economy should be exacted, but 
it is equally important that we should distinguish between that econ- 
omy which is true and that which is only apparent. I am convinced 
we should at once inaugurate measures which at least promise to en- 
able us to keep pace with the other great nations of the earth in mat- 
ters of national defense. In 1865 our monitors amazed and perplexed 
European nations. Now, in everything that pertains to naval arma- 
ment and national defense, we are very far behind many other nations. 

My friend from New York, General SPINOLA, says, very correctly, 
that these powerful and thoroughly-equipped nations could and prob- 
ably would in case of war threaten to destroy our seacoast cities, under 
penalty of a ransom amounting to millions of dollars. I have heard 
no one contend that such a result is not quite possible, and the only 
answer I have heard advanced is that we would finally equip ourselves 
and compel the impudent nation to make full restitution. 

No doubt we would doso; but would it not be well, by a small and ju- 
dicious and timely expenditure, to make such a humiliation impossible? 

Some gentlemen say that better guns will be invented, and therefore 
we ought to wait until we can spend our money to secure the best style 
and most perfect pattern. It should be remembered that a country 
must have men specially educated and trained to the execution or per- 
formance of the class of work necessary to provide the best character 
of armament, and even if better guns are invented at some future day 
we might. find it difficult to construct them unless we had workmen 
of experience. 

I have a great respect for the distinguished gentlemen of the Appro- 
priation Committee, and would be among the last who would invade 
their prerogatives, but I think they will admit they have not accorded 
the question of armament the consideration it merits. 

It is immaterial to the House, as it is to the country, which commit- 
tee controls the matter. The committee which will act is the one 
wanted at this time. The country demands prompt, but cautious, in- 
telligent, and conservative action. 

It really seems to me that thequestion of national armament is one of 
such importance that a separate committee should control the subject. 

National armaments run so imperceptibly into the matters connected 
with both naval and military affairs that it is sometimes difficult to 
determine to which branch they most appropriately belong. It appears 
to me that it would be very proper to have a committee composed of 
seven members of this House to whom all questions pertaining to arma- 
ment should be referred. ‘Three members of this committee might 
also be members of the Naval Committee and four might be members 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

T am unalterably opposed to a large army, and I do not know a better 
way to prevent the necessity for an augmentation of our military force— 
so important to be avoided—than to keep up with the world on the 
question of material armament. : 

A gun does not eat rations, wear clothes, or draw pay, but it is always 








Mr. SAYERS. Did not France have abundant guns? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; that was the great trouble. When the ar- 
mies of France were put in the field they found themselves without 
proper armament for successful war. Their guns, ammunition, and 
equipments of all kinds were inferior and by no means equal to those 
ot their recently-despised adversaries, and it was on account of this 
want of preparation that proud, martial France was in a few months 
overrun by the better equipped and better organized armies of Kaiser 
William, of Prussia. There was nothing lacking in the courage and 
soldierly spirit of generals and other officers and the rank and file of 
the French army, but all their woes were due to their being hurled into 
war with imperfect and inadequate preparation. 

That the same spirit still exists in the hearts of Frenchmen is indi- 
cated by their devotion to any leader who gives even a faint promise 
of the restoration of their former great prestige. 

It was because Boulanger seemed to give such promise that the French 
people so earnestly flocked to his standard, and it was only when further 
developments indicated that they were mistaken in his qualification 
for this one great purpose that their support became less zealous. 

Our people are so patriotic, brave, determined, and zealous that we 
are too apt to rely upon these noble qualities of Americans, and pay 
too little regard to material elements of defense. We should always 
bear in mind that the blood of such a people is too precious for one drop 
to be unnecessarily spilled. 

To illustrate the great disparity of our ability to defend ourselves 
against attack, I beg to call the attention of the House to a list of some 
of the vessels of foreign nations which have been recently built. 

I prepared the data contained in this table two years ago, and gave 
a list of these ships in two tables which appeared in my speech in Con- 
gress of June 18, 1886. 

I have condensed them in this table, but I should say that late im- 
provements by foreign governments have made the disparity against 
us even greater than is shown by these figures. 

Guns afloat ranging possibly 9 or 10 miles or upward. 





















: S = % 
Nation, Ship. ci g 2 x 3 
ge h s "2 
za a |o| & 
| 
| Inches. | Ft.in. |No. | Inches. 
Began? ccececessesesces| COMQMOLOL cversssesoscccscsosescacwoosees] 1B | 24 0/] 2 12 
I ia ca ichalonvobeachndi ool “a 26 3| 4 12 
Edinburgh......... iran ae 26 3/| 4 12 
Ns dinsvineectsonsesoseveceineve 18 26 3/| 4 12 
- I 0h tii ch vcecrsiedveveriotonscotebiosees 18 3 3)| 4 13.5 
II sthcnitnienetbinestsidneiiienl 20 27 0} 2 17 
Camperdown ,.........+++ anbiontsboceneee 18 27 3| 4 13.5 
vk ses stitsnéappapiioumiecineuinnessoviia | 18 27 3| 4 13.5 
Anson | 18 27 3| 4 13.5 
ON. bdatd cause wesese coccsewovsscccsceses 12 24 0 2 12 
Renown 18 27 3| 3 16, 25 
SURAT OEE 0c0srcocrccvacesevecessoncosess] 18 27 3| 2 16. 25 
Inflexible........... sidan ioniiceaapsichone | 24 23 4) 4 16 
FANCE .ocecceveseesesees PORTER TIMP SLRG....0ccccrveeeseccneesses 21.6 26 9) 4 13 4 
III, scndsepcisscoinsaécceo sinned 15 24 11 2 10.6 
SEI Lic saiecnnsngpteiestiriol 15 211/ 4| 13.4 
NDEI ceric cecesseve sovedeanieed 19 2467) 2 16.5 
IIR a s0s0se vevenvernesicncese cpssonten 17 16 9)] 2 13.4 
I Scns essai ssorntactaniccsesntacins 133 16 9] 2 13.4 
Am, Baudin............00« «| 214 2 0; 3 16.5 
Formidable ............... ee) 214 260; 3 16.5 
WFR eines s wisesive ae] 19% 2 671i 8 13.4 
Indomptabl e.......cc..s.+s+cceeescceeee 19% 2 7/| 2 16.5 
CAI sintnns, nceonrtserenedscoqnagbencenes 193 24% 7)| 2 16.5 
ctr ccesecsvesciasenceinescteesescoees 19} 267) 2 16.5 
MAIcea....sccercsscereeees | 173 7 3] 2| 13.4 
| ee | 17@ | 27 8) 2) 134 
BD ivcnderocentised haenerttnesens wove 17 27 3); 2 10.6 
BE esevs cxecestun soncepercers stveccse) 72 27 3) 3 13.5 
Brennus........... | 17} 26 8| 4 13.4 
Charles Martel .....scsescsesseeeeret 175 28, 41 13.4 
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Guns afloat ranging possibly 9 or 10 miles or upward—Continued. 
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PICMG cccctieniceneenl Friedland 7% | 2 4 2 l 
|} Redoubtable... 24 10 4 10.6 
Duguesclin 95 24 10 4! 9.5 
Bayard......... ; 24 10 4 9.5 
Turenne.... c 24 10 4 ) 
Vauban . ; 24 10 4) ) 
Fulminant... - : 21 4 2 10 
UNIEED coccesccecceseces ‘ 21 4 2 10 
BT cricniiagerineonn | Italia.. Scalable 39 | 30 8] 4] 17 
Ta aac ; 29 6/ 4 17 
Ruggiero di Lauria... 17.7 2311] 4] 17 
IE APO cnctclinnns thaintiatensiuni 17.7 29 6/| 4] 17 
rt ATI i deatimnnaetsinitahciaialidicten | 17.7 2511) 4 17 
SINE CT encliiccscpsshsian pacaenaioeaameuedl aT 23 0] 4 17 
Dandolo. sacee 21.7 28 9] 4 17 
German y.....crecereees Salamander.... 8 10 2] 1 12 
Natter...... 8 10 2 1 12 
Hummel... 8 10 2; 1 12 
Sachsen... 17.2%] 19 8} 4 10.2 
Baiern....... «| 17.25 19 8} 4 10,2 
Wurtemberg....... «| 17.25 19 8 4 10,2 
PIN ss ceeabitharndoven .| 17.25] 19 8| 4 10,2 
Wespe.. 8 10 2; 1 12 
Viper.... 8 10 2 L 12 
Biene.... 8 10 2 L | 12 
BE insuivekantstuipiccssabieateneined 8 10 2; 1 12 
Scorpion.. 8 10 2 1 12 
Basilisk.. ... 8 10 2] 1 12 
Cameleon., — & 10 2 1 12 
IE ici tilieictedasneeiscontditenasesd 8 10 2] 1 12 
GR ai ciimniiin IIIS sic inicseatgutcesieabibipaiian 14 20 0! 4 12 
Chen Yuen.. 14 20 0 4 12 
IR acecsicntncitncntia | Catherine II. 24 27 0 4 12 
| Tchesme...... 24 2 0} 4 12 
Sinope..... 24 2 0 4/ 12 
Denmark..........0..| Tordenskiold. 3 15 0; 1] 15, 8 
0 4 | 9 


BraZil........0rcccceseeees BRIO Da vnsese sesececcesnnveseesenevee ‘| il } 20 


This table shows that there a are now mounted upon vessels of fore ign 


navies 129 guns which throw a projectile 10 miles and upward, and 
that the caliber of these guns varies from 12 inches to 17 inches, and 
they throw projectiles which weigh as high as 2,000 pounds. It also 
appears that there are now afloat in foreign navies 66 guns which throw 
projectiles weighing from 900 to 1,250 poundsa distance of at least 9 
miles. 

My friend from Mississippi, Colonel HooKER, was quite right in stat 
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ing that the city of New York could bedestroyed by foreign vessels run- | 
ning up New York Bay and bombarding the city, but it will appear | 


that the range of their guns is such that the bombardment oaat 1 be 


made effective without requiring the vessels to enter the bay, as some | 


parts of the city could be reached by missiles weighing 2,000 pounds 
fired from vessels lying in 30 feet of water off Coney Island. 

It will also be observed that Boston, San Francisco, Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, and many other large cities could be reached by these destruc- 
tive projectiles fired from vessels lying far beyond the range of the 
guns upon which we depend for the defense of these cities. 

I will also append a table which I have prepared, showing the rela- 
tive strength of the navies of the world, giving the number of ships, 
number of available ships, the personnel, the annual expenditure, and 
the total population of the countries to which the vessels belong. 


Naval strength and annual expenditure of different countries. 
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3 i 3 § é a 

Nations. a & i o% = 

eis] 5 3° 3 

$|3 3 5 a 

3 > ° a ° 

& |<] & < | By 
BAe PR ee Ee 
NN a ia seailiiniiainanieil 388 336 | 58,000 | $56,928,850 | 45,246,633 
ID diigreniviccctensescesouesevencocccstpenee 436 | 308 | 67,636 | 46,884,161 | 37,405,290 
( SE REE 197 185 | 28,400 | 25,326,000 | 98,356,100 
United States ..| 89! 68111,300!} 16,021,080} 60,000,009 
MR een hea acces easesaseese | 76] 60} 12,032) 11,529,710 | 28, 452,639 
Germany... enpiniet | 99} 96 | 13,000 | 9, 802, 880 45, 194, 172 
IGIIE: ccclinptonb ats | 145} 142/ 21,700] 7,466,538 | 16,625, 860 
Brazil . ibecabidiieiiiieiensiacinct | 34 | 34) 5,800 6,100,000 | 10,108,291 
Austria- “Hungary —— ef 9, 800 5, 369, 295 7,741,413 
i ccscedeitlandajhepdibiisiinesansvnanuitietn | 138) 158 | 10,500 5,032,450 | 1,400,000 
CR cheep See heer aaa. | 49 As astounds 5,000, 000 | 434, 626, 000 
RR a EES ee Se i. 10 1, 600 4,359,893 | 2,400,396 
Turkey | 100} 100} 40,400 4,000,000 | 25,036, 480 
Denmark ... 59 59 | 1,300 3,081,892 | 2,096, 400 
Argentin e Re public 25 25 | 1,500 2,915,000 | 2, 400,000 
Japan svtvomndeeneen 31 29 | 7,000 2, 103,630 | 36,700, 118 
a. ; | 26 26 | 3,500 1,918,789 | 4,550, 699 
Sweden.. ; 58 57 | 4,000 1, 448,064 | 4,465,668 
GOOCE......0000000- ees 25 3,450 885,635 | 1,979,423 
Norway ........... | 82) 32] 1,000 470,000 | 1,806,900 
Roumania... ‘ 10; 10 7 123,000 | 5,376,000 
TN, stiiecciseiidientsivenrctibibvestidbicitens 5] 5 720 =e | 9,889, 461 

| | 





Ihave prepared another table, which I also 
strength of the armies of the civilized world: 


append, showing the 




















Cieteten Regular Po ‘ 
y. 
Austria-Hungary 98 {1.413 
Argentine Nepubiic S ‘ x”) 
Belgium { 09 
Bolivia. 3 O21 180, OOO 
Brazil : ‘ 00 i 8, 291 
Canada . ecccee ten i 4.810 
( Mibccetahtantasmeueai { 5 
( 434 vad) 
Cc 2 23 
GR iiccncassepcoverscoes 2 0 4 
: 40 
10. 900 { 9 
ecceces €425, S97 | fir 
$27, 274 | { 1,172 
+ »/ i6_f 
; 7 29 8 1, O79, 42 
Guatemala accvesenncouens 2, 180 | 1, 278, 311 
India, British., } 7 252,541, 210 
Lo . connees i570, 958 12, 659 
Japan ‘ ‘ eee 44, 426 », 700, 118 
Luxembourg cones , . ] + 570 
Mexico (20 461 
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but I cite the strength of those armies to show the large number of men 
kept under arms by forei ti 

It has been urged, and may be again, that the distance which sepa- 
rates us from any possible foreign foe furnishes us with an insurmount- 
able natural safeguard against invasion. ‘This may have been true at 
one time, but the great perfe tion to which the skill and ingenuity of 
man have brought the transportation of armed forces in latter days, 
shows that distance from an enemy can no longer be relied on asa 
guaranty ofimmunity from attack. 

The experience of England within the last ten years has shown that 
a transport of 2,000 tons burthen will convey at least six hundred sol- 
diers with their necessary army equipage and and to carry by 
sea the same number of men, together with their cavalry, artillery, and 
artillery horses and wagons, about twice as nnage would be re- 
quired. 

The tonnage of the English steam marine now amounts to between 
6,000,000 and 7,000,000 tons. 

We therefore see that England could transport, to any point access- 
ible by water, one million men, with their arms, equipments, and 
stores. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, unless we can have an agree- 
ment as to how much debate there is to be on this amendment, I shall 
move that the committee rise to limit debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are two or three gentlemen who desire to 
speak, and probably we shall want ten minutes on our side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon 
this amendment shall close in twenty minutes, the time to be equally 
divided—ten minutes on each side. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman. in the five minutes that have 
been allotted to me I desire to address myself to the question whether 
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or not the dignity, the privileges, or the rights of the House of Repre- 
sentatives have been violated or invaded by the Senate in the amend- 
ments which have been put upon this bill. The rule provides that to 
the Military Committee shall be referred all matters pertaining ‘ to 
the military establishment and the publie defense, including appropri- 
ations for its support and for that of the Military Academy.’’ I sup- 
pose there will be no controvei y 
Military Academy and its support belong to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. That disposes of section 2 of amendment 35, which relates ex- 
clusively to the Military Academy. ‘To the Military Committee are 
also committed all matters pertaining to the regular Army. Amend- 
ment 33, the first of the controverted amendments, relates entirely to 
the currrent operations of the Ordnance Bureau in regard to «xperi- 
ments in guns for the field and siege service, gun-carriages, powders, 


fuses, and implemeuts, their trial and proof. 

This amendment relates exclusively to the regular Ordnance Bureau 
of the Army. That bureau is a regular and recognized part of the 
Army. Anything that relates to the operation or maintenance of that 


Army and must be conceded to belong to the Military Committee. 

This brings us to section 3 of amendment 35, the first seriously con- 
troverted nmendment. That amendment relates to the gun factory. 
This amendment provides for— 
the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings or other 
structures, machinery, tools, fixtures, ete. 

For what? For ‘‘an army gun factory.”’ 

Not for a heavy ordnance factory; not for a siege or coast defense 
gun factory, but for an ‘‘army ”’ gun factory. Inother words, itis for 
a factory for the construction of arms for arining the Army with ord- 
nance; and if there is anything in the world that clearly belongs to 
the Military Committee it is jurisdiction of the construction ofan ‘‘army 
gun factory.’’ That disposes of that. 

The next amendment provides for what? Simply for the purchase 
of material to operate the ‘‘ army gun factory.’’ As to the amount, it 
makes no difference whether it be a million and a half, two millions 
and a half, or five millions; it is steel to operate the ‘* army gun fac- 
tory.’’ and if the Military Committee have jurisdiction of the army 
gun factory, as they must have, just as certainly as the Naval Commit- 
tee have jurisdiction of the naval gun factory, then the material for its 
operation also is within their jurisdiction. 

It does not follow that the conferees may not reduce this amount, 


and tor my part, I say here and now that individually I would concede | 


that it should be reduced half way to meet the Appropriations Com- 
mittee; I am willing that it shall be reduced to two and a half millions, 
though I believe that it would be unwise and poor economy. 

The next section simply regulates the manner of the purchase and 
delivery of this material, and that goes along with the fourth section 
and stands with it upon thesame footing. Therefore that covers every 
section except the sixth and seventh. 

Section 6 provides for submarine mines and submarine galleries 
and their concomitants for harbor defense, to be operated by the Engi- 
neer Corps, and section 7 provides for torpedoes, controllable from the 
shore, also to be operated by the Engineer Corps of the regular Army. 

These sections relate emphatically to ‘‘the military establishment’’ 
and ‘‘the public defense’’ committed to the Army. Certainly it does 
not relate to the public defense committed to the Navy. It does not 
relate to a ‘‘ fortification’? in any accepted sense of the word. It re- 
lates to the Army and to the public defense committed to the Army. 

But there is another and more conclusive reason why this House is 
estopped from claiming that these amendments are a trespass upon its 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


that all matters pertaining to the | 
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privileges or dignities—whatever that may mean. At the beginning of | 


this session I introduced inte this House a bill (H. R. 1555) ‘‘ to pro- 
vide for the public defense.’’ It was referred, under the rules, right- 
fully to the Committee on Military Affairs. It was considered by 
that committee, referred to the Secretary of War and to the Chief of 
Ordnance. Modifications were suggested by the War Department. 
The committee concurred in the amendments, and without dissent re- 
ported back the bill, and it now stands upon the Union Calendar of 
the House. 

The Senate took this House bill (H. R. 8455, substitute for 1555) and 
omitting two sections attached it almost verbatim to the Army appro- 
priation bill coming from the same committee. Finding this bill upon 
our Calendar, relating to the Army and the public defense, I submit 
that the Senate had every reason to suppose that they were acting 
strictly in accordance with the rules of the House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, rather than tosee the gun factory provision fail, 
for one I would be willing to see these two sections go off the bill, 
rather than ‘‘ privileges and dignities ’’ of the House should be outraged. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only a few words in 
reply to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. I desire to 
speak of him with the utmost respect, and I am sorry he is not here. 

Sir, I have never in my life seen a West Point officer who did not 
imagine that within the circumference of the Army was contained all 
the genius for war and for military appliances that was necessary to 
put the Government upon a safe and substantial military basis. 
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My friend from Alabama was very unfortunate in his illustration 
with regard to France. Up to the period of the Franco-Prussian war 
the guns used by the Government of France were manufactured by a 
government arsenal; the private industries of France had nothing to 
do with the manufacture of guns. What was the consequence? When 
the war came on and the French Emperor called upon the ordnance 
department to furnish the necessary armament he found the whole 
department honeycombed with incompetency and fraud, so that the 
French army was not able to meet the German forces upon the field of 
battle on equal terms. 

Now, what is the proposition submitted to this House by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? We say to the House, ‘‘Give to the Gov- 
ernment sufficient money to put its arsenal in proper condition, and 
$1,500,000 with which to purchase steel, which would be sufiicient to 
last that arsenal for more than six years.’? What else do we propose? 
We propose to appeal to the private industries of the country, North 
and South, East and West, to manufacture guns of a suitable charac- 


| ter which the Government shall buy. 
bureau and its current operations relates to the maintenance of the 


But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] ridiculed the idea of a 
commission. He wants these guns which are to be manufactured by 
private parties to be submitted to the Ordnance Department alone. 
Let me say to the gentlemen on the opposite side in reference to these 
private manufactories. that for more than one month the manufictur- 
ers have been before our committee; they bave told us that ever since 
the close of the war they have been knocking at the doors of the Ord- 
nance Department in order to gain admission and have been refused. 
They have further stated to us that if this board is to be constituted 
of Ordnance officers alone, they would rather we should pass no bill at 
all. 

What has the Committee on Appropriations done? It has recom- 
mended the appointment of a board to consist of three civilians and 
three officers of the Army, with a requirement that in all these matters 
at least five of the six members of the board shall agree. This, while 
giving protection to the Government, is fair and just toward these pri- 
vate manufacturers. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman how Germany 
obtained her arms when she sueceeded in whipping France. 

Mr. SAYERS. Germany obtained her arms trom her private indus- 
tries alone. The Government of Germany does not to-day manufacture 
a gun; it is that German citizen, Mr. Krupp, who furnishes Germany 
with her guns, the most powerful on the earth. 

Now, let me say this to both sides of the House: Agree to this amend- 


| ment if you will, and we shall simply have dumped into the Ordnance 


Bureau $5,000,000, which can not be expended within fifteen or twenty 
years if the work is honestly done. On the other hand, we propose to 
give to the Government money sufficient to operate its arsenal, while 
at the same time we say to the manufacturers, ‘‘ You have said you can 
manufacture these guns, that you have the material and money to do 
so. Now, if you will come forward and make guns of suitable charac- 
ter, we will buy them for the Government.’’ That is the proposition 
of the Committee on Appropriations. It is a fair, patriotic, just, and 
liberal proposition, which should commend itself to the sound judg- 
ment of this House and the country. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, the desire of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is to have the House instruct the conferees to decline to accept 
as a whole or in part any of the several specified amendments which 
the Committee on Appropriations claim should be treated in the forti- 
fications bill. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLountT] has ex- 
pressed indignation with the action of the Senate in adding these 
amendments. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are to bear in mind that there are two ways 
under the rules of this House by which a measure may bedefeated, one 
on a point of order and the other by voting the motiondown. It some- 
times oceurs that under a point of order a motion may be lost, and yet 
the majority of the members desire that the legislation be effected. I: 
then it again comes up in order, by reason of aSenate amendment, the 
dignity of the House is satisfied when a motion to non-concur is carried 
and conferees named. When the bill is reported to the House again, 
if members are not content, it is not difficult to ask that a vote be taken 
on the question of declining to accept the report. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the House gets just what it wants as a result 
of the conference, I see no reason to quarrel with the Senate. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERs] has my sincerest respect and con- 
fidence, and I believe if we could pass such a bill as he personally would 
make, a wise conclusion would be reached. Indeed it should be known 
that the country has to thank him for putting his foot down and crush- 
ing a fortification bill, the passage of which would have had the effect 
of paying many millions in excessive profits. I do not know who 
draughted it, and I do not want to know. It may be that the maker 
was deceived; fortunately the gentleman from Texas was not. 

But while giving praise that is due to the gentleman from Texas I 
am frank to confess that to those who desire that something be accom- 
plished this session the outlook is not encouraging, if we depend upon 
the passage of a fortification bill. We know that in the Senate one 
amendment proposing an expenditure of $121,000,000 and another 
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$38,000,000 will be urged. Is it not better, then, to leave this cor 
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enter a motion to reconsider touching the action of the House on the | 
conference report on Senate bill 182, | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the motion 
will be entered. 





OHIO CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of a bill (S. 3182) 
pnd that it be considered in the House. I also ask unanimous consent 
that for this purpose the time of adjournment be extended for a period 
not to exceed five minutes. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S, 3182) making an appropriation to enable the several Executive De- 
partients of the Government, the Department of Agriculture, the Governnient 
Printing Office, and Smithsonian Institution,ineluding the National Museum and 
the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to 
be held at Columbus, Ohio, from September 4 to October 19, 1888. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the gentleman make a 
statement, subject to the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the extension of 
the time for five minutes? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not object to that. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we had better adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois ob- | 
ject ? 

Mr. CANNON. What is the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks an ex- | 
tension of the time of this day’s session for five minutes for the con- | 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Five minutes is not sufficient time in which to con- | 
sider it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object ? 

Mr. CANNON. I think it had better go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The hour of 5 
o'clock having arrived, the House under its previous order stands ad- 
journed until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

by Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the polit- | 
ical disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith—to the Committee on the Judi- | 
clary. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11063) for the relief of 
Charles T. Murphy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 11064) for the relief of William Blanch- 
field—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 11065) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to pay $263.10 to James E, Southard—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. | 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11066) for the relief of Catherine 
Happe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11067) to prevent | 
fraudulent transactions on the part of commission merchants and other 
consignees of goods—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bili (H. R. 11068) granting an increase of pension 
to W. H. Kirk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 11069) for the reliefof William A. | 
Flinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 11070) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a street railway and wagon-road over the Rio Grande, between | 
the city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11071) for the relief of Robert 
Wilson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11072) for the relief of W. N. Stokes—to the Com- | 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11073) granting a pension to Abraham A. Fowler-— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 11074) granting a pension to 
Samuel McCutchin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11075) granting a pension to 
John F. Heacock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R, 11076) for the relief of Mrs. 





Mary Amanda Nash—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11077) to refer the claim against 
the United States of S. G. Grimmett to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11078) to establish the rank of 
Arza B. Gilson as major—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 11079) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Jacob F. Ruff—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bjll (H. R. 11080) to pension Mary Lynch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11081) to pension A. T. Barard—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11082) to pension James Wertz—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr.C. E. BROWN: Petition of Francis A. Campbell and 40 others, 
of Harrison, Ohio, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Marie P. Evans, executrix of 8. Dun- 
can Linton, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): Petition of James Williams, forthe 
payment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of R. J. A. Stringer, and of Emily Dan- 
iel, widow of William J. Daniel, of Alabama, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of A. B. Gampton and 4,000 others, ex- 


| Union soldiers of Indiana, for the passage of the arrears bill—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Petition of Edward Sliney, of Paxton, 
Mass., for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WALKER: Petition of J. A. Morrison and others, citizens 


| of the Fourteenth district of Missouri, for prohibition in the District of 


Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafilic. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of heirs of Granville P. Brown, 
of Davidson County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
by Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Niagara County, New York, 
to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 


| merce. 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Solomon G. Grunnett, administrator 
of Valentine Cagle, of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Mary Lynch, to have her name 
placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of citizens of Chesterfield County, Virginia, 
for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of New Jersey. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 2, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buritrer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces as the mem- 


| bership of the select committee under the resolution of the Senator 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], adopted on the 31st ultimo, to inves- 
tigate and report upon the relations of commerce and business between 
the United States and Canada, Messrs. HOAR, ALLISON, HALE, DoLPH, 


| PuGH, Eustis, and BLoDGETT. 


ANNIE GIBSON YATES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendment of the 


| Senate to the bill (H. R. 7708) to increase the pension of Annie Gibson 
| Yates, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SAWYER], not now in his seat, called the attention of the Chair to this 
bill yesterday and intimated a desire to have a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist onits amendment and 
agree to the conference requested by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAWYER, Mr. 
BLAIR, aud Mr, FAULKNER were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives, concurring in some and non-concurring in 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10556) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. BECK. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
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propriations, I move that the Senate insist on its amendments disa- 
greed to by the House, and agree to the conference requested by the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, 
appoint the confere 


FARWELL, and 


the President pro tempore was authorized to 
s on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
Mr. Beck were appointed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1106) providing for the revocation of the withdrawal 
of lands made for the benetit of certain railroads, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mark H. Spaulding, of North- 
ampton, Mass., praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of 42 citizens of Hamilton County, 





which was read twi by its title, and referred to the Committ i 
( 1erce 
. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3413) to ratify and confirm an 

it with the Ceeur d’Alene tribe of Indians, residing on the 
d’ Alene reservation, in tke Territory of Idaho, and for other purposes 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced ab S. 3414) granting a pension to Emma 
| Matilda Selfridge: which was read twice y its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3415) providing for two addi- 
tional associate justices of the si me court of the Territory of Wash- 
| ington, and for other purposes ich was read twice ind 


Ohio, praying for the passage of certain amendments of the interstate- | 


commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 mile north and 1 
mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3257) authorizing the United States engineer in charge of the harbor im- 
provement of Mobile River and Bay to act as a member of the Mobile 
River Commission, as established by the laws of the State of Alabama, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 





referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
AMENDMENT TO GENERAI 
Mr. SAWYER (by request) submitted an amendment intended 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 








proposed by him to the gene deficiency appropriation which 
vas referred to the Committee on Appropriatious, and ordered to be 
printed 
PATENT OFFICE ATTORNEYS’ ND. 
Mr. PLATT. I offer the following resolution and ask f ts present 
consideration 
Resolved, That the C« ssioner of Patents is here ‘ i 
cate to the Senate the names of all persons who vd \ i 
Levi Bacon, financial clerk of the Patent Office,in what was called the attor 
| neys’ fund,” at the time of the death of said Bacon, in 1587, and the ar 
deposited by each of said person t vethe rwith the charge a sts ers 
for copies and other dues Iso, whether such deposits we ule I “ 
| ance of any order of the Commissioner of Patents, a oO, wha I ilso 
| other information as to the practice of the oflice relative to the met 
counts kept by said financial clerk with attorneys and others 


The PRESIDENT pro tempor 


+ 


Is there objection to the present con- 


| sideration of the resolution ? 


was referred the bill (H. R. 10679) to grant the right of way through | 


the military reservation at Fort Morgan to the birmingham, Mobile 
and Navy Cove Harbor Railway Company, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | 


was referred the @ill (S. 3258) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen B. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

A bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R..5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill at this time. If it takes two minutes I shall withdraw 
the request. It is simply to refund certain moneys recommended by 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BECK. TIobject. I want the Senate to go to the Calendar un- 
der the rule as soon as the routine business is through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kentucky objects 
and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res 
olution submitted by Mr. DAWEs July 12, 1888, reported it without 
amendment; and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Reaolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, cither by full 
committee or such subcommittee as may be appointed by the chairman thereof, 
to continue during the recess of Congress the investigation authorized by the 
resolution of March 1, 1887, with the authority and in the manner and to the 
extent provided in said resolution ; and also to visit any reservations where, 
in the opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investi- 
gations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3409) granting a pension to 
Wilberforce C. Eaton; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3410) granting a pension to John Akey; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 3411) for the relief of Martin 
Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3412) to grant leaves of absence 
with pay to inspectors of customs and clerks in the customs service; 
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(Serene 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


Let it be printed, so that we can see it 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator from Missouri would withdraw 
his objection for a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the objection. I am not objecting 
to the resolution, for I think I am in favor of it, but I did not | 
understand it from the reading 

Mr. PLATT. In 1587 there was a financial clerk, as he was called, 
in the office of the Commissioner of Patents. Hedied, and he w Lid 
to have been a defaulter. Attorneys had deposited money with him 
to pay in advance for copies and matters of that sort. What |] 


to get is the information as to the amount of deposits and the charg 
against attorneys, etc. 

The Commissioner of Patents in his last annual report recommended 
that something should be done about the matter, and the object of the 
resolution is to call upon him for all the I 


» that we may be able to act intelligently upon the subject, and fol- 


information which tl 


low out, if possible, the recommend 
annual report. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Is the re objection to the pres 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CO¢ KRELL. I have no obj ction to the resolution 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


ations of the Commissioner in his 


co 


DESERT-LAND APPLICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sena 

the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Nevada [| Mr. 

STEWART] coming over under objection. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows 





Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to f h the Senate 
vith a list of canceled desert-land applications, with the names of th ippli- 
cants,and the amounts paid tothe United States on h apy itions re«pect- 
ively,and to state whether, in his opinio ‘ of ther 
are equitably entitled to be reir rsed f i : ‘ is 
to the United States, or any part thereof e wha zis 4 
necessary to enable the Commissioner of t d Office to e with 





wl 
les 
, 


such applicants on equitable pr 

Mr. STEWART. In explanation of the resolution I will say 
quite a number of citizens of my State and in other places have take 
up desert lands in good faith and have settled uponthem. Iknowin 
stances where they have lived upon the land ten or fifteen years, going 
upon it even before the desert-land law was 


pas 1 bhey took the 
lands up under the desert-land law, supposing that they could acquire 


title under it. Some of the land could not be irrigated. They have 
paid their money, and some have paid the entire amount, and they 
lived upon the land, but it is above where it can be reached by water, 


and the applications are canceled. 
There are other cases in my State where persons have takenup land, 
. I 


isappointed 


but the water has been insufficient and they have been disappoi: 
having taken it up during the years when there was an abundance of 
water, and then for a long series of yecrs they could not get water at 
all; and those applications have been canceled. I have a large num- 
ber of letters in my desk reciting cases of hard 

I introduced the resolation for the purpose of calling the attention 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the matter and ascertaining if any 
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legislation is neces ary in order to enuble the Department tosettle with 
those parti pon equitable terms. it is simply to get information on 
this subject to see if anything can be done. ‘Those who entered upon 
the land in good faith and are living on it, who paid their money, per- 
haps ought to have their money returned. Where they have attempted 
to take the land for speculation and have been unable to comply with 


the terms of the law, there should bea different rule. 


The object of the resolution is simply to get the information from the 
Secretary of the Interior as to what ought to be done and what the 
facts are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its* 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (IH. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and South- 


western Railway Company to build a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Winona, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution : 

A bill (8. 3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker; 

A bill (S. 5248) for the relief of John W. Durr; and 


Joint resolution (S. R. 100) directing the Secretary of War to in- 
vestigate and report the amount due to the State of South Carolina for 
the rent of the Citadel Academy. 

‘The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the | 


amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Rich- | Allison, 


mend and Danville Railroad Company to lay tracks and so forth in the 
District of Columbia; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on | 
the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Ler, Mr. CAMPBELL | 
of Ohio, and Mr. RowkLL managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- | 
ments to the bill (S. 288) for the erection of a public building at Sioux 
City, Iowa, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. DippLe, Mr. NewTon, and Mr. Post managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 17) to print additional copies of the United | 
States map of the edition of 1886, prepared by the Commissioner ot | 
Public Lands; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the printing of a supplement to Whar- 
ton’s Digest of International Law; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing for a duplicate of the com- 
pilation of the reports of the Senate and House of Representatives from | 
1887; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 99) providing for the printing of the portion 
of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau ot Statistics on Com- | 
merce and Navigation for the year ending June 30, 1887, entitled ‘‘An- | 
nual Report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to im- 
ported merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, with 
amounts of duty and rates of duty collected.’’ 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. BECK. I call for the regular order, the Calendar under Rule 
VIIl. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Calendar being in order, Imove that theSenate 
proceed to the consideration in open executive session of the fisheries 
treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order, 
pending which the Senator from Ohio moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration in open executive session of the fisheries treaty. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. We have 
the morning hour broken up every day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
that on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ohio the yeas and 
nays may be entered on the Journal, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTtT]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM]. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if 
he were here. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I forgot at the 
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| moment I voted that I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


HALE], whois absent. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriii]. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if the 
Senator from Vermont were present. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘* vea.”? 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


| Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANcE]. Ifthe were here, I should 


vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were here, I should vote 
** yea,”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If he were present, I 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). As this seems to 
he a party question, and as I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Do.pnu], I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
| Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Bowen, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, Hoar, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—22. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, George, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, Payne, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 
ABSENT—20. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Kenna, Spooner, 
Beck, Dolph, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Morrill, Turpie, 
Brown, Evarts, Paddock, Vance, 
Chace, Faulkner, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hale, Quay, Walthall. 
Daniel, Harris, Ransom, 
Davis, Hearst, Sabin, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open execu- 


| tive session. The reading of the Journal of the last open executive 


session will be dispensed with, if there be no objection. The Chiet 
Clerk will report the treaty by title. 
The Curer CLERK. A treaty between the United States and Great 


| Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 
| 1818; signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] that the fur- 
ther consideration of the treaty be postponed until the Wednesday after 
the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. President, the vote just taken I think 
conclusively settles the only question that can possibly be in contro- 
versy from this time on in respect to this treaty, and that is, that the 
Republican party of this country is opposed to the ratification of the 
pending treaty, and that the Democratic party is in favor of its ratifi- 
cation. Senators who but a year ago made strong and logical argu- 
ments against it—Senators who came from the committee-room in 
which the treaty is supposed to have been considered—have changed 
their views at this session. 

We find that on the other side of the Atlantic Ocean the treaty is 
being considered as a party question, and we have a right to consider 
it assuchon thisside. We haveno prerogative of right to propound an 
interrogatory to a minister on this floor, and we can not get an answer 
to such an inquiry as they do over there; but we have a right to judge 
from the documents here as to whether this is a representative Ameri- 
can Government or whether it is a pro-English government. 

I do not propose to discuss the details of the fisheries treaty. I pro- 
pose to bring it to the consideration of the Senate simply as a question 
which concerns the people of this country—others than those engaged 
in the catching of bait and the curing of fish. 

Sir, if it were that, and that only, I would defer to the Senaters and 
to the Representatives at the other end of this Capitol from the East- 
ern section of this country, and say to them that I am ready for one to 
help you to protect your interests; but the treaty involves more than 
that. I would go to their rescue here with my vote; and I would expect 
every American citizen to come to the rescue of the people of the At- 
lantic coast with his vote if any commercial interest of ours was in- 
volved in a matter of treaty with Great Britain. 
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That import duties stifle production and limit the area of a country’s markets 
is purely a free-trade argument. As such we are very glad to see President 


Cleveland using them, though we are sorry for the popular infatuation which 
makes it dangerous to give them their right name. 
(Saturday Review. ] 

It must be taken to prove that the President and the Democratic leaders have 
finally decided that they have nothing to gain by keeping any longer with the 
protectionists, They have, from whatever motive, resolved to adopta free-trade 
policy. Nothing can be more explicit than the President's language: ‘The 


simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to the 
amount requisite to meet the necessary expenses of the Government and to re- 
store to business and to the country the money accumulated in the Treasury.” 
In America this means free trade. 


{t{addingtonshire Courier. ] 


Cleveland's message will, no doubt, provoke an immense amount of hostility 
on the part of many who have hitherto been favorable to him. This much is 


certain, and another fierce contest is impending in America over the principle 
atissue. If it terminates, as it may be hoped it will do, in the direction of a re- 
laxation of those imposts that now so vexatiously hamper commercial inter- 


course between Great Britain and the United States, we may look to an impetus 
being given to our home trade that will go far to make up for the depression of 
late years. 

[London Globe.] 

Asarule,the Presidential contest has very little interest for the Old World. 
On the present occasion, however, an issue is involved which very closely con- 
cerns Europe, more particularly Great Britain. Mr. Cleveland has taken his 
stand on free trade, and, although the party managers have considerably 
planed down his platform, he is universally recognized in the States as pledged 
to initiate a new departure in fiscal policy. Norcan there be any doubt that he 
would act up to this understanding were he elected. The central issue of the 
contest lies between the maintenance of the present fiscal system intact and its 
modification in the direction of free trade. Andon that broad question Mr. 
Cleveland's candidature naturally and necessarily carries English sympathy. 

[London Standard. } 

To American ears the whole message must be redolent of Cobdenism in a 
slightly modified form; more particularly the enunciation of the principle that 
the exaction of more revenue than is really required for the public service “* is 
an indefensible extortion and a culpable betrayal of American fairness and jus- 
tice.’’ This remarkable utterance will be certain to exercise an absolutely para- 
mount influence on the next Presidential election. Party names and party ties 
are thrown into hotch-potch. The governing issue of the contest will lie be- 
tween protection and free trade. 

{London Saturday Review. } 

President Cleveland has devoted himself entirely to the tariff. It is impossi- 
ble to recast this without touching directly the pockets of every citizen of the 
United States and indirectly one the commercial interests of the world. 
The President is careful to state that he frankly declares his indifference to 
the charge of favoring free trade. His policy, he says, may be called by that or 
another name, but it is the policy he recommends to Congress, and which, he 
does not affect to deny, must alter the terms on which foreigners have access to 
the American market, and on which Americans compete with foreigners abroad, 

[London Daily News. ] 

The President feels compelled to characterize the attempt to brand him as a 
free-trader as deception, but for all that the electoral conflict now in progress is 
a conflict between free trade and protection, and nothing less. 

{London Times.] 

As was to be expected, the protectionists have taken the alarm, and, as our 
correspondent at Philadelphia informs us, they are organizing for a determined 
resistance. They are no doubt right in believing that, whatever may be said of 
preserving the essence of the protective system and of ignoring free trade, the 
tariff can not be reduced to the strict proportions ofa revenue corresponding to 
the limited and diminishing necessities of the Federal Government without ad- 
mitting a great flood of foreign competition. 

[London Standard.] 

Mr. Cleveland demands in effect that there shall be a tariff for revenue pur- 
poses only. No tinkering with the tariff will suffice; no readjustment of duties 
willdo. The only reform that common sense can accept is one which unaffect- 
edly substitutes the principle of unimpeded imports for that of tariff regulations, 

[London Saturday Review. ] 


It may be taken for granted that the President has not acted without pre- 
viously consulting the leaders of the Democratic party and securing their ap- 
proval. He and they have taken up again the old free-trade policy of the South 
Carolina politicians, unconnected with what in the jargon of American politics 
was called the sectional question. 

[London Post.] 

We shall be much mistaken if the effect of this state communication will not 
be to strengthen considerably the case of free-traders in all parts of the world. 
It will be regarded as a step in the right direction by all who believe in the 
soundness of free-trade principles, 

[London Daily News. ] 

The stone now set rolling will not stop until it has broken the idol of protec- 
tion in pieces, 

[Glasgow Herald.] 

President Cleveland may say to others, and think what he chooses, but he 
has precipitated the inevitable struggle between free trade and protection in 
the United States, and that is tantamount to saying that he is on the side of 


free trade. 
[‘‘A Member of Parliament” to New York Herald.] 


To convert the United States is indeed a triumph. The Cobden Club will 
henceforth set up a special shrine for the worship of President Cleveland and 
send him all its publications tis. Cobden founded free trade; Cleveland 
saved it, Such is the burden of the song all through England to-day. 

[Cable dispatch to the New York World.] 
Lonpon, December 10. 

The English papers continue to devote much space to what they call ‘‘ Mr. 
Cleveland's declaration in favor of free trade.”” From the average English 
comment the public here has been led to believe that free trade is now as good 
as adopted in the United States. It is considered here (in England) that free 
trade with us (in America) is just what is needed to revive drooping English 
industries. 


[People’s Journal, Dundee. ] 


A great sensation has been created by President Cleveland's message, and if 
the policy which it indicates be carried out it will produce almostas much effect 
in this country as in America, The tariff reform which the President recom- 
mends as far, at least, as the abolition or the reduction of the duties on raw 
mate’ Should Congress give effect to this proposal its immediate result 
would be an enormous stimulus to English industry, 
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[London Pall Mall Gazette. ] 

English free-traders would be well advised if they moderated the eestasy of 
their jubilation over President Cleveland’s message. Every word which they 
say in its favor will be used as a powerful argument against the adoption of its 
recommendation, 

That is just what I am doing now. 

Mr. President, the Senate can see the close association between the 
adoption of free trade and this fisheries treaty. ButI find in that con- 
nection that it is provided as a concession to Canada, in the treaty, that 
the Administration will strive to secure Congressional action for the 
free entry or full interchange of salt, coal, and lumber from the Do- 
minion. It is not only a fisheries treaty, it is not only a promise of 
the Secretary of State, but it is a promise from the entire Administra- 
tion that they will admit salt and coal and other things, and add them 
to the free-list ‘‘ when imported from the Dominion of Canada; that 
this Administration will exert its best endeavors to do this thing.’’ 
That draws the line distinctly between the two parties, between the 
Administration here and the Republicans of this country, as I under- 
stand them, and the principles which they propose to assert in the 
coming campaign, and in all time, until possible circumstances may 
bring about a condition of affairs where they can better subserve the 
interests of the people of the United States than they can do now by 
abandoning that principle. 

Mr. President, in this connection I present an extract from a speech 
delivered in the House of Representatives by a free-trader, in which he 
says: 

Even the corsets of Connecticut, around which hover so many happy associa- 
tions, or the brier-wood pipes of Knickerbocker are not safe from the inter- 
changeable piracies of the tariff. Oh, the beauty of reciprocal rascality! Gen- 
tlemen seem to take umbrage because we call these tarifis, which take from one 
class to give to another, robbery. But I have the best ethics for the statement 
that the right of property is violated by the individual by cheating, stealing, 
robbery, or violation of contract; and universally, just as these crimes pre- 
vail, production languishes, industry diminishes, and the richest soil fails these 
few and impoverished inhabitants. But when Government lays its powerful 
grip on the property of the citizen to bestow that property on favored enter- 
prises, it is none the less robbery because done under the forms of law.—Mr. 
Cox (Democrat, New York), tariff debate, May 17. 

Mr. President, I have here a book which was written by the same 
gentleman who delivered that speech in the House of Representatives, 
a speech from which what I have just read is an extract, and since I 
have read this book I have not been at all surprised that he should have 
said just what he did, that we were all robbers, all rascals, all plun- 
derers, who favored a protective tariff. The book is called ‘‘A Buck- 
eye Abroad.’’ It was written by a gentleman who was then a mem- 
ber of the Ohio Legislature, when he was thirty years old, written after 
he returned from a tour of Europe, and, being from Ohio, he gave it the 
title of ‘‘A Buckeye Abroad.’’ He says in the book: 

We took a pilot aboard and received from him one newspaper, which was 
cut into shreds and devoured by fourteen passengers at once. The breath of 
the fresh landscape is around. 

Now, he was getting away from Scotland and Ireland, he was getting 
away from Germany, and, as this paragraph will show to you directly, 
he was getting in sight of the cliffs of England and breathing the air 
of a new civilization. He continues: 

Now, I can write like a native of this round earth, for land is all about us, 
The cliffs of old England stand out in definite outline. Light-houses and man- 
sions attest the presence of a superior civilization. How many thronging asso- 
ciations flit through the mind as I recall that here, not in fancy’s eye, but in 
reality, stands the little isle of power, the home of old Coke and Cromwell, of 
Spencer and Cowper, of Chatham and Canning, and all the host of glorious 
minds with whom so much of life has been passed! Ay,in very truth, my eye 
has greeted the land of William Shakespeare and Guy Fawkes, John Milton and 
Titus Oates; the ideal realm of John Falstaff and Little Nell; the theater of 
Roundheads and Cavaliers. Yonder, verily, just over to my right, actually 
grew into life that vigorous feudalism out of which rose the fabric of our own com- 
mon law. These remembrances come over me wildly and strangely. Old Eng- 
land! Yes; God bless her! With tears in my eyes I beseech Heaven’s best 
benison upon her. IJ forget her as the land of ruth and wrong; I remember 
her only as the land of noble deeds and generous hearts. Her literature, from 
Chaucer's first uncouth song to Disraeli’s last sarcasm, floats through the mem- 
ory like a vivid power, transforming every prejudice into praise and every 
wrong into glory. 

England— 

Says the author of this book— 


England, say what we will, stands confessedly the Christian realm. Her his- 
tory, from the time at least of Elizabeth, is full of her influence upon the policy 
of the world in opening the way for the Gospel. 

Not satisfied with the politics he observed and after hoping that there 
would be no association of church and state, I find here what I would 
not prefer to read in the Senate, this paragraph: 

I hope the Pope will create no cardinals for America. It was rumored that 
Bishop Hughes was to havea hat. The ill success attending the Wiseman ex- 
periment in England will prevent Papacy from creating any cardinals in Prot- 
estant countries. His Holiness, who seems to fancy our chargé here sufficiently 


to consult with him, informed him that there was no foundation for the ramor 
of an American cardinal. Mr. Cass— 


I believe he was a Democrat— 


rather advised him against the step; although he explained how perfectly easy 
the matter would be received in our tolerant country. 


The author says further: 

Priests meet us on every hand. Rome is thronged with them. As I write 
long processions of monks in black and white crape and in brown robes move 
under our window, ae for the dead body which they bear. Some rich 
man has died and left a pall apiece to these poor monks to sing his soul out 
of purgatory. 
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Such is this book. 
tion of religion, but I propose to show what free-trade Democracy is. 
I have read from this gentleman’s own speech, which I bad a right to 
do, because it has become public property now, that we are rascals 
and rogues and plunderers. Here is his book; and the debates of the 
House of Representatives, that body in which he delivered the speech 
a paragraph from which I have read, will show that when he was ar- 
raigned on that floor he pleaded the baby act, and said he was a boy 
when he wrote it. He wasthirty years of age when he wrote it. He 
was a member of the house of delegates of the ‘*‘ Buckeye”’ State, 
hence the title of the book, and in one year subsequent to that he was 
made minister from this country to Peru. A Protestant asa Buckeye. 
A Catholic in New York, a Protestant in Ohio, he denounces the priests 
and the clergy. He buys his own books. Such is Democracy. Such 
is England vs. America. I guess now, sir, the only savingclauseis that, 
having pleaded boyhood in that case, he will plead dotage in this. 

As I said, the fisheries treaty involves more than a mere passing view 
of it would show. Still that is enough for me. I say it is polities on 
both sides of the ocean. We hear of what is called Democracy pure 
and simple. Jeffersonian Democracy, that Jeffersonian Democracy 
which says that the people of this country shall not hear debate on a 
matter that concerns everybody, as I may express it, from Passama- 
quoddy Bay to the Gulf of Mexico. And yet here is the report—five 
Republicans reporting in favor of considering this treaty in open ses- 
sion and four Democrats signing a report againstit. That is Democracy 
pure and simple! Shut out the people of this country from hearing 
what you have to say! Let them know nothing of what is going on 
here that may disturb their commercial interests or even their pro- 
ductive interests along the coast! That is Democracy pure and simple; 
that is Jeffersonian Democracy, as you call it. 

Mr. President, there is nothing more apparent than this, that the 
other side of this Chamber was made subservient to the will of the Ad- 
ministration, and they, therefore, indorse this treaty, and the Admin- 
istration, with the Democratic representation here, has taken its posi- 
tion and can not, ought not to be, and shall not be, so far as I am con 
cerned, allowed to deny it. 

When it came to a vote on this matter, not a Democrat in this Sen- 
ate voted to open the doors and let the people hear the discussion, and 
not a Republican voted against it; yet they call themselves the De- 
mocracy ‘‘pure and simple,’’ the Jeffersonian Democracy. If the Pres- 
ident of the Senate will just keep his ears shut for a moment, I will 
say that such was almost the fact in the consideration of the extradi- 
tion treaty. When it was proposed to return people from this country 
to England for the commission of misdemeanors or to bring them from 
there here for nothing less than the committing of a felony, that treaty 
was postponed until next December, and in order torelieve the Senate 
at that time to do what they refused to do then, but two Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber, voted to continue the extradition treaty 
until next December. 

Mr. President, why do we want a treaty with that government any- 
way’? Weshall never havea national government until we have whipped 
England for her deeds. She never leaves her foot-prints on any soil 
where she does not leave them with something that marks the same 
impress where she can put itdownagain. Our boasted Monroe doctrine 
is being annulled and wiped from the face of the earth to-day, and we 
find gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber saying we must arbi- 
trate or we must fight. Has any one asked us to arbitrate? Hasany 
one challenged us to fight? When either of the two propositions shall 
be submitted here it will betime for the American Congress to consider 
one or the other. An American Congress will consider either the one 
or the other when it is presented. Thenit will be time for the Ameri- 
can people to send other and better and more courageous men than we to 
represent them in this body andin the other. I would make no propo- 





sition of compromise. There is no such suggestion made tous. We | 


I do not propose to bring into the Senate a ques- | 
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That, I undertake to say and repeat, is the Democratic theory, and 

I want the Democrats to take it and keep it to the front, and let it be 
there, for it has been theirs from the beginning, and let it be t 3 to 
the end. The Republicans have stood out boldly against it, and the 


party that stands out bo'dly against any concession of this Gove 
ment of sixty millions of people, with territery enough to take the 
world in—the party that stands out, I say, in favor of a Governmen 
of sixty millions of people, with territory that is capable of taking in 
the whole world, is the only party that is fit to govern 

What do you want with a treaty with a government that recog 
no rights among its own citizens; a government that has an unwritten 
constitution; its judges created for life; a common law that was its 
pride and is to-day the pride of Americans, for they respex is they 
got it from the mother country, as we once called it; impanels a jury 
with a lord chief-justice on the bench and a jury hears all the evidence, 
and the lord chietf-justice says to the jury after laughing, ‘‘ There 
no case made; you bring in your verdict this way; I am the judge no 
only of the law, but of the facts ’’—a violation of the fundamental pri 
ciples of that unwritten constitution and of the common law of 
country and of all civilized countries ? 

Mr. President, I ask why do we want a treaty with a government 
that does not respect treaties, and does not respect the rights of its own 
citizens under its own constitution and its ownlaws? If this Senate 
arraigned a man under a crimes act, and appointed three judges of the 
United States Supreme Court to try him, would it not either appoint 
a committee to know whether he was a tit associate for Senators here 
or would they not let the law take its course, and that man be ar- 
raigned for his crimes? Yet we find this government with which we 
propose to deal to-day by treaty, taking a member of Parliament and 
naming three judges of its own creation to pass upon his guilt or his 
innocence! I would sooner have a treaty of commerce with the Fiji 
Islanders. It becomes the so-called American Democracy to make 


nizes 





| such atreaty, but it ill becomes the Republican party whose name is 


derived from that which Jefferson himself assumed when he organized 


| the first Republican party in this country. 


| Times, Mr. Walter, before he made a certain report. 


We see there as the very basis of this proceeding in that Parliament 
which is to pass upon this matter, that a member, supposed to have as 
much right and privilege there as any other, asks by what warrant of 
right this member of Parliament is taken out, and Mr. Balfour, for in- 
stance, called the secretary for Ireland, says, ‘* I am responsible,’’ and 
that is the answer of the government toa question that involves the per- 
sonal liberty, and possibiy the life, of a member of Parliament. No 
warrant, no precept, except that the secretary for Ireland says, ‘‘ I am 
responsible.”” Why do we want a treaty with such a government as 
that? I repeat, sir, that the duty of this Government is to let that 
government know that the liberty for which our forefathers fought, 
and which they won, is still cherished, and that we have nothing in com- 
mon with a government that does not recognize the forms of law at 
least. 

There has been case aftercase of that sort within the last few weeks. 
Here is what is called a government leader in the British Parliament 
asked if he did not have a conference with the editor of the London 
He made an 
equivocal denial of it, and, losing his temper, he was caught in a trap 
and was obliged inadvertently to confess that he had met him, and 


| then stated that the omission of the words ‘‘and others,’’ after the 


have nothing before us but the ratification of this treaty, which involves | 


everything that is dishonorable to us from the tearing down of the 
American flag on the Canadian coast to the time when an American 


Secretary of State could affix his name and the seal of this great Govern- | 


ment to such a compromise on paper. 
I ask why do we want to make a treaty with such a government, 


extradited, and here are over three volumes of our books full of the 
Winslow case, in which England stood off and said, ‘‘ No, you can not 
have him, unless you agree that you will not try him for anything else 
than that offense for which he is extradited;’’ and from that day to 
this he never has been surrendered. 

England has never kept a treaty; she has never made one that she 


| 


did not violate—I challenge a refutation of that statement—and es* | 
pecially with this Government. That is a case which stands promi- | 


nently forward all the time, the only case that came up under the treaty 
of 1841, and there she refused to conform to the terms of her own treaty 
and asks us now to make another which concedes to her the entire 
right to fish on the whole Atiantic coast, up through the Chesapeake 
Bay (the opinion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison] to the 
contrary notwithstanding) to the Patapsco River, and which concedes 
everything to her and gives us nothing in return. 


| 


name of ‘‘ Parnell,’’? was occasioned by a slip of the tongue in reading 
the bill. There is the greatest of English premiers, Gladstone, con- 
fronting that Parliament and its leader, confronting this entire admin- 
istration, and he says to them that this conduct on the part of the gov- 
ernment is censurable. I say we want no treaty with such a govern- 
ment. 

I said, Mr. President, in starting that I intended to discuss this ques- 
tion without going into details. I have given the opinion of Judge 
Woodbur. J have no desire to go further with it except tosay, which 
is almost a repetition, that all that has transpired in connection with 
this fisheries treaty indicates the policy of this Democratic Administra- 
tion. It is pro-English from the President to the last Cabinet officer. 
Nothing has been left undone that would bring about free trade in this 


| country; and what I have read here as proceeding from Mr. Bayard 
anyhow? We had a treaty under which certain criminals were to be | 


the Secretary of State, to Sir Charles Tupper, never having been denied 


| must be accepted as the truth, that the adoption of the fisheries treaty 


would lead to the adoption of free trade by the United States. 

The Republican party represents the protection sentiment of this 
country. The Democratic party represents the free-trade element. 1 
do not undertake to say that no Senator on this floor with Democratie 
proclivities will deny it absolutely; but, sir, when I hear a vote cast on 
this floor I know it is on one side or the other. I know it is for the 
Administration or against it, and there can be no doubt about the 
position of the Administration. When I hear at one time the Senator 
from Alavama [Mr. MorGAN] make a speech opposed to the fisheries 
treaty or any other kind of a treaty, and I hear him afterwards advo- 
cate the other side of it, I have a right to conclude that there is some 
Administration medicine working around in the Senate Chamber and 
working with the Democratic representation influence 


I know of Senators on that side of the Chamber who say that they 
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are for protection; others say they are for tariff for revenue but op- | 


posed to ‘‘ war taxes;’’ but when I hear them say that they are op- 
posegl to removing the tax on tobacco, then I have a right to go home 
witft my doubt, for if there be any war tax, it is the internal-revenue 


enue taxes are ofiensive, and the tariff is the only tax that we have had 
from the very foundation of this Government down to this time, with 


Avugaust 2, 


to receive from her the statement of her views upon the question, the 


| right to deliberate upon the respective statements, the right to agree 


by reciprocal concessions, if it becomes necessary to do so, in order to 


| secure W hat may be termed. fairly, justice ande juity between the two 
tax ‘The tax on tobacco is an ‘‘internal-revenue tax,’’ the most in- | 
quisitorial and most offensive that has beenknown. All internal-rev- | 


countries. 
I can not conceive of a more unfortunate situation than for the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States, possessing the enormous power that it 


two interregnums, when we have had what is called by the great Ameri- | 


can demagogues the war tax. 

I say, Mr. President, that Larraign the Democratic party right here 
and now, and especially the Southern element of it, as being demo- 
cratic in nothing but in name. i could illustrate to you by calling 
the name of one State that has two Senators on this floor, where, if 
you were to withdraw to-day the entire system of protection, two- 
thirds of their own people would be starved to death in ten years; and 
yet the Senators from that State sit here perfectly complacent, relying 
upon a Republican majority to take care of their interests, because 
they prefer the Confederate idea and to be called Democrats. That is 
the policy. 

Mr. President, if I have detained the Senate longer than it expected, 
it is simply because what I have had to say is somewhat rambling, 
because, not anticipating this contingency, I had no preparation at 
all, and I am sorry if I have interfered with any business of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, there are some questions connected 
with the discussion of this treaty that ought to be disposed of upon the 
resolutions which I had the honor to offer in the Senate, and while I 
can not ask this executive session of the Senate to pass upon those res- 
olutions, the remarks that I propose to submit to-day have reference 
to that phase of the case; and so I will ask the Chief Clerk to read the 
resolutions that they may go into the RECORD in this connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the treaty 
now pending in the Senate between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20,1818, signed at Wash- 
ington, February 15, 1888, the question is presented whether the President had 
authority to negotiate such a treaty without the previous consent of the Senate ; 
and 

Whereas in said report the question is also raised whether the persons ap- 
pointed by the President, without the advice and consent of the Senate, as 
plenipotentiaries to negotiate and sign said treaty were lawfully appointed, 
and whether said document is a treaty duly negotiated for the consideration 
and action of the Senate; and 

W hereas said committee declare in said report that the matters to which said 
treaty relates were not fit subjects for negotiation with the Government of 
Great Britain, and that the time for negotiation with that Government on these 
subjects had passed; and 

Whereas the Senate will consider said treaty on ita merits, and declines to 
adopt the views of the committee as expressed in their report as to the consti- 
tutional powers of the President in negotiating treaties; and also declines to 
affirm that the time for negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of our 
fishing rights or the commercial rights of our fishermen has passed, or that the 
existing difficulties on these subjects are not subjects of negotiation: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the treaty signed by Thomas F. 
Bayard, William L. Putnam, and James B. Angell, as plenipotentiaries of the 
United States, in conjunction with the British plenipotentiaries, on the 15th 
day of February, 1888, and sent to the Senate by the President as a treaty duly 
negotiated for the consideration and action of the Senate, is properly authen- 
ticated asa treaty made by the President of the United States, acting within 
his constitutional powers, and is lawful and valid as a negotiation. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the time has not passed for nego- 
tiation with Great Britain as to the just interpretation of any part of Article I of 
said treaty of 141+ uponany point of sincere disagreement between the two Gov- 
ernments as to the true meaning of the same, and that no act of Congress has 
declared that such time for negotiation has passed, nor has the time for such 
negotiation passed in respect of any commercial rights that may be claimed, or 
that may be needed, for our fishermen in any of the harbors or ports of the Brit- 
ish possessions of North America, and that the existing matters of difficulty, 
including the claims of our fishermen for damages wrongfully sustained, are 
subjects for treaty negotiation. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the country has already been ad- 
vised through the action of a caucus of the Republican party that this 
treaty is doomed to defeat, and in speaking upon it and in acting in 
reference to it my purpose is to save to the Government of the United 
States as good an attitude as we are able to preserve to it under the 
very peculiar situation of affairs that will exist after this treaty shall 
have been rejected. Lf I were opposed to this treaty, if I believed that 
it was a sacrifice of the honor and interests of the people of the United 
States, I would nevertheless insist upon the adoption of the resolutions 
which I have had the honor to present to the Senate and which I will 
now discuss, not touching in the remarks I shall submit to-day the 
merits of the treaty at all. I would insist upon these resolutions for 
the purpose of disembarrassing our future diplomatic or other rela- 
tions with Great Britain, so that we might have some chance to pro- 
vide the means by which the two Governments could get in accord, 
either in the amendment of the treaty or in providing for further com- 
mercial rights and privileges as between the two adjoining countries 
here, Canada and the United States, and for the purpose of putting our 
Government and Great Britain in respect of this matter upon the same 
diplomatic ground that has always been claimed and always been se- 
cured by our foreign agencies, by our treaty-making power, and by that 
of all the nations of the earth, the right to communicate to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain what are our views upon this question, the right 


has, to make a declaration such as is set forth in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee in very distinct form, which I will pre sently 
quote, that this is not a fit subject for negotiation in the first place— 
the fisheries treaty and the fisheries relations—and, secondly, that the 
time for negotiation has passed. 

I do not believe either of those statements, and I am quite sure @hat 
on that Committee of Foreign Relations there were Senators, very im- 
portant ones, too, who held the reverse of this doctrine, though they 
afterwards signed that report, or authorized it to be broughtin. What 
were their motives for the change of opinion it is not for me to say. 

I do not impute motives to anybody. I think a man has a right to 


| change his opinion any half-hour that he pleases, if he has reason to 


change, so as to convince him that he was once in error and desires to 
rectify his attitude. But it is something that this country will re- 
ceive, as I believe, with very serious doubt when it is stated on such 
authority that this question which has been in dispute for seventy 


-years between the United States and Great Britain has arrived at that 


stage where it is no longer the subject of negotiation and that the time 
for negotiation in respect to it has passed. I desire by the vote of the 
Senate to free this question from any such unnecessary embarrassment 
as that. 

If we desire to reject the treaty upon what we call its merits, if we 
desire to reject it in solido, without attempting to improve it or to re- 
form it by amendment in any way as a negotiation coming from this 
Senate of the United States with the sanction of two-thirds of the 
body, let us reject it, Mr. President, by our vote, but let us accompany 
that rejection with the declaration made necessary—I grant you it 
would not have been necessary but for this report of the majority—that 
the time has not passed for negotiation with Great Britain about the 
fisheries. The subject is still a subject of proper negotiation. We 
have other very unsettled fishing rights in the United States in regard 
to which Great Britain is our nearest neighbor and the largest partici- 
pant, if it has any participation at all, and those are the rights of fish- 
ery on the coast of the Pacific Ocean, in Alaska, and in the Aleutian 
Islands and in whatever possessions we have there, and the correspond- 
ing rights of fishing opposite to and connected with the coasts of Brit- 
ish Columbia or the British possessions on the northwest. 

I suppose, indeed I understand, that that is a subject of very careful 
consideration now by the two Governments, and that there is possibly 
a serious question raised as to whether the claim of Russia, which she 
had over the Behring Sea that it was a closed sea as to the fishery 
(which claim she sold to us, or partitioned to us one-half of when we 
bought Alaska from her), can be sustained under the law of nations, or 
whether that assertion of right on the part of Russia at the time she 
sold Alaska to us is to be confirmed, or is to be modified, or is to be 
rejected. Now, as compared with the fisheries on the northeastern 
coast, those on the northwestern coast, Alaska and the neighboring 
islands, are perhaps worth ten times as much as the fisheries on the 
northeastern coast ever were or ever will be. Theyare as yet some- 
what unexplored; but the vast banks lying in Behring Sea upon which 
codfish are found, and halibut and haddock and numbers of other ground 
fish are found in vast numbers, betoken the fact that in times to come 
there will be one of the chief sources of supply of all the northern part 
of this hemisphere for food fishes. 

So, therefore, we might just as well say that the fisheries of the 
Northwestern coast were not the subject of negotiation and that the 
time for negotiation in respect to them had passed, as to make that 
declaration in respect to those on the Northeastern coast. We desire 
to have treaty arrangements and regulations with Great Britain about 
the Northwestern fisheries; it is very important that we should have; 
and how are we to deal with them if we are met with a declaration in 
respect to the fisheries on the Northeastern coast on the part of the 
Senate that the time for negotiation has passed and that the question 
is no longer one for negotiation? What reply do weexpect Great Brit- 
ain to make in answer to that proposition in regard to the great North- 
western fisheries, which it is now so necessary should be regulated by 
treaty agreement ? 

When two great governments have a dispute as to their rights or re- 
lations, especially when the controversy grows out of the interpreta- 
tion of a treaty, each of them has the sovereign right, and will always 
assert it, of taking its own attitude towards the question and will act 
in the matter with supreme independence. The reasons that influence 
its action are its own, and it is under no duty of explaining them. 
Either government can stand upon the ground it chooses to assume and 
refuse to discuss any question or topic that may be included in the 
controversy. The responsibility for such an attitude is a matter that 
rests with the other government to assert and enforce. 

No such matter can be forced into discussion between them, because 
each is the supreme and final judge of its own rights. The ultima 


ee 


; 
$ 
" 
: 





2 a ae 


se pil acc aa i ba AS EER ROI 





compulsory as a law to 











and sovereignty of both government ugh which it was i 
with its authority. 

Governments living ity are equally bound to good 
and fair dealing in its | 3 ution by sanctions that are stron 
than those which operate be Db persons, concerning their pris 
rig its and interests, and by that are as sacred as any 
the moral sense of the |! enforce in their dealings with 





other. 
Those who comprise the personnel of the ruling powers in the t1 
states have their own di reputation to guard in the faithful 
observance of these great e ympacts, but a still more sacred obligation 
and a more deli duty is found in the pu 





tru y l l 
are clothed. 

The trusts of governm« .ce of the country 
curity of the lives of men, w lren; the libertic 
property, their homes, their i r society, their ho 
their religion. The highe eo ich as are i 





must be to guard these trusts 
The fisheries articles of the treaty of 1818 are, by the clear avow 

of the United States and Great Britain, in full force and effect, and 

both governments are bound by their sovereign honor to give complete 


effect to every stipulation they contain. 








Many discussions and « nti ] 1 up in the effo 
preserve and execute the mutual rights and obligations that a1 
posed by the treaty of 1818 upon both government 


These controversies, except in the affair of Fortune Bay, which 
and was settled under a different treaty, that of 187 
tween the local province l ul governments on i ! 
command of our fishing vessels on the other side. None of them 
been mere private controversies between individuals. The 1] 
ernments have dealt directly with the rights of our citizen 
to them by treaty with Great Britain 

However much the treaty of 1818 may excite the pride and 
up the affections of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. H 
and less highly lettered men can see in the wreckage that floats 
that rock in a sea of troubles 
that would have regulated 
method of procedure in cases where controversies should arise, the t 
of 1318 would have brought peace instead of discord, and sec 
our fishermen instead of the frequent invasion of their rights t 


the action of the provincial courts 





























That treaty is utterly silent on this vital subject. All this sen 
plexus of the most intricate rights is left by that treaty uncov: 
exposed to the assaults and buffetings of the provincial or « 


ernments without having reserved to our Government the right t 
pute their authority or to modify their action, except by app 
the general laws of nations or else to arms. 

The fisheries treaties of the great maritime nations all « 
plicit and carefully guarded provisions for the trial of suc! 
versies, but the loved cynosure of the Senator from Ma 
more perfect in his eyes because, as to the rights and lib 





fishermen, it is both deafand dumb. This present negotiat 
horrent to the thoughts and so offensive to the conscience of that 
tor, because it amends the treaty of 1818 by some wise and 
provisions for the security of our fishermen, does not go as 
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of the treaty against the judgments of the provincial courts when our 
ships are seized, but the choice of means by which this shall be done 
is a matter that concerns both our honor and interests. If we declare 
the treaty has been violated by Great Britain and that therefore it 
is abrogated at our election, and that its renunciations were revoked, 
and that we therefore resume our rights in the fisheries as they were 
conceded in the treaty of 1783, we know that sucha declaration must 
mean war. If we make this same declaration and declare further that 
we mean to support it by nibbling off some of the profits that the Cana- 
dians make in having full trading rights in our ports, that may not 
mean war, but to borrow a phrase from the political platform of the 
great Republican party, it would be a very pusillanimous and cowardly 
attitude for a great and powerful government. 

The question made most prominent in the report of the majority of 
the committee on this treaty is whether we will negotiate forits amend- 
ment, so that it shall fully present the understanding between the 
United States and Great Britain, or shall we try to compel Great Britain 
to accede to our interpretation of it, and to grant us other commercial 
privileges in her ports, to which the treaty makes no reference, by ex- 
cluding the Canadians from all trade and traffic with our people ? 

To resort to any plan of retaliation which ignores the existence and 
force of the treaty while claiming that it is in full force, and equally 
to resort to lateral pressure to compel or induce Great Britain to com- 
ply with our construction of the treaty, can only be justified, according 
to our own honor, after a fair and candid effort to secure such results 
by direct and open negotiation. We have nothing to conceal as to our 


_ demands. We need have no fear in formulating them, and have no 


occasion to resort to any finesse, artifice, evasion, or indirection in trying 
to get our full rights under this treaty; above all we are not in the un- 
happy condition of being forced to ‘‘ stoop to conquer ’’ where our rights 
are involved and justice is denied us. 

I have always understood, and that has been the burden of all our 
diplomatic correspondence, and of all the debate that has occurred in 
both Houses of Congress, and especially of the speeches that have been 
made on this treaty, that our complaints of the conduct of Great Britain 
and Canada related to the misconstruction of the treaty of 1818, and 
the abuse of the rights, powers, and restrictions that it included. 

Whatever other troubles we have had, whether relating to the fish- 
eries in the waters of Behring Sea, the exactions of tolls for passing 
our vessels through Canadian canals that discriminated against our 
commerce, the Monroe doctrine, the right to pass with our vessels 
through the Straits of Canso, the right of our fishermen to buy or catch 
bait in Canadian waters or ports, and to trade with those people, are 
matters apart from the treaty of 1818, and should be settled on their 
own merits. 

We can not expound the treaty of 1818 by construction or by force 
so as to include any of those matters which are foreign to it without 
changing its structure and making of it a new creature. 

Indirect means, temporary constructions made under the pressure of 
circumstances, are not the methods for reforming the treaty and in- 
creasing our rights under it. "When the circumstances are changed and 
the pressure isgeemoved, the treaty, like a bent bow, will come back to 
its original condition, and will again become the subject of trouble and 
of danger. 

As the treaty itself, through its various interpretations by various 
people in authority in the United States, in Great Britain, and in her 
provinces, and at various times during seventy years, has been the real 
cause of all our troubles about the fisheries, I have thought, and still 
believe, that it was an incubus upon our country, and would remain 
such uutil it was amended or repealed. 

Others differ with me in that opinion. They desire to hold on to 
the treaty to prevent, as they insist, the loss of all our fishing rights 
secured by it in the Canadian fisheries; all the rest, not so secured, hay- 
ing been forever renounced in that treaty. They also object to the 
amendment of that treaty. They demand that it shall stand for the 
protection of such rights as it secures to our people, and that we shall 
resort to retaliatory action upon Canadian commerce for the purpose of 
compelling Great Britain to accept our construction of the treaty, and 
for the farther purpose of gaining other commercial advantages in Ca- 
nadian ports, to which the treaty, as they admit, has no sort of refer- 
ence, 

The exact issue between Senators who oppose the amendment of the 
treaty of 1818 and those who favor such amendment is as I have just 
stated it. If the treaty is to be clung toas the repository and security 
of our fishing rights in Canadian fisheries (and I see no remedy for it 
until the eve t foretold yesterday by the prophet of the Sierras—the 
Senator from evada—has come to pass, and the inevitable war with 
Great Britain has ended), I prefer its amendment to the temporary 
and harassing expedient of gaining by retaliation to-day an advan- 
tage that may be lost or repented of to-morrow, or that will only con- 
tinue for a brief period of time. 

If our rights in Canadian fisheries are worth anything, they are worthy 
of the support of a treaty engagement with Great Britain that is clearly 
understood and honestly maintained on both sides. 

Retaliatory measures relating to commercial intercourse can not con- 
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tinue for any considerable period without resulting in permanent non- 
intercourse, which means the destruction of our commerce with Can- 
ada, the extension of this ruin to all our export and import trade with 
Great Britain, and the general prostration ot our industries, and uni- 
versal bankruptcy amongst our own people. 

Those who imagine that Great Britain can not do without our wheat 
and cotton will be surprised to find that a transfer of the British cap- 
ital now employed in American railroads, manufactures, cattle herds, 
and invested in American stocks will open the wheat lands of Canada 
and India and will push the cotton growth into formidable competi- 
tion with us in all her eastern possessions, and in Egypt, and in her 
South American colonies. 

Those who consider that Canada is held to her allegiance to the Brit- 
ish Empire by slender threads, and that her proximity to us makes her 
a British hostage for the security of the peace, forget that the quarrel 
we are now promoting is the quarrel of Canada; that there are ancient 
grudges between us and the refugee tories who fled to Canada after the 
war of the Revolution and engaged in the fisheries for support; that these 
ancient quarrels still linger in the tree, like wind-rifts, though hidden 
by the bark, and that they are as easily aroused and excited to anger 
against us as we are against the British, and that we despise the tories 
of the Revolution no more intensely than they hate us. 

Annexation, absorption, or conquest of Canada will not be a love 
feast for many years to come, and will never be acceptable to Canadians 
until Great Britain has become hostile to her people and her interests. 
Great Britain could better renounce her control over the Suez Canal 
than the Canadian Pacific Railroad. Her fortress at Gibraltar is not 
so important as her possessions on Vancouver Island. The future sup- 
plies of wheat, lumber, and fish that Canada will send to Great Britain 
are worth more than the $500,000,000 she would expend in burning the 
cities on the lakes and the seaboard of the United States. 

True, we could take Canada and other British possessions, but what 
this free Republic, that governs only through the consent of the gov- 
erned, could do with a people and a country like Canada, when sub- 
jected to our power by conquest, is a problem that needs to be solved 
before we set out on the expedition that is to result in the subjugation 
of Canada. It is along and perplexing calculation that we must make 
when we count the cost of retaliation and non-intercourse with our 
nearest neighbor. I think it is easier, cheaper, and more honorable to 
live in peace with Canada than it could be even to extend our limits to 
the north pole at a time when such a policy with such a result would 
bring in a brave and strong people by force and against their will. 

I therefore prefer negotiation to retaliation. We have negotiated in 
part. The President has opened the negotiation and now submits his 
work to the Senate for our advice and consent. We are engaged in de- 
termining what advice we will give the President and how far we will 
consent to what he has done. : 

In this stage of our work we are negotiators, just as the President is. 
We can shape this treaty as we choose, through our right to amend it. 
If Great Britain does not accept our amendments, that ends the mat- 
ter. If she should accept, then we have a treaty that must be satis- 
factory to two-thirds of the Senate. 

The Senate can not fail to remember, or, if we forget, the country 
will remember, that we are clothed with all the powers of negotiation, 
through the President as the executive head of our Government, to im- 
prove this negotiation so that it shall express the will of two-thirds of 
this body. 

No treaty can contain a sentence or clause that does not meet the ap- 
proval of two-thirds of this body. Are we prepared to admit that we 
are not equal to the test of formulating a fisheries treaty with Great 
Britain that will secure to our people every right and every privilege 
that is claimed for them in this debate? If this treaty does not suit 
us, let us write one, to which two-thirds of the Senate will agree, that 
does suit us, and advise the President to submit it to Great Britain for 
ratification or rejection. We can inthis way formulate our contention 
as to our fishery rights and the commercial rights of our fishermen so 
that they can not be misunderstood. Without this consensus of opin- 
ion in the Senate we shall pass through this debate and reject this 
treaty without furnishing to the world any distinct idea of what we 
believe to be the true definition of the rights that we claim. 

No man can ascertain from this debate any distinct proposition on 
which even a majority of the Senate are agreed, to say nothing of what 
two-thirds of the Senate would unite in asserting. All that we will 
have established is that the Senate will neither propose a negotiation 
with Great Britain that will settle the fishery disputes, nor will it as- 
sent to that which the President has concluded, nor will it amend that 
negotiation. We refuse to negotiate, and are driven to the ground 
assumed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, that the fisheries are 
not a fit subject for negotiation, that the time for negotiation has 
passed, and that both the Senate and the Congress have instructed the 
President that his business and duty are confined to retaliation under 
the act of March, 1887. 

Mature reflection has convinced me as to two facts that were abso- 
lutely controlling in the situation we occupy in reference to the north- 
eastern British provinces in connection with the fisheries. 
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First, that all our rights of fishery within the territorial jurisdic- | statute-book, giving the Secretary of the Treasury and the President 


tion, being the joint rights of a tenancy in common with the people on 


tween the countries and by good will amongst the fishermen; and 
second that intercourse in such joint enjoyment of the fisheries can 
not be properly or safely regulated by means of retaliatory laws or 
proceedings. 

I can conceive of nothing more difficult than the task of preserving 
to our fishermen their full and just rights in a joint fishery on the dis- 
tanti coasts of Newfoundland and Labrador, amongst a people whose 
commerce and ships are excluded from our ports and whose jealousy 
of their rights in respect of their sole means of subsistence is further 
inflamed by unfriendly or hostile relations between their government 
and ours. I can scarcely see that it is possible that our fishermen can 
safely and peacefully enjoy the rights left to them by the treaty of 
1818 while the two countries are engaged in repressing and destroying 
the commerce of each other, with all the irritations that such relations 
will engender, unless we send out our war ships, if we should have | 
any, to convoy and protect our fishing fleets. 

A treaty right is of little worth if it must be constantly protected by 
an armed force. 

This joint ownership of the fisheries is the great controlling fact that 
makes it indispensable that its enjoyments should be regulated, con- 
trolled, and secured by agreement with the other joint owner, rather | 
than by disagreement, contention, strife, retaliation, and retorsion. 

We have seen that, with the best efforts of both governments to pro- | 


mote harmony and peace among the men whose ships visit the same | 


waters to gather, angually, the rich harvest of the fisheries, by treaties 
with broad provisions for reciprocity, we have been frequently driven | 
to the verge of war by their jealousies and disagreements. 

Neither party has ever tried the efficacy of retaliation to prevent 
or cure these troubles. If we are forced now to this resort it isa certain 
result that we shall lose the benefit of our joint fishing rights under the 
treaty of 1818, unless we send out our fishermen under the convoy of | 
our Navy. 

It goes without saying that any exercise of force by either party in 
the fishing waters to correct an injustice or prevent an abuse would 
almost certainly lead to hostile collision between our men of war and 
to open hostilities. 

These and many like reasons impress me with the conviction that 


the nature of our rights in the fisheries of the British provinces com- | 
pels us to prefer the certainty and security of treaty agreements for | 


their regulation to that uncertain and doubtful expedient which is 


those coasts, they can only be enjoyed, beneficially, by agreement be- 
| 





found in unfriendly retaliation. 

Therefore, I could only admit the conclusion that the time for nego- 
tiation with Great Britain about our fishing rights had passed, with the 
most serious apprehensions that the time had arrived to state our de- 
mands in the clearest manner, and to enforce them by all the means in 
our power. 

If there is a middle ground between our refusal to negotiate and the 
declaration of an ultimatum, to which we will adhere to the uttermost, | 
in reference to this joint right of fishery in the provincial waters, it is 
certainly very debatable ground. It is not ground upon which these | 
sovereign nations confront each other in open and upright controversy 
to settle great questions definitely and fairly in whatever form of con- 
test may be required. It is rather the ground over which the raider 
steals a march in search of booty, and hopes to exhaust his antagonist 
by cutting off his supplies and destroying his resources. 

This might be good strategy in war, but itisa very weak and shamb- 
ling policy in respect of our commercial dealings. Rather than resort 
to this policy, for which we made ample provision by law in 1850, in 
a statute that is still in force, and under the worst experience we have 
ever had of the harsh execution of the British view of the treaty of 
1818, we have given the Canadians twenty-four years of importation | 
of free fish out of the thirty-eight years since 1850, and in 1870, when 
the Republican party was in full possession of the Government, they | 
put fresh fish on the free-list and have kept it there to this hour. 

Neither Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Johnson, General Grant, Mr. Hayes, or Mr. 
Arthur ever attempted to resort to the retaliatory law of 1850 to meet 
any of the many acts of alleged aggression and the constant denial of 
trading privileges to our fishermen, although they were as severe and 


which they held the Presidency, with complete control of every branch 


} mon with the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, the libert 
defiant as they were ever before or since the twenty-four years during | 


of the Government, including the judiciary and a majority in both | 


branches of Congress, that was eager to record their decrees. More than | 


three hundred cases of seizure of our fishing vessels by the provincial 
authorities had occurred during and antecedent to their possession of 
the Government, and except the pious episode of the Sunday fishing in 


Fortune Bay, not one of the five Cabinet officers now inthis body, Mr. | 


CAMERON, Mr. EVARTS, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CHANp- 
LER, who held high places in those administrations, can show a line in 
print that contained even a movement in the direction of a proclama- 


all the power that was needed to retaliate upon Canada, and here are 
the ex-Secretaries of the Treasury, of the Interior, of the Navy, of War, 
and of State, abusing with coarse epithets the present Administration 
and putting that abuse in a report from acommittee of the Senate, and 
in speeches on this floor, because the President sought to come to a fair 
agreement with Great Britain, if that were possible, with the consent 
of the Senate, before resorting to the act of 1850, or that of 1887, te 
compel that Government to do us justice. : 

Those ex-Secretaries demand that the door of negotiation shall be 
immediately shut, so as to force Mr. Cleveland to the sole alternative 
of retaliation, and the probable result of open hostilities with Great 
Britain, while for twenty-four years they and their powerful party 
neither retaliated nor treated, and very mildly complained about the 
wrongs of our fishermen, some fresh and some old and moss-grown 
with neglect. Why did they not retaliate? Why did they not force 
the country into war? The answer is too plain and too humiliating 
to be stated with composure by any American. 

In the treaty of 1871 we, in effect, condoned every previous cause of 
complaint and merged the wounded pride and the uncollected dam- 
ages for past wrongs to our fishermen in the new arrangement, by 
which we admitted fish to our markets free of duty, and agreed to 
pay a sum which turned out to be $5,500,000 for peace, fraternity, and 
poor fishing along the Canadian coasts. 

In fact we used these inducements in order to make it easier for Great 
Britain to agree with us on the Alabama claims, and some other ar- 
rangements for the use of the lakes as channels of trade and commerce. 

These ex-Secretaries and their party, having resorted to negotiation 
instead of retaliation, made this treaty of 1871 to cover the very ques 
tions that now exist; that appeared in flagrant wrongs in 1869 and 1870, 
and then subsided for ten years under this five-and-a-half-million-dol- 
lar poultice and appeared again in 1885; and now they are here cry- 
ing out against a President for negotiating a treaty, and sending it to 
them for ratification, amendment, or rejection, which is a fair, direct, 
and just settlementof these disputes. Why may we not now treat with 
Great Britain about these same troubles and misunderstandings on the 
basis of mutual concession, in order to reach’a common and satisfactory 
agreement, when these ex-Secretaries paid Great Britain five and a half 
million dollars for the purchase of ten years’ peace on these same ques- 
tions? 

They denounce this treaty in their national party platform as a pu- 
sillanimous and cowardly surrender, and are scarcely less sparing of epi- 
thets towards it and the President in their speeches in the Senate after 
they have given free fish to Canada and $5,500,000 in money for the 
right to fish within the 3-mile limit as fixed by the treaty of 1818 and 
to land on certain coasts and shores for the purpose of drying their nets 





| and curing their fish. This was the only additional liberty secured to 


our fishermen, for which these ex-Secretaries and their party paid these 
enormous sums and gave them the right also to fish in our waters, on 


| our seacoasts and shores north of 39° north latitude, extending this 


privilege 3 degrees farther south on our shores than was done in the 
treaty of 1854. 

Our fishermen needed the commercial privileges for which we now 
clamor in such belligerent notes in 1871 quite as much as they are 


| needed now. They were as important then as they are now, but the 


treaty of 1871, sent to the Senate by General Grant and confirmed 
without opposition, made no allusion to any commercial rights for our 
fishermen. The negotiators had their instructions from the President, 
in which these commercial rights were distinctly called to their atten- 
tion, but the treaty contained no word on the subject. Senators scout 


| a negotiation as being pusillanimous and cowardly, because it does not 


make as full provision for the commercial rights of our fishermen as 


| they now claim, while remembering that they and their party mado 


the treaty of 1871 without an allusion tosuch rights. They made ad- 
ditions to our treaty rights under the treaty of 1815 in these words: 


ARTICLE XVIII. 

It is agreed by the high contracting parties that, in addition to the liberty se- 
cured to the United States fishermen by the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed at London on the Wth day of October, 1518, of 
taking, curing, and drying fish on certain coasts of the British North American 
colonies therein defined, the inhabitants ofthe United States shall have, in com 
for the term of 
years mentioned in Article XX XIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, ex- 





| cept shell-fish,on the seacoasts and shores, and in the bays, harbors, and 
creeks of the provinces of Quebec, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick, and the 
colony of Prince Edward’s Island, and of the several islands thereunto adja- 
cent, without being restricted to any distance from the shore, with permission 
| to land upon the said coasts and shores and islands, and also uy the Magda 
len Islands, for the purpose of drying th r und r tis pr led 


tion of non-intercourse or retaliation upon Canada under the law of 1850. | 
There were the grievances, old and new, quite as aggravated and | 


galling to our pride and damaging to our interests as any that have oc- 
curred since Arthur’s administration; there was the law of 1850 on the 





that in so doing they do not interfere wit! 1e I of pri 
with British fishermen, in the peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in 
their occupancy for the same purpose. 





It is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to t 
fishery, and that the salmon and shad fisheries, and al her fisheries in: 
and the mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for British ! 

They stopped with these additions to our sideof the subject ar ve 
to the Canadians full fishing rights on our coasts down to 39° north 
latitude. Can any of the five Secretaries or the Senators who were in 
this body in May, 1871, answer to our despoiled fishermen why it was 


that this treaty of 1871 admitted all fish and fish-oil free of duty and 
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mulcted us in a sum of $5,500,000, and gave British fishermen the 
equal rights with ourselves to fish on our shores down to 39° north lat- 
ftude? Were not all these gentlemen on the British side of that ques- 
tion? Let themanswer these questions, or else forever after hold their 
peace on the subject of pusillanimous and cowardly treaties and from 
any further accusations against us that we are espousing the British or 
Canadian side of this controversy. 

What has become of the recent lofty boast of American statesmanship, 
that we intend to demand and secure commercial rights for our fisher- 
men in the ports of Canada? What was done to secure those rights in 
the treaty of 1571? Who moved in thatdirection? Who intimated a 
desire for such commercial rights in 1871? None of the able ex-Sec- 
retaries, none of the Senators on this floor; and yet there are many here 
now who were either in this House or the other in 1871. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to raise a point of con- 
sideration? The Senator must be aware that during the prevalence of 
the treaty of 1871 all these commercial rights were conceded, prac- 
tically. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, theSenator usesthe wrong word. ‘‘Concede”’ 
does not cover the subject. That is not the fact. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not say the treaty, but the action. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nor in any other way. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The action. 

Mr. MORGAN. A mere indulgence was granted to us, precisely of 
the same character as is granted now under the modus vivendi estab- 
lished in the protocol of the present treaty. 

Mr. EVARTS. I had notasked the Senator’s attention to any other 
consideration than the mere fact that during the prevalence of the 
treaty of 1871 these commercial privileges were enjoyed by our people. 

Mr. MORGAN, That was not in consequence of the treaty, but be- 
cause of the changed commercial relationship between those people and 
our people, whereby it became more profitable to the Canadians to have 
our people in their ports than it would have been to have excluded 
them. When we came to settle the damages in the Halifax Commis- 
sion upon this very question the British representative put in a demand 
for the privileges of commerce enjoyed under that treaty. Our reply 
to it was, ‘‘ The treaty is silent on the subject, and what you have 
granted us in the way of commerce has been a mere gratuity for your 
own advantage and benefit, and one that you could withdraw at any 
time.’’ Therefore it was not conceded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not state it asa concession. I merely asked 
whether the Senator agreed that during the period of time the treaty 
of 1871 was in force commercial privileges as we claim them for fisher- 
men were enjoyed. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very true. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well; that is all I wanted to ask. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is very true; they were enjoyed as an act ot 
grace and favor by the Canadians to our people, and for their own pri- 
vate advantage and benefit. 

Mr. PUGH. Will my colleague allow me to suggest that the fact 
that commercial privileges were enjoyed while the treaty of 1871 was 
in force is no reason why they were not provided for in the treaty itself? 

Mr. MORGAN. Surely not. 

Mr. PUGH. Those commercial privileges were not enjoyed prior to 
the formation of the treaty of 1871, and the fact that they were en- 
joyed while that treaty was in operation is no answer to the failure of 
the Government to provide for them in the treaty of 1871. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. I had no purpose of interposing the inquiry either 
to derange the argument of my friend from Alabama, or to anticipate 
my own on that subject. My purpose was to see whether we can agree 
about the fact, and then the reasoning may go on so far as you please 
on your side. 

Mr. MORGAN. We agree about the fact that under the benign in- 
fluences of the treaty of 1871, which gave free fish and free oil to the 
citizens of both countries, and which made a large promise of money 
to the Canadians for the value of their fisheries over and above the 
value of their enjoyment of our fisheries, they were in very good 
humor, received us very kindly and very hospitably; but the moment 
that treaty was put an end to they flared up again, and getting back 
on the hard lines of the treaty of 1818 they undertook to enforce it ac- 
cording to their own interpretation. 

There was no object during the pendency of the treaty of 1871 for 
excluding our men under the treaty of 1818, or making any point at 
all, because they had the right to go up to the shores and fish on any 
part of the coast, just as much right as the Canadians themselves had. 

If you put this treaty in force you will find that the same state of 
affairs will occur again in Canada which occurred under the treaty of 
1871. Peace will prevail and our fishermen will enjoy the advantages 
of the joint enterprises or ventures of fishing in those waters with as 
much security, as much peace, as much quiet, as they did the opera- 
tion of the treaty of 1871. But the difference would be that by this 
treaty we should have secured the right by a treaty obligation, while in 
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the treaty of 1871 our Republican friends left it to be begged or bor- 
rowed from the Canadians as they might see proper to grant in accord- 
ing to their grace and free will. 

We should enjoy also the guaranties of this treaty without paying 
any money for it, or without paying free fish for it, or paying anything 
else for it. If the treaty is carried into effect it will produce precisely 
the same condition of peaceful intercourse that occurred under the 
treaty of 1871, which made no provision except to gratify the Cana- 
dians and keep them in good humor, and prevent them in that way 
from interfering with our rights. 

It is a common notion frequently advanced in debate that the treaties 
of 1854 and 1871 were intended to be temporary arrangements. If they 
were so intended, they were disgraceful escapes from the questions and 
troubles engendered by the treaty of 1818, which the present Adminis- 
tration has met boldly and settled fairly on principle. 

But they were intended to be permanent arrangements, unless they 
proved injurious to the one or the other of the treaty powers. The 
reciprocity treaty of 1854 went down under a prejudice against Canada 
that grew up during the warof the rebellion. The treaty of 1871 went 
down, as to the fisheries articles, because we found that the treaty was 
costing us in money many times more than the value of the privileges 
of the inshore fisheries. 

It is yet a very serious question whether we have not lost greatly by 
the abrogation of the treaty of 1854. Thus we see that the treaty be- 
fore the Senate is the first and only one in which any commercial priv- 
ileges have been secured to our fishermen, or in which a serious ef- 
fort has been made to secure them. I will go into this subject more 
fully when I shall attempt hereafter to discuss the merits of this treaty 
in open executive session. 

It is in reference to the commercial privileges of our fishermen, and 
alone in reference to these alleged rights, that the startling doctrine 
is asserted, and the rash attitude is taken in the report of the majority 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations that the fisheries are no longer 
a proper subject of negotiation, and that the time for negotiation with 
Great Britain has passed. 

What commercial privileges do we thus demand for our fishermen ? 
The answer seems to be ‘‘the same that we accord to Canadian fisher- 
men.’’ The answer is not candid, for we do not accord to Canadians the 
right to take fish anywhere within 3 miles of oc seacoast or to land 
and dry fish on any of our shores, and especially do we not allow them 
the liberty to fish within 3 miles of the shores of the coasts, bays, har- 
bors, and creeks of the dominions or domain of the United States. 
They have no such treaty rights, and we have never granted such fish- 
ing rights to them by any statute, whether the bays are 6 miles wide 
or as wide as Boston Harbor, or Long Island Sound, or Delaware Bay, 
or Chesapeake Bay. 

They have only the same commercial rights in our ports that we 
extend to all ships of commerce, while we have a treaty right for fish- 
ing privileges and to enter their bays, etc., for shelter or repairs and 
to obtain wood and water. 

One thing is certain in respect of the commercial rights of Canadian 
fishermen in our ports of entry, and that is, that they are admitted, not 
for the sake of comity and as an act of grace and hospitality, but be- 
cause their presence in our ports increases the trade of our merchants, 
mechanics, outfitters, and dealers in fishing-tackle, provisions, and the 
equipment of fishermen. Our people have many things to sell to Cana- 
dian fishermen in exchange for their fares, while the Canadians have 
little to sell to us besides bait and fish. We want their trade, while a 
narrow policy, as I think, induces them to reject the trade of our fish- 
ermen. The retaliation that would exclude their trade from our ports 
would lessen our profits much more than theirs. 

But this is what we are told we must demand until their ports are 
as free to our fishermen as ours are to them. 

All such demands are entirely apart from the treaty of 1818, and so 
we are distinctly informed in the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee. But they insist that these demands shall be madeand enforced 
by retaliation. If wesucceed in getting what we require by this species 
of force, how long will the privilege continue if it is not secured by a 
treaty engagement? The answeris, that this having been accomplished 
by pressure, when that is removed the privilege will cease. I can think 
of nothing more hopeless as a permanent adjustment of our troubles 
than this temporary and uncertain expedient. 

But it is this wild and unstable device that so strongly addresses 
itself to the judgment of Senators, that for fear it may not be resorted 
to they demand that no negotiation shall be entered upon with ref- 
erence to the fisheries troubles. It is for the vague hope of advantage 
from this expedient that the President is censured for attempting te 
treat with Great Britain and to secure broad and useful privileges for 
our fishermen in a form where we can enforce them. 

An untried experiment-which all nations consider as leading in the 
first steps to be taken to the very verge of war, and is therefore re- 
sorted to only when all reasonably hope of agreement is extinguished, 
is held up as our only means of securing our full and just rights with 
reference to commercial advantages for our fishermen, about which we 
have not even proposed to treat with Great Britain. 

In the summing up of our contentions under the treaty of 1818 as 
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things that were said in debate on this floor in the earlier stages of this 
present controversy. The honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] 
had the floor. He said: 


I call attention now, Mr. President, to the treaty of 1818, the provisions of 
which, I suppose, have been in force since the abrogation of the fishery clauses 


of the ‘treaty of Washington.” In the negotiation of this England evinced 
neither magnasnimity nor sentiment, and our commissioners neither sagacity 
nor courage Thetimes were not propitious forus. Waterloo had been fought; 
the allies had entered Paris; Napoleon had abdicated, and England was arro- 
gant, We deliberately surrendered all of our fishery rights, and a blow was 
dealt that industry from which it has never recovered. By its terms England 
laid the foundation for ceasiess demands, and invited her colonies to the enact- 
ment of penal laws and the commission of outrages in their name which would 


disgrace any civilization, 


That was done under the terms of the treaty: 


I call attention to Article I: ‘‘and the United States hereby renounce forever 
any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, 
dry, or cure fish on or within three marine miles ofany of the coasts, bays, creeks, 
or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominion in America, not included within 


the above-mentioned limits’’— 
. 


Adds the Senator— 


with a proviso that our fishermen might enter these bays, etc., for shelter or 
to repair damage, to purchase wood and take water, but for no other purpose 
whatever. We reserved to ourselves only the commonest rights of hospitality 
and renounced all commercial privileges whatsoever. 


We ‘renounced all commercial privileges whatsoever’? by the treaty 
of 1818, says the Senator from Maine. 
But, to be accurate, I ought not to say ‘‘ renounced all commercial privileges,” 


for up to that time, under England's peculiar colonial policy, we had enjoyed 
no such privileges. 

Mr, Coke. May I ask the Senator who were the American commissioners in 
the negotiation of the treaty of 1818? 

Mr. Frye. I did know, but I have forgotten who they were. 

In 1819 the English Parliament passed an act construing this article, making 
itan offense if our vessels had fished, were then fishing or preparing to fish, 
within the shore-line, and the colonial courts held that when a vessel within 


the shore-line was preparing to fish outside of it she was liable to seizure and 
condemnation, 


Further, England claimed that this 3-mile line was to be measured outside 
of a line drawn from headland to headland, which would include gulfs half as 
large as the Gulf of Mexico. It is true that on the protest of our Government 
she subsequently instructed her officers not to enforce the law under this claim, 
but she has never renounced it, 


In April, 1883, the Senator from Maine said that England had never 
renounced that claim. 

For several years we had but little trouble under this treaty; then it came in 
a perfect avalanche. Hngland and her colony coveted our increasing market, 
and as usual, without a scruple, went for it. They seized vessel after vessel, 
condemned them in colonial courts on the testimony of colonial witnesses, re- 
fused them shelter, drove them to sea in storms, seized and searched on the 
high seas, broke up voyages, until in fact the perils of the sea on the banks 
were not greater than the dangers of the law within the shore-line, Our Govy- 
ernment interfered again and again. Mr. Van Buren sent the Grampus into 
those waters in 1839; Mr. Pierce ordered a fleet there; the Kearsarge and the 
Mississippi cruised there, and in the presence of our armed vessels our fisher- 
men —_ undisturbed, but immediately on their withdrawal the outrages were 
renewed, 

The records of the Halifax Commission are full of evidences of illegal seizures ; 
of seizures and condemnations on complaints of the most trivial and inconse- 
quential character ; of every conceivable outrage and wrong; of every violation 
of the righjs of hospitality and friendly intercourse. Inthe pursuit of these un- 
justifiable Methods England and her colony had but one purpose—to force open 
our markets, and in 1854 their efforts were crowned with success in the ratifi- 
cation of the so-called “ reciprocity treaty,” reciprocal, however, largely only 
in name, They opened their fisheries to us, and we our markets to them. Iam 
confining myself, Mr. President, strictly to the question in issue, and, therefore, 
do not discuss the other features of that treaty. 


There was a terrible list of outrages and wrongs, including every 
phase of what we contend is the misconstruction by Great Britain of 
the treaty of 1818, carried into actual effect by seizure of our ships, 
wrongs rated up, year by year. When Mr. Bayard came to treat on 
this subject he found all this mass of wrong and injustice, and he found 
that contention of the headlands in his front. It had been practiced 
long, and with perfect impunity, for no administration had resented it. 
The ‘‘ grand old party’’ which was in possession of this Government 
for twenty-five years did not resent it all. It all went by as pleasantly 
as the dream of a sleeping maiden. All was agreeable among the ex- 
Secretaries and the great men who led the Republican party. They 
were all smooth and quiet. Notwithstanding that, the Senator from 
Maine was able in April, 1886, to get up in this body and utter this 
terrific denunciation against the conduct of Great Britain. 

Mr. Bayard found it all there. What has he done withit? He 
has made a means by which it will not occur again. He has reserved 
these questions, one by one, that were not condoned and given up in 
the treaty of 1871 by the Republican party, for future adjudication, 
and they will be adjudicated, not waived, not condoned, not forgotten. 

Now, you see how the situation is changed. You see what advice 
was given by one of these honorable negotiators, a man in high place, 
and deservedly so in the Senate for his ability and knowledge of the 
fisheries question. You see the advice he gave to the President of the 
United States, then, in his speech, and what the President had a right 
to conclude would meet his approbation, a treaty that would settle 
forever the headland theory, still contended for by Great Britain, and 
one that would check and put down these misinterpretations and mis- 
constructions. 

The Senator from Maine went into particulars a little farther on in 








AUGUST 2, 





his speech, The honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] was 
seeking some information from him. This occurred between them: 

Mr. Gray. I thank the Senator for allowing me to call his attention to that, 
because it seems to me it was apropos to something he said about executive 
aggression interfering with the rights of the American fishermen. 

Mr. Frye. I referred, Mr. President, to the aggression of the treaty-making 
power. Iwas glad to notice in the Tribune that our consul-general at Halifax 
seemed to have been better informed than our Secretary of Stateat Washington. 

Mr. Gray. He seems to have taken the same view precisely as the Secretary 
of State, so far as anything I have seen from him is concerned, 

Mr. Frye. Did not the Senator notice the two dispatches, one sent in the 
morning and the other in the evening, which I read the other day? 

Mr. Gray. I did. I will not interrupt the Senator now to say what I think 
about those dispatches; but I think they are entirely consistent with the posi- 
tion taken by Consul-General Phelan. 

Mr. Frye. The worst outrage which they can commit is the very one whjch 
they contend there they havea right to commit, and that is to prevent our ves- 
sels from buying bait and ice. What other commercial privileges, let me ask 
the Senator from Delaware, do we want of Canada than to let our vessels buy 
bait and ice there? There is nothing else on earth we want to buy there. 

That is a pretty strong statement coming from very high authority, 
from a gentleman reared upon the coast, almost at the Bay of Fundy. 
Said the Senator from Maine: 

What other commercial privileges, let me ask the Senator from Delaware, do 
we want of Canaca than to let our vessels buy bait and ice there? There is 
nothing else on earth we want to buy there. 

Mr. Gray. I was not talking about commercial privileges. I was talking 
about the activity of the consular agents. 

Mr. Frys. The consular agent seems to admit there that we can not buy bait 
and ice. 

Mr. Gray. He has not said anything about that, I think. 

Mr. Frye. That very statement made in the New York Tribune says so, that 
the Canadians can put men on board our vessels, if they stay there a month, 
and put them there to see towhat? To see that wedo not fish or buy bait. All 
on earth we want to buy there is bait and ice. 

I should think if that was all we wanted there at that time we do not 
want much more there now. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not get that; that isthetrouble. Wedo not 
get the right to buy bait there. 

Mr. MORGAN. You will get it if you ratify this treaty. 

Mr. TELLER. Wecould getit undercertain circumstances and con- 
ditions. 

Mr. MORGAN. The conditions are not onerous, merely that a man 
will take out a license by which he identifies himself as a fisherman. 
That is all. He does not pay anything forit. That is all he would 
have to do, and he can buy all the bait and all the ice or anything else 
he wants there. That is secured by this treaty. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all the Senator from Maine said we wanted 
to buy there? 

Mr. MORGAN. That was all. They have not anything else to sell, 
he said. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
consent to be interrupted ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. What do fishermen want to buy there besides bait 
and ice? 

Mr. MORGAN. I never was up there inmy life. Isuppose if they 
could find some chickens they would like to buy them, possibly some 
potatoes. Ido not know what else. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry] was certainly 
right in saying that all our fishing vessels in the quality of fishing ves- 
sels had occasion to ask of hospitality and trade there was to be allowed 
to buy bait and ice. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are allowed to buy those and all other sup- 
plies for voyages homeward or outward. ‘They have nothing to do but 
merely to register their license, and they do not have to pay anything 
for that under the proposed treaty. Now I will follow the Senator 
from Maine a little further. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator goes on I wish to ask him if he 
is reading a statement which the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] made 
in the last Congress? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; made in April, 1886. The Senator from 
Maine then referred to the increase of Canada’s export of fish to this 
country since 1871. In 1871 it was $84,742.59, in 1881 it was $2,559, - 
312.52, and in 1884 it was $3,886,358.39. He proceeds: 

I have not the official figures of the great lake fisheries, but am informed that 
they fairly participate in this gain. In fact, it is beyond dispute that the life of 
the Canadian fisheries depends largely upon the freedom of our markets. Now, 
sir, what advantages have accrued to us from the Washington treaty? 

1, ** Wood, water, and shelter.’’ But we had those before, and now, too, under 
the treaty of 1818. : 

2. Of commercial privileges. None under the treaty. 

3. The right to take fish within the 3-mile limit. What has this been worth 
tous? The right to take capelin and squid for bait would have been of value, 
but the moment we undertook to avail ourselves of it we found cables cut, 
nets destroyed, all manner of damage inflicted, and nothing else could have 
been expected. The people around those shores, living on the smal! bays 
and harbors, have only one resource upon which they can depend for money, 
thecapture of capelin and squid for bait, to be sold to the fishermen. Men, 
women, and children engage in it with the hook and line. One of our vessels 
with its huge seine can sweep a little bay clean. Who can blame these people 
for defending to the bitter end their only source of supply, the sole barrier be- 
tween them and starvation? Our fishermen speedily gave up this advantage 
under the treaty and have purchased their bait of these poor people at a cost 
of over $100,000 annually, The shore and guif fisheries have been absolutely 
worthless. 
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In connection with the graphic, earnest, and sympathetic remarks of 
the Senator from Maine, which do great «redit to his magnanimity and 
his generosity as am to the fact that there are some 





I desire to refer 


delimitations of bays here—Fortune Bay, the Bay of Miramichi, and | 


a part of Chaleurs where the bays are 10 miles from shore to shore, and 
at that point there is a fixed delimitation in the treaty. 

I do not know that I can account fully forall this fixed delimitation, 
but referring to the remarks I have just read from the Senator fi 
Maine, which were antecedent to the treaty, if the President of the 
United States found nothing else to respond to but that touching ap 
peal to his generosity and magnanimity which the Senator from Maine 
so earnestly presented in hehalf of those poor people, it seems to me 
that would have been quite a sufficient influence to have shut thos 
little bays off in which our fishing is of no advantage to us and in 
which when we had the right to fish there for capelin and other bait 
we refused to exercise if'and would buy bait from those poor people 
at the cost of a hundred thousand dollars a vear. That, it seems to 
me, addressing itself to the sense of humanity of a people like ours, 
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rich in everything, with the abundance that Providence has bestowed | 


upon us, would be rather a strong and persuasive argument. 

Those poor people stretch their huts around the coast, and the in- 
coming of foreign ships, or any ships indeed, unless they are under 
the control of local laws, would have a natural tendency to break 
up their little local fisheries, their weirs, and their nets, etc. More 
than that, sparse communities like those have a very weak hold upon 
the elements of municipal control sufficient to hold in check a fleet ot 
many thousand fishermen when they have a right to go there, away 
from the responsibility of home. 

If we had communities situated in the same manner I should say 
that I would dislike very much indeed to understand that any foreign 
power, British power or any other, had the right to go at will within 
a little land-locked bay, anchor their ships, sweep about with their 
seines, and take from the people there all their means of subsistence 
when it came in. Ishould dislike that, and I must sympathize and 
concur with the Senator from Maine when in speaking of these people 
he says that they— 
have only one resource upon which to depend for money, the capture of capelin 
and squid for bait, to be sold tothe fishermen. 

There is another reason for it. The United States have engaged with 
great success and have furnished a very excellent example to their 
neighboring and other governments upon the subject of the propaga- 
tion of food fishes. I am informed by the reports of the fisheries of 
Canada that especially in the Bays of Chaleurs and Miramichi they 
have their national fish hatcheries established just as we have at 
Wood’s Holl. I should say that it would be a very prudent thing not 
only for Canadian interests, but also for the interests of the people who 
consume food-fishes the world over, that these hatcheries should not 
be liable to intrusion. 

T can see in that a very good reason why we might have found it to 
our advantage as well as to the advantage of the Canadians that fixed 
lines of delimitation should be put there so that our fishermen or the 
fishermen of any other country could not intrude. 

I did not propose, however, to dwell upon that branch of the sub- 
ject. I will look into it a little more closely and see if I can find out 
more about it. I will follow the Senator from Maine [|Mr. Frye} a 
little further. 

In speaking of the value of the inshore fisheries the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] said: 

Carefully compiled statistics for the whole period of twelve years show an an- 
nual average of 968 vessels engaged in the gulf fisheries and within the shore- 
line. The average annual catch in the gulf was worth in our market $194,659 
within the shore line, $64,882. That would give each vessel in the gulf, $2 
in the shore-line, $673. Now, an American vessel in the gulf, to pay expenses 
of outfit, insurance, depreciation of vessel, crew’s share, and master’s comm 
sion, must take four thousand dollars’ worth of mackerel. Sothatevery mack- 
erel taken either in the gulf or in the shore-line actually cost nearly twice what 
it was worth. During the whole twelve years our vessels took about seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars’ worth, and they cost them more than $1 ,200- 
000. The statistics of the last half of the treaty period make a still worse show- 
ing. Formerly it was not unusual for us to have 500 mackerel vessels at a time 
in the gulf, but in 1879 we had 44; in 1880, 34; in 1881, 3; in 1882, 1. 

W. A, Wilcox, of the United States Fish Commission, in his report for 1885, 
says: 


erel very scarce, at times very plenty, but they were small and of poor qua! 
With the hopes of finding larger and better fish soon, the vessels in many cases 
forwarded their catch by rail or steamer to Boston or Gloucester, the same sell- 
ing for $2.12} to $3.50 per barrel, frequently not bringing enough to pay the cost 
of barrels, salt, freight, insurance, and commission, not mentioning time, labor, 
and expense of the voyage. The crews fishing on shares in many cases re- 
ceived nothing, and the vessels’ expenses exceeded their gross receipts. 

a * *. 7: ~ * - 


““On November 21 schooners Spencer F. Baird, William McDonald, and W. H. 
Jordan arrived at Gloucester from a six weeks’ cruise in the Gulf of St. Law- 
rence and off the Nova Scotia shore, none of these vessels haying caught a sin- 
gle mackerel during the entire trip. 

“Vessels from Gloucester, Mass.. are the only ones that entered provincial 
ports for the purpose of obtaining barrels and supplies. These purchased 9,572 
empty fish-barrels, valued at $7,425.95, and paid in addition $9,759.05 for provis- 
ions, and $331.26 harbor dues.” 

It needs no argument outside of these figures to show that the right accorded 


us to fish in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and within the 3-mile shore-line is abso- | 


lutely worthless. 
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light have taken that as averitab ict 
N whoisanacknowledged authority 
’ tands i q ga ho ifid w 
to speak what he t cs about ev 
ti om Massachusetts sted that tl 
h been consulted as we i is und he rid t it the itor 
from Maine would ha ude one o ery best of experts to have 
née tiated a treat If he had started out with the pro} ition, which 

here ‘stated, that the right accorded to us to n the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence, the whole of t t g it { ne 3 
absolutely worthless, he probably would have ft alms whatever 

; Poy ‘ 2a } } + I » + ‘ j ‘ 

in givingitup. But we did not doit. The President of l ed 
States did not go as far as the Senator from Maine invited him to go 
inhisspeech. Did any Senator here ever deny that proposition There 
was no denial of it It was the truth and could not’ be denied. 

Mr. MoreGay. Is not the right to fish with bait worth something 

Mi PRY Within t re 

Mr. MorGawn. Yes 

Mr. Frye. No, s t is not Ifow are youg to take x 4 

Mr. MornGAN, I refe 3} iwliy to mackere 

Mr. Fr‘ Mackerel fishing ti e I think practically worthless t ‘ it 
halibut fish can be taken with bait We wish t ‘ rit in Canada f 

Mr. President, why is it that a privilege formerly of ense Vv i s be- 
come valueless Simply for the reason that there has na rac i we i 
the manner and methods of fishing, as suggested by t - stor \ ama. 

Now he ints for it. states | S1 and adda it alia 

i 12@ aACCOULT I0T 10, SLA hil 1 and aad it ip, and then 


proves it. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
up there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all 


Mr. GEORGE. Simply a change in the method of catching them. 


There has been no change in the habits of the fish 

















Mr. MORGAN. There has been a change in the method of catching 
them. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry&] continues 
rhe entire worthlessness to us of the privileges accorded by the Washington 
treaty, the gradual but certain destruction of our fishing indus t 1/arm- 
ing decrease of our fishing fleet and of the sailors mann i ek wn of 
all men, and the earliest day it could, under the terms of the treat done, I 
introduced a resolution into the Senate instructing the President to give notice 
of its abrogation as to the fishing clauses rhe resolution was rep { back 
fi he Committee on Foreign Relations unanimously, and passed th Houses 
of Congress without dissent or division. July 1,188), should have t wed us 
from this bondage, but months before that long-desired day arrived our fisher- 
heard with amazementan idignation that Secretary Bayard was making, 
without the interposition of the Senate, a new treaty, extending certain provis- 
ions of the old one, w ia new agreement that 


Now, I will call attention gor a moment to the ideas of the Senator 


from Maine about Canada. He said: 


The right of our fishermen to-day to buy bait and ice rests.on precisely the 
basis as the right to purchase any other article they have to sell; and 
uld this r be denied, Congress can promptly and effectually retaliate by 

xcluding British colonial shipping from our ports. In these regards our inter- 

rse with these colonies dé t 





} 





pends entirely on legislation, n 
is not the slightest danger of Great Britain assenting toans 
privileges, to any interfer 5 


on treaties Phere 


' on of tl 





ce with this intercourse Ven 





dland, a few 


vears since, passed a law prohibiting the sale of bait and ice to our tishermen, 
but Great Britain refused her assent to the legislation 

Mr. President, I assert, without fear of contradiction by y man engaged in 
the fishing business, I do not mean importer of fish, that we have nothing to 


ask of Canada. She has no control over, nor exclusive interest in, any waters 
where we desire to fish for cod, haddock, halibut, or mackerel rien what is 


there for a commission to settle, so far as we are concerned Canada, I admit, 
does seek something of us. Our market is to heran absolute necessity But, 
under a recent ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury, that solidly-froz hali- 
mit, frozen for weeks, brought into Gloucester by the vessel-load, were fish 
fresh for immediate consumption,’ and not dutiable, a market is opened upto 


Canada for at least 600,000,000 pounds of fish annually. 


The Republicans let in 600,000,000 pounds of fish. annually from 
Canada without paying any duty at all. r 
thing to do with it except to sit by and see it done. The Senator from 
Maine continued: 


The Democrats had not 








I said we asked nothing of Canada, but we do demand of our Secretary of the 
Treasury that in construing our tariff Jaws, if he is in doubt, weand not Canada 
shall have the benefit of loubt. Since that item was put into our tariff law 
the whole method of erving fish fresh has changed rhen they must be 
consumed at once, or cured by salt or smoking, but now with freezing processes, 
refrigerators on fishing vessels, on ste ers, on cars, and every great market, 
fish are kept fresh as long as they are preserved good by curing. If the Secre- 


tary will wisely reconsider this decision, and find some way to rule that small 


herring, brought in fresh to-day, and t orrow boiled in oil anid made sare 





| dines, shall be admitted free of duty, his conclusions will be much more benefi-e 
“ The few vessels that fished in the Gulfof St. Lawrence at times found mack- | 


cent for his countrymen 


ir. MORGAN. Can we not get the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to find out whether he is right or not? 

Mr. Frye. The Senator from Vermont my attention to an act ‘of 1893 
which authorizes the President to issue proclamation at any time without any 
further enactment 

Mr. Epmuunpbs, When there is discrimination mad wainst our 
British ports 

Mr. MoreGan. TI 
have any additional Con 


vessels in 


at is what I understood the lawto! It is 


ot necessary to 
gressiona t about it, The President by procla- 


mation can declare non-inter« re 
Because I made that statement at that early day, with the approba- 
tion of all the Senators around me, I have been held up as a very in- 
consistent sort of man in my opinion. I found myself lately very un- 
| expectedly to be a very high authority, being quoted by every one of 
the Senators who spoke on the other side of this question as if I had a 
right to commit the Government of the United States to my personal 
| opinion. I admit that I stand on better ground as authority than Mr. 


I think the President of the United States in negotiating this treaty | Woodbury, or Mr. Spofford, or Mr. Trescot, I concede that they are 
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very much more learned men than I am, but they are and have been 


all the time employed as counsel in the case, paid a regular salary for 


their opinions; and these briefs of hired counsel are brought to the Sen- 
at nited States, and it is announced that those gentlemen are 





all D 

















Ur what a terrible mistake Senators are making in following | 
Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Bayard, who are working for the good of t1 
country instead of going to the briefs of the hired counsel, Mr. Wood- 
bur . Mr. yt, and Mr. Sp yfford. I believe all three of those gen- 
tlemen were among the ‘* five wise men of the East’’ whom we were ad 
vised by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to select to ne- 
gotiate treat 

ihe Senator from Maine was one of them. With the Senator from 
Maine denying that our rights inshore there were worth anything, 
denying that the privilege of catching bait was worth anything, as it 
was more emphat lly denied in the report that he joined me in from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations a little subsequent to the debate 
from which I have been reading, if we had them altogether I do not 
know what sort of a medley we should have made of it. I doubt i 
we could agree at ali. Stil), lam sorry, after all, that Mr. Bayard did 
not increase his commission to eight, and bring in the five wise men 
and put them to work on this treaty. Perhaps that would hay 
fied someb dy. 

it has been ( l very 1 to me, tl 1 have chai | 
My position upon this question. I have read the resolution which was 
pending | re the Senate, reported from the Committee on I< on 
. 


Relations, in which the ground was taken that Congress had no 1 

to provide a ion, because the Constitution of the United Stat 

had put it ent y within the power of the President to negotiate a 
treaty upon ary question without the advice and assistance of Congress 

3ut the ground was taken further by those who were willing to vote 
for the resolution in the language in which it was couched, that if Con- 
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| Will those honorable Senators who have accused me of ab 


its, and they want to show the Democratic party of the | 


AvGustT 2, 








So the Senator from Maine and myself occupied the same ground. 
doning di- 




















plomacy in favor of a resolution of retaliation do themselves the justice 
to appear in the light of honest, sincere truth before the world by cor- 

, ° , : ' . ‘ 
recting their statement? I do not know vy ther they will and I do 
not care; it is for them to say. 

I wish to show what I had to say in the sam year about the then 
stateofthequestion. In a colloquy which occurred between the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and myself, I replied to one of his sug- 
restions, which I need not read, as follow 

lo An. Unque : that. Our 1 in going there do 
ne i rthel hey oul +r the license of the 
sh statute, and if th i e t they go there we 
should not hesitate to resent any z »o people, any of them, for 
| the performance of any innocent a inno the time What might be the 
resuit of itafter we had had our « itro' [ do not know. We might be 
foreed back to the treaty of 1818, because they might repeal their laws and we 
repeal ours and thereby proclaim again 1 intercourse between the British 
provinces and the United States. That mig) ) re resultofit. But all this is 
now answering a beneficial purpose. It slows the impolicy 


gress had the right to create the commission Congress must instruct the | 


commission, and must ratify the action of the commission, and execute 
its action; and that that was a power which was entirely foreign to our 
constitutional system. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] said in 
the course of that debate: 

Mr. Frye. I thought that I accorded to the Secretary of State entire honesty 
of purpose in this matter. I complained that he did not give a heari: 
president of the Fishery Unior if he had, neither the President nor t 
retary of State would have fallen into this diplomatic trap which had been set 
for them here in Washington, 
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Thatis, by the celebrated ne West. The 


Senator from Maine continue 


otiator, Sgr Lionel Sackville 


“r 
1 
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, Mr. President, who sceks another commission? 





This was in 1886: 

In the light of the history I have sketched, of treaties with Great Britain touch- 
ing our fishing interests, of the awards and judgments of commissiongss having 
hitherto the consideration and settk 
Canadian neighbors, is there a single ray of encouragement for us to enter aga n 
upon this dangerous pathway? What have we to gain by it? 

i declare that no man in the United States has asked for another commission, 
and that no man's name in the United States can be given who has sought 
another commission at the hands of the President or Secretary of Siate. 

Mr. MorGan, I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what he means by 
another eommission? Does he mean a commission like that which met at Ha!- 
ifax, or a commission like that which negotiated and settled the treaty of 171° 

ir. Frye. I mean pr y what the President says—a commission to con 
sider and settle the fi rights. I mean any commission. 
Mr. MorGan, Let me ask the Senator from Maine, sothat we may understand 




















h other, does he hold that it is the duty of the Government from this time 
forward to abstain from all effort to settle any disputed questions that may arise 
or have arisen on the construction of the treaties or the effect of the provincial 
or British laws upon this subject of the fisheries? Does he intend to close the 
door against all future negotiations and leave the matter standing precisely as 
it is, without any eflort on the part of the Government of the United States 
either to correct it or to participate in bringing the two governments to a com- 
mon understanding as to what the rights of our people are? 

Mr. Frye. I have no power, and if I had I do not know that I would exercise 
it,to prever 
trade and our trade through the usual and ordinary channels, where it would 
take a two-thirds vote of the United States Senate to ratify any treaty so made. 

Mr. MorGan. Now, I concur with the Senator from Maine that whatever ques- 
tions remain unsettled between these two governments ought to be settled in 
the ordinary channels of diplomacy, and ought to be settled ultimately by a two- 
thirds vote of the Senate upon a treaty submitted to them. I agree to that, but 
I do not think that it is exactly fair to characterize the suggestion of the Presi- 
dent that we should act through a commission as being one entirely parallel 
with or at all akin to that unfortunate misadventure of our commission which 
settled the Halifax difliculty in a manner so extremely distasteful tous. I do 
not understand the President in his recommendation to propose a commission 
which shall by its action in advance conclude all questions between the govern- 
ments as to the fisheries, but that it is to negotiate; and I concur with the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the proper functionaries of the United States Government 
to negotiate treaties are specified in the Constitution of the country, and they 
are the diplomatic agents, whoever they may be, authorized by law and em- 
powered by the appointment of the President and the confirmation of the Sen- 
ate to act in the matter of negotiations, and then the Senate of the United States 
has the power to ratify or to reject their action. 

i do not hold to the doctrine, nor do I understand that the President holds to 
it in his message, that the Congress of the United States by a mere enactment 
can empower commissioners to negotiate unsettled diplomatic questions be- 
tween these two countries in such a way as that their conclusions will become 
binding upon the country, although the Senate may never have anything to 
say about the matter in the ratification of the result of their work. 

Mr. Frye. Then the language of the President of the United States was ex- 
ceedingly unfortunate in his message; and the Senate will bear me wilness 
that I have as yet said nothing touching a reciprocal treaty. I have entered as 
yet no objection to the treaty-making power negotiating, because I regard the 
protection of the two-thirds vote in the Senate as ample, 









rotiations being made for a treaty touching Canada and her | 


nent of differences between us and our | 





hat is the point to which I want to call attention 














Itshows the impolicy of discussing any question of this kind asa mere prob- 
u ot upon an existil ts, not upon an made up between us 
andi Gi Britain, but upon a suppos ious sta f fa , conjectural entirely, 
and so faras ican und sland this whol business we are cea - from begin- 
ning to end with it as a conjectural matter, and not something that actually ex- 
ists, and not something that actually claims the attention of the Government, 
at tis branch of it 
ice the embarrassment here in speaki what we should doin 
a certain case. Here are Senators who have tov upon all the treaty rela- 


tions that become Jaws between this and other countries; here we are debating 
,and we are 


question that is not up upon a state of facts that is only imaginar 
t logies and 


quotil very gravely propositions of law and tracing out their 





















their history we are saying also in this state of the case, Il would do 
thus and so,’ and some other Senator says, ‘In this state of case I would do 
thus and so. All this debate been brought before the Senate of the United 
States by what I conceive to be a mistaken call upon the Congress of the United 
States for its assistance in conducting this matter 

The Congress of the United States has no assistance to grant in this case, and 


ought not to be called upon to grant it. If we were settling the issues of a war, 
as we were in 1871, and if we were settling questions of damages that were still 
open between ourselves and foreign countries wing out of alleged breaches 
of treaty obligations, then it m l or Congress, in order, per- 


ght become ne 











haps, to give emphasis or some direction, or mak Tr ry provision of 
law, to indulge in anticipation for the pupose of creating a great commission 
to yo out and seltle the question. Nevertheless when we came to settle that 





most important question that we have ever had sine« var of 1812, the ques- 


| tion of the Alabama claims, connected with which, by British ingenuity, was 





some almost indefinite claim in respect of the breach of the fisheries treaty, we 





did not come to the Congress of the United States and ask them to enact a law 
creating a great high commissio: here were ten co 1issioners who nego- 








tiated the treaty of Washington, five ona side, but there was no statute and no 
joint resolution authorizing the making of that great commission, 

I then went on to discuss the subject of the duty of Congress to create 
a commission fer the purpose of considering the fisheries question. 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Alabama if the passages he 
has read occurred in the same debate in 1836? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are found in the same debate, which the Sen- 
ator has noticed here time and again sent around in hand-bill form to 


| inform the people of the United States of my opinions, keeping out of 
| view the whole pith and substance of my statement. It is bad enough 
| for a Senator of the United States to be compelled to refer in this open 
| manner to anything that he has to do as anegotiator for his country in 


the execution of these very delicate duties. It is bad enough, as we all 
know, that under the embarrassment of his apprehension that he will 
say something which might betray his country into a difficulty, he has 
to bear these burdens and undergo and encounter these difficulties; but 
when he does and says all that he can to put himself right in regard to 
the duty of the President to negotiate instead of a commission to be 
created by Congress, and in regard to the duty of the President to nego- 
tiate in preference to retaliation—it is very hard to have his colleagues 


| on this floor get up and select passages from his speeches which do not 





represent him fairly and truly. 

I would beg pardon of the Sénate for these allusions to myself were 
it not that they have been harped upon so frequently and so Jaboriously 
by Senators. They certainly must have had very poor material for 
argumentation when they had to drop the treaty and take me up. 

But there is one Senator on this floor to whose remarks I desire to 
call attention. He generally states them concisely and perspicuously 
and in most admirablestyle. In 1887, on the retaliation bill, he seemed 
to anticipate what might happen hereafter about it, and so he made the 
speech from which I shall read. It is due to the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] that I should lay his speech in considerable part be- 
fore the Senate. He said, January 24, 1887: 

Mr. Vest. Mr. President, it goes without saying that if the rights of the hum- 
blest citizen of the United States should be attacked by any foreign power ther 
would exist a unanimity of sentiment on the part of the people of the United 
States that those rights should be protected, that the glory and honor of the 
American people must be preserved. As the Senator from Alabama in front of 
me [Mr. MorGAN] has very well said, there would be no geographical or sec- 
tional differences if any such issue were ever made, and it would be found that 
the men who were arrayed against each other in battle very lately would stand 
together in solid phalanx in defense of these rights and of this honor. Allthis talk 
which runs beneath any such thing as a war with other peoples of the world is 








| premature. It is enough for us to meet any such contingency when it is abso- 


lutely impossible to avoid it. 

As for myself, I cansay that I have no such prejudice in favor of England or 
her institutions as prevents me now from declaring that I would not hesitate 
one single instant as to the consequences if the issue of individual rights or na- 















































a ' j . 1 Ta TART f 7 . a 
- + ‘ » , , vy ; g ’ 
1888. \ ’ Pviu BVVINSE Es Ei Vit i 4itd 4 
t ul h i lto ( ’ 
i ‘ 
would sufl 
4 some of his « iu 
1 ee I have rea f t 
Meas its st S ‘ 
. « 1 l . i | t th i 
, I isa it 
- negotiations 
; with the hope that t m 
§ Negotiations were pending 
a This measure nov f v h I I 
4% proposition foracor ! A . it 
te know in the history { ‘ try \ was the 
* s ‘ 
$, al i i 5 
,Y ‘ i > ‘ , et { i ‘ 
sy t < tion I le rt 
' tic . »gulp t 7 
tion?” Itis “‘his duty within emba . 
merce of the United 8 3 withth 
But that is I stated and J t 
1 frank to 4 t y 
1e United S l I 
ole tory es yi} I 
t t l t 3 « Ww ’ , 
1 Great Britain must mea y tall La ( . 
about a war with Great Brit ca yt « que 
% try upon our own soii—nor! v ly : 1 
5 aggeration. The United State le any su | 
3 that But in a r e war, who answer the res p . ) 4 
2 risk the gage of battle in any such fashion as that? Who wants t , 
a contest, no matter how high his patriotism or \ this n i ‘ { 
‘ ean think for « minute of the enormous k nly of I a 
‘ @ which must follow from uggle,s las w yw eunt eys 
: { mm t pre a S i 
No Senator on this floor attempted to correct that construc 3 to ire ju e and f rea 
ze by the Senator from Missouriupon that act of 1887,which is now: American vesse!s LA 
3 a law of retaliation, and which the majority of the committ ‘ ; Sane ‘ 
% is obligatory upon the President, and that he has no right to d her} \ 
z . 4 ..° 2. he ; ” 1: rded ¢ hie ‘ ‘ ‘ ~ 
‘ to execute 16 or to resort to his constitutional treaty-making po qe if a? h « 
; e ; ’ oth . - j 0d feel .y »< t¢ g . 
; advance of an attempt to execute it. It is right there, Mr. Pres ly established 
. that this committee undertakes, by an act outside of this treat e would to se 
i that has nothing to do with its merits, to put this country in an tead of 4 ‘. d ( 
= ' . : 7 Ca A ‘ iS i i 
a tude where the President of the United States is bound to 1 t to c VW M. } 
. — » . ‘ - ’ A i, y . i 
is retaliation, because they not merely reject the treaty which he ig MM, ' ‘ : 
i : : op an . : Ch 
2 made, but they say in terms, and time and t - £4 ; 
i in debate here, which I will include in my rem: I sl aati pee ‘ : © 
stop just now to read it, that the time f ed ( .t Brit ; é : : 
4 Great Britain, and that this is nota fit subject of I yuld ‘ the Unit S : ahs 
a like to know what right the Senate of the Un fr. EVART { { 
ap ° . VAD . i vn I x i 
a committees has to say that. ae : ; ae Nit a 


iy Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator if he refers to tl ( cola 
tee’s report? MT 
: Mr. MORGAN. Ido. mid +, 
a Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask w] fonla +] 








ie that report he refers to. Is it the clauses contained on pag that ; 

4 Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the Senator that the po le ae 
which I refer are contained on pages 24, 25, and 34 of the rey Mr. EVA 
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a Mr. EVARTS. I did not intend to put the Sen t 
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Mr. EVARTS. I found extract on page 34. Those ee 
recognized. ’ id ; 

Mr. MORGAN. On pa f and 25 the § i EVA I 
others. b Mr. MORGA 
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¥ President had violated his duty in disobeying what they consid é 

’ be and announced to be a final injunction of Congress that thi 
should hereafter be one of retaliation and not of negotiation. Mx y 

[ call that an act of outrageous presumption on the part of that ; presumpti 


committee—a dangerous act of outrageous presumption. We h [r. 
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the United States fixes our functions here, and in so far as we are con- 
cerned with this treaty we have nothing to do with it, unless it be to | 
amend, to ratify, ortorejectit. That is all wecan do; and that ought | 
to be done under the curtain of secrecy, where nobody could distinguish | 
one Senator from another in hisaction on the matter. It ought not to be 
the action of apolitical majority, born ina political caucus, as this was. 

Now, I pass over to the next question in this case, to which I will 
make a very brief reference. It is alleged in this report very gingerly, 
in quite a tentative and easy way, that the President of the United 
States had no right to appoint these negotiators. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [| Mr. CHANDLER] came to the conclusion that he had 
the right to appoint one, so he fixed up an amendment, or rather he 
put in a resolution, which denied the right to appoint Messrs. Putnam 
and Angell, but admitted the right of the President to appoint Mr. 

tayard. If there was one negotiator there that was a good negotia- 
tion, there is no right to make any complaint of it. 

But I wish to show now a casein point. When we met to negotiate 
the treaty of 1871, the broad subject of entering upon a negotiation 
was brought to the attention of the Senate by the President. I sup- 
pose that nobody will say that General Grant was a weak man or that 
he did not have seli-respect or that he was afraid of the opinions or 
other people. He laid before the Senate what he thought was a proper 
subject for their consideration, the subject of a general treaty with 
Great Britain. He appointed the negotiators by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and they went on until they negotiated a 
treaty; that is to say, they conducted the negotiation to something 
where it was about to reach a conclusion, and thereupon General Grant, 
without consulting the Senate, appointed the negotiators to negotiate 
the great treaty of 1871. 

Vhy did he apply in the first instance to the Senate on the subject 
of conducting such a negotiation, and why did he in the second in- 
stance speak of his own power and act upon his own power in the ap- 
pointment of the negotiators to the office they held? It was because 
in the first instance it was a subject of great public policy that he 
wished to have considered by the Senate of the United States, and he 
took their advice on the broad question of public policy, and the com- 
missioners were appointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. That was the joint high commission. They did not sign the 
treaty. 

When the President of the United States came to embody that treaty 
as it was formulated in a paper, a document, and send it to the Senate 
of the United States, he issued under his own hand his own authority 
to the negotiators, without referring it to the Senate, showing that the 
President of the United States had in that case a most thorough and 
complete conception of what were his constitutional powers in the ap- 
pointment of negotiators, the employment of men to represent him in 
a matter of negotiation, and showing also that when he wished the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate on a broad subject of general national 
policy he thought it was his right, his privilege, and his duty to invite 
the attention of the Senate to it. I have the commissions here. It is 
not necessary to read them, but they run just exactly as I have stated. 

That, with a number of cases in which the Senate has not been con- 
sulted, it would seem, would be quite sufficient to establish the propo- 
sition that Mr. Cleveland had the right to appoint negotiators to ne- 
gotiate this treaty; but at the very outside it can not be denied that 
Mr. Bayard was a competent negotiator; and if he was, the President 
was clearly within the line of his constitutional duty. 

I was a little surprised at the making of that question and very much 
gratified that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] did not seem to 
attach the slightest importance to it in committee, although that Sen- 
ator always stands by his party and votes with it every time it calls 
upon him, I believe. I am very sorry the party has not been more con- 
siderate in rewarding that honorable Senator for his great devotion to 
its interests. I think they ought to have done it. It turns out in this 
day and time that almost ‘‘any fellow ’’ can get a place if he just hap- 
pens to be in the right part of the roof when the lightningstrikes. 

Before I close upon this subject of the act of 1887, I want to call at- 
tention to a joint resolution which was reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts], which reads thus: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to take such measures as in his judgment may be necessary to 

romptly obtain indemnity from the Venezuelan Government for the injuries, 

osses, and damages suffered by the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company 
of New York, and its officers, by reason of the wrongful seizure, detention, and 
employment, in war or otherwise, of the said company’s steamers Hero, San 
Fernando, and Nutrias by Venezuelan belligerents in the year 1871, and to secure 
this end he is authorized to employ such means or exercise such power as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. GIBSON. In connection with this question has the Senator 
from Alabama given any consideration to the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], by which all disputes between 
our own and foreign governments were to be referred to arbitration, 
which was recently adopted by the Senate? . 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Louisiana, that 
that was done during the campaign; that was before the Chicago nomi- 
= and I did not care about referring particularly to it. [Laugh- 
ter. 
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Now, Mr. President, suppose the Congress of the United States, hay- 
ing all these gragt controversies and these great amounts of damages, 
these quarrels and disputes about the fisheries, when they came to pass 
the act of 1887 had put in the concluding words that are in this joint 
resolution, then there might have been some reason for saying to the 
President, ‘‘ You have not followed our advice and you have not made 
war, you have not used the forces of the United States for the purpose 
of collecting our demands against the British Government or enforcing 
our rights;’’ but when we come to a poor little country likefVenezue- 
la, we have not any difficulty of that sort. Why? Because we know 
she can not help herself. A mere threat againsta small power is enough, 
and the President of the United States would be derelict in his duty in 
this case,if Venezuela did not pay up on his demand, if he did not send 
some of our rotten hulks down thereand firea few guns against Laguayra 
or some other place in Venezuela; but when you come to Great Britain, 
the British lion, whose tail you so industriously twist just now, you 
are very particular not to say anything at all that would lead the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain to suppose that you really meant war, and yet 
you do,and you complain of the President because he has not made it. 

This is the sum and substance of this case. Will it do to say ‘‘We 
do not expect war; it will not come; it will not be one of the fruits of 
this line of procedure?’’ Will it do to say that? Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I fear not. War may not occur. Why should it not? One 
thing I will say to the Senate, and they know that I speak the truth. 
If Great Britain had passed an act of this kind against us and under- 
took to enforce it, she would feel our claws. A Democratic adminis- 
tration—whatever might be done by a trafficking Republican adminis- 
tration—would plant itself by the rights of the country and would 
say to Great Britain, ‘‘That means a threat against us of war, and we 
intend to meet it with efficient means and overcome what you may at- 
tempt to do.’’ 

What is the use of trumpeting these high-sounding belligerent phrases 
and resorting to these measures that are scarcely less than war if you 
not mean anything but a trade and traffic? 

The people of the United States, Mr. President, may find sooner than 
we expect that there is at least a rumor, an apprehension, a prospect of 
belligerency in this country, and that is enough to shake a great many 
men tothe dust. Our commercial interests of the most important 
character and in all parts of this country are poised upon very narrow 
centers. The Jeast little disturbance of the financial condition of the 
country often shakes them to a fall, and here with our money locked 
up in the Treasury and no relief from taxation, with the country ap- 
prehending bankruptcy continually because of the congestion of money 
here and its scarcity in the places where it ought to have free circula- 
tion, what is to prevent a sudden contraction of the currency, a hoard- 
ing of money as in war times? What does it mean to hold out to the 
people of the United States the prospect even that in consequence of 
these difficulties there may be belligerency between the United States 
and Great Britain ? 

You can not name two nations on this earth that would inflict upon 
each other such damages, such losses, such terrible slaughter as would 
occur if we should engage in a war with Great Britain. God only 
knows what the outcome of it would be. It might be that Canada 
would swing into our possession, and that we should have hitched 
on to us‘a hostile and dissatisfied people that perhaps might otherwise 
have come into a condition of friendliness towards us, when we could 
assimilate them into our great body politic. All this is because it is 
supposed for party purposes a few votes can be had for the Republican 
party by conducting this treaty matter in this way. 

Senators on the Democratic side, let me say to you that I believe the 
American people have better sense and better conscience than to be con- 
trolled by considerations of this kind. Let us do our duty to this treaty 
and to our country in the calamities which its rejection shall bring upon 
it, let us stand by our country through thick and thin, then whatever 
may happen the responsibility will be upon that side of the Chamber 
and upon that caucus that was held out here in a room, and not upon us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to submit a few remarks, but I do not care 
about going on at this late hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Colorado does not wish to go 
on now, I should like to ask unanimous consent to consider a bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I will go on, of course, if it is desired by the Senate; 
but I suppose we shall adjourn in half an hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to pass a little bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is entitled to the floor on the pending question. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator says he would prefer not to proceed 
with his remarks to-night. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of legislative business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate being now in legislative 
session, the Chair lays before the Senate the executive certificate of the 
election of honorable JoNATHAg) CHACE as Senator from the State 
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of Rhede Island for six years from the 4th of March, 1889, which will | by appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
; 1 I { ses of t s 
be read and piaced on hie, — , : 7 
eredentials were read and ordered to be p aced on file, as follows ae Sees ndment w: i i ) : 
; : : Che bill w reported to the Senate as amended, and the {- 
By his exce V hoya 4 I it, governor, captain-general, and command t a 
in-chief of t State « tho le Island and Providence Plantations Ith rred in 
W J rHAN CuHAcE, of Lincoln, in the State aforesaid, qua The amendment v ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
fied ac ling to Lhe Constitution of the t nited States for a Senator in the ‘ a third time. 
< ereot, W t Legislature of said State in conformity with law woe hi) : : 
t lane, A. D, 1888, elected a Senator from said State in the Congress Che bill was read 1 third time, and passed. 
of { ed States for the term of six years,commencing on the ith day Mr. GIBSON I move that the Senate ask for a confers e with the 
< I A. D, 1889 n a ntatir } ] } . 
ace ouse 0 fepresentatives o1 1e Dill and aine 
t iv whereof Ihave hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of H € ol ANC} ’ — = : 1 thn . al . 
said St: » be aftixed at Providence this 7th day of July, in the year o t ihe motion was agreed to 
and of the Independence of the United States of America the « By unanimous consent, the President 7 was authorized to 
nundred and Custesntn. ROYAL C. TAF’ appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frye, Mr. 
» 4 A 4 s i 
By his excellency the governor, GORMAN, and Mr. GIBSON were appointed. 
‘ SAM’L H. CROSS, Secretary HOUR OF MEETING 
Ver. HOAR ask le 2 ¢ ef Y . » Senate te Y - E J ‘ 
M! fOAR, I ask eave to call th attention of the Senate to Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Nevada to vield to 
cl + just presented from the Legisiature of the State of Khode ; es ae 5 nen a: Belt © 
Is] lel for that class of paper me for a few minutes, that 1 may call upa bill 
< 2s mocel tor Ww ciass o ymapers, Mr — , — _ : 4 : ‘ 5 i 4} ait al . } 
, r. STEWART. Allow meto makea motion, and then I will vield 
Mr STEWART . ‘ > crede ials > r} > 3 it we . ' ’ } t 
{ PEWART i ask that those credentials be printed, so th OT 5 seen Sit aii len Maina niles Go dete 1h adic Snciiiel ah 34 
can send them out to the different States as a public document. ; ; 
uY yA That ila i] Oo ciock to-morrow 
Vir, HOAK it Will Go very well. . = : . : i . 
aon eae IDENT ao th weet ead Che PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada moves that 
Che PRES ( | 1e Senator fron -vada moves tha ; ; ; ; 
: ; Is } nt * acai ata aes i eneacaal | when the Senate adjourn t day it be to meetat 11 o’cl to-1 row 
1e credentials be nte > y 
the wh _ . . pr wot. Mr. MORG AN. I aSK Ior the yeas and nays. 


} rhe ] ras ae Le rr , 
The motion was agreed to. The veas and nays were order¢ d. 


JACOB G. BOSTALTER. | Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- | until I can have a bill acted upon. 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S.12) to provide | Mr. STEWART. The Senator can do that in the morning 
for the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Wash The Secretary proceed@l to call the roll. 
ington, and for other purposes. The Senator from Nevada | Mr. Srew- Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
ART] is entitled to the floor on the untinished business. Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLpH }. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called’. Iam paired with the 
the consideration of Order of Business 1818, House bill 5259. Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cu Act 

Mr. STEWART. Let the unfinished business be temporarily laid Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
aside, Senator from North Carolina | Mr. RANsom], or I should vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to its being temporfarily laid Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
asice, the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. QUAY } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I desire to inquire 
mous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside for | whether the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLAIR} has voted ? 
the purpose of considering the bill named by him. Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded 

?y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Mr. GEORGE. I will not vote then, as | am paired with him 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. Bos- Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). lam paired with the 
tatter from the charge of fraudulent enlistment. Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. If he were present, I should vote 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with | ‘* nay.’’ 
amendments, in lines 7 and 9, respectively, by changing the spelling Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
of the name from ‘‘ Bostatter’’ to *‘ Bostalter;’’ so as to make the bill | Senator from Maine | Mr. Frye] 
read: Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called My col 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized ; league | Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [)} 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records of the War Department now MORRILL |. 
in his oflice, or under his control, any and all charges of fraudulent enlistment Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones. of Arkansas a called 
now standing on said rolls against Jacob G. Bostalter, late private in Company on sa ages ; a ek ae seri tea : 
Hi, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Intantry, and that said Jacob G, My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] i paired with the enator 
Bostalter be restored to all rights lost or suspended by reason of any such charge irom Oregon [ Mr. MITCHELI 

‘The amendments were agreed to. Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
ments were concurred in. I should vote ** yea.’’ 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
a third time. Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis}. tf he were here, I should vote 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. seme" 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to relieve Jacob G. Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Bostalter from the charge of fraudulent enlistment.’’ Senator from North Carolina |Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, | ruld 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI. vote “yea.” 
‘ Aor 7 ; 4 Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the sen- 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent that the pending business | ato, from [linois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
may be laid aside informally, and that the Senate proceed to the Sk: AA fades Riaemswen eniled). lass vaised with die See 


consideration at this time of Order of Business 1945, House bill 5067, | ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I should vote ‘“‘vea.’’ if he 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. wenn present oe lee . cs 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada yield Mr. COKE 
to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside | g.nator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. If I were at liberty to 
for the consideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? | \ote I should vote “‘vea.” re x. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, Me GUORGT (when Me Watsualt’s name wes called M 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids | jegone [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent on account of indisposition 
to navigation at the mouth of the Mississippi River. | Thevell-call was concluded = 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an| yr BECK. I desire to announce mv pair with the Senator from 
amendment, in line 12, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: Malas (Mr. lo.) — mei ‘ 


when Mr. REAGAN’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] was obliged to leave the Chamber to-day. He is rea 
with some Senator, but I do not remember who it is. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


col- 


1 


’ 
And the sum of $27,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- | v . — , ed—veng 15 ve 13- as follows 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for | The result was announced yeas 15, nays 15; as follows: 
the purposes of this act. | YEAS—15, 

So as to make the bill read: | Allison, Hawley, Riddleberger, Stock bridge 
That there be established additional aids to navigation off and near the passes — ws - es ah et ' ilson of Iow 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisiana, as follows: | Edr om ds Mit hell Ste —_, — 

Higher and more powerful lights at or near the outer ends of the jetties at the —— : — ee ere 

South Pass, to replace those now in existence; a steam or hot-air fog-signal at NAYS—13. 

or near the end of the east jetty; a higher and more powerful light on one of | Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, Wilson of Md, 
the jetties at the Head of the Passes; and a fog-signal at or near Cubit’s Gap, | Berry, Coke, Payne 

in said Mississippi River; the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of | Blodgett, Gray, Pugh,’ 

$27,500, and the sum of $27,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is here- | Call, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
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Aldrich, Dawes, Hearst, Plumb, 
Beck, Dolph, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 


Blair, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
jowen, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Brown, Faulkner, McPherson, Spooner, 
sutier, rye, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Chace Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 
Daniel, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Davis, Harris, Platt, Walthall. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll of the Senate, and the following Sena- 


tors answered to their names: 

Allison, Cullom, 5 Hoar, Sabin, 

Bate, Dawes, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Beck Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Berry, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Spooner, 
Brown, George, Paddock, Stewart, 

Call, Gibson, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gray, Pasco, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke. Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators having an- 
swered to their names, further proceedings under the roll-call will be 
dispensed with, if there be no objection. The question recurs on 
agrecing to the motion of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART. I will withdraw that now, and give notice that I 
shall renew it every day until we can agree upon meeting at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. COKE. I make the point of order on that motion that, in the 
absence of a quorum, the general rule requiring the adjournment to be 
until 12 o’clock the next day can not be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The presence of a quorum has been 
ascertained by the last roll-call. The Chair agrees fully with the Sen- 
ator from Texas that the hour of 12 o’clock having been fixed by the 
action of the Senate, by a majority, as the hour of meeting is a stand- 
ing order that can not be changed by less than amajority; butthe mo- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] is in order, because 
a@ quorum has been disclosed to be present on the roll-call. 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the request of my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Witson ], I withdraw that motion for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada has with- 
drawn his motion, the Chair understands. 

Mr. STEWART. I have. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from Iowa; but the Senator from Louisiana has a right to make the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw it to enable the Senator from Iowa to get 
up his bill. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE FOR WYOMING. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to ask that the Senate, by unani- 
mous consent, proceed to the consideration of Senate bil] 1324, Calen- 
dar No. 1994. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1324) providing for an additional as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of Wyoming, and for other pur- 

es. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘any,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line 9, after the word 
**eourt,’’ to insert ‘‘ unless one of the other justices is disqualified to 
sit in such action;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Wyoming shall consist of 
a chief-justice and three associates justices, any three of whom shal! constitute 
a quorum; but no justice shall act as a member of the supreme court in any ac- 
tion or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of exceptions, or 


appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree PS pamcene~ be | him as judge of a dis- 
trict court, unless one of the other justices is disqualified to sit in such action. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘court,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘in manner now provided by law”’ and insert ‘‘ by and 
with the advice and consent of theSenate;’’ and in line 6, after the word 
‘*qualified,’’ to insert ‘‘and who shall, when appointed, be a resident 
of said Territory;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Src. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoint one additional as- 
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sociate justice of said supreme court, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, who shall hold his office for the term of four years, and until his succes- 
sor is appointed and qualified, and who shall, when appointed, be a resident of 
said Territory, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Those are the only amendments reported. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment of claims arising from Indian depredations; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ° 

RETIREMENT OF GENERAL PLEASONTON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Military Committee instruct me to ask that 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] be placed on the con- 
ference committee relating to the bill authorizing the retirement of 
General Pleasonton, in place of the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. Davis], 
who is necessarily absent. I ask that the Senator from Minnesota be 
excused and that the Senator from Nebraska be put in his place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On account of the inability of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] to serve, the Chair will designate 
as one of the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate on 
the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
General Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colonel, the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. * 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield to me to offer a resolution ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, the hour for the daily meeting of the 
Senate shall be 11 o’clock a, m. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask jor the present consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rule, and will be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 50’clock and 8 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 3, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 21, 1888. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel J. Robinson, at Towson, Baltimore County, Maryland. 
Miss Lucy Hocker, at Eminence, Henry County, Kentucky. 


Execulive nomination confirmed by the Senate August 2, 1888. 
POSTMASTER. 
Theodore W. Miller, postmaster at London, Madison County, Ohio. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Gustav Kaemmerling, Kenneth McAlpine, William Stewart Smith, 
Lloyd Bankson, Clarence H. Mathews [subject to physical examina- 
tion], De Witt C. Redgrave, Robert Stewart, jr., William W. White, 
Bias C. Sampson, Solon Arnold, Martin A. Anderson, Albert Moritz, 
to be assistant engineers in the Navy, to rank from Ist day of July, 
1883, to follow in the order mentioned immediately after the name of 
Assistant Engineer William D. Weaver. 

Clarence C. Willis, Frank H. Conant, Harry G. Leopold, Robert B. 
Higgins, Willis B. Day, John C. Leonard [subject to physical exami- 
nation], Ward P. Winchell, Andrew McAllister [subject to physical 
examination], to be assistant engineers in the Navy, to rank from the 
1st day of July, 1884, in the order mentioned, immediately after the 
name of Assistant Engineer Charles E. Rommell. 
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THURSDAY, August 2, 1888 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D 
The Journal of the proc li igs of yesterd ly was read and app! ed. 


BRIDGE AT WINONA, MINN. 

The SPEAKER ] lé mpore laid before the House the bill H. R 
10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern Railway Company 
to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn., v 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that 
Wouse concur in the Senate amendments, which are merely formal 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 


8310) to provide for the disposition of the Fort Wallace military reser- 





vation in Kansas, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, I ask unanimousconsent thatthe | 
non-concur in the Senate amendments and agree to a conference 
Mr. HOLMAN, I hope my friend will allow the amendments to 
read. 
The Clerk read the amendments in part. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not ask for any further reading of t 
ments I understand the matter now. 
Phe SPEAKER pro t mpore, Is there objection to the reé l ( t 
Tr r 


gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TURNER] ? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H 
8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, Mich., 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. O°’ DONNELL. Iask unanimous consent that the House non 
concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference request 
by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it 








yas so ordered. 
RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad Company to 
lay tracks, etc., in the District of Columbia, with amendments of the 
Senate thereto. 

Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-concur in 
the amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference requested 
by the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House Mr. Lee, Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio, and Mr. 
ROWELL. 

JOHN W. DUER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3248) for the relief of John W. Durr; which was read twice. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now 
put upon its passage. The amount involved is only $125. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
pay John W. Durr, of Montgomery, Ala., $125, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, in repayment of that sum overpaid by said 


Durr on cash entry No. 20428, which said entry was made at the land oltice at 
Montgomery, Ala. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, WILKES BARRE, PA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
2535) for the erection of a public building at Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

PIPE-LINES, CHADRON, NEBR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 

3331) to grant to the city of Chadron, Nebr., the right to lay pipe across 


certain tracts of lands; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- | 


miitee on the Public Lands. 
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This isa bill to relieve a man who has been 


tention for a moment. 


| absolutely ruined by an unjust judgment. He is to-day sixty 


nd is working in the fields for a living. 


seventy years ol age, a 
a country store near the place where I was born; he gave me the firs 





| pocket-knife I ever bad; and when I came here I went to work to 
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Is there objection to the request of the | 


: r 


this bill through. use.] Ihave tried hard to get recognition to 
bring it up in the House; I have almost worn out a good pair of shoes 
walking down from my seat to the front here to get recognition to ha 
this bill passed; and now that it has passed the Senate and has « 
over here, I trust that there will be no objection to its immediate « 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
rentleman from Tennesse: » Chair hears none 

Mr. BUCHANAN. i 
» word. 
he SPEAKER pro te mpore. 








Appl 


| 
Before the Chair ‘‘ hears none,’’ I desi 


T The Chair can not hear th 


man’s objection unless he makes it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. [addressed the Chair twice. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not cut the gentle 


ol, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Reserving the right to object, I simply want to 
say that there must be some arrangement made in which we shall 


have more reciprocity in these recognitions. There has been alrea 


one recognition on the other side, and now there is another asked; and 
the moment we get through with that the recular order will pi ahi 
be called, and to-morrow morning the recognitions will begin again on 
that side of the House. 

THE SPEAKER pro t pore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New Jersey— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not the Chair’s fault, but the fault of « 
cumstances, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the remark of the gent 
is due the Chair should state that a number of bills had « 
from the Senate, and when they were laid before the House gentlemen 
interested in certain bills asked their consideration at the se! 


time. It was not a question of recognition by the Ch 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand that; and therefore I am freer to 
say what I am now saying—that there must be some arrang nt to 


ecure more reciprocity in these recognitions, or there 
and permanent objection from at least one member of t He 
Mr. HOLMAN. In reference to the bill whi 
reason is clear enough why the sureties should els i 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to state t ground 


the committee favors the release of the p1 
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Mr. ENLOE. ‘The bill does not propose to release the principal at 
all. This gentleman, P. E. Parker, was on the bond of Frank Travis, 
who was collector of internal revenue for the western district of Ten- 


nessee. ‘Travis proved a defaulter—— 
Mr. HOLMAN. This bill, then, is for the relief of one of his sure- 
ties 


Mr. ENLOE. That is it. Mr. Parker was one of the sureties, and 
the only one who made an effort to meet his obligations. The Govern- 
ment sacrificed $10,000 worth of his property, and simply ruined him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon that explanation, I see no objection to the 
proposition. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not rise to object, but to express 
the hope that the bill may be allowed to pass, because I am sure that 
our friends on the Democrotic side will then allow two bills to be passed 
by unanimous consent on the Republican side, one of which I hold in 
my hand. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope we shall have a vote on the bill. 


‘There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration | 


of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. * 

fhe latter motion was agreed to. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill No. 
1032, of similar import to the Senate bill just passed, will be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


RENT OF CITADEL ACADEMY, CHARLESTON, §, C. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 100) directing the Secretary of War to investigate and re- 
port the amount dne to the State of South Carolina for the rent of the 
Citadel Academy; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution be now 
taken up and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read first. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to investigate and report the 


amount due to the State of South Carolina for rent of the Citadel at Charleston, | 


' : 8. C., from August 20, 1867,to February 2, 1882, including the sum equitably due 
to the State of South Carolina for the loss by fire of the west wing of the said 
building while in the occupation of the United States, and the appropriation 
by the United States of the bricks of the said wing to other Government uses; 
and that he report the result of such investigation to Congress, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this joint resolution ? 
af Mr. KERR. When did this claim accrue? 
Mr. DIBBLE. Between 1867 and 1882. 
Mr. KERR. Then itis nota war claim? 
Mr. DIBBLE. No, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before final action is taken on this resolution 

} T ask that the gentleman from South Carolina may have an opportunity 

to explain it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is all right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to hear an explanation. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The bill proposes nothing more than to get from the 
War Department and Quartermaster-Genera]l a report, which, as the bill 
provides, is to be submitted to Congress for its information and as a basis 
for any action it may take. This resolution embraces no final legisla- 
tion, but simply provides for bringing the information before Congress. 


i I will ask the Clerk to read the last clause of the resolution. 
The coneluding portion of the resolution was again read. 
; There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
' third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsjder be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE, NEW YORK CITY. 
' The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the city of New 
York, and for other purposes, said bill having been returned from the 
Senate with amendments. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and agree to the conference requested. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether by these amendments 


nenne paces weerenmmeayn 


the amount is increased or diminished ? 
Mr. DIBBLE. The amount is increasedyand for that reason I move 
that the House non-concur. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
amendments will be non-concurred in and a conference agreed to. The 
: Chair hears no objection. The conferees on the part of the House will 
HH) be announced later in the day. 


Is there objection to the present con- | 
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IMPROVEMENT OF MOUTH OF BRAZOS RIVER, TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, August 1, 1888. 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2831) for improving the mouth of Brazos 
| River, Texas, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the Senate will be complied with. 
| So ordered. 


If there be no objection, the request 
The Chair hears none, and it is 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Rusk, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. YODER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Biaas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. ° 
To Mr. BLANCHARD, for one week, on account of illness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motionof Mr. LAWLER, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
| to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of N. H. Van Zandt. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins; 

Joint resolution (S. 27) providing for the printing of a supplement 
to Wharton’s Digest of International Law; 

Joint resolution (S. 99) providing for the printing of the portion 
of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on Com- 
| merce and Navigation for the year ending June 30, 1887, entitled 
| ‘Annual Report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to 
| imported merchandise entered for consumption in the United States, 
| with amounts of duty and rates of duty collected ;”’ 
| Joint resolution (8S. 17) to provide for printing additional copies 
of the map of the edition of 1886, prepared by the Commissioner of 
Public Lands; and 

Joint resolution (S. 77) providing for a duplicate of the compila- 
tion of the reports of the Senate and House of Representatives from 
| 1815 to 1887. 
OHIO CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee on Appropriations from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3152) making an appropriation to enable the several 
Executive Departments of the Government, the. Department of Agri- 
culture, the Government Printing Office, and Smithsonian Institution, 
including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish and Fish- 
eries, to participate in the Ohio Centennial, to be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, from September 4 to October 18, 1888, and put it upon its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. WISE. 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be. 

Mr. WISE. Then I want time to offer an amendment, and to be 
heard upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will of course be in the discretion 
of the House as to the debate upon the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would suggest to my friend 
from Ohio not to bring up that bill at this time, as it will likely lead 
to prolonged debate. It seems to me, in fairness, by reason of certain 
recognitions on this side, that some similar recognition should be ac- 
corded to the other side of the House. If discussion begins on this 
| bill and continues for some time it will most likely result in a demand 
| for the regular order. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the last 


If this bill is considered will it be in order to offer 


recognition was for a public building on the other side of the House. 
Besides that, the gentleman was recognized to call up this bill last 
evening just preceding the hour for adjournment. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 

sideration of the bill? 

Mr. OATES. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 

mittees for reports. 
GUSTAVUS W. SMITH. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
| back favorably the bill (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the political 
disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith ; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 

panying report, ordered to be printed. 


; MARY 8. LOGAN. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed, the 


bill (S. 257) granting a pension to Mar Logan. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the recom- 


as concurred in 


mendation of the 


nimittee + 
COTLINMILLLCE ) 


ASSISTANTS TO CHIEFS OF BUREAUS, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported ‘ fa- 
vorably the bill (8. 1438) to provide for the appointment of assistants 
to the chiefs of bureaus in the Navy Department; which was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, ¢ 





with the accompany report, ordered to be printed. 

Che bill (H. R. 5694) of the same title, reported back by the ¢ l- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. WISE. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affair not 


that he m Vv tile 


present, but has requested me to obtain consent 
nority report hereafter. 

Che Si EAKER pre Without objection the report ma be 
filed to accompany the report of the committee. 

There was no objection. 

LANDS TO IDAHO. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6842) to grant to the town ot 
Moscow, in Idaho Territory, certain lands for cemetery purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Inowcall up the unfinished business of yester- 
day. 

(The Speaker here resumed the chair. ) 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes 

The SPEAKER. The question is on non-concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate, as recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that is the only question before 
House 

The SPEAKER. That is the only question. A resolution was read 
yesterday afternoon and put into the RecorpD, but which was not in 
order when offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER, 
vote. 

The question is on non-concurring in the Senate amendments. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate amendments were non-concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw temporarily 
the resolution which I asked to be printed in the Recorp. In doing 
so, Mr. Speaker, [ wish it to be distinctly understood that I do not yield 
the question, but will present it again for the consideration of the House 
before the amendments are finally acted upon. 

The SPEAKER, That is not pending, the Chair thinks, and will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. HOOKER. What is the request of the gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to withdraw the resolution 
read on yesterday, which is not, in fact, pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall not offer any resolution at this time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then there is no further motion pending? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that a conference be requested with the 
Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


tei p re, 


TOWN OF MOSCOW, 


the 





Then I ask a vote. 
The Chair is about to submit the question toa 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole H« 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills. The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R, 10936) making appropriations to supply the deficiences in the 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, a 
other purposes, 


The pending proposition was read, as follows: 
Insert the following: 


suse 


a)- 


“To pay to John M. Glover the sum of $2,000 in full of all expenses incurred by | 


him in the contested-election case of Glover vs. Frank in the Fiftieth Cougress: 
and to pay to Nathan Frank the sum of $2,000 in full of all expenses incurred 


by him in the contested-election case of Glover vs, Frank, in the Fiftieth Con- 


gress. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 

The CHAIRMAN, The 

fhe amendment was agre¢ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I the 
tion immediately preceding the one we are considering, in order that 
I may offer an amendment which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Che Clerk read as follows 


juestion is on agreeing to the amendment. 
ito 
ask unanimous consent to recur to 


sec- 


rt after | llow 








Ins ne 21 the f& ig 
lo pay 15 per cent. in addition to theamount paid for d labor t 
oyés of the Government Printing Office, such as compos rs, press ster 
otypers, laborers, press feeders, Recorp folders, counters, engineers, ma 
tiremen; and proof-readers, revisers, copy-holders, make-up, and imposer 
the bill force, who were and are exclusively employed on the night forces of 
Government Printing Office, but exclusive of compositors on the Rr 
iring the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, $10,000, or so much there 
«may be necessary Provided, That in estimating the said 15 per cent. credit 
ul be given the Government for whatever has been paid or is now being paid 
said employés above the rates for day work 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to this | on of 


Mr. BURNES. I would not be considered as refusing any courtesy 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], but his amend- 
ment is sub;ect to a point of order, ind I might as well make objee- 


imendment excluded as to let 
make the point of order afterwards 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


tion now and have the it come up and 


. 1 
Objection 1s mad 


Will the ge 


withdraw his 


ntieman 
in order that I may make a statement ? 

Mr. BURNES. I will withhold my objection in order that the ven- 
tleman may make a statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘This amendment is intended to p de com- 
pensation to certain employs of the Government Printing Office who 
are employed on night work only They go there at 7 o’clock in the 
evening and are contin 1iously employed until 5 o'clock in ther iormMing, 
| ley receive the same compensation for eight hou Work at night as 
do persons employed on similar work during t day. This amend 
ment simply provides that inasmuch as they work at night instead 
of during the day they shall be paid 15 per it. in addition to what 
is paid to d Ly employe s for the same class of wor! I think it is mani- 
festly proper that they should be so paid. 

Mr. BURNES. The express statutes governing this.case give to tl 
Publie Printer ahsolute power to fix the wages of his ¢ mployés ind in 
the faceof such astatute the amendment of m end would, of course, 
be out of order; and therefore we may as well stop it now by obje 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the Public Printer has power under the law to pay the night force more 
than is paid the day force for the sar ength of time on the same class 
of work ? 

Mr. BURNES. The law provides that the Public Printer shall fix 
the compensation of these individuals, provided that he shall not pa 
more than 40 cents an hour. Cheretore the power is with the Pul 
Printer to pay them up to40 cents an hour, and in the face of that sta 
I can not accede to the amendment 

Mr. RICHARDSON.  Iaskif the effect of the gentleman’s argument 
is that the force employed during the day may be paid at a rate of com- 
pensation below 40 cents, and that then these employ in whose in- 


terest this amendment is offered 
tion not to exceed 40 cents an hour? 


could be paid an additional compensa- 


| 
Mr. BURNES. Iwill say to my friend from Tennessee that there may 
be.a fault in the law, but so long as it is the law weare bound by iton 
an appropriation bill 


Mr. HEARD. I will ask my colleague whether the rate of cor 
sation allowed to the day force is equal to 40 cents an hour? 

Mr. BURNES Chere is no discrimination so far as I know betwee! 
the compensation paid to the day forceand that paid to the night force, 
but the Pablic Printer can make such discrimination from 40 cents an 
hour down. 

Mr. HEARD. As I understand my colleague’s reply,it is to tl 
effect that the rate of compensation for day work now is 40 cents. ‘That 
being so, there is no way for the Public Printer to discriminate so as to 
pay more for the night work unless he reduces the compensation of the 
day force. Hecan not increase the compensation of the night force 


above that figure. 

Mr. BURNES. In answer to my colleague I will call his attention 
to the fact that very few of these employés receive 40 cents an hour. 
The great majority of them receive less than 40 cents an hour, and 
therefore as to that class of employés the Public Printer can increase 
their compensation if he desires to do so. 

Mr. HEARD. My questionis answered. I realize that there ought 
to be a difference between the compensation paid for night work and 
that paid for day work, and I desired only to know that the law gave 
the Public Printer such power as would enable him to make a discrim- 
ination in favor of those who do night work. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BuURNES] is mistaken. I think the men are all paid 40 cents an hour. 
Do [ understand the Chair to exclude the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made to returning to the section. 

Mr. BURNES. I suggest to my friend from Tennessee that we 
might as well stop the amendment here, as it would be subject to the 
point of order, and there is no object in extending to him a barren 
courtesy from which no fruit could possibly grow. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay to th’ widow and legal heirs of the late J. T. Updegraff, a member- 


clect to the Forty-eighth Congress, but who died before the time of its organi- 


zation, $6,000, 

Mr. SHAW. Toffler the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, to come in after line 20. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

To equalize the salaries and pay of forty-three persons engaged in the per- 
formance of the duties of messengers of the House of Representatives, as men- 
tioned and designated in House Miscellaneous Document No. 263, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session, $4,582, said amount to be so applied as to make the compen- 
sation of each of said persons, as nearly as may be, $100 per month for the time 
they are so entployed. 

Mr. SHAW. This amendment is for the purpese of equalizing the 
pay of the messengers of the House. Some of them are now receiving 
270 a month and others $100 a month, while all are rendering like 
service, This discrimination, to say the least of it, is invidious and | 
unjust, and ought to be corrected, and I trust there will be no objec- 
tion to this amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON, I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr, DOCKERY. ‘The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous | 
consent that it be considered now. 

Mr. KERR objected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 35, line 4 

lo pay Turner K. Hackman for services rendered as riding page for twenty 
days previous to the organization of the present Congress, $50.” 

Mr. SHAW. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to | 
come in after line 5. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

To pay Edward W. Coughlan for services rendered as messenger to the Com- | 
mittee on Accounts during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, $150. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to have an explanation of that. 

Mr. SHAW. ‘This young man has rendered service to the Commit- | 
tee on Accounts during the entire session; he has acted as messenger 
or page to that committee, and I have been authorized by the com- 
mittee to offer this resolution. There is constant communication be- | 
tween the Committee on Accounts and the Chief Clerk of the House, | 
and every member of the committee, as well as the Chief Clerk, if he 
were permitted to testify, would say that the services of this young 
man have been indispensable. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is he on the roll? 

Mr. SHAW. He isnot. We did not know that we should require 
the services of a page, and therefore did not ask the House to allow us 
one, as we might have done. If he had been appointed in the usual 
way, his pay would have been $60amonth, which would have amounted 
to a great deal more than the sum named in this amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall not object; but according to my recollection 
this is the first time that we have had an application from the Com- | 
mittee on Accounts for an expenditure of this kind. 

Mr. CANNON, Is this young manintheemploy of the Government ? | 





Mr. SHAW. No, sir; he is notin the employ of the Government in 
any regular way. 
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The question was taken; and on a division the amendment was re- 
jected ayes 26, noes 30. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
lo pay Charles Carter for extra services rendered during the second session 
{the Forty-ninth Congress, >v. 
Mr. HOLMES. I offer the amendment which J 
come in on page 35 after line 19. 


The amendment was read, as follows 


nd to the desk, to 





lo pay R: h T ses for ser’ 3 rendered as assistant folder in the seal- 
room from Decem », 1S87, to July 25, 1s ; ° 

Mr. HOLMES. This young man has done the work, and has not 
received any pay. He has rendered bona fide service in the seal-room, 


and I think he ought to be allowed reasonable compensation therefor, 
I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. BURNES. I should liketo heara statement of the ground upon 
which this appropriation is asked for. 

Mr. HOLMES. On the ground that the service has been actually 
performed and has not been paid for. 

Mr. BURNES. Is this man upon the roll ? 

Mr. HOLMES. Heisnot. He was put to work there and has not 
been paid for it. 

Mr. BURNES. By whose authority was he put to work without 
being on the roll? 

Mr. HOLMES. Iam not advised whatofficer of the House puthim 
there. 

Mr. BURNES. I feel compeiled in such a case as this to interpose 
an objection. 

Mr. HOLMES. I think the gentleman from Missouri will see the 
propriety of this employé receiving pay for services actually rendered. 

Mr. BURNES. Isee no authority for the employment. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is one of a class of cases constantly occurring in 
this House and in the various Departments of the Government. 

Mr. BURNES. But no officer of the House reports that this young 
man has been employed or has rendered service. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I personally know that he rendered service dur- 
ing that time. A partof the service was rendered to myself in sealing 
documents for me. 

Mr. HOLMES. Hesealed documents for every member of the House, 
I presume, during that time. I trust the gentleman from Missouri 
will not object. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has not this young man since been put on the 
rolls by a resolution of the House? 

Mr. HOLMES. Ido not know how that may be. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam just informed that he was put on the roll by a 
resolution of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is to pay him for a time when he rendered 
service prior to being placed on the rolls by that resolution. I know 
personally that he was here and performed service. 

Mr. HOLMES. Ido not understand that he was ever paid for the 


| time covered by this amendment. If I believed he had been paid, I 


would not of course offer the amendment. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BooTHMAN], a member of the Committee on Accounts, informs 
me that the time named in this amendment was not covered by the 
resolution placing him on the roll. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itappears, Mr. Chairman, that this person was put 
on the rolls for some weeks prior to authority for his empioyment, al- 
though since that time he was placed on the rolls by authority of a 
resolution of the House. In itself, this matter seems innocent, but I 
recall the fact as you will, Mr. Chairman, that some years ago just 
such transactions as this, occurring in a number of instances, so out- 
raged the sentiment of this House and the country as to force the res- 
ignation of the person who was then Doorkeeper. Ido not believe that 


| any officer of this House should take upon himself authority to bring 


any charge against the Government by such action, with the expecia- 
tion of having the House cure the difliculty by a resolution. What I 
now say is not for the purpose of casting any reflection upon the pres- 
ent officer, for I do not undertake to say that he is not efficient and 
honorable. But this is a single instance of what, as I have said, be- 
came at one time a scandal before the country; and I want to say here 
and now to the Doorkeeper, or any other officer of this House, that from 
now on I shall resist to whatever extent I may be able any such ille- 


| gal action on the part of any officer of the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount] 
object to the consideration of the amendment ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not object in this case; but I was not willing 
to have the amendment pass without recalling to the House the scan- 
dals which have grown out of such an exercise of power on the part of 
the Doorkeeper. If he may do such a thing in one instance, he may 
do it without limit. I hope he will take notice that such a thing is 
not to occur again, 

The CHAIRMAN. There being noobjection, the amendment is be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole for consideration. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish tosay on behalf of the Doorkceper that he did 
not undertake to employ this boy at all. The boy, having once before 
been compensated for voluntary service, concluded that he could get 
compensation again. He simply performed this work voluntarily, ex- 








‘ 
® 
& 
3 
' 
a 
* 


See tinted. 


‘ 100 AN MDT SIONAL DLR LTA\T QO LY - & 
1888, ( UNGRESSLL NA NRUOUAD——i LU t i 4 i i.) 


pecting to get compensat h 
fore. Theretore the Door is not at all censu 
action. If the ¢ imit f the Whole sees proper to r 
vision for payment in tl e, I] no o 
Mr. HOOKER It lal 1 in defe 
keeper tl ry ibseq é 
3 Hou pla x this 71 the 1 » tha ( 
- eC l 1 th er on i) é 
Mr. BUCHANAN ] ‘ the t 3 this ] 
i pe or tin th ry 1 was |! e& perk ) 
i t ye ny} | Lp ) now that ( en 
{ He al y re a lu vd 1 1 if 
it for others. Subsequently, by resolution of the House, | 
on the rolls. Thi mendment Is si iply to compensate 
; time he was here performing tl < prior to his Ta 
rolls. Gentlemen here a pted hi rvices, and we ought to p I tI 
them. That is the whol tuation. [ 
The amendment of Mr. HoLMES eed 
The Clerk read as follows 
To enable t ( f iv ¢ K 
dy} ng t m i 
22.77 
Mr. -HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to submit the amendm 
I send to the desk, involving about $40, and also ask that a certif CheCHA | 
accompanying the paper be read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: . 
To pay W. D. Hunter for t ’ t days’ work du: 
Forty-ninth Congress, at the rate of $40 per montl 1 





Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the accompanying certificate be read. ( 
The Clerk read as follov 


















H 3 ) 
| r) ‘ . q 
[h i ‘ D. H ry 3 »yed in the Ho { 
room for ti xht Avs « the x s between tl Forty-1 ' \ 
Fiftieth Cc s \ Ss! uid, at the rate of 340 per 
Cc. H. HARRIS . , 
I ( H Documen -I ( l 
{ The amendment was adopted. l what is the scop« t iment t f 
3 The Clerk read as follows: ‘ ertain m ne performing duties a 
; lo pay E. B. Wade, clerk of the ¢ ttec g, f s » J oO who offere I l t f N 
7 1 , 1888, as clerk to the 8 ect Committee Investigating the Government P The CHAIRMAN It ; 1} 
ing Office, $500, » ¢ ilize the 7 
j Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to offer an amendment to this paragray ther ob 
: The Clerk read as follows: Mr.CANNON. ] 
To pay Edward S. MacD ld for set I t ¢ ! ta t ' 
vestigating the Government Printing Office, $50 l ‘ ' ‘ = } 
Mr. BURNES. Ishall feel compelled to make objection unless ! ym t r’s roll of t 1 
be some suitable reason given for this amendment. r p65 a pe i ( ( 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state that this amendment is to pay f [r. BUI hat is « 
the services of a messenger employed in the investigating committe: [r.CANNON. 17 
which should have been embodied in the preceding paragraph of the 
bill just read, providing for the payment of the clerk of the committees Mr. BURNES. } 
The service was rendered by this young man, but the gentleman from Mr. CANNON 
4 New Hampshire [ Mr. GALLINGER] failed to bring in the matter at the 0 
$ time that the preceding item was brought in and for which payment i Mr. BURNES Oa 
3 recommended. I want tostate further that the minority claim to have Mr. CANNON I é 
3 paid out over $200 for services on this committee. Mr. BURNES. 
i Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask why it is that this matter has not been ik. 
j submitted to the Committee on Accounts? Mr. CANNON | uring t 
é Mr. FARQUHAR. I might ask the same with reference to the pat Mr. BURNES Du 
§ agraph read a few moments ago, and which was adopted. Mr. CANNON D r the wl 
ig Mr. BLOUNT. AndolI should have concurred entirely in the ] Mr. SHAW. Itw i} UI P 
a priety of that. I did not expect another like this to follow so soo Lj\t nnual roll. rea 
+ would have objected to the other provision to which consent was gi 
Mr. BURNES. I do not think that there was objection to the p ng their pay 
ceding paragraph of the bill. That came before the committee f1 l at the different t ( 
3 the Committee on Printing through its chairman as the request of thi ng $7 
4 committee, and from a respectable committee of the House, transmit me « 
ting through its chairman a request that that item of expenditure Mr. ( 
‘ allowed. The committee could not do otherwise than to make an 
4 lowance for the payment as asked, on account of an obligation \ Mr. SHAW. To 
4 the committee had assumed, and for a service that was reported to |} Mr. CANNON. I 
: been fairly rendered. ent cease? 
: Mr. FARQUHAR. That is just it. Mr. SHAW. yn 
Mr. BURNES. But thiscomes in no such way. The com heir pay at $1¢ ( , 
never asked, nor did any member of the committee, so far as I k ther uinder of t 
& for this allowance, iy as they have he é 
% Mr. FARQUHAR. I want to say, and I think the chairman of 1 Mr. CANNON ! 
% Committee on Printing will bear me out, that this matter was Mr. BURNES 
mitted in the Committee on Printing at the same time, and more tha Mr. CANNO 
3 that it was agreed upon by the committee that it was a just clai I Mr. SHAW 
: simply rest the proposition upon that statement. pay and 
: Mr. RICHARDSON. Let it be again reported. M1 C or 
5 The amendment was again read. Mr. | y t { 
4 The CHAIRMAN. Is sre objection to the consideration of the Mr. ¢ “ ‘ 
amendment? I ( | 





Mr. BURNES. I shall certainly interpose an objection unless th: Mr. CANNON. 
gentleman will state, or some one representing the Committee on Print- j Mr. STONE, of M 








: 


. 





7176 


mm pee 


Mr. SHAW. I think it was the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
who objected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee has now reached that part of the | 
| soldiers, referred to said committees, no day or days have as yet been set 


bill relating to judgments of the Court of Claims, beginning at page 37 
and ending at the bottom of page 51. If there be no objection the Clerk 
wil] pass these over. Is there objection ? 

The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 

For payment of judgments and awards recovered against the United States 
for flowage damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin, and reported to Congress by the Attorney- 
General in Senate Executive Document No. 151, Fiftieth Congress, first session, 
namely: 

Mr. HOVEY. I move pro forma to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, it has not been my intention to labor again to procure 
recognition by the Chair this session for a second speech, but finding a 
publication in the Sunday number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in 
which allusion is made to some remarks made by me in this House in 
April, I have concluded that it is my duty to reply. 

The publication to which I refer purports to be the ‘‘Speech of Hon. 
COURTLAND C. MATSON, of Indiana, in the House of Representatives, 
Saturday, July 28, 1888.”’ 

I need not say to the members of this House that nosuch speech was 
delivered on that day and that no allusion is made to it in the Con- 
gressional proceedings of that Saturday. 

In this printed speech my colleague [Mr. Marson]| labors to show 
that the Democratic party is, and has been, the true friend of the ex- 
soldiers of the United States. 

In this Herculean task I do not wonder that he has preferred to print 
his speech in the RecoRD rather than meet with prompt replies to his 
bold and unfounded assertions. 

The Representative on this floor who does not know that the Re- 
publican party in this House this session has earnestly labored from 
the first day to the present hour to procure the consideration of pen- 
siou legislation, and that the Democratic party here has as earnestly 
and persistently labored to prevent it, is an imbecile who should be 
sent to some asylum for safe-keeping. 

There can not be found an intelligent man who has watched the 
proceedings of this House who does not fully understand the motives 
and attitude of the respective parties on this subject, and that the 
Democratic party, from the President down to his lowest follower, is 
strongly opposed to all pension legislation. 

In my first speech in this House, on the 20th of April, I said: 


On the 4th of January last I offered a service-pension bill, No. 1320, grantinga 
pension of $8 per month for life to every honorably-discharged officer, soldier, 
or sailor who had served in the Army of the United States not less than sixty 
days between March 4, 1861, and July 1, 1865. This bill was the same day re- 
ferred to the Invalid Pensions Committee, On the same day I offered bill No. 
1319, granting a bounty of 160 acres of land to every officer, soldier, and sailor 
engaged in the military or naval service of the United States during the late 
rebellion of the so-called Confederate States. On the 16th of January last I of- 
fered a bill, No, 5052, “to equalize the payment and do justice to the officers, 
soldiers, and sailors of the United States in the late rebellion who were paid in 
curreney commonly called ‘ greenbacks,’ ’? which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

I had hoped that at least one of these bills might possibly meet with the favor 
of one of those omnipotent committees, and be reported to this House for fair 
discussion, 80 that a vote on the ayes and noes might be taken; but, like many 
other bills which have been introduced for the relief of the ex-soldiers of the 
late rebellion, neither of them has been reported; and they, too, have been 
smothered or filed in the unremembered pigeon-holes of the committee-rooms. 
Our ex-soldiers and sailors seem to be forgotten. Even the President in his 
message made no allusion tothem, their services, or their sufferings, and his 
henchmen and partisans are following silently and closely in his footsteps. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask to correct the gentleman in reference to 
hig statement about a bill referred to the Military Committee. 

Mr. HOVEY. I can not yield. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not violate the pro- 
prieties of the House. He refers to a bill that had no relation to the 
work before our committee, and which was sent back to the House and 
transferred to another committee, and that is what I want to call at- 
tention to. 

Mr. HOVEY. I can not yield to an interruption. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions is composed of nine Democrats and six 
Republicans, the Committee on Public Lands nine Democrats and five Repub- 
licans, and the Committee on Military Affairs eight Democrats and six Repub- 
licans, so that the Democrats of those committees have the power to report to 
this House any bill referred to them, or they can crush, by refusing to report, 
every bill offered in favor of the ex-soldier. The responsibility is theirs; and I 
assure them they will be well remembered hereafter by the men whose rights 
they have so unfeelingly ignored. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the committees to whem those im- 
portant bills have been referred dare not bring one of them before this House 
for fair discussion and action. The people who do not understand the gag rules 
of this House are watching with wonder and blaming their Representatives for 
not forcing a vote on the most important questions of the day. 


It must not be forgotten that my colleague, the honorable and gal- 
lant Colonel MATSON, is the chairman of the Invalid Pensions Commit- 
tee, my much esteemed and ancient friend, Mr. HOLMAN, chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, and my colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
of Illinois, whose district joins mine across the Wabash River, is chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

If I am correctly informed, no report has been made by the said com- 
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mittees on either of my bills, and hence under the rules of this House 
it is impossible to press either of them for further legislative action. 
With over one hundred and ninety bills in favor of the rights of ex- 


apart for their consideration. 

Hundreds of thousands of soldiers at this and former sessions have 
petitioned for redress andrelief in vain. Their petitions now are never 
read in the session of the House, but are buried in the box at the fect 
of the Speaker, and are then sent silently to the archives of the nation ! 

Verily that great and grand old right of petition has lost its ancient 
force and grandeur. Its denial once by George III was assigned in 
the Declaration of American Independence as one of the causes which 
led to the liberty of this country. May its virtual suppression here 
fail to lose that which it formerly helped to gain. 

That there has been a studied and systematic course of opposition 
pursued by my colleagueson the other side of this House against all gen- 
eral pension legislation can not be honestly denied by any member. 

To show how this denial has been systematically pursued I will 
present a few facts that can not be controverted. 

My colleague, Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, in his speech in this House 
on the 10th of July, shows what efforts he has made to have days as- 
signed and set apart for such legislation. He says: 

On the 2ist day of May last I offered the following preamble and resolution: 

“Whereas the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House has reported 
House bill No. 9961, by Report No. 2120, entitled ‘ A bill relating to the arrears 
of pensions,’ with recommendation that it do pass; and 

** Whereas said committee in said report estimate that said bill, if passed, will 
cause the expenditure of $259,000,000; and 

** Whereas all political parties profess to be in favor of granting to the Union 
soldiers of 1861 to 1865 liberal pensions for service rendered; and 

_“* Whereas on the 19th day January last, House bill No. 3345, granting a pen- 
sion to all such soldiers, was referred to said committe; and 

‘Whereas it is important that said several propositions should be disposed of 
beforeany bill is passed materially reducing the revenues ofthe country: There- 
fore, 

‘* Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the 
further consideration of said House bill No. 3345, and that said bill, and said bill 
No. 9961, reported by said committee, be made a special order for Friday, the 
25th day of May, and that the consideration thereof shall continue from day to 
day until they are disposed of.” 

This resolution, asking that these bills should be considered, was, by the rul- 
ing of the Speaker, sent to tie Committee on Rules, and, strange to say, since 
the introduction of that resolution there has never been a report from that com- 
mittee, although Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, representing the minority of the com- 
mittee, stated publicly upon this floor that the Republicans composing the mi- 
nority bad gone tothe Speaker, who is ex officio chairman thereof,and requested 
that the committee be called together for the purpose of taking action thereon, 
and further stating that there hed been no meeting of the committec. 

Fearing that the Speaker, inthe multiplicity of duties that are crowding upon 
him, had overlooked the matter, Lagain, on the 9th day of June, offered the 
following resolution: 

** Resolved, That Wednesday, the 13th day of June, after the morning hour, be 
setapartfor the consideration of House bill No. 9961, granting arrears of pensions 
and providing forthe payment thereof; and that the consideration thereof shall 
be continued trom day to day until the same is disposed of’’— 
which also went to the Committee on Rules, and which has suffered the like 
fate of its predecessor. 


The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will show other efforts in the same 
direction without success. 

In May last the Republican members of the House, becoming dis- 
satisfied with the many evasions and long delays in regard to pension 
legislation, signed a request or petition and delivered it to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, of which the Speaker, Mr. CARLISLE, is chairman. 
I now present to the House a copy of the same: 


To the Committee on Rules of the House of Representatives: 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned members of the House of Representatives, 
feeling the great need of prompt legislation for the relief of Union veterans and 
their dependent ones, respectfully urge your committee to set apart, at as early 
a day as possible, three or four days for the consideration of general pension 
legislation. . 
J.C. Burrows, D. B. Henderson, E. H. Funston, George W. Steele, 

William Cogswell, James O’ Donnell, E. B. Taylor, Jacob Romeis, 
George W. Crouse, Nils P. Haugen, Henry W. Seymour, J. Ly- 
man, J. J. Belden, William Warner, M. M. Boothman, Nelson 
Dingley, jr., Francis W. Rockwell, EH. J. Spooner, H. F. Finley, 
William W. Grout, J. H. Ketcham, Smedley Darlington, John 
Lind, M. S. Brewer, Oscar L. Jackson, Robert M. Yardley, C. P. 
Wickham, John A. Hiestand, A. R. Anderson, G. E. Bowden, 
Louis E, Atkinson, Franklin Bound, O. B. Thomas,E. S. Osborne, 
Edward Scull, J. B. Cheadle, Thomas Ryan, J. T. Maffett. Knute 
Nelson, Thomas 8. Flood, Th. H. Bayley Browne, A.J. Hopkins, 
Binger Hermann, Will‘am E. Mason, William McKinley, jr., C. 
H. Grosvener, John G. Sawyer, Charles E. Brown, B. W. Perkins, 
J.H. Rowell, John M. Farquhar, Daniel Kerr, Charles S. Baker, 
Thomas M. Bayne, John B. Weber, W. G. Hunter, George M. 
Thomas, L. B. Caswell, J. G. Cannon, R. R. Hitt, John Daizell, 
John Kean, jr., W. H. Wade, J. T. Johnston, E. N. Morrill, J. H. 
Gallinger, C. A. Boutelle, John D. Long, R. M. La Follette, H.C, 
Lodge, William W. Morrow, Henry H. Bingham, L. E. Pay, 
son, A.C, Thompson, Benjamin Butterworth, Richard Guenther, 
Robert P. Kennedy, George Hires, John Nichols, F.C. Bunnell, 
George West, Jehu Baker, E. H. Conger, J. W. Stewart, W. D. 
Owen, W. G. Laidlaw, P. S. Post, John H. Gear, Charles N. 
Brumm, 0.8. Gifford, Alvin P. Hovey, William D. Kelley, Welty 
McCullogh, E. P. Allen, B. M. Cutcheon, William E. Fuller, S.L, 
Milliken, J. J. Pugsley, A. X. Parker, John A. derson, George 
FE. Adams, William Vandever, Albert P. Fiteh,5. V. White, A.J. 
Holmes, John Patton, J. McKenna, Charles H. Allen, Thomas J. 
Henderson, H.C. McCormick, W. A. Gest,S. R, Peters,G.G. Symes, 
N. Goff, E.S. Williams, David Wilber, J. Laird, Charles A. Rus- 
sell, J. Yost, W.O. Arnold, Joseph D. Taylor, George W. E. Dor- 
sey, Thomas M. Browne, Ralph Plumb, Charles O'Neill, I. 8, 
Struble,J.S. Sherman, L. C. Houk, N. Felton, Stephen T. Hopkins 
E. J. Turner, N. W. Nutting, William Walter Phelps. 
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And now, Mr. Chairman, we are here on the 2d day of August with 
all our requests ignored and unheeded, and the petitions and prayer 
of thousands of ex-soldiers unread and disregarded. The history « 
legislation presents no parallel to this outrage upon the rights of tl 
people. 


tic side of this House dare n 
uted, for they know it would be 
wrthern Democrat who should 
w the Presidential el 


hey are in danger of the veto of 


ection in 





Do you: | of that the Democracy as a party: 
still opposed to the ex-soidiers as the majority of them were from 1461 
to 1865? You have the answer in the President’s message, and the 
provisions of the Mills tariff bill whi ey have lately passed in tb 
House by a majority of 13 

Does not every ex-soldier know that if that bill becomes a law, it 
must necessarily destroy all hopes of future pensions? There would 
be no surplus nor revenue to pay the soldier. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, Mr. MILLS’s 
debate on the tariff, said: 














ablest lieutenant in tl 


Mr. Chairman, what is the bill that we present for your consideration? It is 
a bill which proposes to take $878,000 off of chemi $1,755,000 off of eartl 
and glass ware; $11,4~0,000 off of sugar $1,000 off of provisions; $227,000 off 
cotton goods; $2,042,000 off of hemp, jute, and flax goods; $12,330,000 off 
woolens; $3,000 off of books and papers, and $1,090,000 off of sundries. It isa 
proposed to add to your free-list flax, hemp, jute, chemicals, salt, tin plate vO 
and other things,amounting to $22,189,000, making in all a tariff reduc 
$63,720,000, It proposes to made reductions in the internal revenue of $24,455 
000, or a grand total of tax reductions from tariff and internal-revenue sources 
of $78,176,000, 
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Sir, when that grand reduction of our revenue takes place, if it ever 
does, we must bid farewell to all future taxation to raise a revenue 
to pay our ex-soldiers their just demands. 

THE WAR TAX 

We are told that our revenue is now derived from ‘‘ war taxes. 
Mr. MILLs and his collea ugues on the tarifl f debate have repeated this 
over and over again. ‘The war tax,’’ ‘‘the war tax,’’ ‘‘the wa 
tax ’’ has been ringing chrcuch this Chamber for the last month, until 
the walls almost retain and reverberate its echo. 

Now, it must be clear that if it isa war tax, our great surplus in 
the Treasury, which now amounts to over $130,000,000, should be 
primarily expended for war debts. 

1, To the ex-soldiers who made it possible for our Government to pay 
any debts; and 

2. Tothe bondholders whosupplied our Government with the‘‘sinews 
of war’’ during the late rebellion. 

The bondholders should be fully paid, but we should not entirely 
forget a little of the inside history. Bonds were bought with ‘‘ green- 
backs ’’ at a discount; many of them were purchased at 70 cents to the 
dollar,when greenbacks were not worth more than 60 or 70 cents, thus 
making the actual cost to the bondholders about 50 cents to the dol- 
lar. ‘These bonds have since risen in value until they are now held as 
high as $1.28 in gold, and they have drawn interest from the date of 
their issue. 

The soldier in his financial operations has not fared quite so well, for 
he was compelled to receive his ‘‘greenbacks’’ when on a general 
average they were not worth more than 60 cents to the dollar, and he 
has never received either principal or interest for his losses on his de 
preciated paper. If the ex-soldier did not love ‘‘UncleSam’’ so well, 
and if a suit at law could be brought for the difference between the 
greenback and the gold dollar, there is no court in the world where 
justice is administered where he could not obtain a judgment. There 
can be no shadow of doubt upon his rights. 


se 


PENSION BILLS, 


The pension bill vetoed by the President in 1887 only provided for 
ex-soldiers where there was a “ total inability to procure their subsist- 
ence by daily labor.’’ 

The Grand Army bill referred to by my colleague [Mr. MATSON] de- 
fines the disability to be that ‘‘ which totally incapacitates them for the 
performance of manual labor.’’ The substitute reported to this H Use 
for the Senate bill also defines the dis: bility y to be that ** Ww hich totally 
incapacitates them for the performance of manual labor.’ 

But my colleague, the chairman of the Invalid Pension Committee 
[Mr. MATSON], leaves no room to doubt what his views are in regard 
to pensions which should now be given to his comrades. 

In his House bill No. 1329 he clearly draws the line that would c 
off all from such relief except those ‘‘ who are now a and are 
dependent upon charity for a sustenance,’’ and requires that the disa 
bility must be such ‘‘as would incapacitate them for any manual |: ubor, 
and who are dependent upon pul blic charity for their sustenance.’ 

In other words, no ex-soldier under his bill conld apply for a pen- 
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sion without first swearing he was a pauper, and then sustaining his | 


claim by proving that he was an object of charity and wholly unable 
to perform any manual labor 


I can not concur in favoring y such a bill, but on the contrary would | 
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My colleague warmly espouses the i if the M 
He says 
Iam now and have been Slantiys t tL ove ud y ssu i 
Sist« ind earnest nd of ¢ ry ieasu! t t has 
m overtaxation I ito no it i tlio i I 
ve the cause of all the people, and the soldiers a ily @ par great 
, pe iti 
Che substance of this, if I understand it, is that the ex-soldier’s 
rights must give way to tlhe omnipotency of the Mills tariff bill, tothe 
wisdom of free-trade reformers Chis no doubt is loval and true De- 
cracy as held and taught by the leaders of the part But my friend, 


seeing the effects of the Mills billin reducing the revenue out of which 
pensions must be paid, as &@ panacea, threatens to tax the rich men ol 
ir country to raise the funds out of which the soldier shall be pa 
hat is a long way off; we have the surplus now; why wait yr dead 
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ever pass this House the last tombstone ] g 
our veterans will have its marble crumbled into dus Such promises 
are more than vain. 
To avoid the dilemma in which he finds the President and par 
on pension legislation, my friend makes a defense something in the 
nature of an old English plea, called in law Latin an a/bsque hoc, or to 
make it a little more intelligible, if possible, ‘‘ without th that. ’’ 
He says 
At no time since the 4th of March, 1861, hasthe Democratic parts ur d 
with the ft responsibility of Government Che ridiculous rates give me 
cases where the fractionsof acentare nputed, and of wh i I : i 
urue General Hovey saw fit on the floor of this House recently to complain 
tterly, are the results of laws enacted while the Republican part i full 

< tr of the G it W i is 1ese 1 t : 1s 
ly displaying t ngs »>th i s by sown pa 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not stop to inquire who enacted such 
ridiculous rules and laws. Here is the part of my remarks to w h 
my colleague alludes: 

We are flippantly told that our pension laws are ample and the most 
cent in the world, and that no ex-soldier has the right to find t 
with the generosity and pa ire of our Governme 

Yes, we have pension laws where the red-tape appendages, employ/s, and 
machinery alone, not in ting any pensions (y ‘ t 
000 annually to dole out a pittance that would cdo t 4 
less men, widows, and orpha ! 

Ss v ) I to be ashamed of nigga i legislatio f ri 3 too 
great for s I pa i . i t s 
Jacob's ladde is veteran t ie Pension Depa nt a 
ridiculous. 

I have read where tl - ) it pit reart a 4 
blood for drachr tit is ‘ Solons, W ) i i i 
sion laws, to measure the valu f our veterans’ b i he fraction ne 
copper cent! 

Only think of the blood and wounds of our soldiers being valued at $2 per 
month ut $2.663 per r t 3h , i t rhe fraction of 
cent by halves and thirds being set apart in fifteen of the one h ir 1 
| fifty-one grades to our maimed, bre lown, and wo led so I 
wise men must have had Shylock’s t weigh th 
blood, and after they had weighed the | it ‘ 
wound with astrong political m os ) vefore t 
down to the fraction of one copper cent 

I may say that the Commissioner of Pensions (Ge B 
rade, as we were at one time in the same my. and I! t ‘ 
him asa gallant soldier and entertained fe : respect I 

ot in his official capacity, for I believe e has bee vy act vy in obe ‘ eto 
the command of his superiors in offi Lb iis la re] n June 
shows that there were then on the pe | p ms who rece 
per month, 30,823 who 1 eived $2 per month, and 65.46 lo receive ~4 
month, and on the pension-rolls to-day there re over 1000 persons 
now receiving 3}; to 13 cents per day What magnificent g é 
Government that has been saved and preserved by tl va 
and their blood! These are some of the pensions ab 
loud and bombastic boastings 

I feel sure that my comrade and colleague feels asl ed to ich 
rules and laws governing our Pension Department; I am sure » Let 
| us snatch the child from the fire We w e 1 enough to in 


quire about its parentage afterwards. Give us legislation and let us 
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Now, Mr. Cha in, here a bill of fare collected and collated by 
7 comrad [Mr. GROoSVENOR] of Ohio on the 12th day 
of June la 
i t t r the arrears of pensions; House bill 4 
to} lea 7 cases; House bill 4952, to amend the law as to 
i c j I llouse b 5623, to am ith twit tive to 
j House i2, t ‘ te « ! e in pension cases; Ho 
| n il rs; House pills ane 15, t« end 
‘ “zy lo ) to increase the r r tot d 
} | i e bi t ine ase t rate of j } m 3 
of both I ti | 1a70 ll. and > to t service per mf 
{ li et I to¢ id the act « 
I hi wwto a ied pension ii © bill 4277, to 
ed per to be venled to t ipreme court of the District of ¢ 
bia: House b 1791, to repeal limitations on the time of filing applications 
pen i he bil 13 1330, 1359, 1377, 1384, 1545, 1556, 1717, 1723, 1751, 1824, 
snd 3429, to repeal the limitation on arrea »f pensions ; House bill 1724, to 
arrea of pe on in ca 3s of total disability: House bills 1453, 3348. 4 ), 
13, tog nty sions in cases of loss of limb; House bills 1457 and 3399. to 
tp "i ‘ s of spe ct pensions; Hlouse bills 1381 and 1722, to in- 
‘ the per 1 of minor children: House bills 1379, 138 99, 1505, 1688, and 
172%, relative to depes nt pensions; House bills 1823, 1996, 3396, and 3430, toregu 
la evidence in pension cases; House bill 1572, to grant pensions to soldiers 
< ed afte en nt d before m *; House bills 1329, 1379, 1392, 1454, 
1559, 1744, 1789 ,and 4413, to grant pensions to disabled dependent 
s: il ! 121, to establish a uniform grade of rating for pensior 
House bi i7, to grant pensions to persons not mustered into the United 
tates servic House b 1302, 1784, 5249, 4356, and 4411, to increase the rates 
of nsion for total disability; House bill 1725, to increase the minimum rate 
of pensions; House bill 1537, to increase rates of pensions for loss of both arms 
House bill 1459, to increase rates of pensions for disability equal to loss of 
limb; House bill 4340, to increase rates of pensions for loss of both arms or 
feet; House bills 1331 and 1726, to allow pensions for additional disabilities 
House bill 14 to abolish distinctionsof rank in pension cases; House bills 
1456, 3309, and 4356, to increase the rates of pensions for loss of an eye; House 
bills i317, 1326, 1375, 1382, 1408, 1570, 3434, 4337, and 4356, to increase rates of pen- 
sion for deafness; House bill 1922, to increase rate of pension for loss of jaw 
House bills 1581 and 1722, to inerease rates of pensions for minor children; 
House bill 1544, to grant pensions to soldiers on reaching sixty years of age 
House bills 1820, 1391, 3345, 4273, 4292, 4296, and 4344, to grant service pensions 
[louse bills 1457 and 3395, to grant arrearsto personsallowed pensions by special 


act; House bill 1422, relating to special-act pensions; House bill 1730, relating to 
special actto allow rerating of pensions ; House bills 1383, 1500, and 1739, to restore 
pensions to w dows of second husbands; House bill 1557, to fix the date of the 
commevcement of pensions; House bills 1288, 1316, 1721, 1744, 3308, 3354, 4292, and 
4347, to grant pensions to widows; House bill 6137, to repeal the arrears act; 
House bil! 6690, to establish a courtof pensions ; House bill 6639, to allow cumu- 
lative pensions; House bill 6143, to regulate evidence in pension cases; House bill 
6363, to allow pensions to soldiers disabled by act of another soldier; House bill 
6111. to extend the pension lawstonurses; House bil] 6654, to increase rate for loss 
of part of hand; House bill 6705, to increase rate for disability to perform manual 
labor: House bill 6829, to increase rates for loss of eyes; House bills 6647 and 
6829, to increase rate for loss of limb; House bill 4384, to extend the act of 1880 
for pensions; House bill 6669, for service pensions; House bill 6173, to extend 





the pension laws to steam-boat men; House bill 6553, to define the law relative | 


to the commencement of widows’ pensions; House bill 7046, to allow arrears of 
pensions to restored pensioners; House bill 7426, to allow arrears of pensions 
in eases of loss of limb; House bill 7063, to grant pensions to parents of more 
than one son dying by means of woundsor disease; House bill 7090, to increase 
rate of pensions in cases of gunshot fracture of the femur; House bill 7415, to 
increase rates for total disability; House bill 7054, to grant service pensions; 
House bill 7761, to repeal the statute of limitations on pension cases; House bill 
1420, to pension prisoners of war; House bill 7736, to increase rates for loss of 
limb; House bills 7758 and 7792, to increase rates for loss of sight; House bill 
8061, to restore pensions to widows of second husbands; House bills 8357 and 
£360, to allow pensions in cases of loss of limb; House bill 1688, relative to pen- 
sions for dependent parents; House bill 1537, to increase rates for loss of both 
arms; House bill 8392, to allow additional pensions for other disabilities to those 
pensioned for loss of limb; House bill 8688, to pay arrears of pensions to surviv- 
ing children of soldiers in pension cases; House bill 8378, to grant service pen- 
sions; House bil) 9060, to allow pensions in case of lossof limb; House bill 9069, 
to fix rates of pensions by rank held at date of discharge; House bill 9277, to in- 
crease the rate of pensions for total disability; House bill 9743, to repeal the 
prohibition of pensions to volunteers who may previously have been conscripted 
into the Confederate service; House bill 9737, for the equalization of pensions; 
House bill 9737, to grant service pensions; House bill 10055, to fix the rates of 
pensions for loss of sight; and House bill 10055, to grant pensions to widowsand 
children, at divers times during the present session of Congress were duly re- 
ferred to the standing Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Itcan not be denied that this House has had a sufficient number of 
bills before it from which aselection could be made to eradicate any evil 
that may exist under our laws in regard to pensions. The committee 
of which my colleague, Mr. MATSON, is chairman, can easily have all 
these evils removed if it will only give us three or four days of fair and 
honest legislation, but up to this hourthat committee has not been as- 
signed a single day for general pension legislation. 

Poor Committee on Invalid Pensions! It has been shorn of all its 
jurisdiction over general pension legislation, and its labors are now con- 
fined to a few short nights on private pension bills, which are only per- 
mitted to be set up like ten-pins that the President may have the pleas- 
ure with his wit and sarcasm to knock down with his veto balls! 

VETOES, 


The President’s vetoes are defended by my colleague and eulogized 
as being the essence of perfection. He says: 

And so the President in the discharge of his duty, not with malice or ill-will 
towards the claimant, but with a desire to do his duty only, states the facts upon 
which he founded his objections. I challenge any of his loud accusers to show 
any single instance in which he has animadverted unnecessarily against the 
claimant. When this wholesale charge is made, ask for the specification. Let 
the case be cited, and the facts and the criticism go together. 


Yes, let us have the facts where such facts are fairly and legally ob- 


AUGUS® 2, 


ithout regard to the source from whence | calls facts is procured by the Pension Department and is entirely ex 


parte. ‘The soldier is seldom present, nor has he a chance of meeting 
his accusers face to face and cross-examine the witnesses who testify 
against him before the inquisitorial examiners of the Pension Depart- 
ment. 

Remembering this, the President should not unnecessarily tarnish the 


His ex 


to givesuch loose evidence or statements all the sanc- 


character of any one ilted position should forbid it. But he 
has not hesit ite I 


tion of his high oflicial authority 








I will quote a few of his charges, flings, and sarcasms that he has used 
in vetoing the pension bills of poor and broken-down ex-suldiers who 
were defending our country whilst he, the President, was out of dan- 
ger and at his ease in Bu oO. 

In the veto of the bill pa 1 for John W. Ferris ine, 1836, he uses 

| the following lancuage: 

The ingenu develo lint ist t ] b- 
reas those clair pensiot lin i of those ali 
granted, ited int } ry f ttem, ‘ : 

tl results of diarrh 

Again, in the case of John W. Luce, June, 1 } 

It is alleged that 1e@ examina 1s made 1 the Pen Bureau develo l 
t la tthe d sed id vas a man ol qu ile bbits 

une, I j 





In his veto in the case of Alfred Denny, June, 1886, who swore that 
he was injured by being thrown forward on the pomm« 


the President becomes facetious and says: 





| of his saddle, 


) 


ho rode horses dur- 


saddles indicates 


_ The number of instances in which those of our soldiers w 
ing the war were injured by being thrown forward on their 
that those saddles were very dangerous contrivanc¢ 

The innuendo clearly points to the charge that many claimants of 
that kind were perjured. I most earnest!y advise the President not 
to try any saddle of that kind himself, or he might change his opinion. 

In the case of Edward Ayers, May, 1886, the President in his veto 
says: 

It is reported to me by a report from the Pension Bureau that after the alleged 
wound andin M ’ mant deserted and was arrested in the 


iay or Jur 
State of Indiana and re ned to duty without trial. 






1863, the 





Here the President fastens on the ex-soldier a stain and a crime, the 


| penalty of which would have been death, on the authority of a mere 
| report. 


In the case of David W. Hamilton, May, 1886, he says: 


If he had filed his application earlier it would have appeared in better fajth, 
and it may be that he would have secured the evidence of his family physician 
if it was of the character he described. 

His delay in filing his claim, in the mind of the President, seems 
conclusive proof of perjury. 

Every soldier who has served in the Army will realize the injustice 
of the charge as made by the President. Many poor soldiers, from 
pride, have been restrained for years from presenting their just claims 
for a pension. 

The wit and humor of the President rise again to the surface in his 
veto of the bill of Andrew I. Wilson, in June, 1886. 

Whatever else may be said of this claimant’s achievements during his short 
military career, it must be conceded that he accumulated a great deal of dis- 
ability. 

Other cases might be multiplied in his numerous vetoes, but I deem 
it unnecessary to make more public his charges against soldiers of 
drunkenness and loathsome diseases. 

It should not be forgotten that in all his vetoes of private pension 
bills he virtually accuses every claimantand many witnesses with will- 
ful perjury, and the reports upon which he promulgates his libelous 
charges are founded on one-sided reports and rumors. If he were not 
shielded by his Presidential mantle actions for libel could be success- 
fully brought against him on many of his vetoes. It should be re- 
membered that he judges the claimant from his standpoint and not by 
the testimony of the claimant and his witnesses under oath, backed 
by the full indorsement of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
Surely in such cases the power and cruelty of the one man is very 
gréat. 

PRESIDENTS APPROVAL OF ACTS, 


My colleague goes into extacies over the approval by the President 
of the following acts: Widow’s act, March 12, 1886; act of August 4, 
1886, increasing pensions to crippled soldiers; act granting pensions to 
Mexican soldiers; act of June 7, 1888, granting arrears to widows of 
soldiers. If these acts were approved by the President without the 
coercion of political pressure, he is entitled to credit for simply per- 
forming a humane duty; but it might be important to inquire who 
formulated those bills? Did the President ever suggest or recommend 
the passage of any bill or measure for the relief of the soldier? ‘‘I 
pause for a reply.’’ 

I should be pleased if some great statesman would inform me where 
the difference is between a private bill for a pension and a general pen- 
sion law, so far as it relates to the power of Congress in making such 


tained, but it must not be overlooked that much of what the President | enactments, Why should the President hold that the gencral law con- 
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@ ! i MATSON’S PAUPER BILI 
ly discharged soldiers and sailors who are 1 t [ 
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; now receiving pens 18 under existing laws. or whose claimsare pending int : 
: Pension Office, may, by apy ution to the Commissioner of Pensions, in — 
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s in t / her hat rank in the service sha ‘ | r 
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I conclude n re ark . bewt en 
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no such widow his orphan children under twenty-one years of age shall be en- 
titled to enter a quantity of public lands (not mineral) not exceeding 160 acres 
or one quarter-section, which shall be composed of contiguous tracts, according 
to legal subdivisions, including the alternate reserved sections of public lands 
along the line of any railroad or other public work, or other lands subject to 


entry under the homestead law of the United States, and receive a certificate of | 


such entry without payment of any Government fees. 

Se. 2. That such entry shall be made in the name of the person entitled as 
above to make the same by application in person, or by agent, under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe; and the patent for the 
land «o entered shall be issued only tosuch soldier, musician, seaman, or officer, 
or to his widow or orphan children, provided for in the first section of this act, 
who madethe entry ; butnosale of such land, or of any interest therein, or power 
of attorney authorizing such sale, or other contract or agreement in anywise 
affecting or concerning any such land, made, executed, or entered into prior to 
the issuing of the patent therefor and the actual delivery of the same to the per- 
son to whom issued, shall be of any effect whatever, but every such sale, power 
of attorney, co: tract, or agreement shall be null and void. 

See. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and regulations 
to carry the several provisions of this act into effect. 

This bill passed the House on the 12th day of December, 1872, on a 
yea-and-nay vote—yeas 118, nays 54; but the recognized leaders of the 
Republican side of the House voted against it, including Mr. Coburn, 
Mr. Dunneli, Mr. Garfield, Mr. HOAR, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. KELLEY, 
Mr. Roberts, Mr. Sargent, Mr. Twichell, Mr. William A. Wheeler, and 
others equally prominent. It was not a party vote, for many Repub- 
licans voted for it and some Democrats against it. Of the gentlemen 
now members of this House Mr. Bui Ler, Mr. Cox, Mr. RANDALL, and 
myself voted for it; Mr. KELLEY against it. 

{ placed the measure upon two grounds: first, as an act of justice to 
the soldiers of the Union Army; and second, as a means of resisting 
and counteracting the alarming policy which was then in progress of 
granting away the public domain to corporations. That measure passed 
the House, but it passed against the opposition of leading Republican 
members. It went to the Senate, and was sent to the Committee on 
Public Lands, from which it was reported adversely by Mr. STEWART, 
of that committee; and it was indefinitely postponed, or at least it was 
never heard from again. 

The following is the beginning of the report made on this bill to the 
Senate on the 12th day February, 1873, after full deliberation, for, as 
I have stated, it passed the House on the 12th of December, 1872. The 
soldiers of the whole country in overwhelming numbers petitioned the 
Senate to pass it, yet in a Senate overwhelmingly Republican not one 
word was spoken in its support. But the following is the beginning 
of the report, which sufficiently indicates its character: 

Mr. SrEWART, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1665), to enable honorably discharged soldiers and sailors, their 
widows, and orphan children, to acquire homesteads on the public land of the 
United States, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed, 

The report proceeds as follows: 

That this bill, if enacted into a law, would provide for the disposition of at 
least 320,000,000 of acres of selected public lands. That the whole area of the 
public domain, exclusive of Alaska, 1s less than one thousand millions of acres 
From this must be deducted as valueless or unsuitable for settlement or re- 
served by law for other purposes, the lakes, the swamp-land grant of 1850, the 
railroad grants yet unpatented, the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of each 
township granted for common schools, the Indian Territory and other reserva- 
tions for the Indians, the mineral lands, the uninhabitable mountains, the al- 
kali deserts, and all other waste lands, 

Chese deductions are variously estimated at from two-thirds to three-fourths 
of the whole amount of the public domain, or from 666,000,000 to 750,000,000 of 
acres. This would leave from two hundred and fifty to two hundred and thiriy- 
four million acres of public lands fit to be occupied by settlers. The highest, 
and probably a very exaggerated, estimate of the amount of such lands is 400,- 
000,000 of acres. If the 320,000,000 of acres required to satisfy the terms of the bill 
under consideration could be found, exclusive of the necessary deduction above 
noted, all reasonable expectations would be answered. A minute disanssion of 
the amount of the arable lands in the public domain is, however, unnecessary. 
It is quite evident that most if not all the public lands suitable for cultivation 
would be required to satisfy the terms of the bill, and there would be a strong 
probability that those who were unfortunate enough to be last would find no 
lands to enter, 

And so ended the second and last attempt to secure to the soldiers of 
the Union Army a freehold in the land of their country in conformity 
to a traditional policy which was unbroken from 1787 down to the 
period when the party of my distinguished colleague came into power. 

The first measure, that of 1861’-62, was defeated because, in the 
opinion of the Republican leaders, it would tend to monopoly; the sec- 
ond, that of 1871-’72, was defeated because there was not land enough 
to secure the soldiers their freeholds. But, strange enough, between 
those two periods the same party as represented in Congress had granted 
away the following lands: 

Acres. 


To States for railroad Corporations.............c0ccccccessesececssseeseeeeoes prseee 17, 775, 624 
To railroad corporations direct..... -» 163,643, 944 





Grand total 


Now, sir, that 181,419,568 acres thus given over to a most wicked 
and infamous monopoly includes the most choice tracts of your public 
lands, the most fertile parts of your once great public domain extend- 
ing from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, selected with care 
by the skillful agents of the corporations to whom they were so gener- 
ously granted. And granted too by Congress and by the leaders of a 
party that could not think of granting lands to the Union soldiers for 
fear of monopoly! 
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And now, sir, after sixteen years have elapsed since that adverse re- 
port was made to the Senate, after 181,419,568 acres of the very cream 
| of your public domain, a territory more than eight times as large as 
| the good State of Indiana, have been given by Republican Congresses 
toa few elegant gentlemen who made money out of the war instead of 
Union soldiers who imperiled their lives in upholding the Union, and 
the widows and orphans of those who fell in battle—after sixteen years, 
during which, under the pre-emption law and other laws, your public 
domain has been left exposed to a most infamous system of land piracy 
and monopoly by which vast portions of the lands which should have 
been the homes of your Union soldiers and laboring people, have been 
| seized upon and appropriated by great capital interests, and are placed 
forever beyond their reach. 

And all this under the pre-emption and other laws, which a succession 
of Houses of Representatives under Democratic control have earnestly 
sought to repeal, and thus secure the remaining lands for homes for your 
people under the homestead law, without as yet securing the co-op- 
eration of the Senate, while the monopoly of the little that remains of 

valuable public land still goes on, with only here and there a fragment 
of the magnificent public domain which existed on the 4th day of 
March, 1861, when the Republican party came into power, left within 
the reach of the workmen of this country—a domain which, husbanded 
with the wisdom, prudence, and patriotism displayed by all former 
parties from 1787 down to March 4, 1861, would have secured free homes 
to our landless people for a century to come. 

With all this and after all of this, with a mere remnant of the public 
domain adapted to agriculture left, with this record before the coun- 
try a gentleman on that side of the House gravely proposes that Con- 
gress shall grant bounty Jands to the Union soldiers! What a patri- 
otic policy! Give to corporations and monopoly, to capitalists of Ku- 
rope and America, to English and Scottish Lords, the grand domain of 
your fertile lands, and to the soldiers of the Union Army your barren 
wastes, sterile mountains, and the ice fields of Alaska! No one can be 
deluded or deceived by this. All men know, and none better than the 
soldiers of the Union Army, that the lands which ought to have been 
theirs according to the traditional policy of the Republic—the millions 
of acres which ought to have been the freeholds of the men who de- 

fended the Union in the hour of its deadly peril, the homes of those 





whose labor creates and upholds the public wealth—have been given 
by Congress to corporations and monopoly, and are now enlarging 
imperial private estates. Restore to your public domain the vast mill- 
ions of acres of fertile lands you have given to corporations and sur- 
rendered to monopoly, and then justice can be done to the Union sol- 
dier who imperiled his life for the Union, to the widow and orphan 
whose husband and father fell on the field of honor in defense of his 
country. 

My own record shows how gladly I would aid in securing such re- 
sult. 

Mr. MCKINNEY was recognized. 

Mr. HOVEY. Mr, Chairman, one word 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. HOVEY¥. Can I not be allowed to reply to my colleague? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOVEY. I want a minute in reply to show how fallacious all 
that he has said is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will have a minute to reply. 

Mr. HOVEY. I want to say this 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Mc- 
KINNEY ] has been recognized. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Howmuchtime does the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hovey] want? 

Mr. HOVEY. A minute or a minute and a half. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman 

from Indiana [Mr. Hovey] occupying one minute. 








Mr. HOVEY. Mr. Chairman, it isnot important to me what the past 
legislation of this House has been. I stand here for my constituency; 
I demand justice for the soldiers who fought beside me, and I want 
them to have the same rights their fathers had. What rights had their 
fathers in regard to public lands? Why, sir, down to the war of 1861, 
every soldier who had served one day in battle or fourteen days in the 
Army of the United States was entitled to 160 acres of land. My col- 
league [Mr. HOLMAN] says we have no land; we have an area of pub- 
lic land more than thirty-five times as large as the State of Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not say we had no land. I said we had only 
75,000,000 acres available for agriculiure, without irrigation. 

Mr. HOVEY. If you will not give the soldiers bread, give them at 
leastthe stones; give them your rocks and your mountains. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to append to my remarks a table in regard to 
the extent of our public domain: 


THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 13, 1888. 
Sir: Tam in receipt of your letter of the 10th instant, relative to certain sta 
tistics relating to the public lands, and in reply thereto herewith inclose a table 
showing the estimated area of the public domain disposed of, and the estimated 
area remaining to June 30, 1887, 
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Ne ! raska. 
Colorado 


Wyoming.... 
New Mexico 


Utah 

\Vashington, 
Dakota 

\ ZONA 

Idaho 

M BMD... .cerccccccecses 


Drv 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


ISION OF ACCOUN 


The CHAIRMAN. 


d and th 





rs, GENERAL LAND OFFiIce, April 9, 


"stones 
The gentleman from New Hampshire 


CONGRESS 

















IONAL RECORD- 





’? to the soldiers. 


KINNEY ] is recognized for thirty-five minutes, 


Mr. MCKINNEY. 
The CHAIRMAN. 





1888 


You have given all the lands to corporatio 
now you propose to give the 


Am I not allowed more time than that? 
The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Hovey 


cupied forty minutes, and a like time was granted to the side on 


right of the Chair. 


Mr. MCKINNEY. 
not have yielded. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
ire 

The CHAIRMAN, 
title of the pending bill. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
is now under consideration ? 


The gentleman from New Hampshire 
minutes of that time to the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Hor 
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[Mr. M 


MAN 
I was not aware of that arrangement orI would 


If the gentleman desires the Clerk will read t 


Unless unanimous consent for 


the 


an 


extension of time, the Chair can not recognize the gentleman from New 
Ilampshire for more than thirty-five minutes. 


Mr. MCKINNEY. 


Mr. Chairman, it 


is with some 


degree of d 


dence that [ rise in this House tospeak upon a subject that may not 


considered germane to the question before us for consideration at this 
time; but I feel that it devolves upon some member on this side to an 
swer the statements that have been made in the Halls of Congress and 
throughout the country that the Democratic party and the 
Administration is unfriendly to the Union soldier, who in the hour of 
peril to the Union and the old flag went forth as brave men in defense 


present 


of that which had been left them by their fathers as the richest legacy 


that can come to any generation—a united country and a free peopl 


I am not here to-day as an apologist for my party; I am only her 


to state the facts as they exist, and to show to the people of this coun- 
try that the Democratic party is true to those who fought the country’s 
battles, and that during the three full years that the present Adminis- 
tration has been in power, the Union soldiers have received greater con 
sideration than they ever received in a like period during the twenty 
years of Republican administration after the war was over. 
Republican upon this floor and every intelligent man in the country 
knows this to be true; but for mere partisan purposes they have per- 
verted the facts, and sent broadcast through the land the statement 
that the present Administration and the party that supports it is the 


enemy of the Union soldier. A simple investigation of the pension- 


rolls will show how false this statement is 
In order that we may make the comparison most just to the Repub 


lican party we will compare the last three years of the Republican ad- | 
ministration with the three full years of the Democratic administra- 


tion. 


Every 
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will turn to the workings of tl sp ‘ xam I 
find the comparison equally favorable to ! 
Mr. KERR Do you not recog 4 neces 
legislation ? 
Mr. McKINNEY. We will talk about tha a 
Mr. KERR. Why not now ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New H 
to vield 
Mr. McKINNEY. Unanimous consent has bes 
an more than forty times to talk as he pleased 
Mr. KERR Never 0 \ 
Mr. McKINNEY. I propose to oc I rn own tin 
We make the comparison between t years 1584 ; 
( missioner Dud with the y 15s ind 1887 
sione Black. Che reason for not « iparing th 
ecause the report of the Commi ner for 18= 
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hxa ners in field 
Cases in\ 1 
I? = 
i sit Ke 
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Examiners in field 
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Total expenses for two years, $427,404, of which 
was charged for traveling expenses. Average cost 
$13.78 per case 
This work was done with an average force of sixt 
less than were employed by Mr. Dudley. The resul 
gation under Mr. Black of 43,725 cases as against 


Mr. Dudley, a saving in traveling expenses alone of $1! 





TIS 


in t l « the Government of $86,865; a saving in 
ea case lof ¢ 3 In other words, it costs under t 
present a iin tion only 264 per cent. as much to investigate a 
special « is it did under Mr. Dudley. It seems to me that every 
ho 1 m vuimit by this comparison that both the soldier and 
the Trea v i ) } itiy ben ited by a Democratic administra- 
{ a 4 ured th the administration preceding it. I heard two 
| pub } oor make the statement that every facility 
' ‘ a ( it Commis ner for a speedy adiudicat on 

| of e best I : 4 riclre n the | ed 
N f & Tu i n, told me taut y the iourteen ears ie 
had n the Pension Bur 1 i i neve De l l » good 
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oid i } ( I CK 

ii ( u tf a of appointmen unde t ré - 


ministration of the Pension Bureau we will find the com 


to th lory of the Republican party. Of 416 appointments made by 
ie il | N h17,1 » to Jur 30, 1887, 230 were soldier 
or liers’ kindred, and 1&6 were civilians 1 net dillerence in favor 

| ( ( t +} cent General Black has ip winted 2! 
ex-Unlo ! in excess of the total number dropped from the ro s by 
dei , di e, re tion, or otherwise; and this with 150 emplo 
less than I during the fiscal years of the previous ad 
ministratj« im + net difference in favor of the soldier of 179, 
or about 1 ( me Idiers, sailors, or thei idows and kin 
dred pon t pa than were ever upon tiie rolls in the histo 
the office i é at and ent liers or their kindred o« ip 
the higher posit in the bureau, paying $1,200 a year and upward 
against 29 il ference in favor of the soldier of 27 per cent. 


Mr. Cha ian, the Democratic party can well afford to go to the 
cou y with this re d, and it will only be by a false r 
of the fact 1at the ex-Union soldiers will fail to see thei 
ests and recognize who are their true friends. 


presentation 





true inter- 


‘There will be no extra 


force of examiners sé into the doubtful States between now and elec- 
tion to promise pensions in return for votes; neither will the examin- 
ing poarc ye OV run with soldiers ordered for examination in order 
that ow party un le 1 laise pretense may capture the votes of the 
veteral but we will present to them the simple facts and figures, and 


trust to their intelligence and loyalty to cast their votes as may seem 


hest to them for their own interests and the interest of the Government 
their lovalt he ped to save, 
But the publicans will say, Oh, General Black isall right; we find 


no fault with the inistration of the Pension Bureau; but it is the 


President himself that we find fault with; we believe heis not the friend 
of the Union soldier. Now in order that we may know if this be true, 
let us examine his record upon this question, and if he has proven him- 


self the enemy of the Union soldier. we will all join our forces in con- 
demuation of him and his administration. 

We can only judge of a man’s character by his daily life. We judge 
ntiments regarding any question before him by his treat- 
ment of that question. President Cleveland has had ample opportu- 
nity to show his feelings toward Union soldiers, and we have no hesi- 
tancy in placing his record before the country as a representative of 
the Democratic party. Had he been opposed to further pensioning the 
soldiers he would have vetoed the pension legislation that has passed 
Conyress since he has been President. Yet what are the facts? On 
March 19, 1886, there was an act passed increasing widows’ pension 
from >per month The benefits of this bill applied to 102,568 
widows, and amounts to $4,923,264. President Cleveland signed the 
dill He approved the act of August 4, 1886, which increased the 
pension of 10,092 pensioners to the amount of $1,089,936. 
proved the act of January 29, 1887, known as the Mexican war pension 
bill, applying to 21,704 pensioners, amounting to $2,083,584. He ap- 
proved the act of June 7, 1888, granting arrears of pensions to widows 
from the date of their husbands’ death, estimated to apply to 10,000 
widows, averaging $108 each, amounting to $1,080,000. Total benefits 
applying to 144,364 pensioners of $9,176,784. 

| does not indicate that the President is opposed to pensioning 
soldiers and their widows. He has never vetoed but a single general 
pension law, and that was the bill known as the dependent pension 
bill. It is not necessary for me to attempt here to defend that veto. 
It has beeu defended largely by the soldiers themselves; many Grand 
Army posts have commended the act. The leading Republican papers 
all over the country have commended the veto, and you will find but 
few of any party who defend the bill as it was passed, or who criticise 
the President for exercising the veto power in its disapproval. In his 
veto of this bill he calls the attention of Congress to the fact that stat 
utes which, like pension laws, should be liberally administered as 
measures of benevolence in behalf of worthy beneficiaries, should ad- 
mit of no uncertainty as to their general object and consequences. He 
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lhe chairman of the Committee on Pensions in the House claimed 


there was no provision for pensioning any one who has a less disability 





: a ; s 
than a total inability to labor, and that it was a charity measure. The 
chairman of t ttee i he Senate dissented from this construc- 
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tion of the bill, and declared that it embraced all soldiers who are dis- 
1}! hh! x } yeh ra » } 
ibled to considerable extent. Others held the same view of the 
} If 3 construction of the bill was correct, the 1 would 
1 ’ . ; 
h been ent different from the purpose of those who framed it. 
Chere is not a single sentence in that veto message that casts an un- 
aq . } ) + 
1d reflection upon the soldier inany way. On the conti , he ex- 
vn ‘ ht +} y « ler <x +h} ‘ y y ] 
presses sympathy with them, and only w ield his signature on the 
ground that the bill was not « fail to 
accomplish the object aimed at by i tracts 
from leading Republican papers of the 
President’s veto, and will appen 
President Cleveland’s reasons for declir yr toapprove the dep ndent-pe nsion 
bill are sound and sufficient Worcester 
fhis is an entirely new departure in the 1 ter of p sions (except where 
years h intervenes and one which 3 noti ive the approval of 
t najority of the vetera f the war f the pub enerally Harts 
f nt. 
sident Clevelandis entitled to credit lth ks for the manlvand sensible 
it he has taken, and we are ire the ntry will applaud and sustain him 
in dibany /cpre 
I'he veto will be generally approved by public sentiment throughout 
country. For the position finally taken he deserves credit, and it will be freely 
extended to him on every hand.—Troy Ti 
Undo lly the country with him.—DBuffalo E 
rhe « } is with him in reprobating the present tendency of Congress to 
pension ext: rance. J President’s veto, bei nctione by the country 
will probably operate as acheck to this form of extravagance, and prove in « 
sequence a great public service.— Philadelphia I 
President Cleveland’s veto of the pauper pension | will be generally ap 
proved Philadelphia Bul . 
In vetoing the pauper pension bill the President has performed a brave and 
worthy act Philadelphia Enquirer. 






In common fairness and justice to the President we must heartily commend 
his action,—Pitishburgh Chronicle-Telegraph 
The President did well to veto it.— Wheeling I lligence 





Che objection to the bill was atit opened thedoor for vastabuses. The way 
| these could come to pass is ly stated by the President Cinci iti Com 


| senttheidea of being pauperized. 


He ap- | 


| enmity. 


then shows most clearly that there would be great doubt about the in- | 


terpretation of the language of the bill, whether it was meant to apply 
only to those who were wholly unable to earn their support by labor, 
or whether it applied to all who were in any degree mentally or phys- 
ically disabled, thus including the thousands who are receiving already 
a pension below the $12 a month contemplated in the bill. 


j 
merci 


It was a cour is act for Mr. Cleveland to face the« 
with a veto of a general outdoor relief pension bill, } 


cues in Congress 


done it without 








hesitation, and justified himself at every point Ch j ; 
That was a good place for avyeto, Public sentiment will sustain this act of the 
Execiftive Minneapolis Journal, 


Senator QUAY, chairman of the Republican national committee, in 
the Philadelphia Bulletin of February 19, 1887, said: 

The men who did the actual fighting and have some pride in their record re- 
That veto message is the best thing that Presi 


dent Cleveland has set his hand to, andif I were in the Senate now I would vot 


to sustain it. 

As I said before, it is unnecessary for me here to defend this act of 
the President. It is sanctioned by the people of this country, and will 
never be used against him except by those whose partisanship is 
stronger than their patriotism. 

Again, the President is charged with unfriendliness to the soldier 
because of his vetoes of private pension bills. Let us investigate his 
conduct in this regard and see whether he has been less just to the 
soldiers than he ought to have been under the circumstances, 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, 

The number of private pension bills approved by President Cleve- 
land, or allowed to become laws by him by limitation, to July 24, 
1888, were 1,264. 

The number of private pension bills approved or allowed to become 
laws by limitation during the entire period of Republican administra- 
tion were 1,524, or only 260 more in twenty years after the war than 
President Cleveland has approved in three years and five months. 
There is a little doubt that before the present Congress adjourns Presi- 
dent Cleveland will have approved more private pension bills than all 
the Republican Presidents from Lincoln to Arthur. 
Private pension bills approved by—- 











President Grant 4&5 
President Hayes... 303 
President Arthur...... 736 
President Cleveland 1, 264 
Average per year under 
CHEBG. 0c vccvne .00<cansoecsrasccccoverescccsscsecsece des vesecesevesseset be ceqncce seece néeesees ‘ 60 
Hayes........ ‘ 75 
Arthur 184 
Cleveland.. 360 





pension bills 199; bills failed for want of signature, 55. And for this 
he is called the enemy of the Union soldier—a strange way to show'his 
Had he desired to show his opposition to pensioning soldiers 
how much better he could have done it by vetoing the 1,264 and allow- 
ing the 199 to pass. 

I do not believe there is a single Representative on this floor that 
believes the President has selected these 199 soldiers and soldiers’ 
widows in orderthat he might show his opposition or contempt for the 
Union soldier; nor is there a Representative who would dare risk his 
reputation before the country on such a statement. The President’s 
only thought has been justice to the worthy soldiers who did honest 
service for the country and who are justly entitled to recognition from 
the Government. He has freely expressed himself in his veto mes- 
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acts, ame cause, Was apatriot a tl S 
Consistency, thou art indeed a jewel; bu é t 
lican party. President Cleveland discovered tl p! 
niinistrations the consular officers of the Gover! ha l 
our pensioners now residing abroad for ve pa] 
thereupon issued an order directing that 1 service should 1 in 
dered them free of charge. s by the Gover 

These statements alone are sufficient to prove to every honest « ( tie \pI 1887. the A tant-( 
of this country that President Cleveland has shown more love f é 
the honest soldier by his careful consideration of their rights than has the ¢ iA 
Congress by its ill-considered and ill-advised legislation for th« 
could not prove their claim. A Senator said a few days ago, in dis { 
ing the President’s vetoes, that after the House and Senate had investi ' the regin ' i bore t ( 
gated aclaim and passed upon it, it was preposterous for the Presiden il disposition as t 
to set up his judgment againstit. Now, that Senator knows, and th Ir. BOUTELLI \ t | 
members of this House know, that in the average pension claim there | |] pshire refer to? 
is never any investigation either by the House or by the Senate; and I Mr. McKI> » % 
do not believe they are thoroughly investigated by the Pension Co: Mr. BOUTELLI ( Dr 
mittee, Mr. MCKINNEY. § Y: I 

It would be impossible for the committee as a body to investigat Mr. BOUTELLI 
every claim. Each case is referred to a subcommittee of one, and | Mr. MCKINNEY Yes, sir, I 
think the committee will not deny that they usually accept the repo M JUTELLI 


of the subeommittee. Ina single sitting of seventy minutes the Sen ] 
ate has passed one hundred and forty-seven private pension bills Mr. McKINNEY et f } 





What consideration did these bills receive by the members of that | 1 rn of the lags in a lett ) 

body when they were passing them at the rate of more than ty pu iv t 

minute? In this House every Friday night we p from thirty t r. BOUTELLI I 

forty private bills, and unless the bill calls for a larger sum than is al- | flags 1 ed to C 

lowed in such cases by law, there is seldom any discussion upon them Mr. MCKINNEY. 

Each member present is satisfied to let the others pass if he can get his Mr. BOUTELLE. |! lag was i 

own bill through. I yield to no man in a desire to do exact justice to | | ny Republican « 

every deserving Union soldier, and where there is adoubt I would always | fed 

resolve that doubt in favor of him who loyally defended the Union Mr, McKINNEY i proposit ( 
But I confess, with some degree of shame, that too often here we | inet, and no { 

act the part of cowards instead of the part of statesmen; and it ill vy thi esid 


becomes us to criticise the President for exercising his prerogative a 
the Constitution which he has sworn to uphold directs. As gooda 
man as there.is on the Invalid Pension Committee in this House, and | min t eS 
a Republican, said to me that in nine cases in ten the President is 
right in his veto; that many bills are allowed to pass without suf 
ficient evidence. If, according to his statement, the President is righ 
nine times where Congress is right once, then he can well afford to go 








to the country on his record; and on these grounds I am willing to safelk« ‘ 
advocate him as the true friend of the true soldier. of war placed 
SOLDIERS IN OFFICE oe eee oat See Di 


President Cleveland has not been unmindful of the soldier in the ap- 
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mit that it would be a graceful act to anticipate future requests of this nature, 
and venture to suggest the propriety of returning all the flags, Union and Con- 
federate, to the authorities of the respective States in which the regiments which 





bore these colors were organized, for such final disposition as they may deter- 
mine. While in all the civilized nations of the world trophies taken in the war 
against foreign enemies have been carefully preserved and exhibited as proud 


mementoes of the nation’s military glories, wise and obvious reasons have al- 
ways excepted from the rule evidences of past internecine troubles which by 
appeal to the arbitrament of the sword have disturbed the peaceful march of 
a people to its destiny 

Over twenty years have elapsed since the termination of the late civil war. 
Many of the prominent leaders, civil and military, of the late Confederate States 
are now hovored representatives of the people in the national councils, or in 
other eminent positions lend the aid of their talents to the wise administration 
of the affairs of the whole country, and the people of the several States compos- 
ing the Union are now united, treading the broader roads to a glorious future, 

Impressed with these views, I have the honor to submit the suggestions made 
in this letter for the careful consideration it will receive at your hands. 

Very truly, yours, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
Hon. WiLuiAM C, Enpicorr, 
Secretary of War. 


General Drum therefore wrote letters to the governors of all the 
States offering the return of such flags; but before any of the flags were 
sent or delivered, the President gave farther consideration to the mat- 
ter, and wrote the following letter to the Secretary of War: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 16, 1887, 

TI have to-day considered with more care than when the subject was orally 
presented me, the action of your Department directing letters to be addressed 
to the governors of all the States offering to return, if desired, to the loyal States 
the flags captured in the war of the rebellion by the Confederate forces, and af- 
terwards recovered by Government troops, and to the Confederate States the 
flags captured by the Union forces, all of which have been packed in boxes and 
stored in the cellar and attic of the War Department. 

lam of the opinion that the return of these flags in the manner thus contem- 
plated is not authorized by existing law nor justified as an executive act. 

I request, therefore, that no further steps be taken in the matter, except to ex- 
amine and inventory these flags and adopt proper measures for their preserva- 
tion, Any direction as to final disposition of them should originate with Con- 
gress. 

Yours, truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR, 


The fact, therefore, is that under this Administration nota single | 


rebel flag has been returned orgiven up. I do notstop to read the cor- 
respondence; it will be found in the Tovene 

Mr. BOUTELLE, 
point. 

Mr. McKINNEY. 
have plenty of time to read it. I want to finish my speech. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman to say he was giving 
the tacts. Now, I would like to hear them. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. 
wants to reply, he will have time to do so if he gets the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ican do that; but I want you tostate the facts. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Under this Administration nota single rebel flag 
has been returned or given up, but under the administration of Edwin 
M. Stanton twenty-one such flags were surrendered to the survivors of 
the organizations from which they were captured. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Surrendered to whom? 

Mr. McKINNEY. ‘To thesurvivors of the organizations from which 
they were captured. Those now in the hands of the Government are 
in a room in the upper story of the building of the War Department 
where they can be easily visited and examined. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire yield ? 

Mr. McKINNEY. I do not. Let the gentleman make his state- 
ment when I get through. 

Mr. BovurELLE again endeavored to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire declines 
to yield. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman said—— 

Mr. MCKINNEY. No matter what I said. You can reply to it in 
your own time, not in mine, 

Mr. BoUTELLE again rose. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be interrupted. If 
the gentleman is a gentleman he will reply in his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire declines 
to yield, and is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, whatever of the captured Confed- 
erate flags were returned to those who bore them in the war were re- 
turned by the officials of the Republican party. I am glad, however, 
that they were not all returned, for there are many good men on this 
floor who were of age and in good physical condition when the war 
broke out, but whose patriotism never led them in sight of a rebel flag 
while the war was being prosecuted. I presume it was because it was 
not safe to investigate them at that time; but now as they read the 
history of that mighty struggle their patriotism is aroused, the blood 
boils in their veins, and the thought of returning these flags that were 
captured by their brave brothers is more than they can endure. 

But luckily for their peace of mind, these flags are safe from the hands 
of the enemy. They are stored in the attic of the War Department, 
where they may go at any time and under the guidance of a Democratic 
official they may feast their soul upon the tattered and moth-eaten@m- 








I would like the gentleman to elaborate that | 


Read it, if you want to, in the RECORD; you will | 


I will make my speech; and if the gentleman | 








| rebel brigadiers, I did not know we had any in this country. 





blems of the lost cause. Go, brethren, go. and look upon the trophies 
of brave and noble men, and remember while you look upon them that 
none of the glory that shall surround the history of those who bore 
them off the field in triumph will ever crown the history of your lives; 
and bear in mind, and enforce it upon your children and friends, that 
this Administration has returned no rebel flags. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What does the gentleman mean by ‘return? 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to know what the gentleman means by 
the word ‘‘return,’’ in that connection. 

Mr. McKINNEY. I repeat, I do not yield to you. 
that gentleman nothing. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Sit down. 

Mr. McKINNEY. But there is another charge 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who said that? 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I must insist that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed without interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes gentlemen on the floor will as- 
sist the Chair in preserving »rder. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was inquiring who it was in response to my 
inquiry said ‘‘sit down.”’ 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Yes, you are always “‘inquiring. 3ut there is 
one other charge that has been brought against the President. He 
has appointed rebel brigadiers to office, which is an offense to every 
ex-Union soldier who sacrificed for his country when these brigadiers 
were attempting to destroy it. Now we had an idea that all citizens 
of this country stood upon an equality; that every citizen entitled to 
vote under the Constitution had an equal right to compete with his 
fellows for any office he might desire to hold¢ and also that the ap- 
pointing power had aright to select from the various States in the 
Union such citizens as might be considered for place. Now as regards 
We did 
have them during the war; they were a part of that class of men who 
seceded from the Union, set up a government of their own, and de- 
clared their allegiance to it, and renounced the Union of which they 
had before been a part. But we of the North denied their right to go 
out of the Union. We declared they could not secede; and as an earn- 
est of the faith that was in us we enlisted largearmies, and at the point 
of the bayonet we enforced our idea. After four years of war, after 
the best blood of the nation, both North and South, had been shed, 
the Northern Army was victorious. The South laid down their arms, 
and General Grant commanded the armies of the South to go homeand 
take their horses with them, to till their farms and raise bread for their 
wives and children. The Northern idea had been victorious; secession 
was a failure; the Union was as broad as ever, and reached from ocean 
to ocean, and from Canada to the Gulf. 

The people of the South were refractory children of the Union and 
deserved such punishment as the nation saw fit to inflict. The Re- 
publican party was in power in every branch of the Government; they 
extended to these children of the South the hand of brotherhood; they 
invited them back again to the old home from which they had wan- 
dered, and like the prodigal of old, they should be received again with 
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joy. They were invited to re-form their State governments according 


to the Constitution and send their Senators again to the halls of legis- 
lation, to elect from among their citizens representatives to the halls 
of Congress, and once more we should dwell together in peace and 
love. 

Was not this what the Republican party said to the South? The 
South accepted the olive branch; they returned to their first love; they 
renounced the Confederacy; they proclaimed once more their allegiance 
to the Union; they sent their representatives to the halls of legislation, 
and were once more at peace with themselves and with the entire peo- 
ple. But when in the exercise of their right the voters of this country 
elected a majority of Democrats to this House this same Republican 
party that had invited them here set up the cry of rebel brigadier 
against them. And every Northern Democrat who voted with them 
was proclaimed an ally of the Confederacy. I have no apology to offer 
for those who rebelled against the Government that had nurtured them. 

A MeMBER. Have not they all stated that? 

Mr. McKINNEY. I have not a word to offer in palliation of their 
crime against the flag which had so long protected them; but I do say 
that it does not lie in the mouth of the Republican party, by whose 
own acts they are here, to raise the cry of rebel brigadier. They are 
here as a part of this nation, the mightiest on this earth. They have 
not refrained from joining the Representatives from the North in voting 
appropriations for the support of the Government. They have not 
lifted their voice against the appropriation of the hundreds of millions 
of dollars that have been voted to the Union soldiers as a reward for 
their loyalty and sacrifice—the best possible evidence that they have 
accepted the result of the war, and are ready to join hands with us in 
bearing the flag of freedom to nobler heights than it has ever att@ined 
in the past. But let us see if this cry of rebel brigadier is because those 
men were once members of the Confederate army, or whether it is be- 
cause they are members of the Democratic party. 

Was General Longstreet a Union soldier? No; he wasa rebel major- 
general; one of the strongest supports of General Lee in his defense of 
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Richmond. When the war e1 ‘ e his greate I 
terest lay, and he cast hl | Chat pa 
did not cry out to him reb ide him welcome, al 
appointed him to the importa el of New ¢ 
leans, and afterwards United f the district of Georgia 
Was General Mosby a | was also a rebel brig 
er He carried on his warfare alter the style of the guerrilla He 
ym f 1 our forces on the open field, but hanging on the mount 
ide wal iing the litthk ] nd inion scouts in the valley, ke 
lion pounces upon his prey, he pounced upon the little squad of 1 


and shot them down or bore them away as prisoners of war. 

No man in the Confederacy was so despised by the Union soldiet 
General Mosby. But when the war was over, seeing his opportun 
he proclaimed allegiance to the Republican party, with what resu 
He was welcomed to their fold, and sent across the ocean as mi 
to a foreign land. 

rhousands of Union soldiers who bore evidence of honorable servic 
for their country, equally well qualified for the position, were passed 
over, that this particularly obnoxious Confederate general might be 
honored. [Applause.] Was General Mahone a Union soldier? No 
he was also a rebel. He, observing where his personal interests lay, 
proclaimed his allegiance to the Republican party, and the whole power 
of a Republican administration was turned to his assistance that | 
might deliver a State into the hands of that party. And if the inside 
of the contract by which the agreement was made could be opened to 
the world, it would bring a blush of shame to the cheek of every loyal 
American. But why continue this list? Every intelligent citizen 
knows that there were hundreds of them. 

I did not think when preparing this that I might also have called 
attention to one Mr. Chalmers, of the shoe-string district fame in M 
sissippi, @ man charged with ballot-box stuffing and every other crim: 
known to the law, a man who was sent away from the House because 
he was elected by fraud, and yet when the Democratic party would 1 
longer stand by him he proclaimed his allegience to the Repu! 
party, the party took him up, and in the last Republican conventior 
he made aspeech as the Republican delegate, and is now one of the 


most lovely and sweet fellows in the world. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side. | No one who knows him believeshim an iota 
better than when he was turned out of the Democratic party becauss 


he was a fraud and ascoundrel. [ Laughter. ] 

Gentlemen here at my side are calling my attention to some thirty 
or forty more rebel brigadiers who are in the same position, and yet 
will not stop to mention them specifically, but I have included them 
under the general head of ‘‘ Promiscuous.’’ 

The great sin, then, in theeyes of the Republican party does not con 
sist in the fact that a man has been a rebel brigadier. No matter how 
strong a fight he made against the Union, no matter though he disr 
garded every rule of civilized warfare, no matter though he was the 
last to lay down his arms and acknowledge the supremacy of the Con 
stitution, all that was necessary was to proclaim allegiance to the Re 
publican party, and though his sins were as scarlet he became as whit¢ 
as snow, and they gathered him to their bosom as one who was worthy of 
all honor, and the smile of love that wreathed their countenances wa 
like the sweet smile of a young mother when she looks upon the face of 
her first born. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the sin of having been a rebel is nothing in the eyes 
of the Republican party as compared with the sin of being a Democrat 
That is the one sin they can not torgive. No matter how true they 
have been to the Government, no matter how bravely they fought 
the Union, to vote the Democratic ticket is the one unpardonable sin. 
And twenty-three years after the war is over, when a new generation 
has grown up who only knows of the war through history and the 
stories of the war told them by their gray-haired veteran fathers, the 
leader of the Republican party proclaims to the world that such men 
as Hancock and McClellan, who so nobly defended the Union in the 
hour of its peri] and shed their blood for its perpetuation, were allies of 
the Confederacy. 

Is it any wonder that the people in their indignation overthrew that 
party and proclaimed that henceforth they would follow the old Stars 
and Stripes rather than the Republican flag, the bloody shirt? [Ap 
plause on the Democraticside.}] Thank God, our country is once more 
united. [Applause.] Our people are bound by the ties that can never 
be severed; and once more we have a government of the people, by 
the people, and for the people. Notwithstanding the dire consequences 
that the Republican party prophesied would follow the election of a 


Democratic President, under the administration of Grover Cleveland | 


our national integrity has been maintained. We have paid three hun- 


dred millions of dollars of our national debt; the business of the coun- | 


try is prosperous; our people are happy. 

More soldiers have been pensioned than ever before in the same period 
since the war. More money is being distributed to the needy. More 
soldiers are in office, and the bow of promise to our country is more 
radiant than it has ever been in the past; and when next November 
comes the voters of this country in the exercise of the noblest right that 
ever was conferred upon the people of any nation will render their ver- 
dict at the ballot-box in favor of him who knows no North, no South, 
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Claim filed in Pension Of “77 as dependent father, wh was rejected 
Claimant enjoyed a fair salary a Olice an ever s as | 
utter deserted, and ten months thereafter died his cla was ted in 
J 1879, by Commissioner | 

LEA Cc. BA 

I July, 1885, upon special examination, pensioner admitted her ind 

uffered from epilepsy from early childhood, and that he « 
nga desp« ndent mood following 1 epllept fit Pension w 
apparent that his e} psy is t lin ser 
DAVID W AX I 
application f pension Nove € 1879, fourt ears i I 

discharge from the Army and just} t * 
for pension arrearages,and after the I d 
that he suffered from hydrocele as ear l 
’ension Office on the ground that his 3 en- 
listment, This claim was rejected by Co 

JAMES C., 

Applied twice for pension. In his first aj 1, 1569, he alleged that in 
April, 1862. he was run over by a wagon and I ankle i 4 
show that he was discharged less than two months afterwards for chr« ) 
chitis. In his second application he alleged he co icted pl i fe I M 
Ise resulting in “rhe autism and disease of the b < im re n of Ineys 
Yet in January, 1864, he again « sted, was pt is ! 1 se i 
until mustered out, September, 18 

HN D. HAM 

Cl ed that while riding from! h eto LT ] on 
his ar i injured h never ed regiment rned the 
nex was drafted, accepted as physically sound is i it s term 
< i years after rds apt if t s I I s ¥ h 
was d d after vestigatior the Pension y ( - Dud- 
ey, Decembe 1883 

EDWARD YERS 

The application to the Pension Bureau rejected on the ground that investiga- 
tion proved that the injury complai: of was sustained when a boy; that there 
is no record to show that he was injured in the Army He deserted in May, 1863 
and was subsequently arrested and returned to his regiment Chis claim was 
rejected by Commissioner Baker in 1473, and twice by Commissioner Dudley— 
1882 and 1854. 

DUDLEY B. BRANCH, 

Alleged hernia from a fall while getting « ra fe 1 2 ts ed 
more than a year afterward, and in 1863 was trar I i to the invalid corps for 
in entirely different disability Did t apply for pension until thirteen id 
a half years after his fall (December, 1875), and his claim was rejected by Pen- 


| sion Bureau for want of satisfactory evidence Yo reason why exception should 
| be made and bureau overruled. Claim rejected June, 1583, by Commissioner 
Dudley. 


REBECCA ELDRIDGE, 

Husband was pensioned at $2 per month for slight wound which did not in- 
capacitate him for manuallabor. Over fifteen years after his discharge, while 
working about a building, he fell backward from a ladder, fractured his skull, 
and died same day. For this the bill proposed to pension widow. Vetoed be- 
cause not pensionable. This claim was rejected by Commissioner Dudiey in 
| August, 1882, 
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ies for pension and her claim is now under examination 


WILLAM HH, BECK. 





861; re-eniisted as a veteran volunteer in 1864; mustered out 
April, 1866. Thirteen years after discharge (1879) filed claim in Pension Office, 
a 
1 





lleging epilepsy incurred in 1863, caused by jar from heavy firing. Six months 
fter the date of alleged injury he re-enlisted upon a medical certificate of perfect 
i ss, and served more than two years thereafter. No evidence to sup 


ted, 1881, by Commissioner Bentley 
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MARY J, NOTTAGE. 
Husbandenlisted 1861; discharged 1862 for *‘ disease of urinary organs,” which 
had troubled him for years. He died of consumptiom seventeen years after, 
without having made any claim for pension. In 1880 widow claimed pension, 
which was rejected. Disease was not contracted in the service 








JAMES E, O'SHEA. 

Enlisted 1861; discharged 1864. Claimed pension for saber wound in head 1 
ceived March, 1862, and gunshot wound in leg in autumn of same year, Record 
are silent as to wounds, but show that in 1864 he was found guilty of desertion 
and sentenced to forfeit all pay, ete., for time absent. 


IAMS, 





JOHN 8. WII 








Alleged his shoulder was dislocated in while errying tro ps ncross a 
river: served afterwards until 1865. Yo record of such injury. Claim rejected 
in 1882 by Commissione! Dudley. 

HENRY HIPPLE, JR. 
ufter discharge discovered that during his service in Army, Au- 
ist, 1852 to May, 1863, he contracted rheumatism but received no treatment for 
it while in the my, nor attendance by physician since discharge. Claim filed 
1879. No facts shown to entitle him to pension, Rejected in 1882 by Con 


ner Dudley 








Sixteen vears 








JOHN W. FARRIS. 

After having been allowed pension in 1885 for chronic diarrhea, claimed in- 
crease for sore eyes contracted 1884, in consequence of his previous ailment, ete. 
The bill contemplated pensioning him for disease of the eyes, which the med- 
ical referee of Pension Bureau reports “can not be admitted to be a result of 
chronic diarr! 











ELIJAH P. HENSLEY. 

In 1868 was granted pension dating from 1865, and drew until 1877, when upon 
evidence that the injury for which he was pensioned was not received in line of 
duty, his name was dropped fromrolls. Appealed to Secretary of Interior, who 
susiained action of Pension Bureau, 

ROBERT HALSEY. 

Seventeen years after cloee of the war he filed claim in Pension Office, alleg- 
ing that in 1863 he contracted fever affecting lungs, kidneys, and stomach, A 
board of surgeons in 1882 found disease of kidneys, but no indication of lung or 
stomach trouble. Three years later medical refereé reported no disease of 
lungs or trouble since filing claim, and that the kidney difficulty had no rela- 
tion to Army service. Veto sustains rejection by Pension Commissioner Black. 


ALFRED DENNY. 








Entered service June, 1863, as captain and assistant quartermaster. After re- 
maining in that position less than a year he resigned to accept a ciyil position. 
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( s] i P it 115} etermined. 
SEPH TUT 
s as dependent fath« Wh sold vas nine years of age claimant 
loned the boy, who lived among ngers u 861, when he enlisted and 
as killedin action in May,18 Claimant exh ed such indifference that he 
not aware of his son's decease for two years thereafter. He i »t entitled 
profit by the death of this patrioti oy. Rejected by Commissioner Black 
ANDRE’ WILSO 
Drafted February, 1865; dischs -d following September on account of 
‘ n nephritis and deafness Im 1882 filed in Pension Office alleg 
that in June, 1865, he contracted rheuraat aims were rejected he 
epeatedly set up other complaints, none of sustained by the evi- 
Now under examination by Pension Bureat 
Woops 
Tus 1 was discharged »*r, 1863, on account of disease of heart. He 
ft home in 1874 and has not been heard of. Rejected in 1884 by Commis- 
sioner Dudley. There is no other evidence 
SARAH HARBAUGH, 
lier discharged September, 1864 Received wound in ankle May, 1863. 
Died of heart d ct , 1881. No connection between cause of death and 
Army servic« d ‘ommissioner Dudley in 1883. 





BRUNO SCHULTZ 





ars ago and reject nee then the case has 


viditionalevidence. Rejected in 1877 by Com- 





Applied for pension sever j 
been opened and is now awaiting 






missioner bent 
WILLIAM BISHOP. 


Was enrolled as asubstitute March 25, 1865, when high bounties were paid. 
Was admitted to hospital April 3, with measies. Returned toduty May 8, and 


mustered out with a detachment of unassigned men, May, 1865, Fifteen years 





rwards (1880) filed claim alleging measles had affected his eyes and spinal 
column. Rejected by Commissioner Dudley in 1884. 


JULIA CONNELLY, 





Husband was mustered into service October 26, 1861. Hedeserted November 
14, 1861. Visited his family December 1 


1, and was found drowned near his home 
December 30, 1861. 


LOUISA C, BEEZEI 





Husband was enrolled as afarrier in September, 1861. Discharged July, 1862, 
on account of “ oldage Thirteen years afterwardshedied. Heneverclaimed 
pension. In 1877 his widow filed claim that he died from disease contracted in 
service, which was found to be erroneous. Rejected in 1882 by Commissioner 
Dudle 





CHARLES A, CHASE. 


Enlisted September, 1864. Mustered out June, 1865. Fifteen years thereafter 




















f iclaim alleging disease of kidneys and liver from exposure, October, 1564. 
There is no record of alleged disease and no proof of its contraction in Army, 
Rejected in 1884 by Commissioner Dudley. 
GILES C. HAWLEY. 
Enlisted in August and discharged in November, 1861, “‘on account of deaf- 
ness.’’ Se iteen years thereaftér (1878) he filed a claim in Pension Office alleg- 
ing that from exposure and excessive duty his hearing was seriously affected, 





jer the general law. 


MARY ANDERSON, 


which was rejected, Since pensioned u 








Husband was pensioned on account of chronic diarrh In 1882 he was found 
dead on the railroad track. Pension Office rejected claim because death was 
not connected with military service. 

HARRIET WELCH. 

Iiusband fell from the cars in 1877 and was killed. The widow's claim was, 
by the Pension Office, rejected on the ground that death did not result from 
Rejected in 1884 by Commissioner Dudley. 

JAMES BUTLER. 

On the lith of September, 1864, while at his home after enlistment, but before 
his company was organized, he fell into a cellar, fractured his leg, and was dis- 
eharged. In December, 1864, his claim for pension was rejected by the Pension 
Office, and again in 1871. The claimant was never mustered into the service of 
the United States, and his injury was not received in the performance of duty. 

JAMES H. DARLING, 

Discharged in 1862. Filed claim in Pension Office alleging rheumatism. Re- 

jected on account of not being result of army service. Medical examination in 





1877 and again in 1382 showed that he was not entitled to pension. 
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tion nex iry and administered preparatory anzsthetic, but patient died before 
putation, two hours after accident. His death is not attributable to his 
rv service Rejected by Commissioner Black in 1885, 
ABRAHAM POINTS, 

I harged June 28, 1865; in 1878 applied for pension on ground of stiffened 
ell nts and sore eyes contracted in service. Nosuch record of these dis 
al { his neighbors and acquaintances of good repute showed conclu- | 
® that t e disabilities existed prior to his enlistment. Rejected in Feb- 
ruar ] by Commissioner Clarke. 





MIS. AMELIA C, RICHARDSON, 

! 1858. In 1862 her son by former husband enlisted and died in 
service 1865. He had not lived with his mother after her remarriage, and there 
is no competent evidence that he contributed to her support after that event. 

t the time of his death his step-father was earning $70 per month and owning 
considerable proy part of which still remainstohim, Not dependent. 
WILLIAM DICKENS, 
Vetoed to benefit claimant, as the bill. if passed, would have deprived him ot 
back pension already granted him from 1864 to date. 
BENJAMIN OBEKIAH, 
been six months on pension-roll for same amount 





Beneficiary has already 
fixed by this bill. 
MES. MARGARET DUNLAP, 
Beneficiary is mother of a soldier who was, in 1864, killed by one of his 
comrades in a personal row, Rejected in 1872 by Commissioner Baker. The 
injury was not received in line of duty. 


WILLIAM LYNCH, 








Discharged 1859. Twenty-four years afterward, April, 1884, claimed pension 
for rheumatism contracted in 1857-58 in Utah, Claim still pending in Pension 
Bureau 

ALEXANDER FALCONER, 
Case is provided for by a general law recently approved. 


JAMES BAYLOR. 

In this case no advantage would accrue to beneficiary under special act, and 
justice will be done him under general law. Rejected in 1879 by Commissioner 
Bentley. 

MRS, CATHARINE SATTLER. 
Soldier was wounded in battle August, 1864, and discharged by amputation 
of left fore-arm March, 1865, Subsequently the same year he was married to 
beneficiary and pensioned ; pension increased 1866. October 31, 1867, drew his 
monthly pay of $50 as United States watchman at New York City ; disappeared 
that day, and on November 13, 1867, his body was found in North River, New 
York City. Was strong and healthy at time ofdeath. Nearly seventeen years 
afterward, in 1884, his widow on above facts applied for pension, which was 
denied November, 1884, as soldier’s death was not due to his military service. 
Rejected by Commissioner Dudley. 
FRANKLIN SWEET. 
Already on pension-rolls for the same amount named in the bill. 
ROBERT K. BENNETT. 

Soon after cnlistment, September, 1862, was detailed to cook-shop, and five 
months thereafter was received into hospital from which he was discharged 
from the service three weeks later for “‘ varicocele to which he was subject four 
years before enlistment Seventeen years afterward claimed pension for her- 
nia and piles contracted inservice, Claim rejected 1883. Medical examination, 
made 1882, states no evidence or symptons of disability resulting from Army 
service. Rejected in 1883 by Commissioner Dudley. 

JESSE CAMPBELL, 

lis claim, rejected 1881, was reopened January, 1887, and he has been pen- 
gioned under the general law. 

LOREN BURRITT. 

Pensioned since 1886, and now draws $72 monthly pension, the highest under 
general laws Chere are over one thousand other pensioners of this class on 
the rolls worthy of the same special legislation, and all should be treated alike, 
Unfair to make two rates for same disability. 

ABRAHAM P, GRIGGS, 

Enlisted August, 1861, entered hospital January, 1863. Discharged the service 
therefrom November, 1863. His discharge certificate states ‘* worthlessness, 
obesity, and imbecility, and laziness,’ ‘totally unfit for the Invalid Corps, or 
for any other military duty.” Nearly twenty years after his discharge claimed 
pension for rheumatism. A board of United States examining surgeons report 
no pensionable disability existing, and that he is able to work. Claim rejected 
in 1885 by Commissioner Black. 

CUDBERT STONE, 


Over sixteen years after discharge claimed pension for piles contracted in 
service. Claim rejected in October, 1884, by Commissioner Dudley, on ground 
that disability originated while undergoing court-martial sentence, therefore 
not in line of duty. The committee recommend pension be granted beneficiary 
‘*by reason of faithful service to his country,’”’ whereas in his thirty-nine months’ 
service with no record of disability, thirty-five months were passed in desertion 
or imprisonment therefor. 

CHARLOTTE O'NEAL, 


Husband resigned from service June, 1862. Seven months thereafter he died 
of disease which, it is admitted, had no relation to Army service. 


JOUN REED, SR. 


Filed application in Pension Office, 1887, alleging he was dependent upon de- 
ceased soldier for support; that his wife died in 1872, and filed an affidavit of a 
man who alleged he was present at her death. This was in 1883 rejected. This 
claimant, in 1859,abandoned his wife and family,and never thereafter contrib- 
uted to their support. The soldier's mother was granted a pension in 1862, and 
enjoyed it until 1884, when she died. His claim was false, and was supported by 


false testimony. 





JOHN D, FINCHER, 


fwenty years after discharge from service (1882) he filed claim for pension, 
which was rejected, because in 1882 and again in 1885 he was examined by a 
board of surgeons, who report no disability. 


JACOB SMITH. 
Vetoed because this bill proposes to reduce the pension of a worthy soldier. 
RACHEL ANN PIERPONT. 
Vetoed because its approval would reduce the amount she is now receiving. 
MARGARET R. JONES. 
Is now receiving the highest pension allowed by law in such cases. No rea- 
so for an exception in her case. 
ANTHONY M’ROBERTSON. 


Applied for pension 1874. In November, 1886, the highest rate allowed by 
general law was granted him, to date from 1863. 
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WILLIAM H. MORHISER. 
The bill proposes to allow him pay and allowances for a period for which the 
records show he has already been paid. 
ANN WRIGHT 
Vetoed because she receives under general laws the 
posed. Rejected in 1882 by Commissioner Dudley, 





same amount here pro- 


SARAH HAMILTON, 


Husband of claimant deserted May, 1863, June, 1864, arrested as a deserter; 
returned to duty September, 1864. In 1872 he applied for pension, alleging in- 


| jury to left leg, causing varicose veins, sustained in February, 1863, which was 


granted, He died in 1883 of apoplexy, which had norelation to hisinjury. Re- 


} jected in 1883 by Commissioner Dudley. 


HMANNAH R, LANGDON, 

Husband served six months as an assistant surgeon,when he resigned. In 1880 
filed application for pension, alleging chronic diarrhea and piles. Granted pen- 
sion January, 1881, and died following September of consumption. Widow’s 
claim was rejected by Pension Bureau because death: was unconnected with 
disease for which pension had issued or with his military service. Rejected in 
1883 by Commissioner Dudley. 

BETSY MANSFIELD. 

Filed claim in 1882, alleging dependent parent. Evidence disclosed not de- 
pendent. 

LAURA A. WRIGHT. 


Nearly twenty years after the war her husband committed suicide, No result 


from wound, 


| 


H,. BPOKENSHAW. 

Received at draft rendezvous 25th March, 1865, mustered out 30th June, 1865, 
Eighteen years after (1883) he filed application alleging that March 25, 1565, he 
hurt his ribs in a scuffle with recruits, which was rejected—not incurred in line 
of duty. Rejected in 1886 by Commissioner Black. 


HANNA C, DEWITT. 

Vetoed because a precise duplicate of this act was passed by present Congress, 
and signed by the President. 

MORRIS T. MANTOR. 

Filed claim in Pension Office in 1882, and denied because no pensionable dis- 
ability existed. 

WILLIAM P. WITT. 

Enlisted in one hundred days’ service. Norecord of disability. Twenty years 
later filed claim, alleging chronic diarrhea, rheumatism, liver disease, and im- 
paired hearing. No evidence to sustain either complaint excepting deafness, 
which did not result from Army service, Rejected in 1886 by Commissioner 
Black. 

CHLOE QUIGGLE, 

Husband enlisted in February, 1865, mustered outin September, 1865. In 1882 
he died of disease not incident to Army service. Rejected by Commissioner 
Dudley in 1884. 

WILLIAM H. BRIMMER, 

Was a wagon-master; dsscharged May, 1865; no record of any disability; 
twenty-three years after filed claim for pension, alleging rupture in 1864, Un- 
supported by sufficient evidence. 

WILLIAM SACKMAN, SR. 

His discharge states his disability *‘ caused by falling off his horse near Fred- 
ericktown, Mo., while intoxicated.” “‘A discharge would benefit the Govern- 
ment as wellas himself.”’ The surgeon who made the certificate in reply to 
Pension Office says, ‘I remember the case distinctly; I made the examination 
in person, and read the statement to the man, and he consented to have the pa- 
pers forwarded as they read. The application for pension is fraudulent.” Re- 
jected by Commissioner Dudley in 1883. ° 

MARY SULLIVAN, 

Vetoed because a precise duplicate of this was signed by the President July 

1, 1886. “Rejected in 1884 by Commissioner Dudley. 
EMILY G, MILLS. 

Husband, a retired naval officer, was accidentally shot and killed, 1873, by a 

neighbor who was attempting toshoot an ow!. Not a pensionable case. 
GEORGIA A, STRIKLETT, 

Widow’s claim is based upon allegation that he was wounded with buckshot 
by bushwhackers while recruiting in 1863. Norecordof such wounds. Soldier 
made no claim for pension. The evidence shows that he was killed by a pistol 
shot in an aitercation with another man. Rejected in 1885 by Commissioner 
Black. 

THEORORA M,. PIATT. 


Her husband served in the volunteer army as major and afterwards entered 
the regular Army and was subsequently placed onthe retired list, where he re- 
mained until April, 1885, when he died by suicide. He was practicing law in 
Kentucky, Not pensionable. 

NANCY F, JENNINGS. 

Her husband was discharged June 24, 1862. Never applied for pension. Died 
1877 of apoplexy. Not result of Army service. Rejected in 1886 by Commis- 
sioner Biack. 

SALLY A, RANDALL. 

Her first husband enlisted in the war of 1812 and was discharged in1814. Died 
April 12,1831. Never applied for pension. Death not result from military ser- 
vice. 

CYRENIUS G. STRYKER, 

Filed claim 1879, alleging injury to spine September, 1362. Repeated medical 
examination failed to reveal any disability, and was rejected accordingly, Re- 
jected by Commissioner Black in 1586. 

WILLIAM H. HESTER, 


Claims injury to eyes by sand blowing into them in a storm in 1869. It is con- 
ceded in the report of the committee to which this bill was referred that the 
claim was largely supported by perjury and forgery, but that claimant was be- 
lieved to be innocent. The evidence in the Pension Office clearly establishes 
the whole case to be fraudulent and sustained wholly by perjury. 

ROYAL J. HIAR, 

Alleged disease not result of Army service. Rejected March, 1885, by Com- 

missioner Clarke. 
ELLEN SHEA. 
Soldier never claimed pension. No record of any disability, In 1884 lost his 


life in a snow-slide in Colorado. Nota result of Army service. Rejected Jan- 
uary, 1885, by Commissioner Clarke. 


FARNAREN BALL, 


Soldier died in 1872 from overdose of laudunum, Not entitled to pension, 
Rejected by Commissioner Black in 1885, 
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lied of liver trouble from long and excessive drinkir 


drinking harder towards the lastof his life, though warned by } 


physician rhe medical referee of Pension Bureau,to whomappeal was t 
or reversal of rejection by Pension Bureau, s1 is the reje 
1886 by Commissioner Black. 


NATHANIEL D, CHASE. 

His claim in Pension Office begun June, 1864, renewed 1876, reopen 
now pending, awaits further information and evidence to substant 
Pension Bureau is competent to judge of his pe onability. Re 
by Commissioner Barrett, and in 1882 by ¢ nissioner Dudley 

HARRIET E. COOPER. 

Hier husband, a major, resigned 1863, on account of business af 
terward pensioned for rheumatism, and died twenty years t 
chronic aleoholism, according to his attending physician's tes 
which rejection of her claim by Pension Office was based. The 1 
action of Pension Office,which the bill endeavors to set aside. 


WILLIAM M. CAMPBELL, JR. 
Enlisted August 5, 1862, mustered out July 16, 1865, was a deserter f 


rice 2 


year and seven months, and arrested and court-martialed. He alleges that 
February, 1862, he contracted mumps from impure virus in vaccination. A 
was not in United States service at that time, the proposed bill ‘seems 
to have law nor meritorious equity to support it.’’ Rejected in 1880 
missioner Bentley. 
VAN BUREN BROWN. 

Eighteen years after discharge claimed pension, alleging various disabilities 

His case, full of uncertainty and contradiction, was very thoroughly examined 
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j es receiv the service This is an entirely new departure in the matter 
of 1 ‘ vyhere many years have intervened, and one which does 
not t yval of the majority of the veterans of the war or of the | 
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What i ! raised against President Cleveland for manfully discharg- 
ty eto hasty and shambling legislation for the purpose of 
cC ‘ thousand soldier votes, will not survive a careful reading of 
the rea i Mr. Cleveland gives as justifying his negative of the depend- 
ent pei n 

er lent discusses this whole question of pension granting in a dispas- 
f anne one who holds the scales fairly between the old soldier and 
t! era inity who must pay the taxes. 
From the Providence (R. 1.) Journal, Independent Republican. ] 

Phe Pr@i t has done himself credit by vetoing the dependent pension bill 
and w ea I e of e esteem of self-respecting veterans than the politicians 
who advocated and voted forit. The country can pardon a good many min 
errors in a« f magistrate who has the courage to perform such an act of 
aga t clamor, misrepresentation, and mistaken sentiment. There will be no 
us tryin n e political capital out of the President's veto of the depend- 
ent pensions | The country has bad such an experience with the arrears-of- 
pensions t the amount of the expense and the injurious effects upon the re- 
cipients of % inty that it distrusts these measures and will approve their 
defent i } dent has done the country a good service, and will get the 
cre: for h rage and patriotism from all right-thinking citizens irrespect 
ive of part 

From the Buffalo Express, Republican. ] 

I { he country is with him. The voice of the press is as truly tl 
voice of the people as the voice of the people is the voice of God. The peo; 
of « sin ‘ e old soldiers. Mr. Cleveland’s veto nails the libelous 
that the majority or better element of veterans desired the passage of the paupet 
pei ym bill, which was an insult to their patriotism, The Democratic Presi 
dient prove e watchful agent of the people than either the Democrat 
Rep t es or the Republican Senators. 

From the Newark Daily Advertiser. ] 

Itamu ‘ i that a bill so broad and generous, even lavish in its pro- 
‘ t! ! needs open a wide door to fraud and deception of various 
degrees of mag ide. Briefly, the bill is open to an indefinite variety of con- 
stru it was certain to encourage fraud. It would not reach so many of 
the des vin of the undeserving. i 

From the Philadelphia Press, Republican.] 

I he President’s criticisms to the bill are well founded. No one seems 
to know with certainty whether it would have cost the nation $5,000,000 or $5».- 
OO The bill was drawn with such liberality and vagueness of language 
tha er M ive reason to fear that had it or should it become a law it would 
i upo ‘ al Treasury host of men who do not need or do not 
cle t " of a too lavish government 

From the Philadelphia North American, Republican. 

P d Cleveland's veto of the dependent pension bill will be heartily ap- 
pro by the ber sense of the Republic. It wi | of course be condemned by 
tho 10m it disappoints, and unscrppulous demagogues of the baser sort may 
try to make party capital out of it. But thoughtful and intelligent citizens of 
both parties w rejoice that the President has had the moral courage to put 
thi eck upon a movement which threatened not only to bankruptthe Treas 
t but tod ra i I 


mind, to destroy the spirit of manly independ- 
ence in thousands of now self-supporting men,and to set the stigma of m 
cancy and pauperism upon the honorediveterans of the war of the rebellion 





rraph, Republican. ] 





From the Philadelphia Tele 

President Cleveland yesterday did what all good citizens, and especially all 
patriotic ex-soldiers and sailors, expected he would do when it was announced 
that the so-called dependent pension bill had finally passed both branches of 
Congress—the Senate without division and the House a vote of 180 yeas to 76 





nav by sending in a veto message in which he discusses the whole sub/ect at 
gzreat length and gives abundant reasons why such a measure should not be- 
come a law. Phis bill is the worst and mostextrayva ntofant ber of excess 














ive extras int pension billsthat have been enacted in a spiritof demagogism, 
and it is litt better than an insult to every man who served in the Federal 
Army or Na iring the civil war for better reasonsthan those strictly relating 
to bounty, wages, and opportunities for plunder. 

From the Philadelphia Bulletin, Republican. ] 

President Cleveland's veto of the pauper pension bill will be genera 
proved rhe measu was one of those pieces of hasty legislation, passed in 
deference to popular sentiment, with but little regard to consequences 

i} veto message i direct, logical document, questioning ve ry properly the 
wW 1 of adopting the service-pension principle, and exposing the faulty 
struction of the bill 


From the Albany Express, Republican. ] 

The dependent-pension bill, which President Cleveland vetoed last week, is 
a measure that never should have passed, and would not, it seems to us, if Sen- 
ators and Representatives had not deliberately shirked what many of them 
must have known and felt, and which some of them even admitted, to be a duty. 
Its passage resulted largely from moral cowardice—a common but most per- 
nicious failing on the part, unfortunately, of too many publicmen. What would 
have happened if the President had been similarly weak we can all see very 
clearly, now that our attention has been particularly called to it. President 
Cleveland is, therefore, entitled to creditand thanks for the manly and sensible 
stand he has taken, and we are sure the country will applaud and sustain him 
in it. It is good to note, for once, that the political press of the country, with- 
out distinction of party, is substantially agreed in sustaining the President, :<fnd 
in giving him credit for firmness and courage at a time when those qualities 
were in great demand, 

[From the Poughkeepsie Eagle, Republican.] 

The people of the United States owe recognition to the courage of President 
Cleveland for his action in refusing to sign the dependent-pension bill. A!}l 
parties desire to honor and treat fairly and liberally those who fought in de- 
fense of their country, but this has already been done. As the President says, 
history shows no record of any soldiers who were paid as well while in service, 
or who have been provided for as bountifully since their discharge. Nobody 
regrets this, and nobody thinks there has been too much done, but there isa 
limit to all things, and when the pension appropriation is equal to two-thirds 
of the cost of the entire military establishment of Germany, it is certainly time 
to stop. 

[From the Utica Herald, Republican. | 

President Cleveland vetoes the so-called dependent-pension bill. The princi- 
ple which has governed pension legislation heretofore has been that pensions | 
should be given only for wounds or disabilities incurred in Army or Navy serv- | 
fee. This bill proposed an enlargement of the pension idea—to pension for serv- | 
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ice as well as for injuries received in service. It created a new class of pen- 
sioners, a class difficultof ascertainment. When this bill was before Congress 
nobody was able to tell how much money it would take from the Treasury. 
The chairman of the House Pension Committee thought it would cost not more 
than $6,000,000. When the arrears bill was before Concress official assurance 
was given that it would cost less than $25,000,000, It has cost at the present 
time $218,000,000. It is deemed a reasonable estimate that the dependent bill 
would add at least $70,000,000 annually to the pension nts. The claim 
agents would faiten anew on the opportunities so flexiblean s would pre- 
sent. Veterans all over the country have spoken out ag: I measure, 
There was perceptible nowhere, except among demagogues and claim agents, 
a demand for it. 











inst 


[From the Buffalo Commercial! Advertiser, Republican. } 

The dependent pension bill was passed by | Houses of Congress without 
very careful scrutiny, and its full bearings were not clearly understood by the 
country until it was in a fair way of becoming a law. The result of the general 
study of the measure that has been going on since then is that public sentiment, 
so far as it is reflected by the press of the country, is almost wholly against it. 
rhe objections to the measure raised by Republican and Democratic papers alike 
are substantially those set forth at length in the President's veto message. The 
bill was loosely drawn, and in its present form ought not to have received the 


: proval of Congress. 














[From the Rochester Herald, Re publican 


President Cleveland has vetoed the pauper pension bill which a truckling 


Congress passed. The premises are sound and the conclusions irresistible. 
Now, what is Congress going to do about it There will undoubtedly be an 


effort to pass the bill over the veto, but it does not seem possible that it can suc- 
i 
From the Syracuse Journal, Republican. 
The nearly unanimous voice of the press of the country, reflect 
lent opinion, is heeded by the President in his veto of the depen¢ | 
ill, Congress was not courageous enough to face the claim agents’ lobby. 
Now that it has heard the voice of the nation it will not presume to exercise 
again the power it seemed to have, and a wh some check will be put upon 


ich sweeping pension legislation. 


rreva- 


snsion 








[From the Troy Times, Republican, ] 

rhe veto by the President of the dependent pension bill will be generally 
approved by public sentiment throughout the country. It was, indeed, th: 
wisest act with which he can be credited during his administration thus far 
For the position finally taken he deserves credit, and it will be freely extended 
tohim on every hand. Dissatisfaction will find expression chiefly among the 
claim agents and attorneys who originated this intended ‘strike’’ upon the 
Treasury, and expected to make large gains by it 

[From the Paterson (N.J.) Press, Republican. |} 

The Press is willing to go as far as reason willallow in urging the granting of 
pensions to veterans of the Union Army. Butit isa serious question whether 
justice to worthy veterans demands that the dependent pension bill, which has 
just been vetoed by the President, should be passed over the veto; and princi- 
ally for this reason is it doubtful: The pension business, everybody knows 
ho knows anything about it, is infected with abuses of a very grave character. 
1 fact, it isa question whether under the operations of the pension ring the 
urger portion of the pensions appropriations does not now yearly fall into the 
hands of pension agents rather than go tothe men who ought to be benefited. 
If it were possible to remove this notorious abuse of a generous nation’s bounty, 
we do not believe that any reaily patriotic American would object to the very 
last degree of liberality in spending the surplus revenue in alleviating the wants 
of Union veterans or those dependent upon them, 1 
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even though their needs 
might not be directly traceable to service in the Army or Navy of the Republic. 
How far, indeed, this dependent pension bill meets the approval of the best class 
of Union veterans is itself a question. Itis a difficult problem tosolve. On 
the whole, with such knowledge as we have on the subject, it seems to be better 
to have no further legislation of a general nature affecting pensions, but to allow 
applications to be dealt with on their individual merits. 





[From the Norristown (Pa,) Herald, Republican. } 
ere is a very general disposition to give the President credit for his veto of 
the dependent pension bill. In fact, he seems to have made out a pretty case 


From the Pittsburgh Chronicle-Telegraph, Republican. ] 


“J 

In common fairness and justice to the President, we must heartily commend 
his action in vetoing the dependent pension bill. His veto messages are plain, 
straightforward, manly statements of facts, and should have weight with all 
fair-minded persons regardless of political bias. The matter of granting pen 








sions has been carried to such an excess by Congress that it was absolute'y nec- 
essary that a check should be put upon it, and the dependent pension bill of- 
fered just the opportunity needed. 

It was a measure tending to foster greed at the expense of patriotism. We 
know that this is not the popular side of the question, but the side for the mo- 
ment most popular is not necessarily the right side, Going to the root of the 
whole business, patriotism has very little to do nowadays with the passage of 
pension legislation. Congressmen long ago saw that it was an easy way to gain 
favor with the soldier element, and have carried it to an unreasonable and un- 
justifiable length, and President Cleveland does right in calling a halt. 












From the Wheeling (W. Va.) Intelligencer, Republican. ] 

Nobody was able to give any reliable estimate of the number of persons who 
would come forward as claimants under the dependent pension bill, and there- 
fore it was impossible to form any idea of the amount of money that would be 
required to satisfy the claims. This is a fatal objection to the bill, and the Pres- 
ident did well to veto it, notwithstanding it passed Congress by so large a ma- 
jority. There is good reason to believe that many who voted for the measure 
in Congress did so in the belief that it would be vetoed. It is not possible that 
it will be passed over the veto. 

{From the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette, Republican.] 

The objection to the bill was that it opened the door for vast abuses. The 

way these could come to pass is strongly stated by the President. 
[From the Cincinnati Times-Star, Kepublican.] 


The pauper-pension bill was wrong in principle, and would have led to end- 
less abuses in practice. It was not demanded by the soldiers who did the fight- 
ing, and who do not ask a penny in charity from the Government. In plain 
English it was ‘‘a levy on the rifle-pits for the benefit of the ambulance brigade,” 
and any veteran knows what that means, It would haveincreased taxation by 
about $70,000,000 a year, but this was a secondary consideration not sufficient to 
condemn the bill had it been just. Pension laws need amending, but this would 
have been a dangerous departure. 


{From the Minneapolis Journal, Republican.] 

The President has vetoed the dependent-pension bill. That was a good place 
fora veto. Public sentiment will sustain this act of the Executive. It is gen- 
erally regarded as unworthy of the country and a mark of ingratitude to hesi- 
tate to meet any demand made in the name of the veterans of the late war, but 
this measure seems to have been inspired more by a desire to revive the failing 
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Phere far t vt hborhoods in which are found glaring cases of in- 
equality of trea matter of pensions; and they are largely due toa 
yielding the Pension Bureau to itnportunity on the part of those, other than 
the pension re especially interested, or they arise from special acts 
passed the it of individuals 

The m foug) d yy side should stand side by side when they partic 
ipat na ef itior kind inbrance 

Panam 4 derat of fairne justice to our ex-soldiers, and t tec 
tion ofthe pat instinct of our citizens from perversion and violation, point 
to the adopt iof ay] on system bi d and comprehensive enc h to cover 
every conting and which shall m unnecessary an objectionable volu 
ol ecial legisiat 

‘ yea re to the pr ple of granting pensions for service 
di y as the ilt of the service, the allowance of pensions should be 
stricted to cases presenting the atures 

Every patriotic heart responds toa tender consideration for those who, having 
served their country long and well, are reduced to destitution and dependence, 
not as an ir lent of their service, but with advancing age or through sickness 
ori fortune Wear | tempted by the contemplation of such a condition to 
supply relief, and are often impatient of the limitations of public duty. Yiel 
ing to no one t desire to indulge this feeling of considerati« I can not rid 
m lf of the « tion that if these ex-soldiers are to be relieved they and 
their « are entitled to the benefit of an enactment under which relief may 
be claimed aaright i that such relief should be granted under the sanc- 
tion of law, not in evasion of it; nor should such worthy objects of care, all 
equa entitled, be remitted tothe unequal operation of sympathy or the tender 


mercies of social and political influence, with their unjust discriminations. 








The discharged soldiers and sailors of the country are our fellow-citizens, and 
it ed w 1 us in passage and faithful execution of wholesome laws 
I y can not be swerved from their duty of citizenship by artful appeals to 
their spirit of | er d born of common peril and suffering, nor will they 
exact i test of devotion to their welfare a willingness to neglect public duty 
in their behalf 


EXTRACTS FROM VETOES OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 
In his message returning to Congress the first pension bill disapproved, 
that of Andrew J. Hill, vetoed for the reason that the pensioner’s name 
was Alfred J. Hill and that the proposed bill would be inoperative, 





the President took occasion to say: 

rhe policy of frequently reversing, by special enactment, the decisions ofthe 
bureau invested by law with the examination of pension claims, fully equipped 
for such examination, and which ought not to be suspected of any lack of lib- 
ere to our veteran soldiers, is exceedingly questionable. It may well be 
a a committee of Congress has a better opportunity than such an agency 
to judge of the merits of these claims. If, however, thereis any lack of power 
in the Pension Bureau for a full investigation it should be supplied; if the sys- 
tem adopted is inadequate to do full justice to claimants, it should be corrected ; 
and if there is a want of sympathy and consideration for the defenders of our 


Government the bureau should be reorganized, 
lhe disposition to coneede the most generous treatment to the disabled, 
naved, and needy among our veterans ought not to be restraived; and it must 
be admitted that is some cases justice and equity can not be done nor the char 
ible tendencies of the Government in favor of worthy objects of its care in- 








i 
duiged under fixed rules, These conditions sometimes justify a resort to special 
legislation; but lam convineed that the interposition by special enactment in 
the granting of pensions should be rare and exceptional, In the nature of 
things if this is htly done and upon slight occasion, an invitation is offered 
for the presentation of claims to Congress, which upon their merits could not 
survive the test of an examination by the Pension Bureau, and whose only 
hope of success depends upon sympathy, often misdirected, instead of right 


id justice rhe instrumentality organized by law for the determination of 
pension claims is thus often overruled and discredited, and there is danger that 
in the end popular prejudice will be created against those who are worthily 
entitled to the bounty of the Government. 


In another case he says: 


We have here presented the case of a soldier who did his duty during his 
Army service, and who was discharged in 1865 without any record of having 
suffered with rheumatism and without any claim of disability arising from the 
same; he returned to his place as a citizen, and in peaceful pursuits, with 
chances certainly not impaired by the circumstance that he had served his coun- 
try, he appears to have held his p!ace in the race of life for fifteen years or more, 
Then, like many another, he was subjected to loss of sight, one of the saddest 
afflictions known to human life, 

Thereupon, and after nineteen years had elapsed since his discharge from the 
Army, a pension is claimed for him, upon a very shadowy allegation of thein- 
currence of rheumatism while in the service, coupled with the startling propo- 
sition that this rheumatism resulted, just previous to his application, in blind- 
ness. Upon medical examination it appeared that his blindness was caused by 
amaurosis, which is generally accepted as an affection of the optic nerve. 

I am satisfied that a fair examination of the facts in this case justifies the state- 
ment that the bill under consideration can rest only upon the grounds that aid 
should be furnished to this ex-soldier because he served in the Army, and be- 
cause he a long time thereafter became blind, disabled, and dependent. 

The question is whether we are prepared to adopt this principle and establish 
this precedent. 

None of us are entitled to credit for extreme tenderness and consideration to- 
ward those who fought their country’s battles; these are sentiments common to 
ail good citizens; they lead to the most benevolentcare on the part of the Gov- 
ernment and deeds of charity and mercy in private life. The blatant and noisy 
self-assertion of those who, from motives that may well be suspected, declare 
themselves above all others friends of the soldier, can not discredit nor belittle 
the calm, steady, and affectionate regard of a grateful nation. 

An appropriation has just been passed setting apart $76,000,000 of the public 
money for distribution as pensions, under laws liberally constructed, with a 
view of meeting every meritorious case; more than a million of dollars was 
added to maintain the Pension Bureau, which is charged with the duty of a 
fair, just, and liberal apportionment of this fund. 

Legislation has been at the present session of Congress perfected, consider- 
ably increasing the rate of pension in certain cases. Appropriations have also 
been made of large sums for the support of national homes where sick, dis- 
abled, or needy soldiers are cared for; and within a few days a liberal sum has 
been appropriated for the enlargement and increased accommodation and con- 
venience of these institutions. 

All this is no more than should be done. 

But with all this,and with the hundreds of special acts which have been passed, 
granting pensions in cases where, for my part, I am willing to confess that sym- 
pathy rather than judgment has often led to the discovery of a relation between 
injury or death and military service, I am constrained bya sense of public duty 
to interpose against establishing a principle and setting a precedent which 
must result in unregulated, partial, and unjust gifts of public money under the 
pretext of indemnifying those who suffered in their means of support as an in- 
cident of military service. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| ored in the just recognition of his Government. 
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Again he says: 


In speaking of the promiscuous and ill-advised grants of pensions which have 
lately been presented to me for approval, I have spoken of their “apparent Cor 
gressional sanction’ in recognition of the fact that a large proportion of these 
bills have never been submitted to a majority of either branch of Congress, but 
are the results of nominal sessions held for the express purpose of their consid- 
eration and attended by a small minority of the members of the respective 
Houses of the legislative branch of Government. 

Thus, in considering these bills, I have not felt that I was aided by the delib- 
erate judgment of the Congress; and when I have deemed it my duty to disap- 
prove many of the bills presented, I have hardly regarded my action as ad 
sent from the conclusions of the people's representatives. 

I have not been insensible to the suggestions which should influence every 
citizen, either in private station or official place, to exhibit not only a just but 
& generous appreciation of the services of our country’s defenders. In review- 
ing the pension legislation presented to me, many bills have been approved 
upon the theory that every doubt should be resolved in favor of the proposed 
beneficiary. I have not, however, been able to entirely divest myself of the 
idea that the public money appropriated for pensions is the soldiers’ fund, which 
should be devoted to the indemnification of those who, in the defense of the 
Union and in the nation’s service have worthily suffered, and who, in the days 
of their dependence resulting from such suflering, are entitled to the benefac- 
tion of their Government. 

This reflection lends to the bestowal of pensions a kind of sacredness which 
invites the adoption of such principles and regulations as will exclude perver- 
sion as well as Insure a liberal and generous application of grateful and benevo- 
lent designs. Heedlessness and a disregard of the principle which underlies 
the granting of pensions is unfair to the wounded, crippled soldier who is hon- 
Such a man should never find 
himself side by side on the pension-roll with those who have been tempted to 
attribute the natural ills to which humanity is heir to service in the Army, 
Every relaxation of principle in the granting of pensions invites applications 
without merit and encourages those who for gain urge honest men to become 
dishonest. Thus is the demoralizing lesson taught the people, that as against 
the public Treasury the most questionable expedients are allowable. 











In another case he says: 

I can not spell out any principle upon which the bounty of the Government 
is bestowed through the instrumentality of the flood of private pension bills that 
reach me. The theory seems to have been adopted that no man who served in 
the Army can be the subject of death or impaired health except they are ch { 
ble to his service. Medical theories are set at naughtand the most startling rela- 
tion is claimed between alleged incidents of military service and disability or 
death. Fatal apoplexy is admitted as the result of quite insignificant wounds, 
heart disease is attributed tochronic diarrhea, consumption to hernia, and sui- 
cide is traced to army service in a wonderfully devious and curious way. 

Adjudications of the Pension Bureau are overruled in the most peremptory 
fashion by these special acts of Congress, since nearly all the beneficiaries 
named in these bills have unsuccessfully applied to that bureau for relief. 

This course of special legislation operates very unfairly. 

Those with certain influence or friends to push their claims procure pensions, 
and those who have neither friends nor influence must be content with their 
fate under general laws. It operates unfairly by increasing in numerous in- 
stances the pensions of those already on the rolls, while many other more de- 
serving cases from the lack of fortunate advocacy are obliged to be content with 
the sum provided by general laws. 

The apprehension may well be entertained that the freedom with which these 
private pension bills are passed furnishes an inducement to fraud and impo- 
sition, while it certainly teaches the vicious lesson to our people that the Treas- 
ury of the national Government invites the approach of private need. 

None of us should be in the least wanting in regard for the veteran soldier, 
and I will yield to no man in a desire to see those who defended the Govern- 
ment when it needed defenders liberally treated. Unfriendliness to our veter- 
ans is a charge easily and sometimes dishonestly made. 

I insist that the true soldier is a good citizen, and that he will be satisfied with 
generous, fair, and equal consideration for those who are worthily entitled to 
help. 

I have considered the pension list of the Republic a roll of honor bearing 
names inscribed by national gratitude and not by improvident and indiscrimi- 
nate alms-giving. 

I have conceived the prevention of the complete discredit which must ensue 
from the unreasonable, unfair, and reckless granting of pensions by special acts 
to be the best service I can render our veterans 

In the discharge of what: has seemed to me my duty as related to legislation 
and in the interest of all the veterans of the Union Army, I have attempted to 
stem the tide of improvident pension enactments, though I confess to a full 
share of responsibility for some of these laws thatshould not have been passed. 

Iam far from denying that there are cases of merit which can not be reached 
except by special enactment; but I do not believe there is a member of either 
House of Congress who will not admit that this kind of legislation has been car- 
ried too far. 

My aim has been at all times,in dealing with bills of this character, to give 
the applicant for a pension the benefit of any doubt that might arise and which 
balanced the propriety of granting a pension, if there seemed any just founda- 
tion for the application; but when it seemed entirely outside of every rule, in 
its nature or the proof supporting it, I have supposed I only did my duty in in- 
terposing an objection. 

It seems to me that it would be well if our general pension laws should be re- 
vised with a view of meeting every meritorious case that can arise. Our ex- 
perience and knowledge of any existing deficiencies ought to make the enact- 
ment of a complete pension code possible. 

In the absence of such a revision and if pensions are to be granted upon eq- 
uitable groundsand without regard to general laws, the present methods would 
be greatly improved by the establishment of some tribunal to examine the facts 
in every case and determine upon the merits of the application. 


Other extracts are as follows: 

If such speculations and presumptions as this are to be indulged, we shall 
find ourselves surrounded and hedged in by the rule that all men entering an 
army were free from disease or the liability to disease before their enlistment, 
and every infirmity which is visited upon them thereafter is the consequence 
of army service, 

* * * * ” . * 














Before the passage of the bill herewith returned, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in ignorance of the action of Congress, allowed his claim under the gen- 
eral law. As this decision of the Pension Bureau entitles the befieficiary named 
to draw a pension from the date of filing his application, which, under the pro- 
visions of the special bill in his favor, would only accrue from the time of its 
passage, I am unwilling that one found worthy to be placed upon the pension- 
rolls by the Bureau to which he properly applied should be an actual loser by 
reason of a special interposition of Congress in his behalf. 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iow 


} 
sent, and I have no doubt that the gentleman in charge of the 


readily accede to it, that ourside of the House be granted 


reply to the remarks of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
Mr. McKINNEY. I wasreplying toa gentleman on thats 

“ 

, 


House, the gentleman from Indiana. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New Hampshire 


thirteen minutes additional time at the request of the gent] 
Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I thought it was more th 
thought it was at least twenty. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask that our side be 
minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Say thirty minutes on each side. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, if the gentleman v 


’ 


that side, let us say forty on each side. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Very well; we might just as well devote 


ance of the day to this discussion and make it a field day. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of 
tleman from Iowa to the committee. 
Is there objection to allowing forty minutes on each sid 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I object. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I renew my former 
thirty minutes. 


The CHAIKMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


man from lowa? 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I object to that, and demand th 


order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. How much time will it take to make 


division of the time? 


The CHAIRMAN. It would require about fifteen minut 
left of the Chair to equalize the time used by the gentleman from! 
1 J 


Hampshire. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri 
draw his objection. 


Mr. SPRINGER. lIask unanimous consent that fifteen mi 
least be allowed to gentlemen on the other side of the House 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. In deference to what seems 
wishes of the committee, I will withdraw my objection. 


Mr. BURNES. I trust my friend from Iowa will be allows 


minutes. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam not asking it for m 
ouf side of the House. 


Mr. BURNES. How much time will the gentleman want 


self? 


Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. I donot know that I shall o: 


time myself. 
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cates in the last three years over the number issued in the previous | 
three year (hese tables are all printed by Colonel MATSON in his | 
speec! I pears, according to these tables, that this excess of certifi 
cates issued numbers 168,231. Where does that excesscome from? It 
is wnin a communication, also included in Colonel MATSON S speech 
a : exhibit, nam The excess arises from the act of March 9, 188 
increasing } ns of widows, orphans, and dependents; from the act 
of August 4, 1586, increasing pensions to crippled soldiers or amputa 
tion case ind the act of January 29, 1887, known as the Mexican pen- 
sion bill, and e act of June 7, 1883, giving arrears to widows. 

der these first three acts there have been issued 133,364 new and 
additional certilicate Of these 112,660 were under the two acts first 
named (his was merely the mechanical operation of withd: 
the old and ling the new certificate, the old certificate being the only 
proof required, 

,OW, My inquiry } Mr. Chairman, who is entitied to the credit of 
these three acts? To whom is due the legislation which produced the in- 
crease? Down to 1574 unquestionably the Republican party is entitled 
to the credit of every pension law. I maintain that since that time 


wi the single exception which I have before named, they are en- 


titled to the credit of the pension legislation by virtue of which this 
increase of pension certificates has occurred. The first statute referred 


to by the gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. MCKINNEY ], and also | 


by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], is the act approved 


March 19, 1886, granting an increase of pension to widows, minors, and | 


dependents. 
i do not know how many gentlemen introduced bills in that Congré 
for that purpose in the House. I know, for one, I did; I know it wen 


to the Pensions Committee and a bill was reported back; I know also |} 


that it passed this House, and by what vote did it pass the House? | 
find, by reference to the REcoRD, that it was passed under a suspension 
of the rules on the Ist of February, 1887. I find that upon the vote 
80 Democrats voted for the bill and 66 Democrats voted against the 
bill, and as two-thirds was required under the rules to pass it, by the 
Deiwocratic vote alone it would have been defeated. I find that 118 
Republicans voted for the bill, and I find that not one single Repub- 
lican voted ag nstit. [Applause. ] 

The Republican party in this House passed that law, and it could 
not have been passed at the time it was passed except by the Repub- 
lican vote. Sixty-six Democrats voting against the widows’ bill would 
have defeated it, if it had depended upon the Democratic vote, by a 
very considerable majority. I thereforeclaim that credit for the ‘‘ wid- 
ows’ increase pension bill,’’ and of the 102,568 certificates issued under 


it, is due to the Republican party of this side of the House, because it 


would have been defeated by the vote of the sixty-six gentlemen on 
the other side of the House. 

»w what are the facts in regard to the next act to which the gen- 
tleman refers; an act for which he claims the credit for the Democrats; 
the act approved August 4, 1886, increasing the pension of men who 
have lost an arm or a leg, sometimes called the amputation bill. I in- 
troduced a bill of that kind in the Forty-eighth Congress, in pursuance 
of the petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, and I introduced it 
again in the Forty-ninth Congress. I do not know what other gen- 
tlemen introduced similar bills, but Ido know that the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. HENDERSON] did. It was not my particular number that 
was reported back. 

| think it was Mr. MATSON’s or Mr. HENDERSON’s bill that was re- 
ported back, and that came before the House. What was the vote? 
(That is House bill 2056, first sessionof the Forty-ninth Congress.) It 
passed the House of Representatives without division; it went to the 
Senate and was there amended and the rates increased. It came back 
to the House. On June 28, 1886, for the first time, I asked considera- 
tion of that bill by unanimous consent. Mr. Morrison, of Illinois, 
objected, and it was not then considered, but later on, August 2, 1886, 
Colonel MATSON, as chairman of the committee moved, under suspen- 
sion of the rules, to take up the bill and pass it, and it was taken up 
and passed by the following vote: Yeas 166, nays 51, divided as fol- 
lows: Democrats voting for the bill 75, Democrats voting against the 
bill 51; Republicans voting for the bill 91, Republicans voting against 
the bill—not one. [Applause.] And so it was passed by Republican 
votes. Had it been left to the Democratic vote under the suspension 
of the rules, the bill would have been defeated by more than 25. 

Under that bill there have been issued additional certificates to the 
number of 10,092; and I claim this issue of certificates to the credit of 
the Republicans on this side of the House. 

What is the next bill to which the gentleman refers and claims 
credit for the Democratic side? Itis whatiscalled the Mexican pension 
bili. Well, now, perhaps neitherside can claim any very great credit for 
the passage of that bill; but I desire to state the true history of the Mexi- 
can pension bill. It was introduced in this House by General Frank 
Woolford, of Kentucky, a most excellent and patriotic gentleman. It 
was a@ very simple measure when it was introduced. It provided that 
any man who had ever had his name on the army-roll of the Mexican 
war for a single day during the years 1845, 1846, 1847, or 1848, even if 
he had not been within a thousand miles of Mexico, should have a pen- 
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ion for life at $8 a month without any lim vice, disabilit 
age, dependence, or anything else. 
That bill in that form came before this H e, ; for one, opposed 
it with whatever ability lLhad. I regarded it . legislative monstros- 
| ity; but it passed the House in that form follows: Demo- 
| » én . 9° ‘ . 4 1o I> , 
| crats for the bill, 123: Democrats against the | Republicans for 
| the bill, 33; Republicans against the bill majority of 111 Demo- 
crats for the bill and a majority of 23 R blicans againstit. That 
| bill went to the Senate, and the Senate struck out everything after the 
enacting clause and put lecent bill in its ] 
I here incorporate in my remarks } what took place in the 
| 4 
ate 
> | The PRESIDENT protempore. O t v n, the bill will be read 
ij atl ] 
I ef Clerk read the | and the S¢ e, as ( 1ittee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider it 
rhe amendment of the Committee on Pet was, in line 4, section l, a 
| the words “ that the Secretary of the Intex be, and h ‘ reby, authorized 
and directed to,’’ to strike out the following wot 
| ‘Place the names of all the surviving officers, sold 3,and sailors who en- 
listed and served in the war with Mexico for ar per i iring the years 1845, 
1846, 1847, and 1848, and were honorably d harged th irviving widow 
| on the pensior roll, atthe rate of $3 per month, f nand after the passage ofthis 
act, during their lives. 
| Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Intcrioris authorized and directed to make 
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry t act into effect: Pro- 
vided, That where it shall appear that a discharge is lost condary evidence 
| may be permitted; and where it shall appear ipl ant has received a land 
warrant, that shall be suffix it i ed 1arge, unless the 
evidence shows that he procured it by fraud: A ! further, That this act 
shall not apply to persons under political disal , 
| And in lieu thereof t« sert: 
Place on the pension-roll ving officers and enlisted 
} men, including marines, militis rs, of the n tary and naval serv- 
i of the United States, who, j sted, actually served sixty days 
with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, oron the coasts or fron- 
| tier thereof, oren route thereto, in the war with that na r were actually en- 
| gaged in a battle in said war, and were honorably disc andtosuch other 
| officers and soldiers and sailors as may have bee! rsonally named in any 
| resolution of Congress for any specific service in said war, and the surviving 
| widows of such officers and enlisted men: Provided, That such widows 


nlisted man, or widow who 
3 or may become subject to 


not remarried: Provided, That every suc 
| is or may become sixty-two years of age 

















any disability or dependency equivalent to some cause prescribed or recognized 
| by the pension laws of the United States as asufficient reason for the allowance 
of a pension, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held 
| to include any person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency 
| he defined, or who incurred such disability while in any manner volunta- 
rilye aged in or aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of 
|} the U1 d States. 
‘sro, 2. That pensions under section lof this act shall be at the rate of $8 per 


month,and payable only from and after the passage of this act, for and during 
the natural lives of the persons entitled thereto, or during the continuance of 
the disability for which the same shall be granted: Provided, That section 1 of 
this act shall not apply to any person who is receiving a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month or more, nor to any person receiving a pension of less than $8 per 
month, except for the difference between the pension now received (if less than 
$8 per month) and $8 per month. 

‘Sec. 3. That before the name of any person shall be placed on the pension-roll 
under this act proof shall be made, under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
| retary of the Interior may prescribe, of the right of the applicant to a pension ; 

and any person who shall falsely and corruptly take any oath required under 
this act shall be deemed guilty of perjury; and the Secretary of the Interior 
)} shall cause to be stricken from the pension-roll the name of any person when- 
| ever it shall be made to appear by proof satisfactory to him thatsuch name was 
i 





put upon such roll through false and fraudulent representations, and that such 
person is not entitled to a pension under this act. The loss of the certificate of 
discharge shall not deprive any person of the benefits of this act, but other rec- 
ord evidence of enlistment and service and of an honorable discharge may be 
deemed sufficient: Provided, That when any person has been granted a land- 
warrant, under any act of Congress, for and on account of service in the said 
war with Mexico, such grant shall be prima facie evidence of his service and 
honorable discharge; but such evidence shall not be conclusive, and may be re- 
butted by evidence that such land-warrant was improperly granted. 

“Sre. 4, That the pension laws now in force which are not inconsistent or in 
conflict with this act are hereby made a part of this act,so far as they may be 
applicable thereto. 

“Snc.5. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as 
the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 

“Sec. 6, That the provisions of this act shal! not apply to any person while 
under the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States.”’ 

Mr. Concer. What is the section repealed ? 

Mr. Biatr. The section repealed is this: 

** Sec. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner 
voluntarily engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the au- 


| thority of the United States.” 


That is repealed, but the act contains a provision that no person shall be pen- 
sioned whose disability was contracted in opposition tothe Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. Concer. Is that repealed absolutely, or only so far as it affects this act? 
Let that clause be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The repealing clause will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 5 of the amendment of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. Witsoy, of Iowa. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment reported by 





the Committee on Pensions. 
The amendment was agreed to 


That bill came back here—not the bill that went from this House, 
but the Senate bill—and it passed the House by a vote of 247 yeas to 5 
nays; the nays being three Democrats and two Republicans. ‘The vote 
was non-partisan, and therefore I say that neither side can claim the 
exclusive credit. 

But I claim that the Mexican pension bill, as it became a law, was 





& 
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tal 
voting in fi rof it and the Ly 
I have now gone over all th 


which is claimed by the gentleman from v 


cratic party, and I have undertaken to show that every « 

measures, the widows’ increase bill, the amy; 

pension bill, and the widows’ arrears bill, every « 

by Republican votes, and would not have passed 

cratie side. Such is the fostering care of the Democratic pa 
oldiers of the country and of the soldiers’ widows. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, a few words in regard to another subj 

the gentleman from New Hampshire has discussed. 
As I said awhile ago, I can not follow him in his flight 

dare attempt it, for in his oratory he swept through t 

a comet, from horizon to horizon, paling the stars and the p! 

he passed with the brilliancy of his electric flashes. 

can not undertake to follow him, but I want to sa 

in regard to the vetoes. The gentleman tells us that the present 
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Grant refused to app 8, Intwo years Cleveland refused to approve 
251. That is the t« 

My point, Mr. Chairman, is just this, that the President has absolutey 
nothing to do with the numberof pension billssent to him. Theonly 
how does he treat them whenthey come to him? Doeshe 
in a friendly or an unfriendly way? I am justified in say- 
ing that the general course of treatment of President Cleveland toward 
pension bills sent to him has been unfriendly. He has already vetoed 
more than 199 pension bills, besides the 156 he disapproved without 
vetoing them. At one fell swoop he struck down the dependent pen 
sion bill, which would have benefited thousands and tens of thousand 
of needy veterans who were suffering in the almshouses of the country. 
His course as a whole has been adverse to pension legislation. I will 
say nothing here of the undignified and unbecoming language in which 
many of the vetoes were couched. I will give him credit for having 
improved in that re spect. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter on which I wish to 
speak for a moment, and then I shall yield the floor to other gentle- 


roy 
‘ 
St 


question 1 
treat them 


men. Iwant to makea brief allusion to what the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] said about the order for the return of 
what are called the ‘‘ rebel flags.’? The gentleman says that no flag 
was ever returned under the order of President Cleveland, and that 


therefore the President is to be held up as anexample of patriotism and 
virtue But, Mr. Chairman, I have this to say, that it is nothing to 
lit of the President, who made the order, that the flags were not 
returned, It was the voice of the great loyal North and Northwest 
that came thundering down upon him like a cyclone that stopped the 
order and turned it back. [Applause. ] 

ubstance of General Drum’s letter to the Sec- 


the cere 


mT Ral . 
lhe following 1s the 


retary of War 


* ms 4 % © 
While in the past favorable action has always been taken on application, 
properly supported, for the return of Union flags to organizations representing 
survivors of the military regiments in the service of the Government, I beg to 
nmiit that it would be agracefulact toanticipate future requests of this nature, 
venture to suggest the propriety of returning all the flags (Union and Con- 


federate) tot authorities 


of the respective States in which the regiments which 

bore those colors were organized, for such final disposition as they may deter- 
: * * a A 

Impressed with these facts, I have the honor to submit the suggestion made 


in this letter for the careful consideration it will receive at your hands. 
Very truly, yours, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 

The indorsement of the Secretary upon this letter is as follows: 

WaAR DEPARTMENT, May 26, 1887, 
The within recommendation Is APPROVED BY THE PRESIDENT, and the Adjutant- 
General will prepare letters to governors of those States whose troops carried 
their colors and flags now in this Department, with the offer to return them as 
herein proposed, the history of each flag and the circumstances of its capture or 
recapture to be given. 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 

So President Cleveland did approve the order, but when he discov- 
ered that he had made a grave mistake he prudently retreated. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to be distinctly understood. This isa 
matter for the President only. I do not know and I never heard that 
anybody in the late Confederacy (if I may use that expression) ever 
asked for the return of those flags. Those flags were bravely defended 
with life and blood, and with courage equal to that exhibited in any 
struggle; and when the flags went down the great body of those who had 
fought under them in the Confederate army accepted the situation, and 
they never asked for the return of those flags. They recognized the 
fact that the flags were the symbols of their cause, and when the cause 
was lost the flags went with the cause. 

What would they do with them if they had them? Mr. Chairman, 
a flag means something. That flag over your head means something. 
It means something to me and to my comrades who followed it upon 
many a bloody field. It means country, it means Constitution, it means 
liberty, it means law, it means all the thronging future with its mo- 
mentous possibilities. [Applause. ] 

It means homes and firesides; it means our children, and it means 
our kindred and our posterity that shall come after us down to the 
latest generations. That is what we fought for. [Applause.] That 
is what our comrades died for. It may be that the President did not 
realize this. It has never been burned into him in battle fires as it 
has been into some. 

What did the other flag mean? You men who bore it bravely, you 
know what it meant. It meant the doctrine of the right of secession, 
and you yourselves now say that the doctrine of secession is dead. It 
meant the dissolution of this magnificent Union, and you yourselves 
say now that this isa grand, magnificent, indissoluble Union of inde- 
structible States. [Applause.] It meant war against the Constitution 
of your country. Does it mean that to younow? If you had received 
the flags, moth-eaten, tattered, torn, battle-rent as they are, what would 
you have done with them? 

No, my friends; no, my brothers; I speak with malice to no one, 
with charity to all; it is better that they should rot and be moth-eaten 
in the attics of the War Department than that they should ever be 
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returned to the hands that bravely bore them on the battle-field. Out 
of the tomb of the lost cause they will bring neither light nor glory 
nor honor. Let them rest. They no longer mean what they meant 
then; they can never mean it again, and God helping us we never in- 
tend that the symbols of disunion, secession, and war against the Con- 
stitution shall ever again go back into the hands that bore them on the 
battle-fields of the rebellion. [Loud applause. ] 

I now yield what time is remaining to the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. BouTELLE], if he desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I do not see the gentleman from Maine in 
his seat, I will yield it back to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON ]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
time, unless the gentleman from Maine, 
desires & occupy it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no use for the six minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. ‘Then I shall reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to offer an amendment before leaving this 
part of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I will reserve the remainder of the 
whom I now see in the Hall, 


Page 4l, line 7, strike out ‘‘Casper”’ and insert “ 

Page 47, line 30, strike out “ Hunter” and insert nker.”’ 

Page 50, lines ll and 12, strike out ‘‘Horenburg” and insert “* Hovenburg.” 

Also, on page 59, line 9, insert ‘‘Harry H. Bodwell, $1,459.54; Edward T. 
Strong, $111.20; C. Mark Cole, $4,097.”’ ; 

And in lines 20and 21 strike out ‘* $46,239.31” and insert ** 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses of United States courts, 1879 and prior years, $128.04, 

Mr. MORROW. I offer an amendment to come in after line 14. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 59, after line 14, by inserting the following: 

‘*For balance of fees of A. L. Rhodes as assistant United States attorney in 
the cases of the San Francisco Savings and Trust Society vs. Irwin and Boulden 
vs. Phelps, involving title of Mare Island, California, including the navy-yard, 
$4,000.”" 

Mr. BURNES. I makethe point of order against that amendment; 
that is not germane in the first place, and then that it is an expendi- 
ture unauthorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard upon the 
point of order? 

Mr. MORROW. In reply to the point of crder, I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Missouri and the Chair to a note ap- 
pended to page 5 of the document I hold in my hand, which is a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supplemental 
list of claims allowed by accounting officers of the Treasury under ap- 
propriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund, embodied in Executive Document No. 377, of this ses- 
sion of Congress. The account is set forth there as the account of ‘‘A. 
L. Rhodes, special assistant United States attorney; fees of district at- 
torneys of United States courts, 1887, and prior years,’’ to which is ap- 
pended this note: 

Norr.—The Attorney-General, on February 24, 1888, approved an account for 
$4,000 in favor of Mr. Rhodes as special assistant United States attorney, appor- 
tioning it among fiscal years as follows: $1,000 payable from appropriation for 
1885; $1,000 payable from appropriation for 1886, and $2,000 payable from appro- 
priation for 1887. The appropriation for each of those years being exhausted, 
the First Auditor reported the whole account to this office disallowed, basing 
his action on section 3679, Revised Statutes. 

This office, though regarding the action taken by the Auditor as correct under 
section 3679, Revised Statutes, has not certified the account, but has chosen thus 
to bring the matter to the attention of Congress, in order that an appropriation 
may be made to pay it, if Congress so desires. 

Now, it may possibly be that under a strict construction of that par- 
ticular section of the law to which reference is made (section 3679 of 
the Revised Statutes), which restricts the appropriations for contracts 
where the money is not in the Treasury to pay the contracts, that the 
amendment would be inadmissible; but I desire to say that the most 
that can be claimed against this amendment is that the aggregate of 
the expenditure under that particular head was in excess of the amount 
appropriated, though it did not follow that this particular contract 
was in itself in excess of that amount, so that when you come to the 
final adjudication of these particular accounts, and the contracts were 
found to be in excess of the amounts appropriated, this strictly might 
fall under that rule. But I hope the gentleman from Missouri will 
not insist upon the point of order if the Chairman shall determine the 
point as well taken, but will allow this claim, the character of which 
I am satisfied no one will dispute, to be considered on its merits, and 
let the committee decide the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to make the point of order that the appropriation is not author- 
ized by existing law. 

Mr. BURNES. It is right in the face of the existing law, and the 
gentleman will so concede. 

Mr. MORROW. All I concede is that the appropriations for that 
year were deficient and that the contracts were made, and necessarily 
made in excess of the appropriations. 
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o perform these ser 


to defend the title to Mare Island, an exceedingly \ I 

of the United States. It is admitted that the contract 

was exceedin zly moderate. and that Judge Rhodes has performe d, evel 
for the compensation here proposed, services that were very valuab] 


Che result of his services | 
the United State Now, here is a contract made by an officer of 
United States who had authority to make the contract; the 
have been performed; there is nothing remaining to be done on t 
part of the attorney; and the compensation ought therefore to 

Mr. BURNES. In so far as the gentleman appeals to me, I yield to 
that appeal; but he can not appeal to me successfully in this case as a 
representative of the rules. Therefore I am compelled to insist upon 
the point of order, as the admission of this amendment would be a d 
rect“ind palpable violation of the rules of the House. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I would like to ask the gentlemanaquestion. Is 
it within the competency of the Attorney-General of the United Stat 
to employ special counsel in a case? If it is, and he does so, then cer 
tainly to make appropriation to pay for those services would be with 
existing law. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to call attention to a case which arose on 
this very bill the other day, in which it was stated that the Attorney 
General had power under the Jaw to employ special counsel and per 
mission was given to put an appropriation upon this bill for a case ex 
actly like this. 

Mr. McKENNA. Ina matter of this kind, if there be any doul 
I think the doubt ought to be resolved as against the point of order 
The suit in which these services were rendered involved the swamp 
and overflowed land on Mare Island. That suit was decided against 
the Government and is now before the Supreme Court of the United 
Stateson appeal. Theother case involved the yard itself. Andsurely 
Mr. Chairman, under such circumstances as this, the fee being small 
and the counsel employed having performed the services, if there be 
any doubt, it should be resolved against the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. During a discussion the other day upon an amend 
ment offered by myself to put upon this bill an additional $30,000 to 
enable the Attorney-General to pay attorneys for services they lad a 
ready rendered, together with these which are likely to become neces 
sary during the current year, the question was put to me by my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], who is not now present, as to 
whether or not there were any cases of ihe character now presented by 
the gentleman from California. At that time I had made no inquiry 
into that matter whatever; but I have since gone to the Treasury De 
partment and made inquiries to ascertain whether there were cases 0 
the description just mentioned. I find that there was not only this 
particular case which the gentleman from California has presented, but 
another case where the Attorney-General had employed counsel under 
the direction of Congress, or rather had employed counselin pursuance 
of law, to look into the title to the Potomac flate; and no doubt there 
are others, though I did not ask how many there were; neither did 
investigate into this matter at all. These services are rendered in pur- 
suance of law, and the gentleman from California is entirely correct in 
stating (and I can turn to the statute in an instant if necessary) that 
the Attorney-General has power to employ these parties. 

There are certain restrictions upon the employment, such as that 
employment must be made before the work is performed; but that the 
power exists there is no question. Theamendment I sought to put on 
this bill was to enable the Attorney-General to discharge these liabil 
ities incurred under the law. It was voted down, improperly voted 
down in my judgment. Every case of that description stands upon 
precisely the same basis as the case now presented by the gentleman 
from California. Services of this description now remain unpaid, and 
yet no provision has been made on the part of the Government in the 
sundry civil bill or in this bill for the payment for these meritorious 
services. 

I remarked at the time when the amendment was presented that 
there was a misapprehension of this matter, because I think the House 
had in mind the case of Mr. Lowrey’s fees in New York, and refused to 
make the appropriation on thataccount. I want to state that I learn 
from my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATEs], who I believe is now 
present, that Solicitor General Jenks, who alone of the officers of the 
Department of Justice has had anything to do in the way of employing 
counsel connected with the Bell telephone case, says that he does not 
intend to pay Mr. Lowrey any more of the fee he claims against the 
Government. 

Now, what the House ought to do, and what the committee ought to 


ias been to save the title of this property to 
i 
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i cases; but that l the que 1 re us now; ¥ will re i 
that at some other tage 
The CHAIRMAN If the point of order is insisted upon, the Chair 
Ww be compelled to hold that it is well taker 
Mr MORROW. It eems that the ot} r dav thi rt ‘uest 1 was 
the gentleman trom Arizona | Mr. Smita |,who called atten- 
tion to section 363 of the Revised Statutes 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
s well taken. but if the gentleman chooses he can take the judgm«e 
ot the 
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i < selors at law as he ma ‘ ary to assist the district attornevs 
the d rge of their du ind s s ite W ‘ issistant att ‘ 
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their conduct and proceeding 
The CHAIRMAN. But that section is qualified by the other section, 


i . 
which restricts the A ttorney-Ge neral to the amount of the appropria- 
tion for the fiscal yea 

Mr. BURNES. Che gentleman from California | Mr. Morrow | does 


notseem tounderstand. But while the Attorney-General has the power 
to employ counsel in cases like th yet in making contracts for the 
employ it ¢ Cc Sel I 1 Dy tl 1m of the appropria- 
ate 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the statement which the Chair has just 
made, and if the sections read are the only sections of the law bearing 


upon the subject, the Chair thinks the point of order is well taken 
Mr. MCKENNA. But, Mr. Chairman, it does not appear here that 
when this contract was made it was in excess of the appropriation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The fact that there isa deficiency would seem 
to indicate that it was 
Mr. MCKENNA No, sir; because it may be that the money was 
disbursed in other ways after the contract was made and before the 
lime of payment 
The CHAIRMAN. That might possibly prove to be true upon in- 
vestigation, but it does not affect the point of order 
Mr. MCKENNA. Well, if the contract was within the law when it 


is made, it is not put outside of the law by the subsequent expendi- 
ture of the moneys for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the point the gentleman raises involves a 
question of fact, not a point of order. The presumption is that this is 


y would not be asked for. 
Che section of the law which the gentleman has read authorizes the 
Attorney-General toemploy, but the other section which has been read 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill limits the employment within 
certain bounds fixed by the appropriation. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Would not that ruling make the whole deficiency 
ldll out of order, because manifestly there have been deficient appro- 
priations or there would be no necessity for further appropriations now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would make out of order 

| everything sustaining a relation to this bill like that sustained by this 

| particular item. The point of order is sustained. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 


beyond theappropriation, or else this deficiency 


Claims allowed by the Sixth Auditor for deficiency in postal revenues, 1885 
and prior years, except the claim numbered 6800 in said Executive Document 
No, 377, $2,677.0 
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po er against 1 but I will reserve the p int until t t 
] ) ini to be he d 
\ Il I will ask to have read the letter which I se to 
tu! 
j follow 
FFICE ¢ I AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE Vost-OFFICE DEPARTMED 
Washington, D.C., July 20 
instant, addressed to the honorable Postn 
( { ‘ l what a t, if any nains unpaid of tl 
one ] illowed M. C. Mordecai, on discontinuance of ser 
ul t oO on route from Charleston, 5S. C., to Key West, Fla., ha 
fe t o 
y, I have the honor to inform youithat no part of the one 1 h’s « 
tra vy allowed Mr. Mordecai, under the orders of the Postmaster-General 
i j is , 1561, which amounts to $3,333 has yet been paid by this 
< A ther essary appropriation. 
I a taken tothe Court of Claims in id is known in sa 
< : 412, but what action, if any, has been taken by said court 
in the case, t office has not been advised 
V tfally, 
D. McCONVILLE, Audi’ 
Hon. ! 
Fi eof R sentatives. 
T 3 Mr. Chairman, this isan eminently just claim which 
ought to have been paid long ago, and I do not think that any point of 
order will lie against it. It arises upon a contract between the Govy- 


ernment and the claimant to carry the mails from Charleston to Key 
West, by way of Savannah, for a compensation of $40,000 a year; the 
contract provid 
tractor was to receive an extra month’s pay. There was an express 
provision in the body of the contract that ‘* the Postmaster-General may 
curtail or discontinue the service in whole or in part, he allowing one 
month’s extra pay on the amount dispensed with.”’ 


ng that in case the mail should be discontinued the con- | 


AUGUST 2, 


the payment of that which has been admitted by the Government to 
be honestly due him. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman state again the date of the 


order of the Post-Office Department ? 


Mr. RAYNER. January 2, 1861, was th of that order. The 
mails had been carried under this contraet for about six months. 
Mr. DINGLEY. For what reason was the contract discontinued ? 


A MEMBER. The war was just beginning. 

Mr. RAYNER. This was ofcourse just } re the opening of the war; 
but the Government continued after that time to carry the mails in a 
great many of the Southern States, endeavoring to keep up the mail 
service as well as it could. The service under this contract was dis- 
continued without any notice to the claimant; and in the order of dis- 
continuance the Postmaster-General allowed this one month’s extra 
pay. Mr. Holt, who succeeded to the ofiice of Postmaster-General, 
passed favorably upon the validity of the claim. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not a claim that should take the usual order 


| which claims take before Congress ? 


Mr. RAYNER. It has 
Court of Claims. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


taken that order. It has been before the 


Has it been before the Committee on Cla'm:; and 


| reported favorably ? 


Now, the service was discontinued, and the Postmaster-General at | 


that time, and his successor, both approved the validity of this claim 
and said that it ought to be paid. It then went to the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury Department, who decided that it ought to be 
paid. It then went to the Court of Claims, and they decided that it 
ought to be paid, but that it was barred by limitation, and therefore 
they could take no action in regard to it unless under authority of a 
special act of Congress. The money has been due for over twenty 
years, and it certainly ought to be paid without further delay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this case stand upon any other footing than 
ante bellum mail contracts generally ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. This is not a claim for transporting the 
mails. This is a claim under acontract in which the Government agreed 
that in case the mail should be discontinued they would allow the con- 
tractor a month’s extra compensation. They did discontinue the serv- 
ice, but the compensation has never been paid. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But was not the contract for carrying the mails? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir; but this claim is not for the service of car- 
rying the mails. This is a claim fora month’s extra compensation 
arising out of the discontinuance of that mail service. 

Post-OrriceE DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 2, 1861. 

Sir: The Postmaster-General orders that the service on the route No, ——, 
from Charleston, S. C., via Savannah, Ga., to Key West, Fla., and back, twice a 
month by steam-ship “ Isabel, or other steamers, if necessary,’’ under contract 
with you of 3d October, 1860, at the sum of $40,000 per year, for and during the 
term commencing the 15th day of October, 1860, and ending the 30th day of 
June, 1864, be discontinued, and one month’s extra pay allowed on the amount 
dispensed with. 

This order is to take effect immediately. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HORATIO KING, 
First Assistant Postmaster-Ger 
M,C. Morprcalt, Fsq., 
Charleston, 8. C. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the date of that order? 

Mr. RAYNER. January 2,1861. The claimant had been carrying 
the mails under his contract, and the Government discontinued his 
service, The Postmaster-General directed that this one month’s extra 
pay should be paid to him, according to the explicit provision of the 
contract that the Postmaster-General might curtail or discontinue the 
service in whole or in part by allowing one month’s extra pay. The 
matter then went to the accounting officers of the Treasury, and they 
allowed the claim. Afterward it went to the Court of Claims, which 
declared that the claim ought to be allowed; but there being no spe- 
cial act of Congress authorizing its payment, and the claim being 
barred by the statutory limitation, the court held it had no jurisdic- 
tion te find final judgment. It has been admitted during various ad- 
ministrations of the Post-Office Department that the money is due. 
The claimant has been here year aiter year pressing his demand for 





ee SATS 


f 


Mr. RAYNER. Ithasnot. The language of the Court of Claims ig 
the following: ¥ 


On the 3d_ day of October, 1860, just before the organization of the rebellion 
against the United States, by the passage of ordinances of secession by some of 
the States,the claimant entered into a written contract with the Postmaster- 
General to carry the mails by steam-ships from Charleston, 8S. C.,to Key West 
and back, twice a month, commencing October 15, 1860, and ending June 30, 1864, 
at the compensation of $40,000 a year. 

The Legislature of South Carolina passed an ordinance of secession Decem- 
ber 20, 1860, and other Southern States soon did the same. The mail service in 
all those States became disorganized even before the passage of those ordinances; 
and yet during that time, as well as afterwards and until the goverment of the 
Confederate States was fully organized, the mails coutinued to be carried some- 
what irregularly on most of the routes under existing contracts with the United 
States. 

In the case of Reeside vs. The United States (8 Wall., 38, and7 Ct. Cls. R., 89) the 
Supreme Court say in relation to the condition of affairs then existing: 

‘* The policy of the Government was to conciliate the people, and to separate 
them, if possible, from the leaders; and one of the means used for this purpose 


| was to continue these mail and postal accommodations so long as any hope ex- 


isted of preventing the rebellion or continuing peaceful relations.” 

As to this particular route now under consideration, however, the Postmaster- 
General availed himself of a reservation in the contract that— 

‘““The Postmaster-General may curtail or discontinue the servicein whole or 
in part, he allowing one month’s extra pay on the amount dispensed with.” 

And on the 2d day of January, 1861, he made an order to take effect imme- 
diately, of which the claimant was duly notified, that the service under their con- 
tract should be “discontinued, and one month’s extra pay allowed on the amount 
dispensed with,”’ 

Thereafter the claimant performed no further service. 

By the express terms of the contract, as well as by the order of the Posmaster- 
General, the United States thereupon became indebted to the claimant in the 
sum of $3,333.33, for the amount of one month’s extra pay, and that obligation 
has never been discharged. 

That this sum was and still is due to the claimant can not be doubted, and is 
conceded on the part of the defendants, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Has this been adjudicated by the Court of Claims ? 
Mr. RAYNER. The court decided the facts in favor of the claim- 
ant, but could not give judgment because of the statutory bar. That 
is the statement of the courtat theend of the opinion. This claim has 
hung on in Congress year after year. The claimant, who has been long 


| waiting for his money, is nowin almost destitute circumstances. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to defeat this 
claim by pressing a point of order against it, although I am satisfied 
that the age of the claim and its date justify us in looking to the ques- 
tion which has not been passed upon—the loyalty of the claimant. 
Now, mark you, Iam probably no less disposed to the payment of 
claims, whether the claimant was loyal or disloyal, than other mem- 
bers on this floor, if the claims are just and honest claims against the 
Government. But the settled and constantly pursued policy of Con- 
gress for twenty-seven years has been against the payment of claims 
like this. Whether the point of order is good or bad, I leave it for the 
Chair to decide, simply saying that I trust this House under no circum- 
stances will at this time undertake to depart from its settled policy and 
make appropriations for claims like this. Rather, sir, let this claim 
take its chance, like all kindred claims, before the committees of this 
ilouse whose duty it is to deal with such claims, and let us leave the 
appropriation bills free from matters of this kind. 

Mr. RAYNER. What is the point of order that the gentleman 
makes against this claim? Iwould like to know. 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I will say because it is a claim. Because 
there is an element of claim in it that has not been passed upon either 
by the courts of the country or by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, namely, the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. RAYNER. Why, the Court of Claims and the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury have both passed upon it, and it does not come 
within the law which provides that money within the Treasury not 
paid out within two years shall be covered back into the Treasury, be- 
cause of the fact that the appropriation for the payment was never 
actually made. I have the allowance here and a statement of the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. He isa loyal man now. I do not 


think there is any proof or even any charge of disloyalty at this time. 
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Referring to the act to which I have heretofore called attention. B Mr. BUCHANA? 
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ductive money in the Treasury on the 30th day of June last, which was 
8! 9 979 905.90. has ‘ augmented until it now swells to the enormous 
aggregate of $132,517,751.55, an increase in one month of $3,245,- 
645.65! And yet, Mr. Chairman, with this startling ‘‘condition’’ con- 
fronting us we have occupied days and weeks, and other days and weeks 
are to be consumed in discussing the mere ‘‘theories’’ underlying the 
different systems of taxation. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Can the gentleman state to the House 
how many bonds are due in two years? 

Mr. DOCKERY. There yet remains about $220,000,000 of the 4} 
per cent. bonds which mature September 1, 1891. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. What provision is the Administration 
making for paying these bonds? 

Mr. DOCKEKY. The law provides ths it there shall be annually set 
aside a certain sum of money-—I think about $50,000,000 (a sinking 
fund)—for the payment of these and other bonds of the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Would it not be better policy to take 
the fifty or sixty millions deposited in the national banks and for 
which the Government is getting nothing and use it in buying these 


” 


se 


bonds 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Government issued its circular, and has been 
in the market ever since the 23d of Apri] Jast endeavoring to-purchase 
bonds, and has been able to buy only $33,543,932.78, and those at 
an enormous premium. The difficulty which President Grant fore- 
saw when he was the Chief Executive has come to pass. 
the Government goes into the market 
they begin to appreciate. 
retary of the Treasury to-day. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, 


to buy bonds, that very moment 


Is not the difficulty in the manner in 


which the Government has gone to work to buy the bonds, rather than | 


in the fact of buying them ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think not. 
vertised, just as a private individual would advertise if he desired to 
purchase a certain number of bonds. 

Mr. LAIRD. Asa business man, what do you say to the enhance- 
ment of the value of the fours and four-and-a-halfs by the manner in 
which their purchase has been conducted? The four-and-a-halfs could 
have been bought for 107 or less if the bid had been asked in that way. 

Mr. DOCKERY 
the gentleman’s question, but will say that all of the four-and-a-halfs 
have been purchased for less than 8 per cent. We may differ as to 


methods, but if I understand the criticism implied by the interroga- | 
tory, I must say that I do not think it well founded, asin my opinion | 


any other plan for purchases would have been followed by the appre- 
ciation of the bonds. 

Of course I imagine that no policy which this Administration could 
devise would be exactly satisfactory to our friends on the other side; 
but if I were going to purchase bonds I do not know what course I 


could pursue except to advertise in some way the fact that I desired to | 


purchase, and then if my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] had 
bonds to sell, I suppose he would offer them, in which event I would 
accept or reject as the prices seemed either reasonable or exorbitant. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DINGLEY. If I understand the complaint of the gentleman 
from Missouri [ Mr. DocKERY ], it is that this side of the House has pur- 


sued a policy which has resulted in increasing the surplus in the Treas- | 


ury, or rather in preventing a reduction of the revenue, sought on the 
other side through the Mills bill. Now, I desire tosay, with respect to 
this complaint, that gentlemen on this side of the House who have op- 
posed the Mills bill and have contended for a revenue bill of another 
character have been as earnest as gentlemen on the other side to secure 
such a reduction of the revenue as would prevent asurplus. Nay, 
more; for more than a year and a half we have been ready at any time 
to vote for a proposition on which the other side agrees with us, and 
has inserted in the Mills bill, for the reduction of the revenue by abol- 
ishing the tax on tobacco, except perhaps cigars, and that notwith- 
standing this side of the House has stood ready for a year and a half to 
vote for that proposition and reduce the revenue $25,000,000, and not- 
withstanding gentlemen upon the other side have sought to obtain rec- 
ognition to put on its passage a bill thus reducing the revenue, nosuch 
recognition has been given. 

And notwithstanding at any time this session the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee might have taken advantage of this agree- 
ment of both sides, and passed a bill reducing the revenue and the sur- 
plus to this extent, yet they have declined todo this. And why have 
they declined? Evidently in order that there might be an increasing 


surplus as a lever to be used to secure the overthrow of the system of 


protection of home industries in this country. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I do not yield now. 
Mr. NELSON. Is there any popular demand for the repeal of the 
tobacco tax ? 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


I decline to yield. 
Do the people want the tobacco tax repealed ? 
I decline to yield at this time. I simply say that 


the other side of the House have voted to incorporate in the tax re- 


The moment | 


That is the difficulty confronting the Sec- | 


Ido not know that I exactly catch the drift of | 





| bond was purchased, notwithstanding the Government 


i 
j 











duction measure which they have proposed a proposition to abolish 
this tax, and nearly all of this side of the House would be ready to 
vote for that proposition under all the circumstances ; and thatin view 
of this, gentlemen on the other side would have seized upon what was 
practicable and passed such a bill if they had been half as desirous of 
reducing the revenue as they profess to be. 

Mr. NELSON. Who wants the repeal of the tobacco tax? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I decline tobe interrupted, for the gentleman’s ques- 
tion has nothing to do with the point lam considering. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to say further that this side of the House have been ready from the 
beginning to give their votes for the passage of a bill reducing the reve- 
nue, which should protect the industries of this country. Gentlemen 
will understand this, and know full well the lines on which a tax-re- 
duction bill would receive our support. There will probably come to 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, as well as to this side, be- 
fore we adjourn, a bill from the Republican Senate embodying the Re- 
publican and protection views of the manner in which the revenue and 
surplus should be reduced, and the reduction proposed by that bill will 
be as much as the bill which has been propose i by the other side by 
the bill which has passed the House; and the ‘‘average’’ duty of the 
dutiable list will be no more than that proposed by the Mills bill, but 
the mode of distributing this ‘‘average’’ will be very different from 
that proposed in this bill, which retains a duty of 68 per cent. on sugar 
and 100 per cent. on rice, but places wool and farm products on the free- 
list. When a protection bill shall bereturned to us from the Senate as 
a substitute for the Mills bill we shall see if gentlemen on the other 
side will be as eager to reduce the revenue when the industries of the 
country are to be preserved as when they are to be destroyed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the point suggested by the 
gentleman from Missouri, that the idle surplus of the Treasury is 





| daily increasing, and is now over one hundred and thirty millions, 
The Government has simply ad- | 


why is it that with $222,000,000 of the bonds of this Government bear- 
ing 43 per cent. interest and due in three years, and over seven hun- 


| dred millions of 4 pereents—bonds which can be purchased at such a 


rate that they will yield the Government more than 2 per cent. for 
its money lying idle now and in part for nearly a year past; why is it, 
when this can be done, that from last October to April not a single 
was loaning 
this money to pet banks without interest? I know the excuse, but 
every gentleman in this Hall knows that the excuse had no foundation, 
for precisely the same law authorizing the purchase was on the statute- 
book then that there is now. Surely, so long as the interest-bearing 
debt of the Government can be anticipated by purchase at rates which 
yield the Government at least 2 per cent. for its money, there is no 
excuse for increasing the surplus in the Treasury; and if it is increased 
the country will have the right to infer that this is done to maintain 
a lever to push Congress into adopting such a revision of the tariff as 
will overthrow the protective system. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

me BYNUM. One word in reply to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]. He says that that side of the House have heen unanimous 
in favor of the reduction of the tobacco tax. Iam not violating any 
secret of the Committee on Ways and Means in the statement I am 
about to make, because by a resolution of that committee its records 
have been made public. During the consideration of the bill which 
was introduced in the House, when the internal-revenue portion was 
under consideration a motion was made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to repeal the entire tobacco tax. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] and the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] voted in favor of the motion, while the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BurRows] voted against it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] So that there was a majority of 
the gentleman’s own side in the Committee on Ways and Means re- 


| corded against the proposition to which the gentleman has so gener- 


ously proffered the solid support of his party. 

Mr. LAIRD. How did the Democratic members of the committee 
vote? 

Mr. BYNUM. They voted against it, of course. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman knows very well that the particu- 
lar proposition relating to the tax on tobacco inserted in the bill passed 
by the House could have been incorporated into a bill alone and passed 
in this House at any time. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman stated that his party and his side 
were united in favor of this proposition. I merely called his attention 
to the vote on that single measure in committee and to the fact that 
a majority of his own side voted against it. His party, I undertake 
to say, will not support a measure repealing the tax on cigars, cigar- 
ettes, and cheroots. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot know what was the particular proposition 
in the Ways and Means Committee to which reference is made, but 
the gentleman from Indiana well knows that a proposition relating to 
the tobacco tax similar to that incorporated in the Mills bill would 
have passed this House at any time by a large majority; and I suggest 
to the gentleman that if he and his associates are half as anxious as 
they pretend to be, they will take advantage of this situation and re- 
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I IDUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule p te | of the following titles were introduced 
a efer ited below 
By Mr. FISHI A bill (H. R. 11083) for the relief of David O. 
P ey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (IL. R. 11084) fortherelief of the executors 
of t late J Gra to the Committee on Claims. 
O. B. THOMA A bill (HL. R. 11085) to authorize the build- 
t bridge over a part of the Mississippi River nearly opposite La 
( \\ to the Committee on Commerce. 
The follo s petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the 1 , and referred follow 
By Mr, A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of Anti-Monopoly and Settlers’ 
I ts A tion of Colorado, relative to certain public lands in Colo- 
I to the ¢ tee on the Public Lands. 
by Mr. BAYNE: Petition of citizens of Allegheny, Pa., for amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. FITCH: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the re- 
roval of duties on dental instruamen to the Committee on Ways 
ind eans. ; 
By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Camden County, New Jersey, 
for amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Com 1erce, 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Rankin R. Lannan, of Coffee 


County, Tennessee, forthe reference 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


:or his claim to the Courtof Clain 


By Mr. WHEELER: Petitionof Mary Wheeler and of Anthy Ann 
Williams, of Limestone Co, aty, Alabama, for reference of theirclain 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the Court of Claims 
The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of Matthew Curren and 26 others, and of 
Elijah V. Clark and 43 others, ex-Union soldiers, of Rhode Island. 
The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 
By Mr. C. 


Rt. BRECKINRIDGE: Of citizens of Turnip, Ark. 


¥ 
SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 3, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter fromthe 
Supervising Architect of that Department in regard to the item ‘ heat- 
ing apparatus for public buildings,’’ contained in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with aresolution of June 4, 
1888, certain records of the Navy Department concerning the United 
States steam-ship Tennessee; which, with the accompanying papers, 


printed. 
JACOB G. BOSTATTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 


Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] desires to ask the Senate to take | 


some action in reference to the bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. 
Jostatter from the charge of fraudulent enlistment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate yesterday passed the bill changing 
the name of ‘'Bostatter’’ to ‘‘ Bostalter’’ by an amendment errone- 
ously reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Senate to agree to the bill as it passed the House. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed so as to correct the spelling 
of the name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate reconsider the vote by which the amendment was concurred 
in and ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time and 
passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask that the amendment reported by the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


If there be no objection, the amend- 
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| other purposes,”’ 


I ask the | 









ment by which the name was changed from ‘‘ Jacob G. Bostatter’’ to 
| ** Jacob G. Bostalter’’ will be disagreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Now let tae bill be pas ed just as it pass d the 
| House. Their spelling of the name was correct. 
| The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


| passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp The title was 
te. That amendment will also be disagreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a very voluminous petition from one 
| Giles Otis Pearce, a resident of Nebraska. He sets forth a great many 
| grievances and wrongs perpetrated upon him by officials of the United 
| States. After reading the petition somewhat carefully, I am ata | 

| to understand just what is the nature of the grievances, but the peti- 


amended by the Sen- 


oss 





| tioner claims some $5,000,000 from the Government as damages, and 
| asks that his case may be sent to the Court of Claims. 


I do not know 


what to do with the petition except to refer it to the Committee on 


| the Judiciary for its investigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The petition will be received and 
referred to the Commit tee on the Judiciary, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Athens and Meigs 
Counties, Ohio, Sraying for certain amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BECK presented seven petitions of citizens of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, praying for the passage of the per diem pension bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3414) grantinga pension to Emma Matilda Selfridge, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 78) for the relief of the Roman Catholic Church of 
St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 
courses, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to increase the police force of the District of Columbia, and for 
approved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3416) for the relief of John W. 
Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3417) granting a pension to 
George E. Fernald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3418) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at York, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL (at the request of a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives) introduced a bill (S. 3419) providing for an additional as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


COMMITTEES. 


m sane 
i: ensions, 


WITHDRAWAL OF 
On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 
Ordered, That J. W. Chickering be granted leave to withdraw from the files 


PAPERS, 


| of the Senate the papers relating to his case, no adverse report having been 


was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be made. 


POSTAL CRIMES. 
Mr. VEST submitted the following concurrent resolution; which was 


| . . 
| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Sintte (the House of Representutives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to return to the Senate the enrolled bill 
S. 3303) amendatory of “ An act relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the 
statutes therein mentioned,” approved June 18, 1888, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to request the Sen- 
ate to return to the House of Representatives the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 182) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Omaha, 
Nebr., with the action of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1612) to 
provide for holding terms of the United States district and circuitcourts 
in the State of Nebraska, and agreed to the same. 

The message returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, 
the bill (S, 2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, 
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: ‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: which ply between Vancouver or the Pacific Ocean on o 
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and the nations of China and Japan, etc. By the aid of that subsidy 


those ships are running between our country and those countries, and 
are carrying, as I said awhile ago, a large part of the traffic that comes 


to our people—notably, the article of tea, the Canadian road carrying 


42 per cent., and I have no information as to any other that comes into 
the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like further to ask the Senator—I was called 
out for a moment when he stated the fact before, perhaps he has stated 
it fully—whether it is also true that the condition of the subsidy to 
those three ships is that they are to be at the service of the British Gov- 
ernment in case of war? 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘Those ships are so built, I understand, as to be used 
as cruisers and war vessels in case occasion should require. That is 
the statement made to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The British Government always requires that in 
respect of such contracts. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Vermont says that is always re- 
quired by the British Government, a fact which I did not know. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can give the Senator from Illinois another item 
of traffic that this subsidized British line is engaged in, and has been 
for a good many months now under the subsidy. It is bringing in 


Chinese from Hong-Kong and other ports of Asia at the rate of about | 


4,000 a month and landing them in British Columbia, and they are 
pouring down in a great variety of streams into this country all along 
the border. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is a fact I was not aware of and a situation 
that should not be allowed a day longer than the time when it can be 
stopped. 

Now, I have another suggestion as a reason why I think this in- 
vestigation ought to be made, and that is embodied also in the resolu- 
tion. It has been stated through the newspapers and otherwise that 
the Canadian Government was discriminating against our vessels laden 
with grain or whatever going east in case they should go through the 
Welland Canal and not go any farther on the St. Lawrence River, but 
take the Erie Canal through our own country. I have a document in 
my hand called for, I believe, by a resolution of the House, a com- 
munication from Mr. Thompson, Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in 
which he states, among other things: 

The Canadian regulations operate asa discrimination against American ports, 
American railroads and canals, and American vessels. 

‘The matter was brought to the attention of Congress in the report of the Com- 


missioner of Navigation for 1887, and in the letter addressed to you January 23, 
1858, and the attention of the Secretary of State has been invited to the subject. 
In this, as I have shown, the Acting Secretary states unqualifiedly 
that there has been discrimination against American vessels laden with 
wheat or grain or goods going east, if they pass though the Welland 
Canal and fail to go any farther in the direction of foreign ports, to 
Montreal or wherever else, but decide to come into our own country 
with their loads of grain in preference. I see in this paper a report of 
an officer of the Government, Mr. Morton, I believe, commissioner, in 
which he says, quoting a paper from the Canadian council, as follows: 

The order in council, G. 251, of April 20, 1888, is as follows: 

*‘ Fis excelleney in council has been pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered, 
that the special rates of toll of 2 cents per ton adopted last year for the passage 
through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals of certain cereals, wheat, Indian 
corn, pease, barley, and rye,when shipped for Montreal, or for any other{port east 
of Montreal, be continued during the forthcoming season of navigation and no 
longer, such toll covering the Welland and the St. Lawrence Canals.”’ 

* . * * 


* * 7 


It appears that on the payment of 20 cents per ton toll in the Welland Canal 
afree passis given through the St. Lawrence canals, and that a refund of 18 
cents per ton is allowed from the toll paid on the Welland Canal, if the proper 
papers showing such payment and that the cargo has been forwarded are pro- 
duced at the department at Ottawa, 

Showing a discrimination against the American vessel if it went 
through the Welland Canal and did not go any farther, but went into 
the United States. Again: 

Under the present system of discriminating in favor of shipments down the 
St. Lawrence and against shipment through the United States, the use of the 
canals is not secured to the citizens of the United States on terms of equality 
with the inhabitants of the Dominion, there being a discrimination virtually in 
favor of said inhabitants andan infringement of the spirit, at least, of the treaty. 
Citizens of the United States using the canals and shipping over our territory 
are on a less favorable footing than the inhabitants of Canada using the canals 
and shipping by routes running through their territory. 

J am not advised that the Secretary of the Treasury has authority to impose 
tolls upon vessels passing through the Sault Ste. Marie or the St. Clair Flats 
Canal, and bound for Canadian ports, and understand that legislation would be 
necessary for the exercise of such authority. In view of the action of the Cana- 
dian Government, and the construction which it appears to attach to the sec- 
tion cited above, it would seem proper for Congress to authorize the collection 
of tolls on vessels passing through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal to offset the dis- 
crimination aforesaid. And after investigation I have no doubt of the power of 
Congress to legislate accordingly. It is suggested, however, that the collection 
of the tolls be placed under the Secretary of War rather than of the Treasury, 
the former being already charged by law with certain jurisdiction over the 
property. 

* ~ > - ~ * * 

The agreement in the treaty as to the use of the St. Clair Flats Canal by Cana- 

dian citizens on terms of equality with citizens of the United States seems to 


have been absolute, while the agreement as to the use of the Welland Canal | 


by citizens of the United States was conditional upon the adoption of the regu- 
lation by the Canadian Government. If the British Government has carried 
out its agreement to urge upon the Government of Canada to secure to United 
States citizens the use of the Welland and of the other Canadian canals on terms 
of equality with Canadian inhabitants, it would seem that its efforts have met 
with small success. 
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As the matter stands there is a material discrimination by the existing Cana- 
| dian regulations against American ports, American vessels, and American rail- 
roads and canals in the matter of the shipment of grain and other merchandise 
|} through the Welland Canal for exportation, 
This document, as Senators will see, refers to the treaty of 1871, 
| made between the United States and the British Government or Can- 
@ja, in which the British Government proposed as one of the pro- 
visions of the treaty to use its good offices in trying to prevail upon 
Canada to do so and so; in other words, to treat Americans equally 
fairly with their own citizens. But, as the commissioner here states, 
| if they undertook to do it they have very greatly failed in their effort, 
| because it appears very plainly that discrimination against the Amer- 
ican people has been going on. 

What [ am saying to-day is said more for the purpose of drawing the 
attention of the country to the situation, so that we may get whatever 
information or light the people may furnish us as to the condition of 
affairs existing between this country and Canada in our commercial 
relations. Their conduct has been largely based upon the treaty of 
1871, asI said. A portion of it, as has been repeated here very fre- 
quently within the last month or two in the discussion of the fisheries 
| treaty, has been abrogated by the American Government, but that 
| portion which applies to the inland commerce, the commerce upon our 
vessels and our railroads or their railroads, has not been abrogated. I 
| desire to read the article of the treaty of 1871 which applies to the 
| particular subject under discussion. 

ARTICLE XXIV. 

It is agreed that, for the term of years mentioned in Article X XXIII of this 
treaty, goods, wares, or merchandise arriving atthe ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, and any other ports in the United States which have been or 
may from time to time be specially designated by the President of the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North America, 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit, without the payment of duties, from such possessions through 
the territory of the United States for export from the said ports of the United 
States. 
| Itis farther agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise ar- 
riving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North Amer- 
ica, and destined for the United States, may be entered at the proper custom- 
house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through (he said 
| possessions, under such rules and regulation, and conditions for the protection 
of the revenue, as the governments of the said possessions may from time to 
time prescribe ; and, under like rules, regulations, and conditions, goods, wares, 
or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, from 
the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions. 

The articles of the treaty relating to fisheries, as I said, have all been 
abrogated, but the article which I refer to, relating to goods passing 
through the respective possessions, has not been abrogated; and it seems 
to me that this is another evidence that whenever the American Govern- 
ment makes a treaty it makes a mistake, because that provision of the 
treaty to-day is probably in the way of the American nation in doing 
what it ought to do and what it must do eventually in order to pro- 
tect the American interests and the commerce of this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is not that article terminable on notice ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas going to refertothatpoint. The very beginning 
of the article is, ‘‘ It is agreed that for the term of years mentioned in 
Article XX XIII,’’ which is the term of ten years, which term of ten 
years hasexpired. Then under Article XX XII1a provision is made as 
tothe manner of getting rid of an article by authorizing the President 
of the United States to give notice, and in two years after that time the 
treaty will be abrogated and considered of no effect. My judgment is 
that this is one of the things which ought to be done now by this Gov- 
ernment, or as soon as it can be done, so as to get rid of that provision 
of the treaty, which seems to stand in the way somewhat of the Ameri- 
can people doing what is necessary to be done in order to protect our 


interests. 
} 





Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate longer, 
further than to say that the Congress of the United States has under- 
taken to regulate commerce under the Constitution, carrying out un- 
questionably a clearly defined constitutional power, and one which it 
seems to me ought to have been carried into effect many years before 
it was. 

It is said by some that the act of Congress regulating commerce with- 
in the United States places the railroads of the United States at a dis- 
advantage because of the encroachment upon our trade and commerce 
by the Canadian Government. There may be something in that state- 
ment, but I undertake to say that the American people will not let go 
of the right to regulate commerce within the United States because a 
power adjoining us may perhaps be taking advantage of it. 

In other words, the American people will demand not only that Con- 
gress shall regulate commerce within the United States but that the 
Government shall take such steps as will protect the American people 

in the conduct of its commerce in connection with any other govern- 

| ment that may be undertaking to interfere with it. If the treaty to 

which I have referred is in the way, we have the power to get rid of 

| it. If any legislation is necessary in order to protect our commerce 
and our railroads on American soil, it is the duty of the Congress of 
the United States to enact it. 
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I have, as I said, simply called the attention of Congress to this sul til that , +} sted. ] 
ject this morning in the hope that the country generally may take t ist se of f Al SX 
up and consider it, and that we may eventually, and very soon, arrive | to ‘ I is the t to. y 
at a correct conclusion as to what oui ity is in the premises in t ‘ t t wit it pay ty l » is 
Congress of the United Stat thes s to ot State 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I ask the permission of the Senat stitutes vile ull t rest V 
to say a few words. put toget! na tits mation 
Ay eek or ten days since the Senator from Illinois, the chairn ) 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, introduced a resolution y t 
ing to the general investigation of this question L asked that é t 
be laid aside for a few days, with a view of offering an amen We ¢ » 188 
it. The Senator kindly consented; and he has this morning remodeled | Mr. Manning un 1 

* his resolution, after conference, so as to embrace the entire subject neg to the ke every 3 it | ! ok 

: I understand it. at once a id it 7 ( 

; The Committee on Interstate Commerce have for the past two y United States, t ‘ om * 

i given a good deal of attention to the question ot transportation within | } tween our Government é‘ 1 

4 the United States, and they have necessarily had their attention drawn | transportation « ods throug f ted States, prevent 

; very sharply to the question of transportation through Canada and th: | get all the rights that we dé nd f your fishermen ; 

rights of the Canadian railroads to transport goods in bonded cars shts that are required for our ra ud interest l he, « 
agree with the honorable Senator from I]linois that the Interstate ¢ 1S85, issued circular N I W I é 
merce Committee should necessarily have charge of the question and | Canadian goo hrough the United \ 

a make a further examination. Subsequently the question S ¢ 

I find, however, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] had a | Govern t d he was advised that not only u ‘ 
resolution passed, I think upon the 31st of July, appointing a s¢ but under the treaty of W t made in 1571, } 
committee of this body to be charged with the duty of examining this | to prevent this transit of goods in ¢ idian cars 1 
question in all of its details and all the commercial relations between | July 24, 1885, when that decision was made, Congr 
this country and Canada. So it is possible we may have two commit wnything on the subject, although I ed atte 
tees investigating the same subject. It may be that the intention of | we were considering a resolution relat to the f é 
the Senator from Massachusetts was to investigate another branch ot ered a resolution authorizing and directing tl 

; it which is broader and deeper and looks to the whole commercial 1 United States to prohibit this t: t ods in Ca 

: lations between this country and Great Britain. only with a view to the fishery rights, but with a W also this 

: Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, I beg to | transit of goods within our own ntry I am sorry to say t the 
say that the resolution which I offered was introduced before that of | resolution received only a tew votes 
the Senator from Dlinois; but the Senator from Illinois shortly after o whatever trouble comes i this entire quest ( 

: introduced his resolution, and I informed him that it seemed to m egislation of Congress 1866 and t treat 
quite proper that the Committee on Interstate Commerce which had | made in 1871, and your to act by taking the matter Ls 
already investigated the subject of our railroad transportation in th I believe it should have beer en, and controlli yy 
country between the States (which is so intermingled with our relations | of it by Congress 

; with the transportation interests of Canada and Canada’s relations Mr. HOAR. May I ask t nator from Maryland t »me 

3 with ours) should still retain charge of that whole subject and should | to put a question ” 

H pursue the investigation, and that it would be the purpose of the com Mr. GORMAN. With great piea 

4 mittee appointed on my motion, so far as I could control it, if was not Mr. HOAR. I ask whether th ver O1 

; my own purpose at any rate if I should be upon the committee, to un- | tor’s resolution propose ( ipon the Pre 

4 dertake to go into this particular investigation, but to make a general | which it proposed to 1 lim to use, was n ‘ 

{ report upon our entire commercial relations with Canada, which statute of 1887? 

q volves the exchange of products, a subject far outside of the mer Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the nator: there is so 

3 transportation relation, to avail ourselves of the conclusions and fact I 

3 found by the Interstate Commerce Committee in making a genera . HOAR I ask ethe tatute of f 

; statement of the result, but beyond that I do not think there will be | + t the power, Ww I red to so olt debate t 

j any desire to go into it. er upon the | t thority to do ' 

; Mr. GORMAN. iam very glad to hear the statement of the Sena- | } dl tl lu 1 to ¥ h the Senator \ 

: tor from Massachusetts, for I think the subject is probably broad enough Mr. GORMAN. It! e e of the four or five ; 

é for the two committees with the division of labor suggested by him of this body, for I think all are lawyers but four or five I nuld 

i Mr. President, I consider this one of the most important, if not tl ! ttempt to venture an opinion exceptas a layman. Ido 
most important, questions that is before the American public at t! su ywer is conferred, and when I find that there is s n absolu 
time. The transit trade had its origin inanemergency. It wasinau erence of opinion | ng e 

sl gurated asan expedient for subserving the interests of the United State t of it I take the comm seuse View that the Pre 

4 It began about the Ist of April, 1855, upon the completion of the 1 power. 

: way suspension-bridge across the Niagara River at a point 2 miles be Mr. FRYI I ld toask the S wr from M ‘ ‘ 
9 low the falls, the Great Western Railway of Canada extending fro tic Was there not a t tation of goo 

that point to a point opposite the city of Detroit, in connection ilding of the | t Niagar t 

x the New York Central and the Michigan Central. We then, for the | t up to the ena ( { v of I 

: first time, permitted a foreign railway company to come in compet GORMA? I 
tion with and to share a part of the business from our side l y PRY! Can t] f 1 the Se i 
it over that road through to its termination in Canada. ty that transportation in bond was lover that road and 

Of course at that time it was not perfectly understood. The cor ridge? 
struction of that bridge was a great event in the history of this cont Mr. GORMA)? I do t tl 
nent, and nobody at that time anticipated that Canadian railroads would | time As I have s: the construction of that bridge 

become great rivals of the American roads or would seriously jeopard- | great events of this continent. It was not thought by any 

q ize the business of this country. So matters drifted along until 1866, | time, not dreamed of it it would he a competing line 

4 when Congress, acting under the pressure, I have no question, of those | portation of American goods, and the Treasury Department 
who were engaged and interested in the Canadian roads and their | President, whoever gave the order—I am not sure but it was the 
branches in the United States, who came here and asked for it, passed | ury Department—gave it, I think, without any autl ty of 
an act which permitted the Secretary of the Treasury—and it has | far lam able tofind. They permitted it, and nt ed 1 to 
been by some of the best lawyers construed to be more than a per- | the passage of the act of 1866 

q mission, a requirement—to permit goods that were sealed in cars to| Mr. FRYE. I offered a reso \ich was adopted a few 

3 pass from Canada through our territory and back into Canada without | ago, calling on the Department for the history it whole t 


2 paying duty; in other words, opening up absolute free trade on all the | tion. 
% goods which passed over the territory of the United States back into| Mr. GORMAN. Iam delighted that the Senator 
a Canada. And that act stands to-day unrepealed. | Mr. FRYE. A reply was received, but it was not the | 

4 In 1871, when the treaty of Washington was negotiated, the Cana- | seekipg. I think itannounced th ll those 5 . 

; dians in that treaty, as my friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE] believes on | law at all, these goods were allowed to pass in bond acro ( 
4 the fisheries question, outgeneraled the American commissionersand se- | dian bridge. 

1 cured not only in the thirtieth article of that treaty, which hassince been | Mr. GURMAN. Now, Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from 
abrogated, but in the twenty-ninth article, the incorporation of two or | Lilinois, while we have acted in perfect good fait vhile we have per- 
three words which gave the Canadian roads the right to this transit mitted Canadian cars to come and go freely and without hinderance, and 
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wl they have been getting an undue proportion of this trade, they 
have dis inated against us in every particular. It has been stated 
| t ! 1est authorities that by rebates and drawbacks, both for 
ra lt rtation and for transportation through their canals, an 
d of at least 18 cents a ton has been given where wheat and 
other produ 3 of the Northwest have been carried in Canadian ves- 
‘ t ‘ ing out and preventing American vessels from partici- 
; 4 
f ni i R way was incorporated, subsidized by 
{ I l ul lirst 1 formidab raid ( 
1erce and transportation interests that means someth 
J t has iven that 1 i a suihcient am b ol 
, h 2a barren wilderness. to operate 1t, and to 
1 it the « l ve right to build a railroad 
} f ter! y »that an Americancompany can 
( ‘ d its lines through the Dominion of Canad 
| ce is the one of the Manitoba road, which occurred 
( the past year and a half, where they took forcible p 
iuse the people of Manitoba wanted that 1 la 
The Briti Government or the Canadian Govern! t 
( ian Pa $10,000,000 because of the violation of t 
I i extended that road to Puget Sound in perfect operat 
| yet comparatively valueless unless they could obtain fur- 
the roth nthe nited States. So they have obtained from Mains 
th e@ « ed from Vermont, and from other States bordering on 
Ca 1, t] right to come in and through American organizati 
ob chart for the construction of railroads with the money with 
wl 1 the British Government or Canadian Government subsid l 
them, and the State of Maine to-day and the State of Vermont (wheth 
tl ive the perfect legal right to do it or not, I will not venture to 


upany, and permit its operation as a part of the through 


being used for the purpose of diverting th 


American ports. 
ther one of the United States has the right to grant 


ic 
; the State of Maine has granted to the International Railway 
li 


an opinion) are 


commerce irom our 





ne of the 




















Car un Pa , when it is an open and notorious fact thatit isasub 

id l road of Canada, receiving $175,000 per annum for ten years 

fi t] Dominion Government, I submit to the Senator from Mas- 

sacl ts, is a question for his most careful consideration, and if a 

tat in ! such power then to report what remedy we have, for 

t i nu ible fact that this International road which pass 

through Maine to St. John, N. B., and to Halifax, N. S., will, when 

co eted, enable the Canadian Pacific to reach Halifax and compete 

n y for the trade of the great Northwest, but it will give them 

in advantage of at least two days’ time between Japan and Liverpool 

over the American line, which means the absolute monopoly of that 

trad Now, let me read the distances by their road from Montreal to 

St. John and to Halifax by routes wholly within the British prov- 

ince 
HALIFAX ROUTES WHOLLY I rHE PROVING 
M 

Q vec, ( lian Pacific......... . ee , sessile 172 

Q to Halifax, Intercolonial. sSensubanenpenehnieréaskurseanvabenes sescveses 678 

rotal d e from Montreal to Halifax — ‘ ill , 850 

AT AL ROUTE THROUGH THE STAT OF MAINE, 

Montreal to Farnham, Canadian Pacific 19 

Farnhan » Waterloo, Canadian Pacific 2 

Waterloo to Sherbrooke, Canadian Pacific creneerecseonserens ovspenstosupeenocnssi 29 
Sherbrooke to State line, International............ 

State line to Matt nkeag, Internationa , 110 

Mattawamkeag to Vanceboro, Maine Central ‘ — ” 56 

Vanceboro to Harvey... vcseseveepusteeeds ctatepteqepessseesesensenst pessomes : > 

Har to Salisbury nes es cacknn Dewebanetnapesn cippsenibeinnenssenperest adele LOS 

s ry I ton, Intercolonial pevenees snoueenibanineneneien 13 

Mx i tol ix, Intercolonial : 188 

Distance from Montreal to Halifax through the State of Main« vninia 673 

} I i test by 1-- 

TTES WI LY IN 7 PRO NCI 

M real to ¢ 1 Canadian Pacific die 172 

Quebec to M } ercolonial 490 

M ton tos er nial 89 

TOSI vecccs0deccncense b00dene ce csseede ceessenseocevccesscontentens sve vebesbibe cnebenespeenciboeenenenee D1 

I I \ ONAL ROUT! rire I THE STATE OF MAINE. 

M il to Vance , OVE [ 

Vi oro to St, J runswick Railw 90 

rotal : 

] thr l t by 19 

st nt y ne,& 19 

lialifax re { 1 Maine, sl 7 


Live 
Ha 


wT 
0b 





‘CES FROM LIVERPOO 
Provincial route, 


. ’ 
rpool to Ha ix cove eocveececee 
fax to Montreal (line through Maine).. 
Creed CO VRBO RUV SE ccescccrcececcenssenescoscccccnccsnnsenepnesencocessssncoscnnevesesonccoecse 


Liverpool tO VaNnCOUVET........c.cceccerrerscersseseesrereerseccese gneeecoccnncesces covese 6, 058 
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Liverpool to New York 








New York to San Francis 0... 
i ui} t 
I ; to Y { : 
I erpoo » xe (Pr 4 
Provincial 1 shortest I saintiibaseniittiees ee 
The great ng of distance } he British line is in the ocean serv- 
iC That mal about two d n favor of the Britsh routeas against 
Amer n | which 1 4’ monop ly of this entire trade. 
Mr. President, if my figu ire correct, it becomes a serious ques- 
tion—a very serious question. There is also a personal aspect of the 
, With all of the rights obtained from our Government, with 
ill these untold millions poured out by the Canadian or British Gov- 
ime to subsidize these roads, to enable them to be constructed at 
ost h below that of the American roads, and to be operated ata 
’, if it becomes necessary, to break up or bankrupt our lines of trans- 
portation 
They have obtained these rights in Vermont and Maine, and in other 
ites. ‘Those are not the only two States, for there are any number 
of roads in the West, controlling, as I believe, the approach to the 
bridge across the Sault Ste. Mar It iid other roads are about to 


pass under Canadian control. It is a great temptation, it has been 
too great for our enterprising American citizens. Boston and New 
York and Philadelphia, and other cities and some States of the Union 
have contributed enterprising men, who are ready to share in the 
profits of this great bounty that the British Government has given, 
the distinguished 


ish enterprises. 





and it becomes a serious question when you look at 
men who are associated with these Canadian or Brit 

Turn, Mr. President, to the great railroad record in Poor’s Manual, 
and you will find some of the names boldly proclaimed, without the 
slightest hesitation, of American iate themselves in these en- 
terprises. You will find the names of some of the most distinguished 
men in the United States. There aresome who are candidates for high 
One of the candidates for the second office in the Government 
is a director in the Canadian Pacific road. Iwillread thelist. Itake 


} 
who asso 


offices. 








this statement from Poor’s Mannal: 
The following is a list of officersand d the Ca un Ps and 
International Railway Companies 
‘ TAN PACT! 
sir George Stephen, president; William C. Van Horne, vice-president; Sir 
Donald Smith, director; R. B. Angus, dir k. B. Osler, director: William 





Whyte, general superintendent; Sanford Fle: dir or; Levi P. Morton 


W.L. Scott, and other 





INTERNATIONAL IN MA 
Sir George Stephen, director; William C. Van Horne, pré 
Smith, director; R. B. Angus, director; E,. B. Osler, directoi 
Sanford Fle 








ning, director, 
Now, Mr. President, I submit that it is 
gress, without regard to party, to recogniz 
hese Americans whose names I have read are t 
nadian Pacific road and branches. 
such. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


director ; 
the American Con- 
condition of affairs. 
he directors in the Ca- 
They hada perfect right to become 








May I ask a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the Senator from Maryland taken the trouble 
to examine who the directors are in the companies that control the 
roads running through Northern Michigan? 

Mr.GORMAN. Ihave not. I do not know who they are, but Ide 
sire this committee to ascertain the directory in every one of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I say if the Senator will examine those records 
he will find that the present chairman of the Democratic national com- 
mittee is one of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no doubt ofit. He is another enterpri 
railroad man, but he is not a candidate for the office of Vice-President 
He is a private citizen. 

I do not believe there ought to be any politics in this question, but 
as the Senator has brought it out so pointedly, I say to him that I do 
not believe any man who is a candidate for a high office, be he either 
a Democrat or a Republican, who if elected might become President 
of the United States, could properly accept the office until he had 
purged himself of every interest in these British enterprises. It is not 
a question of politics; I have not bronght it in for that purpose. I 
know that the whole of this question has been sought to be made one 
of polities, but I think it will remain forever a blot upon the history 
of the Senate that these great questions between England aad the 
United States have been kicked around here as a political foot-ball. 
It is the first time it has been in the history of the country, and the 
Republican party is the only party that has ever attempted it. 

But, Mr. President, to me it is more than politics. I did not intro- 
duce it here for any party advantage. Mistakes have been made by 
both parties in the past. In 1855, when the Democrats controlled the 
country, they ought never to have permitted the Canadians to cross at 
Niagara Falls without proper regulations. In 1866, when you had two- 
thirds of both Houses, you made an immense blunder by passing the 
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act which gave tl t 
was stillin your m ssion. ¥ ‘ ‘t 
cessary I ‘ 3 
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on ti i it! 
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< t | 
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( L266, w ] ) y 
1 ‘ t ( va 
\ ( 1 
a t t ) I 
M CH | i hat I 
th r is k ‘ g Li 
T mre Attor! ( : ‘ < 
( i rt 5 cit ( i ( Ss 
t legislat of 1 
Mr. GORMAN I | f to who gave th 
but th 1s l ea 1 s A 
tion is st ] 1 i t 1 pound l i 
trea a 1 ( rll ( 
J id | ] ‘ 
J . ’ ‘ 
We v t i I I } 
Lo tT } T y l T 
I r ) t } ( ( i l i A 
l \ I 1 ¢ Z ) if OU 
t . { 
Che point I m Y I soft ‘ 9 
icans here is this: that <now how 1 l follow 1 ( 
we know whe toey iny Lin et n in } ( 
Ss ve n } ’ part of the l r pount l 
tec right to do it that y had a legal I t to ado . r 
men of such distinguished character and consequence in t ( t 
that we are bound to tz e of it, not as pa 1s, but as A t 
and 1 Ke 1 elort e road »« roy ¢ 
< Ia und I] } the eI 1 Ma chu 
look into the question and ascertain whether a & t 
ion, whether Maine or Vermont or Michigan or t I 
yra ited thes great rights to these Canadian roa ; uiar B 
yr whether Cong 3 ] the « usive ¢ lo t 
¢ commerce, whether it passes only tween our own Sta 
part of the Canadian territory. 
It is @ great question, Mr. President, and one which we can n 
any longer. It is one that is not necessarily and should never in é 
phase of it in my judgment have been brought in here b part da 
question. I, as a Democrat, and the Senator from Massachusett rt 
Republican, but both Americans, ought to be here to-day in | I 
council, not discussing these matters as partisans, but aiding tl 
minis tion, counseling h it, advising it, and instructing 
will, so as to promote not only the at transportation interest ’ a’ l ( 


everything that follows in its wake. 

If the table of distances I have given be correct—and I think ( 
are, because the table istaken from an English quarterly r v,¥ 
they advertise this rout hey have the advantage of two d 
tween Japan and Liverpool in point of time I 
They have a subsidized lin 
cific route on that great sheet of water, Puget 
their subsidized lines on the Pacific and tl 
the carrying trade on the North Atlantic, unless something is do 
shall make 4n absolute and total surrender of « I 
which this country is entitled, because it was the pioneer in con 
ing the lines across the plains at a cost of hun li 
Jars. It will be pusillanimous in us if we do not lay a 
ship and take this question and meet it as Americans. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Maryland w] 
part of this British subsidy goes to the railroad chartered 
to be built in the State of Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. [can not speak with absolute accut 
the best information I have been able to obtain the amount th: 
received by the road that runs through the State of Main und I 
here somewhere a small map sho t 
Canadian Pacific, which of course is the Canadian Gove 
$175,000 a year for ten year 

It will be seen, if the Senator will look at the map, that it 
almost a direct line between Montrea 


e of steamers from 
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cerned, have the sole right to begin; and we have never heard a hint 


or an intimation of any attempt to rectify these prodigious evils that 
i from Maryland has now for the first time discovered. 


hiv ri 

it is possible that some interests of the State of Maryland (as he re- 
fers to Vermont interests) in the form of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company, of which I believe he isan honored and certainly a most 
valuable director, if he is, may have led him into an intenser concern 
in this subject than the general patriotism which we know fills his 
body as it does all others would have led him todo. It is perfectly 
right that it should be so, because when we have a Senate or a Congress 


of men who have no business interests in this world we shall have a 
very poor set of people to represent the interests of the United States. 
Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator will permit me to say a word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad that the Senator has referred to the 
fact that I am a director of a railroad. Iam; but I am nota private 
director in any road in the United States. When the great road which 
Maryland created, in which she put her money, was permitted or about 
to be permitted to pass under the control of a syndicate as powerful 
as that which controls the Canadian roads, I was selected as a public 


man to protect the interests of my State, and to prevent this syndicate | 


from taking the Baltimore and Ohio. NowlItrust my friend will purge 
himself as I have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will purge myself by saying that I was never a 
director in any railroad whatever. So enough for that. But I do not 
see the difference between the attitude of my distinguished friend as a 
director for the State of Maryland and director for private interests, 
for the interests of the State of Maryland are in the stock which she 
holds, except so far as regards the interest she has and her people have 
as one part of the body of the people of the United States. 

It is of no consequence therefore whether my friend is a director, 
representing the stock of the Democratic gentlemen who sit on the other 
side of the Chamber or of Republicans who sit on thisside or any other 
citizens of the United States, or whether he represents the stock owned 
by all the citizens of Maryland as represented in its governor or in 
its treasurer or in whomsoever’s name the stockstands. But, I repeat 
I only allude to that to show, as my friend has referred to Vermont, 
how he may be inspired to perhaps something of exaggeration brought 
about by the particular and local circumstances under which we exist. 

Now I will come to Vermont. In the State of Vermont, so far as I 
know or believe, there is only one line of railroad track that is in any 
way controlled by any foreign corporation whatever, and that is that 
part—in all about 20 miles, or, I should say, from 20 to 30 miles, cer- 
tainly not over 30—of the Grand Trunk line from Montreal to Portiand, 
in the State of Maine, which nearly thirty years ago was built across 
the very northeast corner of the State of Vermont, a then almost en- 
tirely unsettled region of forest land, to enable that line to get from 
Canada into the State of Maine under a charter which was granted, as 
all our charters are required to be granted, to citizens of Vermont asa 
corporation, and it required, unless the laws have recently been changed, 
that the majority of its directors should be citizens and residents of 
that State. 

it is perfectly true that that Canadian railway, the Grand Trunk 
Line, is really the controller of that road. The Vermont citizenship 
and the Vermont directorship practically amount to nothing. I cer- 
tainly do not wish to disguise it or palliate it; that is the fact every- 
where. Wherever in a State one line of railway wishes to get control 
of another means of communication and has the capital to do it, it em- 
ploys its capital and gets a corporation of citizens of the other State 
organized and they make their arrangements of leasing the corporation 
or whatever, and the control is just where it was before in the one 
State; and that is true in Maryland as it is in Massachusetts or New 
York or New Jersey or Pennsylvania. We all know it, and there is 
no help for it; neither the Republican party nor the Democratic party 
can interfere with the private business interests of men or their public 
spirit so far as concern the dominion where they have a right to apply 
themselves—dominions that grant charters of incorporation either to 
one person as they can in California, or to everybody as they do in Cal- 
ifornia, or to a combination of a hundred people as they do in Vermont. 
That, therefore, may be laid out of the case. 

But I will add as to Vermont tha‘ for every one of those 20 or 
30 miles of that foreign railroad in the State of Vermont controlled 
by a foreign corporation, there are 50 miles, I think I should be safe 
in saying 100 miles, of railway in the Dominion of Canada that are con- 
trolled by the Vermont corporations, and that are feeders for our lines 
and for New York and Pennsylvania and New Engiand. It depends 
on the enterprise of the people, upon the capital they have, and what 
they want to do. So much for Vermont. 

My friend from Maine, when he comes in, can explain how the mat- 
ter stands in Maine. ‘That is the end of the small share in this local 
business that Vermont has. Now I come, Mr. President, to the more 
general question. I suppose there is one other thing that may be taken 
as true on bothsides of the Chamber without my friend from Maryland 
suspecting me or anybody else on this side of being intensely partisan 
about it, and that is that the physical geography of the globe can not 
be changed either by the St. Louis or the Chicago platform or by Presi- 
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dent Cleveland or his successor, President Harrison. The round globe 
will be just where it is, and if it is 500 miles shorter from Japan to 
Liverpool in a line across Canada by the borders of Hudson’s Bay, it 
will remain 500 miles shorter, and without going through our country; 
and if it is 300 miles shorter than it is by way of New York by going 
through ourcountry, it will be 300 miles shorter. 

The globe will stay just where it is. We can not change the phys- 
ical geography of this globe, and if it turns out to be cheaper to carry 
goods from Yokohama or Hong Kong to Liverpool by this route through 
Canada we can not stopit. It has even been proposed to build a line 
from Hudson's Bay which will make it nearly 1,000 miles shorter. 
That would seem to be a totally preposterous proposition on account 
of the climate, but it is seriously proposed; it is mentioned in one of 
the very English reviews that my honorable friend has referred to as 
a grand scheme, and it is said that the Canadian Government has really 
had a public ship up there making surveys and soundings with refer- 
ence to building a short line of railroad from the west side of Hudson’s 
Bay straight west to connect at the nearest point with the line for the 
Pacific coast, so as to make a still shorter line by, I think, 1,100 miles 
from Liverpool; but there is your physical geography, and with your 
physical geography is the physical condition of the climate of the globe 
that no party and no government can change. 

I believe, therefore, that my honorable friend did immensely wrong 
when he said that this Canadian Pacific line, whether it goes through 
Maine or whether it does not, the Canadian Pacific line that extends 
west from the northern part of Lake Huron to the Pacific coast, can ever 
compete with any American line except that it competes at a loss and 
goes to ruin or is aided by its Government, as itis. There are seven 
months in the year when, at whatever risk, the actual cost of transport- 
ing a million chests of tea or a million boxes of silk from the eastern 
coast of Asia to the eastern coast of the Atlantic, whether it be Halifax, 
or Portland, or Boston, or Baltimore, or Savannah, will not be one-half 
by way of American lines that it is by the ether; and when you add 
to that as a growing concern of fact that your American lines are, every 
one of them, capable of doing and are doing an immense local business, 
that a prosperous, industrious population furnishing the material and 
the means of railroad employment has been built up along them and 
is building up every day, any American citizen who flushes himself in 
this Presidential campaign into a great fever on the subject of compe- 
tition as agamst American interests of these Canadian lines for Asiatic 
business is falling into an immense delusion. 

It is true that so long as the money can be found to run at a loss and 
to carry goods at half what it costs to do it, and with no local business 
ever capable of being built up to help it, just so long, like the cutting 
of rates between the great trunk lines in our country when they carry 
for half cost, they will get the patronage of everybody who has any- 
thing to send and to whom it is convenient to send that way. That is 
human nature; but somebody has got to foot the bill, and those who 
foot the bill will stand the loss, and so long as the British Government 
or the Canadian Government think that for their great political inter- 
ests it is desirable to build vp these lines and pay for them, so be it; 
that is their affair; we can not. help it; but it must be said, as the 
Senator has intimated in a very small degree, that the contrast between 
Government encouragement and assistance of the enterprise and the 


| commerce and the trade and the manufactures of Great Britain and her 


colonies to that of the United States is very great. 

As he says, they subsidize railways, they subsidize steam-ships; they 
establish colonies; they establish confidence, and they promote trade. 
They resent and get reparation for wrong to their subjects instantly. 
The Government of the United States, as at present constituted, does 
not doso. The Senate of the United States has year after year en- 
deavored in some small degree, not half what it ought to have done, to 
promote American interests by the Nicaragua Canal, which will com- 
mand the trade of the globe, railroad or no railroad. It has endeay- 
ored to stimulate South American and other commerce by the smallest 
of mail subsidies to steam-ships, and the Democratic House of Repre- 
sentatives says no and the Democratic Senators in the mass say no. 

There are some honorable and patriotic exceptions. I do not mean 
to impute a want of patriotism to those who voted the other way; they 
voted according to what they think. The Democratic President says 
no, and he takes out of the hands of the Senate—it is a public fact I 
can state—the treaty which was to give us the Nicaragua Canal and al- 
low us to be the masters of the world. And yet the Senator from Mary- 
land stands up here and says we are partisans on this side and they are 
patriots all on the other. If I were to quote somebody, I should say: 

O Shame, where is thy blush? 

That is the undeniable history, not half stated now, because I do not 
intend to take the time to state it. That is where we have stood as 
parties; and when we come to a later event, referring to the treaties af- 
fecting Canadian and American affairs, the Senator has intimated that 
the divisions of the Senate as they appear in the debate—we have had no 
vote yet on the fisheries business—are partisans on this side, not on that. 
And yet it is not eighteen months ago—too long, I suppose, for any- 
body on the other side to remember it—that this Senate, unanimously, 
taking in the patriots with the partisans over here, on the yeas and 
nays, stood up for American rights and directed the President what he 
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ought to do, and gave hi the power to do it But eighteen m 
afterwards, no the British lion ; opened its mouth th 
phrase is, and as the ~enators on the other side appear to hope, is to 
low us all by making a new treaty which is still better for Brit 
t ests tha I LD re and yet it is we who are 
te : h we stand on the same ground that 

1 } 
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Let us see a little further how this matterstands. The Senat 
that 1 wt of 1866, passed by a Republican Congress, as it wa 
voted for. as L believe, by what few Democrats there were in it in 
branches, there having been no party division, has been injurious.t 
American rights in respect of allowing the Canadians to cross t 
ara River, and soon. My belief is—but I speak under reserve 


have not examined the matter, and have forgotten about 
my belief is that until th ent Democratic Administration came 
the construction pat upon the act of 1866 was quite more favorable to 
American interests uw less favorable to British interests than 

te Mr. Manning acted upon under the advice of a D 


officer of the Government, probably one of the civil-service 











reform Democrats, the question to whom being under the civil-service 
Democratic commission would be whom he last voted for, how much 
he contributed, and how many votes he was able to—I was about to 
use a very impolite expression—I will say to obtain for his candidate 

That is where we stand on the act of 1866, in my humble opi 
with great respect to everybody else. The construction that Mr. Man 
ning’s Democratic law officer has put upon that act is incorrect. Bu 
as usual, where there is a doubt upon astatute under this Administra 
tion, that doubt is always solved in favor of the foreigner, not because 
the Administration loves the foreigner, but on account of the generosity 
of its disposition, its love of human mercy and human nature, it always 
makes the point against its own people and gives the benefit of the 
doubt to the others. Well, when free trade comes in, as the world is 
all one family and we have no questions of home concern at all, of cou 
that will be a most useful and Christian and capital idea to act up 
but in the present condition of the world, when it is supposed that 
government has something to do peculiarly attached to the interest 
of the people that it is created to govern, it is going a little too far, to 
speak with great modesty on that subject, I think. So much for t 
act of 1866. 

Now we come to the treaty of 1871, which is just as clear as anything 
can be, open to be revoked by either party on a certain notice, that g 
to the railways and other business interests of the United States t 
right to carry goods across Canada from one place in the United State 
to another in unbroken packages, in sealed cars, and soon, convenient 
transit to American interests in the State of New York, particularly t 
great railway and business and commercial systems of that State, and 
of course, correlatively, of the States west of Canada. Michigan, I! 
nois, and the whole Northwest found it convenient to carry their goo 
across the southern part of Western Canada as the shortest and chea 
est line of transportation between New York and the Northwest. © 
line of the railroads that was built to carry that traffic, like the Grand 
Trunk line in Maine on the other hand, was built by American capital 
and is controlled by American power at this very moment. I refer to 
the Canada Southern road. American interest, American investment 
American enterprise did in Canada exactly what the Grand Trunk 4 
ple—the British Government really, because they furnished the money ; 
the Grand Trunk line is a losing concern to-day standing on its own 
bottom; it can not pay interest on a cent of its stock; it is a continual 
contribution from the home government that keeps it alive and mak« 
ita going concern—they did exactly what the Grand Trunk lin 
carry across Maine Canadian goods to the sea and from Canada to the 
own ports. 

That was reciprocal. It appeared to be fair. When it comes to} 
for the interest of the people of the United States to abolish all that 
both in Maine and in Southern Canada, I say amen. I do not know 
that the time has come; I incline to think it has, and I believe it will 
be better for the people of the United States on the whole, Vermont or 
no Vermont, Central Vermont Railway or no Central Vermont Rai 
way, if every pound of American goods that passes from one part of the 
United States to another passes always within the lines of our own 
country, and I will agree to-day with my honorable friend from Mary 
land tosee to it that the general interest is preserved whatever may be 
the local interest of Maryland or Vermont or Maine or Michigan. 

The only thing is to ascertain whether the time has come to do it 
But the time has not come to do it, in my opinion, for the reason stated 


line, almost within the borders of the frozen zone and really within 
the borders of seven months of almost impracticable transportation, is 
a menace to the prosperity of our commerce. It is British money and 
British power coming from their treasury and their capitalists for wider 
objects than mere Canada, but to put the circle around the globe for 
all their possessions, that leads them to thislavish expenditure. If we 
should act correspondingly for our interests in the ways I have sug- 
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his State had warped 





3 judgment That is true of I 10 personal reference 
tohim. I did not allude to the fact that as a great lawyer and ad 
cate, while discussing here and determining great questions as an ad 

er to the Presideat, his business relations, with his time and his serv- 


es, had been taken and paid for by great corporations in the country 
Chat does not make any difference to the Senate 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having a 
rived, the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished b if 
eing the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that the Senat rom 


Maryland be allowed to go on 
Mr. CULLOM. [falso ask that the Senate consent to the disposi- 


tion of the resolution. 





[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont ks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business | informally laid 
aside to enable the Senate to continue the consideration of the } ling 
resolution. It is so ordered, if there be no objection 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, that is not the way for Sen- 
itors to treat each other on this floor. ‘ is a school of h crites 
Pharisees, that has gro up in this « coming fror i 


yffered, traduced public men and intimated that 


‘ 
they were controlled by corrupt or bad or personal motive 


ties, who have through the public press and on the rostrum and wher- 


ever opportunity ha 


It has gone on until I have sometimes thought that both H es of 
Congress have cowed under the charges of these men, whose re} } 


does not compare with that of the Senator from Vermont, o1 
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that of any other yent!eman on this floo1 I say tothe Senator t 
is doing an injustice to his party, he is doing this body an 
| and it isan outrage upon the i | when he de } to t 
plane. I think that we ought all of us, without partisanship ) 
maintain the dignity of the body and the respect of its ind 
bers. I hope never to be led into personalit while I 1a of 
this body I do not believe that th ti ster for } { 3 
ind low personal fling 
As to the Senator from Vermont, I referred to him 1 4 
‘ ling in 1 part Ty ” it art 
og d here as the one aut the ga pa 
Y introaut iz such bill nay b nec i nequa 
aw, to make provision for any discrimination against American 
terests. 
| Heisthe one man who, until very recently, of all others int 
| Democrat or Republican, in looking at these great questions and de 
| termining them as between this and other governments, has take l 
| think I may take the liberty to say, the broad and ma 
| Ame rican view, the one tl it has la ted I! n the toun t i ft 
Government until now, when (so he! been repo 1 in the papers to 
| have said , no man could think of taking your e ! into } 
| sultation when you are determining a question which affected 1 
| he stood upon that ground asan American, so] 
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Senate who is to be Mr. Cleveland’s successor, when he is ready, as he 

seems to be, to jeopa rest with another government mere) y 

to aid him and his party, he has lost a part of his Americanism. 
Now, the Senator from Vermont says that the act of 1866, under 


lize our ints 
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which this de yn was made, has been improperly construed by Dem- 
ocratic official It is the identical construction that has been given 

ice the passage of the act. The only difference is that the constitu- | 
ents of my friend from Oregon and the constituents of the Senator from |} 
( fornia organized on the Pacific Ocean an American lineof steamers, 


no politics in their organization, as 1 understand, and they « ime to 
is and to be permitted to 


the ‘Treasury Department to bond their goo 


ship them through over the Canadian Pacific. She law officers of the 
Government under a Democratic administration said: ‘* Yes; we have 


4 


given the same rights to every other transportation line in the United 


tes, and we lf give it to you men on the Pacific.’’ 
There may have been something said about it in the Treasury De- 
nocrats take great pride in the fact that wea 


quired that territory when the Democratic administration controlled 


partment, for we Der 


every branch of the Government. We made it possible for you to be- 
come a part of the Union, and we wish to encourage your enterprise 


out there and pn 


il ¢ 


ke you feel as if you really belonged to the United 
tter of pride that the first war-ship that ever floated 


built of American material and by American workmen, 


ile and l tina 


on the Pas 
was built under a Democratie administration. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland under what 
administration it was that Great Britain acquired the territory between 
49° and 54° 40’? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts and all of us know 
from our school-books as to that. He can not take me off on that line. 

Mr. HOAR, I can not get you north of 49°. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator from Vermont says that the construc- 
tion of the act of 1866 was all wrong; that a Democratic official had 

en a construction broader than had been given before and against 
the American interests; and yet the Senator from Vermont, the leader 
of his party, if he will permit me to say so (he gets almost everything 
he wants; he is an autocrat here, with power to pass almost any meas 
ure he wants, certainly the power to pass any measure that affects 
alone the great interests of this country )—there he has beenas chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, the organ of this body, the one man vy 
ill look to in such matters, and he has been silent since 1885 until the 
fisheries treaty came here. There has been no attempt on his part to 
correct this inequality, this mistake, if it be a mistake. 

The House of Representatives, he says, is Democratic. That is true. 
In the discussion and consideration of other great measures they have 
not taken up this question, because it belongs here. Here it has been 
since December, or early in the session. This question coming up un- 
der this treaty which is under discussion, has brought the whole mat- 
ter before the public. So faras I know, my friend from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE], who is always diligent and anxious to look after this interest, 
is the only member of this body—and he, I think, is not a member of 
the Judiciary Committee—who has called the attention of the Senate 
to it, and therefore the responsibility, ifthere is any in this body, cen- 
ters upon my friend from Vermont. ‘‘No guilty man shall escape.’’ 

Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think I have secured pretty well 
so far as the Senate is concerned a development of this subject, probably 
to the advantage of the country. I introduced the resolution and made 
the remarks which I did, utterly ignoring any question of partisanship 
whatever. Ihave notregarded it as a party question and do not now; 
but I do insist that it is the duty of the Congress of the United States, 
especially of this Senate, to make the investigation that is indicated in 
the resolution, and so far as I am concerned I propose, while I am a 
member of the Senate, to do whatever I may be able to do to protect 
the interests of the American people against the encroachments of the 
Canadian people or Government or any other outside power. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as this subject is concerned, I believe it 
has not been before the Senate since I have been a member of it until 
now. I have been engaged,as the Senate knows, a considerable por- 
tion of my time since I have been here in the investigation of the ques- 
tion of regulating commerce in the United States, and under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce at the present session heard a very distinguished gentleman of 
our country, General Wilson, a citizen of Delaware, upon this question 
of the encroachment by the Canadian people and Government upon 
American commerce. The committee had its attention called to this 
subject directly, and it has seemed to me that it was the duty of the 
Congress of the United States to take hold of the question and ascertain 
exactly what ought to be done with reference to the subject. 

I want to say now that so far as I am concerned I shall continue to 
do whatever my judgment indicates is necessary to be done to pro- 


rc 





tect American people and American commerce as against the people of | 


other nations or provinces; and if it is necessary in order to protect the 


American people that the flag of the American nation shall float over | 


Canada, I will be in favor of that. Let us see exactly what our rights 
are under treaty obligations, and if the treaty of 1871 is in the way of 
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giving protection, let us take steps to abrogate it at the earliest mo- 


ment. 

I hope, Mr. President, that there may be unanimous consent given 
to dispense with the rule requiring the resolution to be referred to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses, and that it may be 
by the Senate. 


adopted how 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. Cun- 
LOM} asks unanimous consent to suspend a rul 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator asks for unanimous consent I will delay 
what I was about to propose. 


The PRESIDENT prot mpoi The S nator from Lilinois asks un ini- 
mous consent that the rule of tl ] 
making a charge upon the contingent fund to be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Exper 


1e Senate which requires a resolution 


ses of the Senat may 
be in this case suspended in order that the reso] ution may be acted upon 
now. Is there objection? The Chair hears none 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 


| ton-—— 
Mr. CULLOM. Let my resolution be adopted first. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


| tion of the unfinished business, being 
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resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempo he Senate resumes the considera- 

x the bill (S. 12) to provide for 

the formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now 


"Oce ed to th conside ra- 





tion of the resolution submitted by me yesterday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


sent or move to proceed to its consideration? 


Does the Senator ask unanimous con- 


Mr. HOAR. I move. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not that displace the unfinished business ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will displace the unfinished 
business. The Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate do 
now proceed to the consideration of the resolution named by him, which 
will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to displacing the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘his motion will displace the reg- 
ular order if it be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent then. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
will be read. 

Mr. COKE. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. HOAR: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour for the daily meeting of the 
Senate shall be 11 o'clock a. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BECK (when his name was called). I will announce my pair 
for the day with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLEr]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] for the day. He has been 
called home. I make the announcement, which will hold good for to- 
day. If he were here, I should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ My col- 
league [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
EvstTIs }. 

Mr. MITCHELL. TheSenator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] is paired 
with my colleague [ Mr. DoLp1], whois still detained from the Senate by 
sicknessin histamily. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas] is absent and 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the Sen- 


If he were here, I should 
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Mr. GEORGE. Iask that Senate bill 788 be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks | 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a certain bill. 

Ir. HOAR I object 

Mr. GEORGI I desire merely to have the bill indefin tely post- 
poned 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 

t ihe question recurs on agreeing to the resolution of the Senator 
1 Ma I tts, 

COCKRELL, Ido not know that it would make any material 
difference, but I suggest to the Senator from Massachusctts to change 
the phrase ** until otherwise ordered ’’ to ‘* unless otherwise ordered 

hat at any time when the Senate may desire to change the hour of | 
meeting it can do so without having to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The two phrases mean precisely the same thing 

Mr. HOAR i do not see any distinction, but if the Senator likes | 
the phrase he suggests better, 1 havé no objection to that change. | 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it would not be subject to the objection 
I stated 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin the power of a majority o 
the Senate at any time, notwithstanding the passage of the resolution, 


to adjourn upon any day until 12 o’clock on the following day. 
ir. HIOAR. I do not wish to tie up the Senate myself in that re- 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 
» PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri in- 
m the proposed change ? 


» COCKRELL. Not at all. 
»P R ESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


lhe resolution was agreed to. 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the: President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the following bills 
were presented to the President July 14, 1888, and not having been 
returned by him to the House of Congress in which they originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws 
without his approval: 

A bill (S. 1129) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Rail- 
road Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reserva- 


A bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- | 


pany the right of way through the Nez Percé Indian reservation; and 

A bill (8. 2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company 
a right of way ica the Puyallup Indian reservation in Washing- 
ton Territory, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 2137) for the relief of 
Rosaloo Sage was presented to the President July 18, 1888, and not 
having been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it 
originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had be- 
come a law were his approval. 

‘The message further pene ed that the bill (S. 2657) granting an 
increase of per ision to Emily J. Stannard was presented to the Presi- 
dent July 21, 1888, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within ten days prescribed by the 
Constitution, had become a law without his approval. 

The message also announced that the President had on July 31, 1888, 
approve : and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 735) making an appropriation for the erection of a light- 
louse on highland (mainland) to the westward of Crooked River, Flor- 
ida; and 

An act(S. 431) granting a pension to Emma S&S. Free, widow of Thomas 
S. Free, late major of the United States Army. 

Che message further announced that the President had on August 1, 
1888, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell; 

An act (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 

juare 132, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of Charles 
Early and Corbin Warwick; 

An act (S. 1727) to grant to the trustees of the German Lutheran 
Trinity Congregation, of Washington, D. C., the right to sell a portion 
of their cemetery lands; 

An act (S. 2307) to correct the records of the District of Columbia rel- 
ative to certain real estate therein; 

An act (8. 1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1099) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension, in the 
District of Columbia; and 

An act (S. 2493) to perfect the quarantine service of the United States. 

Che message further announced that the President had on the 2d 
instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1629) granting a pension to Erastus B. Burnham; 

An act (S. 1716) ) granting a pension to Mary L. Williams; and 

An act (S. 1867) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Ristine. 


AUGUST 3, 





COURTS IN NEBRASKA 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1612) to provide for holding terms 
of the United States district and circuit courts in the State of Nebraska, having 

et, after full and free conference hav reed to recommend and do recommend 

» their respective Houses as f idea: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 

JAMES F. WILSON, 
WM. M. EVARTS, 
R ICHARD COKE, 


Res er 
fia jer 


‘ 


x on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN H. ROGERS, 
JOHN 8. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. No action is necessary by the Senate. 
BRAZOS RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. COKE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the bill (S. 


2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, with a view 


to moving its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. 2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, 
which has been returned from the House of Representatives in compli- 
ance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. A House bill on the same subject having been passed, 
I move that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COURTS AT MISSISSIPPI CITY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire a similar order, and for the same reason, 


| in reference to Senate bill 788. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. 788) to provide for holding terms of the United States 
courts at Mississippi City, returned from the House of Representatives 
in compliance with the request of the Senate. A House bill on the 
same subject having been passed, the Senate bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr.STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into 


| the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes 


| 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr.GRAY. Wiil the Senator from Nevada yield to me? 

Mr.STEWART. Temporarily. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next, at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question, and declared that 
the ayes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. HOAR. Task for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


| the roll. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY] to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam phired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question, and I am not sure how I would; so I withhold 
my vote. ” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I should vote ‘*nay,’’ 
if he were here. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if I 
were not paired. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—2! 


Bate, Cameron, Gray, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Cockrell, Morgan, Vest, 
Berry, Coke, Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Payne, 
Butler, George, Pugh, 
Call, Gorman, Reagan, 

NAYS—19. 
Allison, Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Stewart, 
Bowen, Evarts, Palmer, Teller, 
Chace, Frye, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
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am sinonsaiiaion ‘ aie . i“ a 
ABSEN' | sé Al i y first i 
Aldrich, Farwe Ke i Ransom, I surprised. in view ¢ his re rd (wh 
Blackbur Gibs MicPherson, Sabin , ‘ g t S 
Brown Hak Manderson, Spoo ) es oO e Se \ ‘ I 
Chandler, H M ell Stanf . t 
Colquitt, Harris Morrill. Stockbridge, ta lt it 7 rt t 
Danie H s Paddock Turpie sy 7 . Q , 
Davis, ingalls Platt, Vance cee od 
Dolph Jones Arka us. Plumb Voorhees ( SNe t | 
Eustis Jones of Nevada, Quay, Walthall Senate as being m d I ! t 
; So the motion was agreed to t ity Lhe t 
a oe — y . to 1 Dela ure \ ( 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI ld 
ae . . ect do not 1 I ‘ 
{ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | ~ shat 1 
} j i] } ‘ S, thao il I ili SU¢ 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and Sn far ‘y= oe ‘ 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate i loor , m ‘ 
} > pei : 1 oe : 4 : Ss S iutrl l i ( 
A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones; 4} . ‘ : 
' - ° : i e the é el l € ) é 
A bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary | Piieah een 
: ‘ that part . 
Hanserd; and , — ‘ F 
' . ° . oO s t S 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the printing of the t 1 _ : + oa ; : 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. aa . os , ' 
rire . . . ( na yLISM, i } ‘ ( uy t 
Che message also announced that the House had disagreed to tl ] 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the ee eae Me 
. . = 1 , m Alabama ar. J vi ) 
disposal of the Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas, agreed to | 4), — ; ; 
: . . Lhnat we were not adt I y 
the conference «sked by the Senate on the bill and amendments, and ; 4} C ‘ Stina Whial Mf 
‘ 1 nn £ ‘ oul : i tor Irom 1 i ‘i 
had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. WASHINGTON, and Mr. TURNER of ently addressed the Senate 
- , ; eee a io ; "a S ae , ; sequenuly adares 1 tne pena ( 
Kansas, managers at the conference on the part of the House. rhe Senator from Marvland [Mr. WILSON] who addressed t 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. also charged that we were guilty of not treating this ] 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of | amendment of the oid treaty, as he said, with proper ce 
executive business in open session. and that we were moved solely by a desire to further our po 















Che PRESIDENT pro tempo e. The Senator from Maine moves that ind to enhance and increase the l ot tn epu IAD pa 
the Senate proceed in open executive session to the consideration of the Che Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who first a t 
fisheries treaty. Senate upon this subje does not den it there we I 
The motion was agreed to. his speeches in the Senate in 1886 and 1887 wl it least 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senateis now in open executive he charge that he has changed his attit I 
session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the iys in substance that he did not feel at liberty, the Se1 l 
last open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive é eing in open session, to make a 1 1 complete statement of 
Clerk will re port the treaty by title. Ww h I d to « 3 t ‘ 
The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and lealing in the open Senate and he est 
Great Britian concerning the interpretation of the convention of Oct pre é ntimer He was de A 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. e American people, an 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on agreeing to | the Senator expressed to us his whole mind upon thi t 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN ], to postpone | he had retained nothing. If he had desired t : to 
the further consideration of the treaty until the Wednesday after the | then, as he knows to-day, that t 
first Monday in December next. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. | side or on this sid 
TELLER | is entitled to the floor. cret session, would | l'wit im when ] ‘ 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, since the discussion of this question | ter to the Senate; a1 tonly 1 i two Senators é 
commenced in open session there has been a good deal said on the part He knows there never has been a case discussed in open S 
of those who favor the ratification of the treaty about the parti vhen the dcors have been closed a Senator so desir 
character of the opposition to it, and when on our part we retort that ed to com nicate to the Senate with closed « rs 
the friends of the treaty on the other side are moved by the same con- | not care to communicate to the Senate 
siderations, when we read the record which we think justifies us in the So the Senator « hardly escape t ( we 
assertion, we are charged at once with an unfair attack upon our asso e reason he changed nd. TI enat ays he to 
ciates in this Chamber. ; I do not complain when a Senator wes his n 
Che first discussion of this question in open session occurred, if I am fault t that the Senat ty Suppe 
not mistaken, on the 7th day of June of this year, when the Senator elore all neces Id t I 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN ], a member of the Committee on Foreign | cause of the fact that he and hi sociates on that side of the ¢ 
Relations, addressed the Senate. It wastheSenator from Alabama who | Occupy an entirely different position 1 what they « ipied 
first made a charge that Senators on this floor were actuated by the de They have an undtabted right so to do circumstan é red 
sire to make political capital; and yet later, on at least two occasior their views upon the subject 
the Senator from Alabama has complained of the unfair treatment he i What I complain of, and what I complained of when I 
receiving at the hands of hisassociates, because the charge had been made | @ few days since, 1s that they charge on us, as the Senato 
on this side that the support of the treaty is mainly derived from the | land [Mr. GoRMAN] did to-day, that this is the st « 
fact that the Senators who defend it are anxious to support the Ad- | Hibition which has ever been seen in the A an nate é 
ministration, and not because of the merit of the treaty. are simply as partisans here belore the count! ttemp i 
When the Senator from Alabama addressed the Senate on the 7th of | fault with a treaty that we know was in fact a proper trea » be 
§ June he said: made. I find fault because this matter is exactly w two 
3 Iam glad to know that no political party ever before attempted thus to im years and a half ago, what it was a year and a] f 
pose upon a question of foreign policy the embarrassments of domestic | fore the Senate, while the condition of the Democratic m ty is 
politics, It rejoices me to find that the party that would attempt to d« tly the r ne what it aie ae ‘a 
a thing makes this broad confession that all its other policies have failed eae ; ; : 
gage the confidence of the people. In its wild distress it thus addr self [ propose to submit me of the remarks made by the Senat m 


to the task of doing what it hopes will enable it to regain power by a united Alabama | Mr [ORGAN]! when he addressed the enate in 1*® | 





appeal to a supposed restless desire of our people for strife and war and to old | po. the Nenato lin his speech vesterd 

resentments towards Great Britain, receritly intensified amongst our Irish p anow vs a — _— 

ulation by the conduct of that Government towards their friends in Ireland So I appreciate the reserv er which Senators have 

The party that made this decree in its caucus, that this treaty should neither be | pate the resolutions and bills relating to this subje that we have 

amended nor ratified, feels the sad need of a new issue for its campaign pelled to consider a = J mat wes . 
2 They need another issue where prejudice can set free the tongue of clamor | cider immeasurab mhw. o 8 . 
3 until the voice of reason can not be heard. spoke on these sub 55 ‘ 


Later, in the same connection, he said: lid not dare to expose the secret counsels 
und frankly his own opinions, lest he might b« y 4 


The Senate, in the effort to sit in supreme judgment upon thesituation of t fortunate attitude 
sv at al ‘ «ae 


: country, and to force it into an attitude that no other branch of the Gove 
r ment recognizes, should find some safe and undeniable ground for its lofty iso He said the other day that if I had as high app ition of 
; tion and some more cogent reason than the political solicitudes and aversions : 


. . . nag: > ¢ @ oneaht te ve das he t sooht | wit 
: that have marked all the proceedings thus far upon this treaty, and that are so tion as a Senator a L —— » DAVE, and as Ne Hough A did | 
4 obvious in the critiques, the irony, the disparagement, the bad temper,and the | 1 would not expose the weakness of the Government in a cert 
4 scarcely-concealed contempt which the report unjustly loads upon the President action, referring, I suppose, by way of illustration, to the tr with 


Again: Mexico. I deny that there was any restraint put on the Senator from 











This case had been hauled before the country in the period of an eager can- | Alabama. I deny that that discussion did not take the broa t field 
vass for the Presidency, doubtless with a view to exciting the antagonism of that it w: ossible to tal The Senat ends Sn She om 6 nal 
Irish voters against the present Administration, because of its alleged subservi- lat 10 Was possibie to ta née penavor went into a yen 


ency to British influence, and it is asserted this treaty proves the fact, completely as he could have done in executive session. He might have 
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be t ed from things he might have said as to the char 
acts {f Great Britain, or her methods of diplomacy, or something of 
that kind, but he presented every fact which he could have presented 
with reference to this treaty. At least he reached the conclusion that 
we came to, precisely as we did 

j enator does not seem to be in the Chamber at this moment. I 
do not want to read any extracts from the Senator’s speech that will 
do him ir ice. Ido not care, of course, to read the whole speec!} 
the nator himself on his return, or if any Senator, thinks I h 
done him injustice I will read any portion that should accompany wh: 
I l read; but I shall endeavor to read enough to make it apparent 
? 7 


16 Senate that the Senator did not at that time favor a new treaty, 
but that at the time he entertained the idea that there was no neces- 























for a treaty, and that was the whole intention and purpose of the 
Senate when it passed upon the question by its vote on what was called 
the Frye resolution. 

Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr] had addressed the Senate on 
the subject. Then the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] said: 

j istening to the remarks of the Senator from Maine, and also in what in- 

ition | ive been able to give this subject, I am unable to ascert 

an unsettled question between the United Statesand Great Brit- 

a to the fisheries of the northeastern coast, I have inquired of Sen- 

| had long experience in the diplomatic affairs of the country, to 

uim.if i yuuld, whether there was any open question of damages, any 

of damagesa ng t V e€ the Governments respectively out of any su] sed 

breach of our fisheries treaties or our fisheries laws; and I can hear nothing of 

that kind The Halifax Commission seems to have settled for good and all 

every controversy, sounding in damages at least, which has been promoted or 
ur y the zens of tl suntries on either side. 

Phose co lerations out of view, the next question would be whether there 
is any want of certainty in our treaty relations with Great Britain upon this 

t. I conceive that there is no want of certainty in our treaty re ions, 

d there i arcely room for a difference in interpretation of what our treaty 
relations actually are. Thetwotreaties which have settled the actual and what 
we might term the permanent rights of the people of the United States and of 
the Dominion country in regard to the fisheries are the treaties of 1783 and 1818. 

llien, after some other remarks, he adds: 

So that the fleld is entirely clear in respect of the actual state of treaty rela- 
tions between the United States and Great Britain, and those treaty relations 
rest upon the treaties of 1783 and 18! 

v, the iestion arises, of course, whether the treaty of 1783 has been en- 
tirely superseded by the treaty of 1818, and I believe that the better opinion of 
the publicists and of those who have been oflicially connected with the discussion 
of this subject, on our side at least, is that all the rights we acquired under t 








treaty of 1783 were repeated in a different form in the treaty of 1818; and when 
we wish to know whatare the real treaty rights of the people of the United 
States in respect of these fisheries we go to that treaty and to no other place. 


pping much that he said of the same general character, he pro- 


ce at 

\ broader right of fishery than that can not be conceived of; no restriction or 
resiraint upon it at all, except that in conducting their business they should not 
tre iss or intrude on private property on the shore in drawing their fish or 
mending their nete or whatever otber use they might have for the shore. 


Then he quotes a portion of the treaty of 1818. Nowcomes the part 
we yielded, the renunciation. After quoting that, he says: 

fiat I consider the treaty foundation in regard to the fisheries between the 
United States and Great Britain. It seems to me a very clear one I ean 
scarcely understand how it is the subject of misconstruction or misunderstand- 
ing atall. It will be observed that in this proviso the language employed and 
the evident purpose of it was to extend to our fishermen a peculiar privilege in 
the bays, harbors, inlets, and creeks into which they might resort, in favor of 
our fisherme 


He continued in the same strain for some time, and added: 


re is nothing in that article which I have just read to indicate thai the fish- 
ermen of the United States were considered in any sense a piratical people, or 
a people who were intruding upon the rights of the people of the British-Amer- 
ican provinces; that their traffic was in any sense an unlawful traffic or inju 

rious to the people with whom we traded. On the contrary, this very privilege 
and license of entering into their bays was given to us for the purpose of pro- 
mo'!ing the welfare of the people along the coast of the British possessions. 


‘The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] called his attention to a 
point, and said: 


ry 
i 


Mr. Gray. I want to ask if the Senator’s construction of that proviso is quite 
as broad as he has just stated, and whether under it all American fishermen are 
not excluded from the bays, harbors, etc., except for four purposes—shelter, re- 
pairing damages, purchasing wood, and obtaining water? And then does not 
the last clause, ‘‘and for no other purpose whatever,’’ negative any idea that 
there was any privilege to take bait or to carry on a general trading venture? 


To that the Senator from Alabama replied: 


Mr. Moraan, At that time it did certainly negative the ideaof carrying ona 
trading venture, carrying on general commerce with that people in 1814. 

Mr. Gimay,. I call the Senator's attention to the force of the last clause, “and 
for no other purpose whatever.”’ 

Mr. Moraan. | have that in my mind. I repeat that this was a privilege 
guarantied to our fishermen as one of the benefits of the concession which we 
made in giving up the rights we had under the treaty of 1783, and it was aright 
that no commercial vessel of the United States at thattime enjoyed, for no com- 
mercial vessel of the United States at that time could enter a Canadian harbor 
for any purpose, unless it might be driven in by stress of weather and might 
throw itself on the general hospitality of the people under the laws of nations; 
but there was no legislative right te go there guarantied to us by the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, and there was no treaty provision, and therefore we had 
nol ng to go on. 

I will express the conviction again that this proviso in the treaty was a large 
indulgence to our fishermen far beyond that enjoyed by any of thecommercial 
vessels of the United States, and was so intended, It wasa restrictive advan- 
tage, I grant you, but still the only one that was enjoyed byany class of vessels 
of the United States at that time. 


I think, perhaps, I had better read the whole of his remarks follow- 
ing, so that I may not be charged with garbling: 
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As I remarked before, afterward the policy of Great Bri 
n to open up thetrade of her coloniesto us; first the 

West Indies, and after a while she came around and ope 
American possessions to us for general traflic. ‘I was dor 

trious enactments moving on the ger e until the final actment, made 
ita time almost conte mporaneous with our laws on the same s ect, opene dthe 
ports of the British possessions in America freely to our ships of commerce, our 
' sels of every kind. Those statutes do not d linat iinst fishermen, 
nordo they discriminate in favor of ves e1 rece other tha 
fishing vessels. It is a broad, sweeping statut admitting out 
ve of whatever kind or character freely into those po , wher pon, or at 
le almost contemporaneously it, wey sed a law of a similar character 
p tting British vessels tocom I ry vessel of the United States is in- 
cluded in that} lege granted by ish law, wit exceptior \ t 
qualification. Every vessel that has a register or an enrollm« under the flag 
of the United States, and that has papers which at that ship to goto ‘ 
for traffic, is a vessel that may go into any Canadian port to do anything that 
any other ship may do there. 

lhe treaty of 1818 is totally perverted in i pplication to this state of the 
ase. A certain class of the provincial ] seem to assume that the treaty 
of 1818 gives to the fishermen the only rig have got, and because those 
I e restricted in the treaty therefore they can not do anything except 
Ww tr tself conferred upon them the power todo, when the fact is that 














the statute, n ry no discrimination again em at all, permitsthem 
to go in equally with > Vessels of commerce of every kind and charactex 
that go into their ports 
Now, why should we take aclass of vessels that in the treaty of 1818 had this 
great beneficial arrangement made in their favor, a class of vessels that were 
iraged to trade in the British possessions, and when a general law is passed, 
without any discrimination against them, you presume to hold that that class 
of vessels, which were originally favored and have never met with disfavor at 
all, are excluded from t effects of this law because there was a treaty in 1818, 
in which they got a certain priv e or favor in advance of the rights of com- 
mercial ships? It reverses the whole theory of proper construction of the exist- 
ing arrangements between the Government of the United States and Great Brit- 
ain. The question between us and the British Government is whether or not 
they have any law that excludes afishing ship from their ports. They have no 
law that excludes a fishing shipfrom their ports; they have not put it into any 





statute. If they had done any such thing as that, their fishermen would not 
have been buying fish and recruiting their crews and getting their supplies, 
everything of that kind,in our harbors. We passed a law for the purpose of 
conferring upon the British people an equivalent in right to that which they 
had conferred upon our fishermen, Their own people construed their law by 
coniing here. They are here every day. They are in the ports of the North- 
east to-day buying their bait and their supplies and trafficking with our people 
at will and pleasure. 


The Senator continued in the same strain. I do not find that there 
was any restraintuponhim. I donot find that he did not speak frankly 
and freely as to our rights. Spe: then, of our fishermen going 
into those ports, he said: 


That is noviolation of any law of Great Britain, and certai 





ily not a violation 





of the treaty of 1818. 


Why is it, let me ask, that a ship that goes in there with all the tackle neces- 
sary for fishing for mackerel, but being a purely commercial ship, not having a 
crew shipped for the purpose of fishing, not having any fishermen aboard, can 
go into one of the ports of the British possessions, buy what it chooses to buy, 
and go out again without obstruction; and yet if a fisherman goes in there, a 
man whose business it is tofish, he is condemned if he undertakes to buy any- 
thing but wood and water or claim anything butshelter? The argument is not 
reasonable; it is not a proper construction of the British law; and when we 
have said tbat we have said all that can be said aboutit. If there was no law 
but the treaty of 1818, then our fishermen could not go there, except for shelter, 
for wood, and for water, but the British Government has enlarged that by 
granting to us the commercial privilege in a sense of reciprocity for certain 
like privileges that we have granted to them. That is the state of the law of 
this case. 

If that be so, it seems to me there is no difficulty at all eitherin construing 
or in handling this matter. As I remarked before, I can not see that there is 
any difficulty in the construction of the treaty of 1818 taken by itself. All the 
rights that are guarantied there and that have not been enlarged by statuce of 
Great Britain obtain, and there is no difficulty in the construction of them. 
There is no difficulty in the construction of the British statutes on this subject. 
But, then, we are not called upon to construe them. What we are called upon 
to do is to protect our people against any wrong con-truction thatthey may put 
upon their own laws, by a power that we reserve expressly in the hands of the 
President of the United States, Thatis, when the President of the United States 
is satistied that the British people have legislated in hostility to our commerce 
or that they have construed their own laws in hostility to our commerce, we 
have the right to suspend intercourse with them cither absolutely or partialty. 
That power is given to the Executive, and he doesit by proclamation. That is 
an indispensable power, for the reason that there is no diplomatist, no setot 
diplomatists who have ever lived who can arrange between themselves all the 
rights of the people of two different states or nations in respect of a subject that 
is so intricate, so involved, that has so many instances about it as this subject 
of conducting the fisheries. 


Then he said: 


I do not wish to volunteer any opinions about this subject before a question 
gets before the Senate and I am compelled to act upon it; but my convictions 
are very strong; they are fixed; indeed I may say that we can get along with 
the people of Great Britain on this subject without any further treaty at all and 
without any further legislation. If any one were to ask me what provision of 
a treaty I would frame to compose and settle any question of fundamental law 
between us and Great Britain in respect of the fisheries, I could not suggest it, 
or if I were asked to propose an amendment to the statutes of the United States 
so as to put the control of this intricate subject more completely in the hands of 
our own Government I could not frame the amendment to thestatutes. I would 
not know how to doit. I believe that both the treaty stipulations and the sit- 
uation under the statutes are about as complete as we are ever able to make 
them. There may be other interests, and there are other interests lying between 
the people of the British possessions and the United States that I would like 
very much indeed to see promoted by further negotiation, but I can not call to 
mind, there is no suggestion to my mind of, any improvement that we could 
make under existing conditions of our rights in the fisheries of the Northeastern 
coast. 


Then the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] inquired as to his 
view upon the question of ice and bait. In reply theSenator from Ala- 
bama said: 


Mr. Moraan, It would hardly be expected, I think, that the diplomatic powers 
of two great governments should enter into a negotiation to determine the dis- 
tinction between ice and bait on one side and bacon and flour on the other as 
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Yesterday, when the Senator from Alabama was addressing the Sen- 
ate, he took occasion to speak of the conduct of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations in reporting to the Senate this treaty. He asserts that 
the Senate committee declared that the time for negotiations had 
passed. The committee declared that there was nothing to negotiate 
on so far as that treaty was concerned. 

They took exactly the same position that the Senator from Alabama 
himself had taken as a Senator on this floor before the whole world. 
‘They took exactly the same position that he as a member of that com- 
mittee had takenin 1887, ButtheSenator from Alabama said yesterday: 

It is in reference to the commercial privileges of our fishermen, and alone in 
reference to these alleged rights, that the startling doctrine is asserted and the 
rash attitude is taken in the report of the majority of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations that the fisheries are no longer a proper subject of negotiation 
and that the time for negotiation with Great Britain has passed. 

Yet that is exactly what the Senator asserted here on this floor more 
than once in the two speeches to which I have called the attention of 
the Senate. 

So I do not think it lies in the mouth of the Senator from Alabama 
to arraign us on this side and to charge that we have been guilty of 
attacking this treaty for the purpose of getting votes for the Republican 
party, when we take the very same position that he took, the very same 
position that the Secretary of State took, the very same position that 
Mr. Phelps, our minister to Great Britain, took on this question. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], who addressed the Sen- 
ate a few days since, took exception when I said he had presented the 
Canadian side of the case more strongly than it was ever presented by 
any Canadian authority. In that speech he declared, as did the Sen- 
ator from Alabama practically yesterday, that this had been a subject 
of controversy for seventy years. Ihave heard that statement repeated 
in every speech which has been made on the opposite side. There 
were twenty-five years after that treaty was made when the British 
Government never addressed a word to the American Government as 
to contentions concerning thetreaty. That willbe found in Mr. Rush’s 
letter, which was put in the RecorD by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HoAR]. That was the case for twenty-five years, as I read 
to the Senate the other day, which I do not need to read again. 

When the Secretary of State says this is a new claim, made for the 
first time in 1843, notwithstanding the statement made by the Senator 
from Maryland that the British Government had all the time insisted 
upon this construction of the treaty and had enforced it, I stand here 
to-day and say they never enforced it an hour, unless it was within the 
lifeof the present Administration. They never said we could not buy 
bait; they never said we could not buy ice in any way that was authori- 
tative. Iam speaking now of the construction of the treaty of 1818 
practically. While they said they adhered to the view the Canadian 
authorities had advanced, yet they did not think it was worth while 
to enforce it, and they declined over and over again to allow the Cana- 
dian authorities to administer upon the treaty according to their con- 
tention, as the Senate can see by a reference I have here. December 
31, 1877, Governor Sir John H. Glover wrote from Canada to Earl Car- 
narvon as follows: 

| Dispatches and correspondence in reference to the traffic in bait and ice.] 

Governor Sir John H. Glover to Earl Carnarvon, 
GOVERNMENT Hovse, 3lst December, 1877. 

My Lorp: I have the honor toinclose a minute of my executive council, giv- 
ing their opinion as to the injurious results to the fisheries of Newfoundland 
from the barring for bait for exportation, as pointed out in the senior naval 
ofiicer’s report inclosed in your lordship’s dispatch No. 68. 

At the same time, my ministers, in anticipation of legislative action upon 
this important subject, deem it advisable to request me to have it brought under 
your lordship’s consideration before the next session, which annually meets neor 
the end of January. 

3. From the admission of the Americans to rights of fishery on this coast under 
the Washington treaty, more difficulty will be experienced than heretofore in 
the carrying out of the local acts regulating the taking of herring; but with ad- 
ditional steam aid it is hoped that more efficient protection will be afforded in 
those parts where breacbes of the law will probably occur. 

4. There is a strong feeling extant against the American fishermen, who this 
year with numerous vessels visited many of the fishing stations, before free from 
their intrusions, their chief object being to procure fresh bait and ice, which they 
did in large quantities, for their bankers, to the alleged injury of our inshore 
fishermen. This year there has been in several places a failure in the fishery, 
which to alarge extent is attributed to this American interference. 

5. Theet¥ect of the recent decision at Halifax, as reported, disallows this traffic 
under the treaty, and from the opinion prevailing my ministers surmise that 
more stringent legislation will be demanded effectually to check this traftic 
than at present exists, and that a large majority in the legislature on bothsides 
will press for the adoption of such a policy. 

6. Should such be insisted upon, it appeared probable to my ministers that it 
would embrace prohibition to colonial fishermen to supply or aid in supplying, 
or to export, fresh bait, which would in that respect apply equaily to the French 
withthe Americans, but the latter would have the advantage of taking for them- 
selves if they pleased to do so; and it is conceived that the exercise of this right 
would not be so prejudicial as the practice that has lately existed in taking away 
the colonial fishermen from their own fishing to procure a supply of bait and 
ice for the Americans. E s 

7. It may be safely asserted that with the experience derived from the opera- 
tion of the Washington treaty there would be no probability of the legislature 
extending the concession to fish in our own waters. 


I have, etc., etc., 
JOHN H. GLOVER. 


To this the Government replied, among other things: 


With this report before them, Her Majesty's Government can not but feel un- 
certain whether any failure in the bait fishery of Newfoundland would be rem- 
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edied by the adoption of the measures proposed by the house of assembly, and 
whether the practice which is complained of, and which it issought to prohibit, 
has been sufficiently proved to have diminished the actual quantity of bait vie» 
iting the coast; although the increased competition of the Americans may have 
made it less easy for the local fishermen to secure the bait they require for their 
own fishing. 

9. But, apart from this view of the question, Her Majesty’s Government deem 
the present moment inopportune to effect any such change in practice as that 
which it is desired should be established; they are giving their most careful 
consideration to the whole question of the fisheries, both as regards United 
States subjects and the subjects of France, and they feel that a satisfactory solu- 
tion of the several important points at issue might be considerably hindered by 
action in the direction suggested by the assembly. 

10. You will be so good as to communicate this dispatch to your Govern- 
ment. 

I have, etc., 
M. HICKS-BEACH. 


This was in accordance with the former instructions which had been 
given. In 1879 Mr. Babson and Mr. Foster were detailed by the State 
Department, as I understand, for the purpose of examining these ques- 
tions as to our fishermen’s rights, etc., and they.reported to the then 
Secretary of State, Mr. Evarts. They quote the dispatch of Sir M. 
Hicks-Beach, and they say: 


This dispatch of Sir M. Hicks-Beach follows the course pursued by one of his 
predecessors, the Duke of Newcastle, who, during the time the reciprocity 
treaty was in force, wrote to the governor of Newfoundland “that no act can 
be allowed which prohibits expressly, or is calculated by a circuitous method 
to prevent, the sail of bait.” (Duke of Newcastle to Sir A. Bannerman, August 
3, 1863.) 


Mr. Phelps contended for the right of the American fishermen to buy 
ice and bait in a letter which he sent to Lord Rosebery, June 2, 1886, 
and which is found in Senate Executive Document No. 113, page 118, 
as follows: 


The British Government has repeatedly refused to allow interference with 
American fishing vessels, unless for illegal fishing, and has given explicit orders 
to the contrary. 

On the 26th of May, 1870, Mr. Thornton, the British minister at Washington, 
communicated officially to the Secretary of State of the United States copies of 
the orders addressed by the British Admiralty to Admiral Wellesley, command- 
ing Her Majesty’s naval forces on the North American station, and of a letter 
from the colonial department to the foreign office, in order that the Secretary 
might “* see the nature of the instructions to be given to Her Majesty’s and the 
Canadian officers employed in maintaining order at the fisheries in the neigh- 
borhood of the coasts of Canada.’” Among the documents thus transmitted isa 
letter from the foreign office to the secretary of the Admiralty, in which the fol- 
lowing language is contained: 

“The Canadian Government has recently determined, with the concurrence 
of Her Majesty’s ministers, to increase the stringency of the existing practice of 
dispensing with the warnings hitherto given, and seizing at once any vessel de- 
tected in violation of the law. 

“In view of this change and of the questions to which it may give rise, I am 
directed by Lord Granville to request that you will move their lordships to in- 
struct the officers of Her Majesty's ships employed in the protection of the fish- 
eries that they are not to seize any vessel unless it is evident and can be clearly 
proved that the offense of fishing has been committed and the vesse! itself capt- 
ured within 3 miles of land.” 

In the letter from the lords of the Admiralty to Vice-Admiral Wellesley of 
May 5, 1870, in accordance with the foregoing request, and transmitting the letter 
above quoted from, there occurs the following language : 

** My lords desire me to remind you of the extreme importance of command- 
ing officers of the ships selected to protect the fisheries exercising the utmost 
diseretion in carrying out their instructions, paying special attention to Lord 
Granville’s observation that no vessel should be seized unless it was evident and 
can be clearly proved that the offense of fishing has been committed and that the 
vessel is captured within 3 miles of land.”’ 

Lord Granville, in transmitting to Sir John Youngthe aforesaid instructions, 
makes use of the following language: 

‘* Her Majesty’s Government do not doubt that your ministers will agree with 
them as to the propriety of these instructions, and will give corresponding in- 
structions to the vessels employed by them.” 

These instructions were again officially stated by the British minister at Wash- 
ington to the Secretary of State of the United States in a letter dated June 11, 
1870. 

Again, in February, 1871, Lord Kimberly, colonial secretary, wrote to the 
governor-general of Canada as follows: 

‘*The exclusion of American fishermen from resorting to Canadian ports, ex- 
cept for the purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages therein, purchasing 
wood, and of obtaining water, might be warranted by the letter of the treaty of 
1818, and by the terms of the impevial act 59 George III, chapter 38, but Her 
Majesty’s Government fee! bound to state that it seems to them an extreme 
measure, inconsistent with the general policy of the Empire, and they are dis- 
posed to concede this point to the United States Government under such re- 
strictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling, and to guard against anv 
substantial invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing which may be reserved to 
British subjects,” 

And in a subsequent letter from the same source to the governor-general the 
following language is used : 

‘IT think it right, however, toadd that the responsibility of determining what 
is the true construction of a treaty made by Her Majesty withany foreign power 
must remain with Her Majesty’s Government, and that the degree to which 
this country would make itself a party to the strict enforcement of the treaty 
rights may depend not only on the literal construction of the treaty, but on the 
moJeration and reasonableness with which these rights are asserted.” 

lam not aware that any modification of these instructions or any different 
rule trom that therein contained has ever been adopted orsactioned by Her 
Majesty’s Government. 

Judicial authority upon this question is to thesameeffect. That the purchase 
of bait by American fishermen in the provincial ports has been a common 
practice is well known. Butin no case, so far as 1 can ascertain, has a seizure 
of an American vessel ever been enforced on the ground of the purchase of bait 
or of any other supplies. On the hearing before the Halifax Fisheries Commis- 
sion in 1877 this question was discussed, and no case could be produced of any 
such condemnation. Vessels shown to have been condemned were in all cases 
adjudged guilty, either of fishing, or preparing to fish, within the prohibited 
limit. And in the case of the White Fawn, tried in the admiralty court of New 
Brunswick before Judge Hazen in 1870, I understand it to have been distinctly 
held that the purchase of bait, unless proved to have been in preparation for 
illegal fishing, was not a violation of the treaty, nor of any existing law, and 
afforded no ground for proceedings against the vessel. 
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to find a single case where they instructed the Canadian authorities é e wit Ar - 
that they did not instruct them with the view of maintaining ou: 
tention of the treaty and not the Canadian contention. vidth . ae 
How can it be, the Senator asks, that the great and strong and hi , you will 1 ‘ ‘ ed 8 
strung nation of Great Britain are called upon to yield that which th y Amer : ‘ 
. . = . ' { ‘ _ 1 
have practically enforced forso many years? They have never enfo1 
it. The headland theory was as absolutely dead asit could be. Ifth t 
had not abandoned it, they had at least abandoned all efforts to put it | any bay 
in force. Mr. ‘Tupper declared in his speech to the Canadian Parlia- ‘ 
ment that it had been abandoned; that there was a practical abandon “ 
ment and renunciation of the right asserted under the headland the 
They had declined over and over again to allow the Canadian a 
ities to enforce it. And now we are told if we do not acc pt ve 
treaty the English view will be taken and will be enforced. It 
taken at all, it will be because back of them are the American Pre t ‘ ( 
and Secretary of State with the statement that we had no rights « NGS 
cept those which they conceded to us as to the headlands and comn s copy of a ar \ 
cial privileges. . t to Sir E. 17 \ ou 
The Secretary of State knew exactly what the contention ofthe - ‘ 
Government was. Heknew exactly the attitude of the British ¢ Phe of Her M ty'’sG \ w 
ment. He knew that there never was a time when they pro i t ' y 
enforce the Canadian view. He could n been ignorant ot - 
for this is what he said, among other th a letter to Mr. We of the sh N A 
May 20, 1886: 
I beg to recall to your attention the correspond e and action « : i 
spectively charged with th i st I : ( t 
and the United States in the vear 187 w he t same internatior ale 
were under consideration and the status of law w ot essentia 
from what it is at present 
( ‘ S ( ‘ 
Phis correspor dis ses thie t t { (‘a i i 
that day to prevent ener« g e Sec tar S [* 
preparations in the way of ¢ t e, Very ewe! : 
Phe statutes of Great Britai ( pre ~ 40 
supposed to be invoked as author t I u stt - : 
J. Adams, were then reported as the basis of mre lings v 
In his note of May 26, 1570, Mr. (afterwards Edward) I the ] ‘ 
minister at this capitai, conveyed to Mr. Fish, then Secretary of St 3 
the orders of the Royal Admiralty to Vice-A il Wellesleyv.in « P 
the naval forces ** employed in maintaining order at the fisheries in t! 
borliood of the coasts of Canada 
All of these orders cirected the protection of Canadian fislerr - 
co-operation and concert w the I I States 
with respect to American fis r e! se wa - ( 
< American vessels r i with violation of 1 ‘ . 2a + ( . 
SC pusly enjoinec e British authorities , 
of the commanding oflicers of ships selected to protect fish LA ry. OF De i 
the utmost discretion in pay cial att i 
tion, that no vessel should be seized unless it were « © . 
proved, that the offense of fishing had been commit . 
within 3 miles of land 
This caution was still more explicitly announced ) 
lith of June, 1870, wrote to Mr. Fish 
‘You are, however, quits ht in not doubting that Admiral Ws 
the receipt of the later ins ns addressed to | on the 5th 
have modified the directions to the officers under] ommand sothatt . 
be in conformity with the views of the Admiralty In confirmation « , 
have since received a letter from Vice-Admiral Wellesley dated th thu Not only did the Ameri n mit ter dt t take 
informing me that he had received instructions to the effect that officers of H +] 7 +} 
Majesty’s ships et din the protection of the fisheries should t ats . 
iv vessel unless i evident, and could be clearly proved that tl i » 4 ISS¢ ‘ 
of fishing had been committed and the vessel itself captured withir ! f : et to-day we find one at | t of the t t ~ i- 
land tor from Mississit Mr. ¢ ) the 
Nowhere can gentlemen find that the British Government ever ; nator from Maryland | Mr. W 
tempted to sustain the Canadian authorities except on pape: All that | all insisting to the contrary. I cannot say that the Senator f 1 Al 
was required of the American Government was to say: ‘‘ We adhe | Mr. |] H ids t l 
the construction put upon the treaty of 1818, unquestioned for tw - | hardly determine what he meaut to it 
five years; we adhere to the practical constructi you put upon | other Senators on tl 
it ever since the question was raised by the Canadian government I no right ! 
If that had been done, as the Senator from Alabama said in 1886, t] s ) é > 
would have been no need of a new treaty upon thissubject. Our rights I { 
are not to be enlarged by Great Britain and they are not enlarged in I 
the slightest degree in this treaty. i 
I call attention to the instructions given in 1871 in what is published D t 4 1 
in Executive Document No. 113 as Appendix B, This is the language: | ed by the Secret t 
APprEeNpDIx B. any «~ er a9 i I iter - i hich 1 8} 
In such capacity your jurisdiction must be strictly confined within the limits other d Ay cenied 5 : . 
of ‘‘3 marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors” of Canada, posed to have said in the Boston He 1, and I} eno 
with respect to any action you may take against American fishing vessels and | did say, because it has neve! 1G tioned, and it ha een referred 


United States citizens engaged in fishing. Where any of the bays, creeks, or 
harbors shall not exceed 6 geographical miles in width, you will consider that 
the line of demarkation extends from headland to headland either at the en- 
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to on one or two occasions in the Senate 
ut, say the critics, the treaty does not secure us the right to buy bait and 
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two countries could agree, there is no question that matters would have stood 
n a worse position than that in which they stood when we undertook these 
egotiations. But, sir, that is not the position. Let the Senate of the United 
States to-morrow reject this treaty—I trust they will not do so; I havea hope that 
there is independent statesmanship enough in the great Republican party of the 
United States, who have the power at their disposal to-day in the United States 
Senate, to allow that sentiment of patriotism to overweigh the party advan- 
t es they might hope to obtain by preventing the present Administration from 


ttling this vexed question; but when they remember thatfor seventy years 


There, I suppose, is where the Senators have got the data on which 
they insist that for seventy years this has been a bone of contention 
between the two Governments 
these questions have been agitated which are now disposed of, they may see 
that if they should come into power themselves at any early date it would be 
an advantage to have this vexed question between the two great English- 
speaking nations of the world set at rest, that there may be no renewal of the 
difficulties which have existed so longatime, But let me take the very worst 


| contingency, that of the rejection of thist ty, and how do we stand? Why, 


sir, let me read from a letter of the Secretary of State of the United States, 
written to the citizens of Boston, who invited him to go there to deliver a 


speech upon the treaty. In Mr. Bayard’s letter, of 26th March, he says 
[am convinced that the welfare and tr t of our country and a just 
and wise treatment of the British American poy ation on our northern fron- 
| tier alike counsel the adoption of the treaty. In its initiation, negotiation, and 
conclusion, I can truly say for my associates and myself no views but those of 
s single-minded, patrioticintent have been allowed place or expression, nor can 
at e or suggestion of partisanship be justly alleged. The sole and difficult 


other fis é imit fish,and fish, whale,and seal oil free of 
duty wn i tio: liow else,I would ask,could we getthatright? It 
was expre ex led from the treaty of I 
He had declared that the right was not ex luded by the treaty of 
1818, but that it came to us by the commercial arrangement of 1830, 
which w the position of the senior Senator from Alabama, and which 
was the construction that our Government had put on it ever since 
that time 
t Cana s that if she becomes our partner in the fishing busi- 
J ta nes and other fishing supplies, she shall be 
market with us But this is allover and he mad the real 
Ll to us by the treaty 
ul e Canadians said about it? Mr. Tupper’s speech before | 
the Car 1 Parliament I been read so often that I do not need to 
ead it j herein he spoke of the advantages. Let us see what 
ome of the othe iid about it. The Montreal Gazette said: 
t for wl i we have ontended in the correspondens 
of ‘ t I Am ins are debarred fromthe ** touch and tra 
privileges We have obtained everything we ever claimed 
Che »nn (New Brunswick) Sun said 
I of our present position will sufficiently evident when the 
ne i Vel rine : i | be when the first American fisherman is pre- 
ng something he wants to do, Should he be prevented from 
} ‘ x ors —P} ig a crew on our coast, the usual 
‘ \ ! res rutal treatment and of uncivilized conduct 
} l t > t li be invite liate by proclaiming non-int 
ct a in ven to Mr. Fos nd the Secretary of State t! 
he h dthe ri tof Canadians to do these things, and hasagreed 
i for nizis that rhit Nor will it be longer open to M 
Iba rdto i 4 iage which he has rather freely employed heretofore i 
which more snorous politicians and less responsible men of his nation hay 
od more freely tha ‘ The President may retaliate, but if he does he will 
be ret { t l Ww iis d yw What the President and his Ca 
fa the Pre sch : sioners have admitted to be within the right 
of that na ito do 


I do not wonder that Senators on the other side are somewhat sen 
sitive on this subject Ido not wonder that they do not want to be 
brought to the test whether the President will enforce the Jaw we put 
on the statute-book in 1887 with such unanimity, with only two dis- 

enting votes, one in each body, when they will be met by the decla- 
ration of the President himself, in an official message to this body, in 
which he says substantially that we have got all we could expect, 
when the lV’resident says that the Canadian construction of this treaty 
Is a proper construction. 

I do not believe that there is any danger of the threat we have heard 
so often, that the President will enforce that law to the destruction of 
the great interests of the Northwest; but if he does, if he thinks it is 
necessary for the protection of the New England fishermen and the 
maintenance of the honor and dignity of the nation, the people of the 
great Northwest will not find any fault, provided it is done for that 
purpose and not for the purpose of assisting the Canadian Government 
and the British Government in compelling us to grant to them free 
fish, which it has been said over and over again by the Secretary of 
State and by our minister to Great Britain and by members of the Sen- 
ateon both sides was the great purpose and object of the outrages upon 
our fishermen. 

I can not omit before closing tq call attention to what Mr. Tupper 
said on this particular question in connection with what I read a mo- 
ment since. Mr. Tupper proposed to plead an estoppel on us. Much 
of what he said has been read. After having detailed what the Amer- 
ican Government had done in the way of legislation and the danger to 
Canadian commerce, he said: 





This was the condition of things when I went down last Easter to see M 
Bayardat Washington. If you compare the condition of things to-day with the 
condition of things that existed then, there is no man,1 care not how partisan 
he may be, how unfriendly to this Government he may be, who can judicially 
look at the position of this question then and now, without coming to the con- 
clusion that we have emerged from midnight darkness into the light of day 
under the auspices of this treaty. It may be said, Suppose that the treaty is 
rejected by the United States Senate—a not impossible contingency~I need not 
tell the House that one of the advantages we enjoy under British institutions 
is that we are saved from the extreme and violent antagonisms of party that 
é y fourth year the Presidential election brings abont in the United States. 
Vow, any man who knows anything of the politics of tho United States, knows 
that however good a measure is, however valuable, hewever much it com- 
i 
i 








iends itself to the judgment of every intelligent statesman in that country, it 
- er almost of honor on the part of the party in opposition to preventthe 
Government of the day from doing anything that would givethem any credit or 
strengthen their hands in the country; that on the eve of a Presidential election 
it is next to impossible to induce a Kepublican majority in the Senate to sanc- 
tion anything that a Democratic administration has carried through, however 
valuable it may be, 

Mr. President, that is a base slander upon the American people. 
We have not been in the habit of making these questionsa testof party 
fealty. Thatis a portion of the ‘‘ combine ’’ between the present Dem- 
ocratic party and the Canadian party, and this Canadian member of 
the partnership is speaking exactly as the American portion of it has 
been speaking on this floor and as the Secretary of State has spoken 
on more than one occasion and as he has spoken by letter. 


Sut, sir, take the very worst contingency—suppose this treaty is rejected by 
the Senate, whatthen’? Will we be relegated back to the position we stood in 
ayearago’ Notatall. If our efforts, by mutual conciliation, by concessions 
on both sides, to find a common ground, that we could present to all the parties 
to this treaty, as an honorable and equitable agreement that might be fairly ac- 
cepted, if these efforts had failed, if, after three months’ negotiations, we had 
broken up with embittered relations, because we found that it was impractica- 
ble to get any common ground of meeting on which the Governmentsof the 





anu 


question to which the treaty relates, the fishery rights of one nation in the juri 
tional waters of another, began with the first dawn of our recognized inde- 


pendent existence as a nation, and ever sir has conspicuously presented itself 











at itervals, exciting bitter contrové , and never been satisfactorily or per- 
wnently disposed of lean while surrounding circumstauces have im- 

portantly changed in advance with rapid and va rrowth 
‘he treaty of 1315 remains unaffected in its terms by seventy years of such 








material progress and velopment on this continent as we of to-day are the 























witnesses. Unless the treaty of 1818 shall be wh y abrogated and recurrence 
iecessarily had to the dan ous status that John Quincy Adams so ably 
unavailably discussed with the Earl of Bathurst, in 1815, and which had resisted 
all efforts of negotiation, and at Ghent in the year previous, it is inanifest thata 

int and equitable construction in consonance with their existing relations 

i mutual needs must be agreed upon between G t Britain and the United 
States, and this, I affirm, is done by the present ti 

Again he says 

“Conciliation and mutual neighborly conces ns have together done th 

norabie and honest work in this treaty—paved the way for the relations of 

ty and mutual advantage.”’ 

vow, sir, lask you Whether all the time, all the trouble expended in this mat- 
ter isnot amply compensated for by the declarat he Secretary of State of the 
United States bearing his tribute and his t 1y to this treaty as a fair, 
equitable, and just interpretation ofthe treaty of 1SI* And what more, sir? Let 
me read from the message of the President the nited States: 







As a resuit of such negotiations a treaty has been agreed upon between Her 
Britannic Majesty and the United States, concluded and signed in this capital, 
under my direction and authority, on the 15th of this February instant, and 
which I now have the honor to submit to the Senate with the recommendation 
that it shall receive the consent of that body, as provided in the Constitution, in 
order that the ratifications thereof may be duly exchanged and the treaty car- 
ried into effect. The treaty meets my approval, because I believe that it sup- 
plies a satisfactory, practical, and final adjustment upon a basis honorable and 
just to both parties of the difficult and vexed question to which it tes. A 
review of the history of this question will show that all formal attempts to ar- 
rive at a common interpretation satisfactory to both parties of the first article of 
the treaty of October 20, 1818, have been unsuccessful, and with the lapse of time 
the difficulty and obs« have only increased. 

Negotiations in 1854, and 1in in 1871, ended in both cases in temporary re- 
ciprocal arrangement of the tariffs of Canada and Newfoundland and of the 


















United States,and of the payment of the money award by the United States, 
under which the real questions in ference remain unsettled, in abeyance, and 
ready to present themselves anew just as soon as the conventional arrangements 


were abrogated. 

‘ The situation, therefore, remained unimproved by the results of the treaty 
of 1871, and a grave condition of affairs, present ilmost identically the same 
features and causes of complaint by the United ¢ adian action 
and British default in its correction, confronted us in May, 1886, and has con- 
tinued until the present time. 












rainst Ca 








‘The four purposes for which our fishermen under the treaty of 1818 were 
allowed to enter the bays and harbors of Canada and Newfoundland within the 
belt of 3 marine miles are placed under a fair and liberal construction, and 
their enjoyment secured without such conditions and restrictions as in the past 
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ted ti 
ies for fishing or } 





have embarrassed and obst ’ 

‘The enforcement of pena g eparing to fish within the in- 
shore and exclusive waters of Canada and Newfoundland isto be accomplished 
under safeguards against oppressive or arbitrary action, thus protecting the de- 
fendant fishermen from punishment in advance of trial, delays, and inconven- 
ience and unnecessary expense. 

“The hospitality secured for our vessels in all cases of actual distress, with 
liberty to unload and sell and transship their cargoes, is full and liberal. 

‘The provisions will secure the substantial enjoyment of the treaty rights for 
our fishermen under the treaty of 1818, for the contention has been steadily 
made in the correspondence of the Department of State and by our minister at 
London and by the American negotiators of the present treaty. 

‘The treaty now submitted to you has been framed in a spirit of liberal 
equity and reciprocal benefits in the conviction that mutual advantage and 
convenience are the only permanent foundation of peace and friendship be- 
tween States, and that with the adoption of the agreement now placed before 
the Senate, a beneficial and satisfactory intercourse between the two countries 
will be established so as to secure perpetual peace and harmony, 

“In connection with the treaty herewith submitted I deem it also my duty to 
transmit to the Senate a written offer or arrangement, in the nature of a modus 
vivendi, tendered after the conclusion of the treaty on the part of the British 
plenipotentiaries, to secure kindly and peaceful relations during the period that 
may be required for the consideration of the treaty by the respective govern- 
ments and for the enactment of the necessary legislation to carry its provisions 
into effect if approved. 

‘This paper, freely and on their own motion, signed by the British conferees, 
not only extends advantages to our fishermen, pending the ratification of the 
treaty, but appears to have been dictated by a friendly and amicable spirit.” 

I ask you to contrast that language with the position we occupied a year ago 
in regard to the great republic to the south of us? Let the Senate reject the 
treaty to-morrow, and I ask what is the changed position of Canada? Yester- 
day we stood face to face with a non-intercourse bill, sustained by the united 
action of the Senate and House of Representatives, sustained by almost the 
whole press, Republican and Democratic, of the United States, sustained with 
















7 
4 
a 





ae le ae 





bs 
a 


SER 
Erna 








cs 
E 


v4 
r 





pan 


ae = at 


ee 
































































































f ‘ sbyt 1 
J on our rs What, I 3 
were rejected by the S tet 
that we stand in the s t = s 
the United States yt - ~ st ( 
been ready to uke l H MI ( 1 ( 
through t - ‘ Y é Ww it 
tentia S< is es sf i « i it 
that t l : vi tis ~ ; A 
w 3 i i i fis i < I 1 to- f our inter] 
the treat ree 1 $ i 1 th 
; t} t ‘ 
exce} - l is 3 Y ir President, the I \ 
« ) > tic I wf i nat el _ es 
‘ a fair sett ent rhey represent an d t 
< € peo] United S es to-day I \ ~ 
row Wes 1 e | t 1 t stead n Ww i 

United States, Preside ) nme! i pe A st 
us adopting a harsh and barba - te retation of an old I in 
for the purpose of forcing re ocity upon them, we o ipy the 
of having these men out {f their own ouths de ring that 
wanting ont part of the Governm« lier Majest 
Dominion of Canada to place this question on a and equit . 
might honorably be accepted by the l ted States. I hold we uN 
plished that without uring in the slightest degree t ~ 
without injuring Car i 1 Inte pa < é W I 

We have made concessions vid p ive et nN 
avowed objectof |} ng all « I I 5 I 
urist, the lu erman, every 1in this country + better re 
United States than he was before. What is the re t As I have 
ard told us, the American plenipotentiaries told us that there was 
of obtaining what we s Y re free om! 
cours ¥ vantr xat our tari ents with resp. 
products in which you ars 1and I ] r > one W 
iain it. Let us by cor ssion be a eet on « on g1 

nove this irritati caus f diffi y betw i the two « s out 
way, and you will find that the policy of this nt, the po 
President, and of the House of I ‘ ‘ | ‘ th 
cratic party of the United States, w at once n onward mar 
rection you propose, and accomplish steadily that which you would 
the only way by which it « | tta 1 

Those were not empty words, those rethes sofd 
statesmen, who pointed to the avowed poli of the ¢ 
Statesas the best evidence of thesincerity of w! t vy said Whathas! 
already? Already we have action by the fina il exponentof the Ad: 
tion of the United States, I mean Mr. Mu the gent n who in the 
States Congress represents - r € s is 
tion most analogous in the I ted States to the nister 
the cl man of the Committee on Ways i Means, who prope is t 
of the administration in the H se 

Hiow is heelected? The Der ilic party, sustaining the Governme 
a& man as Speaker of the House of Representatives whe i 1 aces ‘ 
policy of the Administration for t t e being, and Mr. ¢ SI 
of the House of Representatives, nomina t i an of the Cor 
Ways and Means and all the membersof th ymmittee, i theref« 
man of that committee occupies the 1 f representing t i 
in bringing forward such |! sas wi the views i ser f 
Democratic party in the United States s orting the A \inistrat 
have we seen’? The ink is ba d s treaty | re | s 
sentative of the Government and chairman of the Committes \ 
Means, brings f ird a measure todo what? Why.to make free art 
Canada sends into the United States, and upon which last yea SU 
was paid. 

Some honorable MEmBers. We paid 

Sir CHARLES TUPPE l ask, sir, if that is nothir 

Some honorable MemBpers, Who paid? 

Sir CHARLES TUPPER intend to insult both the great po A 








of this country who have since 
ests of Canada—the interests of | 
up in obtaining free intercourse with the United States for our natural p 
I do not intend to insult the two great parties in this country b 
that they were fools, that they did not know what they were doin 


854 and long before maintained that 





the present hour we have idopte d the policy on both sides of the hou 


we have pledged ourselves to the people to do everthing that lay in 


ish North America vere int tely 


to obtain a free market for the natural products of our country with the 


States,and I say you must answer me the question as ‘to whether that 
act of supreme folly or whether it was wise statesmanship on the part 
parties in this country to adopt that policy before you ask me such a « 
as “ who pays the duty?”’ 

I say that under this bill which has been introduced and which I be! 
pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate, where the Repub 
jority is only one in the whole House, to pass the bill; it requires a ma 
one only, and I am very sanguine that this bill will pass during the pr 





Sel 


sion. Modified it may be, but I am inclined to think the amendments w 





still more in the interests of Canada than as the bill sts 


nds to-day. If 


the case I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free 





sion of our lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no le 
450. On copper ore, made free by the Mills bill » paid, or there was 
make it meet the views of the honorable gentlemen opposite more 
$96,945. On salt, $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by t 
Iam sorry to find,as I hoped would be the case, from the first cop 
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetable 
sorry to find there is a doubt as to whether the term ‘“ vegetables uot s 
enumerated ”’ wil! not exclude potatoes. 


iS Dlil, 











In grappling with this policy of making the natural products of the two « 


tries free you do not expect any person who wants to carry a bill to put 
ier load upon.his shoulders than he is able to carry, lest he may bre 
and do nothing. You expect him to take it in detail, and,as I believe 
find the policy contained in this bill, of makin 








natural prodficts of Canada and the United States of America. Of wool 
last year 1,319,309 pounds of one kind and a variety of other kinds, up: 
a duty was paid to the extent of $183,8 Now 








as I say, on articles o 





portance and interest to Canada the removal of duty by the Mills bill am« 
to no less than $1,800,193. You will be glad to hear that I do not intend t 
tain the house any longer. In discharge of the duties—the very onero! 


important du 





s—of one of Her Majesty's ple 


I Lipotentiaries at 














I have steadily kept in view what in my heart and judgment I believed 
the best interests of Canada. In the me re h 1 havethe honor to su 
to this house I believe will be found embo ! which it isof the mo 


importance to Canada to pass. 
As it stands to-day the Government of the United States have only 1 
ture to sustain the course that has been taken. I was not there ast! 
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who rai the question whether this was really written and signed by 
Mr. Webster himself If the nator had extended his inquiry a little 
further, or if he en more careful to read the American documents 
instead of the Cai ian documents, he would have found that in the 
Senate that uestion was bruited at the time I have not any doubt 
but this must be treated as; n official documentof theSecretary of State. 
I have no doubt that it s written by other hands than his, but it has 


his name attached to it, and it has the seal of the Government attached 
to it ‘Therefore, so far as it affected the then intercourse with Great 
Britain, it would he treated as If the 
Senator had extended his investigations into reading the speeches made 
by the members of the Democratic Senate in 1852, he would have found 
this statement, not made by a Democrat, it is true, but adefender then 
of the Secretary of State, who said 


an official document of state. 








I am surprised that any doubts should be raised as to the proclamation being 
the act of the Government. I do not understand how a Senator or a citizen 
can officially know that the Secretary of State is at Marshfield or elsewhere, 
when the seal and date of the Department affirm that he is at the capita l 
would like to know where or when this Government or this Administration 
has disavowed this proclamation 

So, then, ii does seem that it was a question bruited then, whether 
the Secretary of State was responsible or whether some subordinate 
was responsible for the utterances in that proclamation. It might 
have been well for the Senator from Maryland to have read what the 
Secretary of State said when addressing his neighbors at Marshfield. 
On the 25th day of July, 1852, he said: 

It would not be 
and under direction of the head of the Government; and then I shall speak. 
In the mean time, be assured that that interest will not be neglected by this Ad- 
ministration under any circumstances, The fishermen shall be protected inall 
their rights of property, and in all their rights of occupation. To use a Marble- 
head phrase, they shall be protected “hook and line, and boband sinker.”’ And 
why should they not? They are a vast number who are employed in that 
branch of naval! enterprise 
in that vocation. There are among you some who, perhaps, have been on the 
Grand Bank for forty successive years. There they have hung onto the ropes 
in storm and wreck. The most important consequences are involved in this 


matter. Our fisheries have been the very nurseries of our Navy. If our flag 
ships have met and conquered the enemy on the sea, the fisheries are at the bot- 
tom of it rhe fisheries were the seeds from which these glorious triumphs 


were born and sprung 
Then he goes on at some length. There was no indication that the 
Secretary of State proposed to surrender a single thing. The conten- 


tion was just what it always had been, and it was the contention of 


Mr. Marcy, who presided over our foreign affairs as Secretary of State. 
He declared in a letter to Mr. Rush what our contentions had been, 
and the same contentions that we then had we are now making and al- 
ways have made; and Mr. Rush, who was the minister to Great Brit- 
ain for seven years after the treaty of 1818, declared that he had never 
heard these contentions of ours questioned, and he declared them to be 

he true meaning of the treaty. Who do you suppose knows better, 
the Senator from Maryland or Mr. Rush, who took part in the treaty ? 
Who knows better what it means, Mr. Rush and Mr, Gallatin and the 
men who were concerned in it, or the Senator from Mississippi or the 
Senator from Alabama or the Senators from any other section of the 
country? That was the opinion of all the contemporaries of that time, 
and we are adhering to the same opinion and the same construction 
that was given from that time and has been given at all times in the 
State Department until our case was given away by this Democratic 
Administration. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama complains of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. I am not a member of the committee, but 
he says our side of the committee have humiliated themselves before 
Great Britain and the world; that they have put up an humble peti- 
tion, an humble prayer, to Great Britain. Why, Mr. President, I have 
read the report with care, and I do not find anything of the kind in 
that report. I find an expression of opinion by the committee, but I 
find nothing else. I do not find the words that the Senator from Ala- 
bama put in when he said that ‘‘the committee can but hope that 
your Majesty’s Government will take measures.’’ I find nosuch words 
in the report of the committee. I find that the committee said this, 
and this is all they did say on the subject: 

rhe committee can not but hope that if these ill-advised negotiations, which, 
as is known to all the world, can not properly commit the United States in any 
degree until they shall have received the constitutional assent of the Senate,shall 


failto meetthe appreval of this body, Her Majesty's Government will take meas- 
ures to secure justice and fair treatment in her North American dominions to 
American vessels and American citizens, in all respects and under all circum- 
stances, and that that Government will see the justice and propriety of according 
to American vessels engaged in the business of fishing allthe commercial rights 
and facilities in her North American ports that are so freely and cheerfully ac- 
corded to her own in the ports of the United States, and that thus the friendship 
and good feeling which ought to exist between neighboring nations may be 
finally established and secured. 


To whom was the committee addressing itself? 

To the American Senate and through them to the American people, 
and not to the British Government at all. It is no prayer, it is no pe 
tition; it isa hope expressed by them; a hope which I think, in view 
of the past history of that country, the committee were not justified in 
indulging. I think he who has read the history of Great Britain in its 


intercourse with other nations will bear me out when I say that in the 
annals of history there has been no nation that has been so regardless 
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of the rights of others as the English nation. Great as it may be, and 
full of great deeds and great purposes, it has been always a nation ready 
to take that which it could get and keep that which it got without re- 
gard to the right of the transaction, and we have not any reason and 
sur committee have not any reason to hope that that nation will deal 
fairly with us, unless we compel them by a determination expressed on 
our part to see that they obey the provisions of the existing treaty and 
the laws enacted by mutual agreement on both sides for the purpose of 
establishing general intercourse between these two countries. 

Ingland never did keep an engagement with any peoplein the world 
who were not ready and willing to compel obedience to what she had 
agreed. Her conduct in diplomacy and everything else is against the 
suggestion made by the committee. There is no reason to hope that 
Great Britain will concede to our American fishermen that which is 
the plain intent of the treaty of 1518, and that which she declared for 
twenty-five years by her silence was ours by right of treaty, that which 
by her failure to enforce for many years she had practically abandoned, 
unless she feels the power of the Government of the United States. 

I do not know that I quite agree with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], who said yesterday that this never would be 
a free nation until we should whip England athird time. I know one 


| thing, we shall never be a free nation unless we assert that which be- 


yme me to say much on that subject until I speak officially | 


| return to us the possession of the Northwest. 


Many of the people in our own town are engaged | 


longs to us, unless we are ready and willing to stand up for that which 
is ours clearly, and which, in the provision of the treaty of 1783, is 
ours whether it be boundary or independence. 

Great Britain made a treaty with us in 1783, by which she was to 
She only returned that 
to us when we were ready by war to compel her to returnit. During 
the Revolutionary war she incited the savages of the country to the 
murder and rapine of our defenseless frontier settlers, and when the 
war of 1812 came, brought about by her disregard of international 


| rights, by her proceeding in defiance of her treaty stipulations with 


us, who has forgotten the wicked Dartmoor prison where she put 
our men and smothered them to death ? 

Who has forgottep that in all her wars she has been the most aggres- 
sive, the most blood-thirsty, the most destructive of the human race, 
until it has become a proverb, growing out of her conduct, that the 
Anglo-Saxon is the cruelest of allmen? Who would expect Great Brit- 
ain to yield anything except by demand and by the knowledge that 
we have the power to enforce the demand? Who has forgotten, who 
does not remember, that before the war she attempted to incite division 
between the North and the South, that she built up abolition societies 
everywhere, as we supposed in the North, because of her hatred of 
slavery, and yet when the South attempted to establish a government 
based upon human servitude Great Britain as a nation sympathized 
wita her? 

Great Britain through all that struggle attempted to find some pre- 
text for open hostilities with us. Under the pretense that she wanted 
to collect a debt in Mexico she put on our southern border an army, 
with France and Spain, for the purpose of giving aid and encouragement 
to the Confederacy, for the purpose of establishing human slavery in 
perpetuam, and she justified the declaration of Jefferson, who declared 
that she would destroy the liberties of the world that she might sella 
bale of furs. You can not expect much from a nation that to-day and 
at this hour is legislating for the purpose of putting citizens of that 
country upon trial in a court that is unknown to the law, in a court 
that, even by its constitution, will be an outrage upon the fundamental 
principles of free government, a nation that is sending her brightest 
and her best men to jail for simply appearing at a public meeting to 
protest against the wrongs that their fellow-men are suffering at the 
hands of the consolidated power of that great nation. 

Oh, you can not expect much from her, and the committee might be 
criticised for saying that anything of that kind should be hoped for. 
When you see it stated openly and practically undenied that the policy 
is to take the brightest and best o! the Irish and put them in prisen and 
keep them there until they shall die in order that the people may be 
subdued, you can not expect much from that Government unless you 
bring to it the strong hand of a great people like ours. Two of their 
great men have gone to their graves, the victims of British brutality 
and British hate, simply because they dared to stand in a public meet- 
ing and proclaim their opposition to the most odious and barbarous 
laws of the age. England for three hundred years has oppressed the 
people of a neighboring isle with allsorts of cruelties and wickedness 
that would shame the very savages of the wilderness. Py her polit- 
ical methods and her economic methods she has oppressed Ireland, once 
a prosperous and happy land with more than 8,000,000 people, and has 
reduced them in this year of our Lord 1888 to less than 5,000,000. 

By her course of procedure at one time, and within a short time, she 
put a million and a quarter of Irish people in the grave, starved to 
death, or dying with sickness from starvation, dying in a land that 
had food for twice the number of its inhabitants. Ireland fruitful, 
rich, able to support to-day twice its population, stands there with its 
people starving! Why? Because of the economic administration of 
Great Britain in Ireland for the benefit of the people of Great Britain ! 
Three million of the Irish people have leit their homes in three decades. 
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Mr. Parnell stated some time ago, when in this country, that one-t 
of the people of the United States were Irish or of Irish descent. Ido 
not know whether that is true or not, but I know that there is enough 


of that Irish blood in this country which runs tl] 
some of our 


\rough the veins of 


best and noblest men, to see to it that this country shall 


not be a mere dependency of Great Britain, but that we shall asse1 
our rights when we know what they are, with as much tenacity as any 
citizen of that proud country ever did. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think that the committee were ju 
fied in saving that they hoped Her Majesty’s Government would yield 
what was rightfully ours. We shall get it, | repeat, only when we 
to them, ‘‘ These rights are ours, and we propose to have them, pea 
fully if we can, forcibly if we must. I do not think my t 
there isany authority that will deter the American people from assert 
ing theirrights. Ido not think the fearof war, I do not think the f 
as the Senator from Alabama suggested yesterday, that England could 
destroy five hundred millions of property on our coast and our lakes, is 


going to deter us from standing here and everywhere demanding that 
which is ours, that which our fathers bought with their blood, that 
which we have in every administration from the beginning of theG 

ernment down to this hour asserted to be ours 
even includins this present Democratic Administration. 


without exceptio 


And no m 


need say tome that that which the earliest of our fathers claimed : 
right, that which every man who followed claimed as a right, I am 
claiming now as a right simply because I am a Republican. Ia 


claiming it because Iam an American, and I know that back of me 
and back of every man who takes that position will be the great m 
of the people, independent of party affiliation; and I say to the Dem 
ocrats on that side of the Chamber you can not carry your own polit- 
ical party when it comes to degrading the great name of the American 
people. 

Mr. President, yesterday when the Senator from Alabama concluded 
his address to the Senate he turned to the Democratic side of the Sen 
ate and said, ‘‘ Fellow Democrats, let us be true to the Government,’ 
and when he said that he looked into the faces of three-fourths of thos« 
on the Democratic side of the Senate who had been in arms against the 
Government of the United States, who had forfeited every right they 
had to citizenship and to liberty and to life, and yet the Government 
of the United States never spilled a drop of blood after the war was ove! 
and gave them the privilege of coming here and sitting here to mak« 
laws and to pass upon treaties ! 

But does the Senator believe that the American people will be edi 
fied when he turns to his late Confederate associates and says, ‘‘ The men 
ou the other side of the Chamber are not patriots; they do not act 
tie interest of the Government; they act for party purposes and pa 
purposes alone, and although we have belied our record, although we 
have gone back on that which we asserted, although we are compelled 
to go back on the assertions of the Secretary of State and the ministe1 
to Great Britain, yet we are the patriotsand we alone are to be trusted 
Ah, Mr. President, he will not fool anybody. We heard that before 
the war, and we have been hearing it ever since. The great American 
heart lies in the North. It was the great American heart that was 
touched when Sumter was fired on; it was the great American heart 
that stood all the hardships and the expense of the war and brought 
these people back in close connection with the Government, rightfully 
there now, and we will welcome them to all that we claim for our 
selves, but we will not here or anywhere else permit it to be said that 
they have more virtue, more patriotism, more love for American man- 
hood and American integrity and American glory than we. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is in order I ask unanimous consent for the 
passage of a little bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order in open executive 
session. Is the Senate ready for the question on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama to postpone the further consideration of the 
treaty until the Wednesday after the first Monday in December next 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. VANCE] desire to be recognized on the pending question? 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to announce that I shall be pleased to have 
the privilege of the floor on this question on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sen 
tor from North Carolina when the consideration of the treaty is re 
sumed. 


t 





HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HOAR. 
ing at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Does that take precedence of a motion to go int 
legislative session ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. 


I move that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow morn- 
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The Senator from Massa- 
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The PRESIDENT ( 
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Ll o'% < to- row ? 
I PRESIDENT 
\ i ) it 11 
. < tarv t} NI 
UTLEI If I t wl 
on that subject n 
Mr. HOAR Debat in ‘ 
The PRESIDENT hap 
( iroiina Wa absent tl oe gre ‘ 
Delaware | Mr. GRAY], that when the 8S 
meet on Monday next at 11 o'clock r 
Mr. HoAR]| now moves that the &« 
11 o’clock. 
Mr. BUTLER. I beg to correct the 
present when the order was 
L} PRESIDENT t rhe ¢ 
Mr. BUTLER And I took great pleasut 
sition to adjourn until Monday. Ido n 
voting against it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Pending the motion of 
chusetts, I move that the Senate do now 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo rhe 
order. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 


Or 


Ww 


That the roll-eall has « 


Mr. 


name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
and, according to a previous ruling of the Chair, 
be interrupted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


mence until there has 
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The ro 





Ayr 


been a response. The 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon 
roll-call without a response. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor ena 
COCKRELL | moves that the Senate di v ag 
Mr. STEWART. I call for the yeas and n 
Che yeas and nays were ordered; and t : 
the roll. 
Mr. BROWN (when his name called 
Senator from Oregon | Mr. Di H If he 1 
» yea. 
| Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was cal 
| the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. QUAY 
the Senator from Indiana Mr. TURPII whoi 
Mr. MANDERSON (when h 1ame ‘ 
the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACK 
i should vote ** nay 
| Mr. MITCHELL (when his nam 
| Senator from Arkans: Mr. Jo If 
ote ‘*nay.”’ 
Mr. PASCO (when his nar vas ad 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Fa 
The roll-call was con uded. 
Mr. TELLER (after having voted in tl 
| with the junior Senator from Delaware [ Mr. | 
vote. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Set 
| draws his vote 
| Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in th 
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New Jer Mr. McPurerson]. If he were here, Ishould vote *’ nay 
y Live ext ire 

. MANI ON. My colleague | Mr. PADDO‘C Kk ] and the S¢ nator 
fr Lou I | ris| are paired 


sue [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Sena 
tor from Vermont |Mr. MoRRILL]. 


GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is necessarily ab- 
, and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER ]. 
the PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair calls the attention of the 
ju senator from Wisconsin |Mr. SPOONER] to the fact that a pair 
h een ed between him and the Senator from Mississippi. 
i OONER. He was here when I left the Chamber awhile ago 
{ thought he was still present. I withdraw my vote. 
he PRESIDEN'T pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
a his te 
was announced—yeas 16, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—16. 
Bat Coke Hampton, Reagan, 
Berry, Faulkner Morgan, Saulsbury, 
‘ Cicorge, Payne, Vance, 
< ell, Gibson Ransom, Vilson of Md, 
NAYS—15. 
( lom, Hoar, Stewart, 
Blair Dawes, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Riddleberger, Wilson of Lowa. 
Chace Hawley, Sawyer, 
cl iler Hiscock, Sherman, 


ABSENT—42. 


Aldrich, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Bech Evarts, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Spooner, 
Blodwett rye, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Paddock, Vest, 
Colquitt, Harris, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hearst, Platt, Walthall. 
Davis Ingalls, Plumb, 

Dolp! Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 


lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the roll 
will be called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion is lost. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is lost, but the absence 
of a quorum being disclosed, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE.. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] is necessarily absent. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Allison, Colquitt, » Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Bati Cullom, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Berry Dawes, Manderson, Sawyer, 

Blair Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Brown, Evarts, Morgan, Spooner, 
Butler, Faulkner, Palmer, Stewart, 

r Frye, Pasco, Stockbridge, 

‘ Gibson, Payne, Teller, 

«) iler, Hampton, Platt, Vance, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hiscock, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The calling of the roll discloses the 
presence of forty-four Senators. 

‘ir. HOAR. Isuppose my motion is next in order, to adjourn until 
11 o’ clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I object to anything but the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. That is notin order. I have made a motion to ad- 
journ to 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire only to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Missouri proceeding? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
that the Senate do now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that no business 
has intervened between the motion to adjourn and thesame motion now 
again submitted by the Senator from Missouri, and therefore it would 
not be in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is legislative business in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order. The question 
therefore recurs—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Chair to decide that a motion 
to adjourn is not in order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order now, because the 
Senate has just passed upon it and there has been no intervening busi- 
hess, 
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Mr. COCKRELL, There was noquorum at that time, and there has 
sclosed that there is a quorum present. 
1otion to adjourn was lost. 
There were 16 in favor of the motion and 18 againstit. It is in the 


ler to aa 


been a roll-call since, which hasdi 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


power of less than a quorum eit! 


the motion to adjourn was lost; 


pired, exce} 


present, and the Chair does not 
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to ascertain whether a quorum was 
hink that is intervening business. 
Cherefore, the Senate having just passed upon a motion to adjourn, 


the Chair thinks it can not be made 


refuse to adjourn. 


has since that time trans- 


again until business shall have in- 
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tervened, and the only business pending now before the Senate is the 


motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
until to-morrow at 11 o'clock, wh 


proceed to the consideration of executive business 
Mr. COCKRELL. IL ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 


The veas and nays were ordered, and the Secré 


the roll. 
Mr. BROWN (when his name 


Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu ]. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 


the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ‘ 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 


ator from Maryland [ Mr. GoRMAN }. 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. JONES]. 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 


Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL ]. 


Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON }. 


Mr. SABLN (when his name was called). 


ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL ]. 


vote *‘ yea.’’ 


Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 


se 


should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


The roll-call was concluded. 


the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, Evsris]. 


tucky were here, I should vote ‘‘ ¥ea.’’ 


thry 


Senate adjourn 


ich takes precedence of the motion to 


procee ded to call 


[Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should vote “ yea.”’ 


as called). I am paired with the Le 
I am paired with 
QUAY]. 
I am paired with the Sen- 
I am paired with i 
I am paired with the 
I am paired with the 
[am paired with the Sen- 
I am paired with the I 
If he were here, I should 
I am paired with the 
]. If he were present, I 
' 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. My colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] is paired with 
If the Senator from Ken- 
Mr. PALMER. iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
% 


[Mr. CAMERON ]. 


At this point theClerk of the House of Representatives appeared be- 


low the bar of the Senate, bearing a message from the House. 
Is there objection to the Senate re- 
ceiving a message from the House of Representatives before the result 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


of the vote is announced ? 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If there isa quorum and it is not contrary 


to order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. .I object. Let us stand by the order. 


It is contrary to order; but is there 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 
The result was announced, as follows: 


YEAS—17. 


Allison, Cullom, 
Blair, Dawes, 
Bowen, Edmunds, 
Chace, Hawley, 
Chandler, Hiscock, 


Hoar, 
Riddleberger, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Stewart, 


NAYS—7. 


Bate, Gibson, 
Call, Hampton, 


Payne, 
Ransom, 


ABSENT—52. 


Aldrich, Dolph, 
Beck, Eustis, 
Berry, Evarts, 
Blackburn, Farwell, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, 
Brown, Frye, 
Butler, George, 
Cameron, Gorman, 
Cockrell, Gray, 
Coke, Hale, 
Colquitt, Harris, 
Daniel, Hearst, 
Davis, Ingalls, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Massachusetts the yeas are 17, the nays 7. 





being disclosed, there 


Jones of Arkansas, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
MePherson, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 

Morrill, 
Paddock, 
Palmer, 

Pasco, 

Platt, 

Plumb, 


Stockbridge, 
Wilson of Iowa. 


enn 


Saulsbury. 





Pugh, : 
Quay, 
Reagan, 
Sabin, 
Spooner, 
Stanford, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, i 
Walthall, 4 
Wilson of Md. 


Upon the motion of the Senator from 


The absence of a quorum 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. HOAR. Let us hear what the Chair decides. 
The Chairannounces that thecall- 
ing of the roll discloses the absence of a quorum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray 


The result was 
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3erry, 
Call 
Cockrell 


Allison, 
Blair, 
Bowen, 
Chace 
Chandler, 


Aldrich, 
Beck, 
slackburn, 
slodgett, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 
Eustis, 
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announced, as follows 











Cullom vart 
Dawes, Stockbr 
Edmund erger, Wilso 
Hawley, 
Hiscock n 

ABSENT iL 
Evarts, Tones of N : Quay 
Farwell, Ker a 
Faulkne McPhe poner 
Frye, ' 1 G 
Gorman, itehe Pelle 
Gray, Mor hur 
Hale, Padd Ves 
Harris, Pasco Voo 
Hearst Pla Ww a 
Ingalls P 
7 , 


f 


Missouri, the yeas are 16 and the nays are 18. The m 
agreed to, and the want of a quorum being disclosed by 


the vote, the Secr 


etary will proceed to call the ro! 


— . 
NT pro tempore. On the motion of the Sena 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 


to their names: 


Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blair, 
Bowen, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Chace, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


The PRESIDE 


Callom Ingalls Sawyer, 
Dawes, Manderson Sherman, 
Edmunds, Mitcl Spooner 
Evarts Morgatr Stewart 
Faulkner Palmer, Stockbri 
Frye, Pasco, Teller, 
Gibson, Payne Wilson 
Hampton Ransom Wil 
Hawley, Re 
Hiscock, Ri 
NT pro tempore. The call of the roll di 
presence of forty-two Senators, more thanaquorum. ‘The Se 


Colquitt Hoar, 








receive a message from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 


Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the 
ate to the bill (H. R. 10234) making ap] 


ments of the Sen 


for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending Jur 
and for other purposes, and asked a conference with the \« 


disagreeing votes 





of the two Houses there 


YRO nD 
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Mr. HOAR. 


on one of the appropriation bills, in very much the same condition as 


the Senator from Connecticut now is. There was an amendment to an 
appropriation bill that I advocated with great earnestness and which 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] resisted with all his zeal and | 
ability—and everybody knows that that Senator’s zeal and ability are | 
very great, for he is thoroughly in earnest—and the Senate agreed by 
a very small majority to the amendment which I had moved. 

The Senator from Kansas was put upon the conference committee. 
I then made to the Chair the same suggestion which the Senator from 
Connecticut has now made to the Senate. The President of the Senate 
at the time was the then Senator from Illinois, Mr. Davis, and the con- 
clusion was come tothat, as there were several other matters in issue, 
he could not pick out one rather than another, and say that that alone 
must be considered in making up the conference committee on the 
part of the Senate, and he pursued the usual rule to appoint members 


of the Committee on Appropriations. The result was that the Senator 
from Kansas held on to my amendment, going before the House con 
ferees with the same tenacity with which he had fought it in the Sen 


ate If I had been on the conference committee myself I should have | 


lost it. As it was, it was saved. 
Mr. ALLISON. May I say a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 


word? 

The Chair will state that, in theory, 
+ 
by the Chair. In fact, they are designated by the friends of the meas- 
ure; and, upon appropriation bills, have been uniformly the subcom- 
mittees of the Committee on Appropriations having in charge the par 
ticular bill. The Chair is ready to be instructed, or to take the sense 
of the Senate on the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I! say one word in reply to the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from lowa may proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair has stated the usual custom respecting 
appropriation bills. I think I can say in connection with what has 
been said by the Senator from Massachusetts, that it has been the uni- 


If there be no objection the Senator 


form custom of the Appropriations Committee, without reference to | 


their action in the Chamber, to stand by the views of the Senate re- 
lating to all items in appropriation bills, The theory, as I understand 
it, of these conference committees is that the members of the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate shall represent the Senate, and not the 
views of the persons comprising the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw my suggestion, Mr. President. 
no motion—only a suggestion, and I withdraw even that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The managers of the conference will 
stand as previously announced, 


I made 


ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to make one observation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator from Massachusetts proceeding. 

Mr. HOAR. While I am of opinion that at the time ofadjournment, 
without regard to the question of a quorum, it is in the power of the 
Senators present to adjourn to a day certain, or toan hour certain, not- 
withstanding the existence of a previous order of the Senate, fixing an- 
other time to which the Senate sball adjourn—and I think that acon- 
sideration of what would be the condition of the Senate on the first 
day, before they had passed their usual standing order to meet at 12 
o'clock, will demonstrate that—yet I am informed that after the vote 
to-day several Senators on both sides of the Chamber went to Atlantic 
City, relying on the vote of the Senate to adjourn until Monday. Under 
those circumstances I think, myself, that it would be questionable, and 
subject to debate, whether it would be just to those Senators to insist 
on a motion which would practically reverse the earlier action of the 
Senate. I therefore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understand it is not proper to make a 
motion to adjourn after having made remarks. I desire to state to the 
Senate just this— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Virginia may proceed. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A motion to adjourn is not debatable— 
certainly not before any more than after. I desire simply to say that 
it is apparent to the Senate that what is to be called a tariff bill is to 
be brought in here in conflict with the fisheries treaty; and the tactics 
of the opposition to both is to adjourn at every time they can, and to 
meet at the latest hour they can. 

I mean to raise this further point to-morrow morning, that that busi- 
ness which has come into this Senate after the disclosure of a failure 
of a quorum on a roll-call is not law, and can not be made law, because 
there was no motion in order after the disclosure of the want of a quo- 
rum except to revert to the original motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of legislative business; and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned to Monday, August 6, 1888, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


If there be no objection, the Senator 


the managers of a conference on the part of the Senate are appointed | 
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I was myself at one time, in regard to an amendment | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 3, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


| H. MILBuRN, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PAUL BUTLER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of an 
appropriation to pay a judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of Paul 
Butler for royalty on hook attachments, used at the national armory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BAcon, until Tuesday next, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DARGAN, for ten days. 

Yo Mr. West, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OMAHA. 

The SPEAKER. Some days ago the House refused to agree to the 
report of a committee of conference on the bill providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Omaha. Since then the motion to recon- 
sider that vote has been made, and is still pending. It is necessary, 
therefore, to withdraw that report from the Senate; and if there be no 
objection an order will be made directing the Clerk to request its re- 


| turn. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1560) to extend the provisions of ‘‘An act to provide 
for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the vol- 
unteer forces,’’ and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7398) to subdivide the eastern judicial district of Lou- 
isiana, and to fix the time and place for holding terms of court therein; 

A bill (H. R. 8783) to authorize the Kentucky Rock Gas Company 
to iay conduit pipes across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 9056) to protect purchasers of lands lying in the vicinity 
of Denver, Colo., heretofore withdrawn by the executive department 
of the Government as lying within the limits of certain railroad grants, 


| afterward held to lie without such limits; 


A bill (H. R. 9077) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company to extend a side track into square No. 1025, in the city 
of Washington; and 

A bill (H. R. 10604) to authorize the Winona and Southwestern Rail- 
road Com pany to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, 
Minn. 

ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate, in accordance with the request of the 
House of Representatives, has returned to the House the concurrent 
resolution the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution authorizing the printing of 39,000 copies of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that should have been a joint 
instead of a concurrent resolution; and I ask unanimous consent to re- 
consider the action of the House heretofore taken, with a view toamend- 
ing the resolution to make ita joint instead of a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made; and 
the question is on ordering the joint fesolution to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 210) was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the metion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HISTORY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced by request a bill 
(H. R. 11086) providing for the purchase of the manuscript and copy- 
right of the History of the District of Columbias’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZA A. CUTLER JONES 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend from Missouri [Mr. Burnes] 
has withdrawn objection to the bill presented, and I desire to have it 
considered this morning. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones, 
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The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 


The bill was read, as follows 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 








Be it enacted, ete That t} be paid Mrs. Eliza A. Cutler Jones, of Scottsv 
Monroe County, New York, the sum of $5.000 i five ullments of 
$1,000 each, out of any n ey that may hereafter for ti € 
and benefit of the Cheyenne Indians 

I IY NTT ’ Se ws ; 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The S« t Co 1ittee on Indian Depredation Claims, to whom was referr¢ 
the bill (I. R. 6619) for the relief of Eliza A. Cutler Jones, submit the follo 
report 


Your com 
with several ot i 
Kansas, near Fort Dodge, in March, 1874, was ruthlessly murdered by ar 
band of Cheyenne Indians; that Congress, t 
this kind, has paid to Mrs. O. I’. Short and Mrs. James Shaw, whose hus 
and sons constituted the other men rs of the party at the time of th 
cre, $5,000 each as compensation for their loss 

Your committee think therefore tha 





ttee find that Henry C, Jones, the son of the claimantin this ca 





while engaged in the survey of public lands in the § 


ess, recognizing the justness of cl 





the claimant, who is now oldand 

















should receive a similar amount as compensation oss of 
was then a youth of twenty-one years, unmarried, and ym W 
pended for supp und accordingly ré imend the passage of the 


PEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This claim I have no dot 
is a good claim as far as the merits are concerned, but it belongs to the 
class of claims for the settlement of which we have just provided, so 
far as the action of the House is concerned, a tribunal, in a bill passed 
for a commission on Indian depredation claims. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I beg my friend’s pardon. That 
pertains to property destroyed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the 
tleman who had charge of that bill whether it covered this character of 
claims? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
cases that have been paid off. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE], who had charge of the bill 

establishing this commission, whether this claim would come und 
the jurisdiction of that commission ? j 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I do not think so. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think it does. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This is for a son who was murdered 
and the other cases where there were parties killed at the same time 
have all been provided for by former action of the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why was this not provided for? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I donot know. This money is taken 
from the annual annuities of the Indians; it does not come out of the 
‘Treasury at all. 

Mr. PEEL. What is the amount? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. [Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I understand this is an appropriation out of a 
trust fand—out of the annuities due these Indians under treaty. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It has been done in the other cases. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. But this is a trust fund out of which this ap- 
propriation is to be made. Now, [ desire to know whether these In- 
dians or any agent for them have been heard? We are acting in this 
matter, as I understand, without hearing the Indian side of the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The same action has been taken in the 
cases of the others who were murdered in that party. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] to explain to the House why this claim was left out when 
the other claims were settled. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That I am unable to explain 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to aska question. It is stated that 
this is to be paid out of any money hereafter to be appropriated for th« 
benefit of the Cheyenne Indians. We do not know that there will be 
any other moneys due them. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
be paid. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know that we have any money that will 
be due them. I would like to have the bill read again. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LUCY M. SWINNEA AND MARY E. HANSERD. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask to have the Committee of the Whole dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8127) for the 
relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary E. Hanserd, and that it be now 
considered. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and | 


The SP 


This is precisely the same as other 


If there be not, then it will not have to | 
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isiy a Just one, and we there » re mmend the passag 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 
igrossed and read a third time; and | 


rhe bill was ordered to be et 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R 
4318) to provide for the erection of a public building at the city of New 
Berne, N. C. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 


I call for the regular order. 


I demand the regular order 











The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
STATUES OF RICHARD STOCKTON AND GENERAL PHILIP KEARN 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMED 
Sir: Ihave the honor to inform you thatin response to the invita i 
Congress to each of the States ‘“‘to provide and furnish statues, in marble or 
bronze, of two distinguished persons Who have been citizens thereof, and is 
trious for the historic renown, or from distinguished civil or milits serv 
s,’’ to be placed in the old hall of the House of 
of tl United States, t State of New Jersey ha 
Richard Stockton, member of the Cont ital ¢ 
signer of the Declaration of Indepe e, emir 
a statesman, and a bronze statue of p Kearny, captain and f 
roons in the war with Mexico, and major-general in the United States vo 
teer army, who, distinguished in two co tries for 3 cops} ious braver 
id m tary accomplishments ost his the sé € ot ~ i 
Chantilly, Va., September 1, 1562 
ese statues, now in eN onal Statuary Hall at the ¢ a v 
‘ ted to the ¢ ess < @ United States be t « : eo 
i contribu m to the « < n of stat Ss « I ous Ame 
Very resp y 
RORT. & I \ 
( Jersey 


Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the H e of Representa 


Mr. PHELPS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 











tion of the resolution which I send to the desk, setting apart August 
21, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, for the consideration of a concurrent 
resolution in connection with the matter of the communication just 
read. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That Tuesd the 2ist day of A st, at 2 lock in the afterno 
resolution 
R ed by the House of Representatit s icurrin thar 
of Congress be presented tothe governor, and through! to the people, of New 
Jersey for the statues of Robert Stockton i | » Kearny, whose names 
re so honorably identified with the tory of the State and the ted Stats 
Resolved, That these works of art are accepted the nar of the 1ited Stat 
d are assigned places the old ft House f Repre es, alrea 
a As j Vv ‘ f¢ g 2 « € ‘ ‘ 1 ’ A a < 
of these res« 4, sl ed | t res nt of the Se ‘ i e Speaker 
the House of R sentatives, be transmitted to the governor of New Jerse, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest to the gentleman from New Jer ey tl 
he name an earlier day. 


Mr. PHELPS As this resolution 1s a concurren resolution, if 


seemed both necessary and courteous in fixing the date t ynsult with 
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the Senators from the State of New Jersey, and it seemed more in har- 
mony with their vie and their convenience to select the day named 
in the resolution, their purpose being to have the same day fixed in 
the nate ' t the concurrent resolution may be disposed of at the 
8a { th H S 
I I ; reed 
OR OF BUSINESS. 
hk KINRIDGE, of | Ark as. Mr. Speaker—— 
eSPEAKER. Does the ge Sloman withdraw his demand for the 
‘ ai oid i 
. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the demand for 
th ilar order for the purpose of having considered the pending 
bill only, as I understand that this side of the House is behind as to 
bills of this c} c nd that this one will about equalize the mat- 
ter 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to state that he withdraws the demand merely 
for the purpose of having = bill from that side of the House passed. 


\ 


Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
meni. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] that the last bill of this character which passed here came 
froin his side of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I have been six weeks trying to get recognition 
to pass a little bill, but the whole time of the House has been dealt 
with in this way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that if there are any bills on that side of the House that are 
not in the nature of public-building bills, I will yield 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. One or two gentlemen over there have taken up 
the entire time of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded and there is noth- 
ing before the House. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports on bills of a private nature. 


That is exactly my state 





BRIG. GEN. ABSALOM BAIRD. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
vith a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (S. R. 59) au- 
thorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, United States Army, te accept 
from the French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of Com- 
mander of the National Order of the Legion of Honor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SAM RICE Post. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R, 11045) for the relief 
of Sam Rice Post, No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of lowa; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY G. CONRAD. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 751) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry G. Conrad; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BAUMANN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3503) granting 
a pension to Henry Baumann; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN C. BRIGHT. 


Mr. LANE also, irom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2489) granting 
a pension to Benjamin C. Bright; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


GERTRUDE FEESE. 


LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8578) granting 


a pension to Gertrude Feese; which was referred to the Commitiee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET FE, ADAMSON. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2939) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Adamson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


| 
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MRS. MARY MORRISON ELLIOTT. 
Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Morrison Elliott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
MARY E. COTRILL. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back ‘ee ibly _ bill (S. 3255) granting a pension to Mary E. Cot- 
rill, widow of U. B. Cotrill; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MES. BRIDGET HACKETT. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. bridget 
Hac kett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House « on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT BIVANS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 9944) granting a pension to Robert 
Bivans; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. SCOTT. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 10619) granting an increase of pension 
to Francis M. Scott; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE SCHAEFER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8533) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
granting a pension to George Schaefer,’’ approved July 6, 1886; which 

vas laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
ELISHA BLACK. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 102) granting a pension to Elisha Black; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

EMELIA MUMM. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to 
Emelia Mumm; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON CHAPMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson 
Chapman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NANCY POLOCK. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2567) granting a pension to Nancy 
Polock; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY STURGESS. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2913) granting a pension to Mary 
Sturgess; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

STEPHEN BUTLER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to Stephen 
Butler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PATRICK WELCH. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3130) granting a pension to Patrick 
Welch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NANCY A. HAYES. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (8S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy 
A. Hayes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
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Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3935) granting a pension to Willi 
Thields; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were s 
ally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
printed, namely 
bill (HH. 
bill (H, I 
bill (H. 1] 
bill (H. I 
bill (H. 1] 
bill (H. 1] 
] 
I 
j 





Bentley; 


pension to Ruth N. 
) for the relief of Josiah Elkins; 

. 7951) granting a pension to Gustav E. Peters; 
. 170) granting a pension to Charles Banks; 
8150) granting a pension to Jesse Campbell; 

3157) granting’a pension to Mary Baker; 

. 10302) granting a pension to Louisa A. Nicholson; 
208) granting a pension to Calvin C. Pratt; 

8393) to place the name of Sarah E. Zaring on the pe 





bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (Hi. 
sion-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 5469) g 
Agelo M. Crapsey; 
A bill (H. R. 7170) granting a pension to James Ball; 
A bill (H. R. 2240) 
A bill (H. R. 2532) 


A bill (H. R. 2270) 


Set bb t> ddd & 


ranting a pension to 


John Crapsey, father « 


granting a pension to John C. Adams; 
for the relief I’redericka Eichler; and 
granting a pension to Mrs. Laura M. Cheek. 














BENJAMIN F. BURNHAM 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7988) to iner 
the pension of Benjamin F. Burnham; which was referred to the Co 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA BROWN. 
Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ré 


ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2977) granting 

a pension to Henrietta Brown; which was referred to the Committee of 

the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyir 

report, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. JANE FLYNN, 

Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, r 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1683) grant 
@ pension to Mrs. Jane Flynn; which was referred to the Commit 
ot the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ré 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3650) granting a pension to Jar 
McKinney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Ho 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, order 
to be printed. 
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JOHN M. KRUNK. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 107 
granting a pension to John M. Krunk; which was referred to the C 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with th: 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MILTON WALLEN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1 
granting a pension to Milton Wallen; which was referred to the ( 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the a 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
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NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTE, WASHINGTON. 
Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Education, reported back 


favorably the bill (H. R. 10177) to incorporate the trustees of the Na- | 


‘ 


tional Industrial Institute in Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, JOHNSON CITY, TENN. 

Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 5685, a bill (H. 
Ji. 11087) to establish a circuit and district court at Johnson City, Tenn. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 

The bill H. R. 5685 was ordered to be Jaid on the table. 

FORT WALLACE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers of the conference 
on the part of the Honse on the bill (H. R. 8310) to provide for the 
disposition of Fort Wallace military reservation in Kansas the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr, WASHINGTON, and the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. TURNER. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise for a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to antagonize the consideration of the Pri- 
vate Calendar with the unfinished business of yesterday. 

(he SPEAKER. The gentleman can do that in two ways. He may 
induce the House to refuse to agree to the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, or he can move to dispense with the consideration of pri- 
vate business. Then the consideration of the unfinished business in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union would have 
precedence. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I move to dispense with the consideration of 
private business for to-day. 

The motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed to—ayes 74, noes 57. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BURNES], now that the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar has been dispensed with, to allow me to make a mo- 
tion that Wednesday, August 15, after the reading of the Journal, be 
set apart for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I shall object to that unless two days 
are set apart for the consideration of bills from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. My special reason is 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HI, R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 9, page 66, insert: 

Sree. 4. That forthe payment of the following claims certified to be due by the 
several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appropriations, 
the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under 
the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under appropriations 
heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the fiscal year of 1885, 
and prior years, and which have been certified to Congress under section 2, act 
of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in House Executive Document 393, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session, there is appropriated as follows: 

‘ War Department claims allowed by the Second Auditor and Second Comp- 
troller: Pay of two and three years volunteers of 187land prior years, $32,039.30 ; 
bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs in 1871 and prioryears, 
$30,660.65 ; bounty act of July 28,1866, prior to July 1, 1830, $5,749.40; pay, etc., of 
the Army for 1886 and prior years, $2,539.95; pay, ete., of the Army for1887, $19.32; 
traveling expenses of California and Nevada volunteers prior to July 1, 1885, 
$136.54; contingencies of the Army 1885, and prior years, $1,376.15. 

*““War Department claims allowed by the Third Auditor and Second Comp- 
troller: Refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers, $3,405.87 ; 
horses and other property lost in the military ennwian peee to July 1, 1885, $14,- 


149.27 ; commutation of rations to prisoners of war and to soldiers on furlough 
prior to July 1, 1885, $2,348.50." 


The amendment was agreed to. 





| 


| 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The Committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. 
ht. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. Bostatter from the charge of fraudulent 
enlistment. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on their amend- 
ment to the bill (H. Rk. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, and asked for a couference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on said bill. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ment, non-concurred in by the House, to the bill (H. R. 7708) to in- 
crease the pension of Annie Gibson Yates; agreed to the conference 
asked by the House, and had appointed as conierees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. SAWYER, Mr. BLAIR, and Mr. FAULKNER. 

The message also announced that the Secretary of the Senate had 
been directed to return to the House of Representatives, in compliance 
with its request, the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 182) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon, at Omaha, Nebr. 

The message further announced that the Senate had appointed Mr. 
MANDERSON in place of Mr. DAVIS as one of the conferees on the part 
of the Senate on the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton with therank and grade of colonel. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
1324) providing for an additional associate justice of the supreme court 
of Wyoming, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. LAIRD. ,I have the consent of the gentleman from Missouri to 
recur to page 61 for the purpose of offering an amendment prior to 
going into discussion of the French spoliation claims, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 9, page 61, insert: 

‘*For the payment of claims for arrears of pay and bounty to Union soldiers, 
or their legal representatives, already certified by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department and to be certified up to and including June 30, 1889, 
$1,500,000, as follows: 

‘** Pay, ete., of the Army, $15,000; pay of twoand three years volunteers, $530,- 
000; bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs, $630,000; bounty 
under act of July 28, 1866, $125,000; total, $1,300,000.” 


Mr. BURNES. I have consented that my friend from Nebraska [ Mr. 
LAIRD] may present that amendment, but it is subject to a point of 
order, That point of order I make, which is that it changes existing 
law. 

Mr. REED. There is no objection to offering the amendment. 

Mr. BURNES. It may be as well to exclude it now. 

Mr. REED. I understand the question is simply upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. LAIRD. I wish to make one suggestion to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill. Of course it is manifest to him and to every mem- 
ber of the House who has attended to the reading of the amendment, 
and whois conversant with the history of these claims, that this issimply 
in anticipation of the allowances that will be made by the accounting 
officers in the course of business. This amendment makes it possible 
for these claimants to receive their pay in the order of the allowances, 
instead of having to wait for a year or more for the action of the com- 
mittee and the Congress. I do not concede that it is subject to the 
point of order, but even though it be so, it is not taking any advan- 
tage of the Government, while it is doing athing whieh in conscience 
ought to be done for these claimants. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman {rom Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] have 
the kindness to state what existingJaw he regards this as in conflict 
with ? 

Mr. BURNES. In objecting to the consideration of thisamendment, 
I do it because the proposition is not in order, inasmuch as it changes 
existing law; and in answerto the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REeep], 
I refer him to the act, called the ‘‘ covering-in act,’’ of March 3, 1874. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman surely does not consider that this 
amendment is in conflict with that law, because that act simply pro- 
vides for covering in unexpended balances which used to be employed, 
but which are no longer employed. 

Mr. BURNES. The law requires the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to certifiy these claims to Congress for consideration. That 
is the existing law; so understood, so stated in thestatute. This is to 
appropriate $1,300,000 in advance of the certification, and therefore I 
object to the further consideration of the proposition. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me very plain that this is 
not in opposition to any existing law, because all these accounts are 
certified under laws which already exist, and this is only a question of 
making an appropriation to pay them. Congress can just as well, the 
House can just as well, make the appropriation in advance of the de- 
cisions which are to be made by the accounting officers in accordance 
with law as make it afterwards. Such was the custom some time ago 


with regard to these claims, and it is a custom which certainly ought 
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of thei 1 s f i the to ears, 8 y to give Congress an 
portunity, through Ap] riations Committe to revise the de 
ions of the constituted officers of the Ge nment ich de 
evel ne KNOWS a is hard against the creditors of the I ted St 
as anybody on earth couid be found to make, except a subcom t 
of the Com ttee on Appropriations of the House of it 
[t is just as proper for Congress to make at ropriation in a 
of t ictual decision of tl inditors a lers as it is for ¢ 
ress to make an appropriation for the ! tion of a public b 
ing, the construction of which has already been authorized by la 
ince of the rece pt of the contractor’s bid. I certainly h t 





the Chair will so decide this question, that men who have beer 
judged in accordance with law to be creditors of the Govern! 
receive their pay. é 

I remember a poor man in my district, a soldier, who had been 
hich belonged to him, and wl 


to obtain an amount which, to 


out of a small sum, less than $100, w 


was obliged to wait over a year in ord 


my knowledge, he sadly needed. I am very sure that that case | 
it many parallels, and I think the amendment of the gentle 


trom Nebraska [Mr. LAtRp] is in accordance with sound sense, 
decent humanity, and in no way in conflict with the best inte: 
of the United States Government. 


For my part I would rather that 
once in awhile a claim should pass the auditors which could not pas 
the Committee on Appropriations than that all I 


men, but especially 
of this class, who are creditors of the United States, should have t 
claims postponed month after month and year after year. It takes] 
enough to get a claim through, Heaven knows. ‘The officers o 
Government, all of them, in the executive department, when they 
ceive a claim of this kind, seem to sit down and endeavor to find | 
they can escape payment of it, and when we add to that difficult 
new revision of these claims by the Committee on Appropriations, I do 





think that we are saddling these creditors of the Government with a 
y h is too heavy to be borne. Therefore, unless the st 
letter of the law will justify the Chairman in ruling this amendment 
out, I hope the House will have an opportunity to vote upon it, 
cause I ain sure that its justice and gighteousness will commend it to 
every mau who hears me. 

Mr. LAIRD rose. 

ir. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I think I have been sufficiently 
dulgent toward the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. LArrp]. If this were a new question | 
might be entirely willing to yield further and to have time occupied in 
the continued discussion of this matter. But, si 
tion. This proposition is in contravention of the settled polic 
gress ever since 1874. It is in contravention or the practice which 
prevailed here, and of the decisions of this House upon this very que 
tion. 

Now, I will only say as a matter of history and as a warning to mem 
bers of the House, that it has been but a year or two since a chief ot 
division in the Department under consideration manufactured applic: 
tions in horse cases, manufactured the testimony, and got away with 
some $12,000 of the money of the Government 

Mr. REED Did the Committee on Appropriations revise that mat- 
ter or examine into it ? 

Mr. BURNES. I say that the fraud has been ascertained, the fact 
have been ascertained. 

Mr. REED. Did the committee pass on those cases? 

Mr. BURNES. Iam not prepared to‘say—— 

Mr. REED. If they did, and if those claims escaped that safeguar: 
it would appear that we must have another. 

Mr. BURNES. Perhaps the committee did not carefully scan the 
action of these accounting officers of the Treasury-—— 

Mr. REED. Then it is evident that their scanning is of no good 

Mr. BURNES. Very well; becatfse the Committee on Approp 
tions may make a mistake with regard to the examination of :ome 
the ten thousand claims which come before them, that is no r 
why we should undertake to change existing law upon an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. REED. There is no existing law in this case. 

Mr. BURNES. But the fact that what I have stated has been d 
is a sufficient warning to us to follow the law which provides that 
gress shall receive these reports of the accounting officers of t] 
ury and give them consideration. 

Mr. REED. That is, follow a law that did not prevent this lo 

Mr. BURNES. Follow a Jaw that did not prevent this loss. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. Then what is the object of following it? 

Mr. BURNES. We had better followit and be more prudent, mo 


grievance wh 


I 


sir, it is no new ‘ 





1e ire 


scrutinizing in the future. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Because an accident or an oversight 
happened in one instance it does not follow that the course of procedure 
in general is not a sound one. 


Mr. REED. But it is perfectly evident that this catch-all of the 
Appropriations Committee does not do any good. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The rule which the gentleman from | 
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endment was received subject to a point of order 

Mr. REED. Yes; the Chair repeated that statement. 

Mr. CANNON... In addition to that, the gentleman from Missouri, 
as well as the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from Nebraska 
discussed the point of order; and the e two or three others of us 
who want to be heard ! 
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posed not to amount toa public calamity to refuse payment 
the allowance of the claims, and thereupon the appropriation by Con- 





gress to meet such allowance. 
Now, then, instead of there being a statute, to the existen which 
this amounts to a violation, it is simply an absence of law; and the 
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wt 
‘ iM nificance of the repeal of the statute w tion submitted would make an appro ym ¢ ling into the ‘7 
fore 1} tly provided for anticipation of these claims tl iture. In the second p) — 

i i rea tatute I submit that there is 1 ’ Mr. CANNON, Will the gentieman ;: 

statute to the amendment iggested by myselt amounts to a | Mr. BURNES. Iw ld rather that you address t committee again 
violation hile 1 the other hand it is true that all appropriations a1 and let me alone. 
I tion olf the action o! the accounting or law Mr. CANNON. Well, t I will do it I l hter. } 

{ { ippropriation 1s sought to be made, no Mr. BURNES. In this bi ery claim of t yidier for commuta- 
‘ ting | , but in consonance with the right exeeut tion, back pay, bounty, L le f I » to > 15th day of July 


p ied by the accounting officers of the Go is incorporated. Foll ial precedents, when the bill shall have , 
ment reached the Senate, t ody will call for a still later report which 

















tion of public policy, of public decency, and of } vill be within a week of the } of bill. and before the bill be- 

16 Adoption ol the amendment nes law the claims certified to will ha en ippropriated lor. 

( ! . d uy the point of order, Mr. Chain Chat has been the usual pra ee el which I have sent4o 

to do that I want tocall the attention of the Chair spex to the the Chair is explicit to me. » law i h ccounting oflicers 

posed al ent. It appropriates $1,500,000 for the i ywing pul to ascertain and certily these cla » ‘ not for payment, but 

pose | et of the Arm 515,000; pay of two and three r | to certify them to Congress for co lera nd it must have force 

\ { 0.00 to lunteers, ete., $620,000, and bo ty | and effect upon the gentleman who « 3 the <¢ of this commit- 
under the act of July 25, 1866, $125,000. tee. If they are to be sent under the law to Congress for considera- , 

W Chait tta notice of existing law, and when th« iir | tion, what a mockery of t what a cery in nguage it is 

cle » it understa that these claims against the Government are | to say that we will appropri 1 advan 1 pay before considera- 

| claims of record hat is to say, the services are shown l tion! 

I | then after that service is ascertained, W, Sir, it is 1 » dy i op 1 so plain; bu ll 
pass through th ynd Auditor’s Office as to certain it and your attention emphatically to it, that ev presiding « er must ; 
tain other audito1 s to certain other items, and then through give force and effect every statute; and this statute requires these 
hands of t First and Se i Comptroilers, and all through the reg iccounting oflicers of the Treasury to send these claims to Congress, not | 
ular ace ng o rs of the Treasury, each passing upon the clai for appropriation, not for payment, but i juires them to send those 
t re of record and existing under the former law. The fact » | claims for consideration. I ins net irily consideration before : 
hand in hand with the law—the facts appearing of record. payment, Now, having called tte ym to that proposition, I | 
‘ly recollection and understanding are that formerly it was held tl esire to call your attention to a thei t This question has been i 
the appropriati for the payment of these claims or de nst | before this House before. It was brought up here in the last session 

the Government were permanent, and that the covering-in act, to | of Congress; indeed, I believe it was brought up when the deficiency 
which the gentleman has referred, by implication orotherwise led | bill was under consideration this present r. The point was made f 


lyan | when the same question was before the Committee of the Whole 


favor of 





the permanent appropriations. Now, if that be true, if it ism 


ippropriation—the permanent appropriations—and the permanent ay House at this session of Congress, and was then determined in 






propriat 0 ed, and there being no money appro- | the law and in favor of the continued, constant, consistent action of 

priated to pay t i is, existing of record, they have, und iittee on Appropt is. That which has become thesettled 

the practice of the Department, to be certified to Congress for the « hat which has received the sanction of both Houses 
ration of Congress, and when so certified Congress has been in th n years, will not, I trusf, be ruthlessly dis- 

habit in the deficiency bill, as it does in this, of making appropriat ) 1 this geheral appropriation bill. I have said, 

therefor. That, as 1 understand it, is the fact. ‘The permanentappro- | and I again repeat, that it has been the ttled, consistent, and con- 


loubted, to take 





priations, therefore, having been repealed in 1874 for the payment of | tinued policy of Congress, never disturbed and rarely 


1 consid hem, and after consideration to pay them; 





these « what is therein the law, or under the rules of the House, | these claims and consider t 

in prov for the service of the fiscal year 1889—twelve months from | because it is absurd to say that we will pay and then consider. 

the 50th day of Ju st—prohibiting the appropriations of money to | Mr. Chairman, I am well aware that your long service in Congress 

pay these claims as they may be ascertained by the accounting officers | and your knowledge of the facts which have been stated will enable 

of the Treasury ? you toreach aconclusion more accurate and reliable, perhaps, than any- 
| know of no Jaw, I know of no rule, I know of no practice of this | thing I may be able to offerabout the matter. It isabsolutely certain 


House that would prohibit it. Certainly there is nothing in the way | that it has been the established action of Congress. But now as to the 
of public policy, certainly there is nothing in the way of precedent | policy, as my friend from Illinois made some remarks about it, and I 
that prohibits it. If the gentleman complains that this may breed | think I will close with that. By means of this law, and through this 
fraud and therefore the point of order should be sustained, I call the | law, and directed by this law, which requires consideration before pay- 
attention of the Chair to the fact that all appropriations for the Army | ment, this House has, during the period that I have been a member, 


and for the public service that we make in this and other bills for the | saved to the Treasury a very large sum of money. I wish to call your 








coming fiscal year are utilized and the money paid without its passing | attention to the fact that in the Forty-eighth Congress, under this very 

under the scrutiny of Congress. It only passes these same accounting | heading, under the head of horses, commutation, rations, ete., because 

oflicers, they were transportation claims, there were allowed claims aggregating, 
ke the pay of the Army; take the thousands, yes, tens of thou- | I will say, in round numbers, $100,000. 

sands of objects for which we appropriate money for the coming fiscal If there had been an indefinite general opriation, those claims 

year, Con has no further control over the money after it is appro- | would have been paid before consideration, and we would have consid- 





priated for the coming fiscal year. The service is performed, the mat- | ered them after 
ter passes over to the auditor and comptroller and the money is paid. | ations detected the wr 
the Committee on Appropriations detect it? 


Now, wl e is the risk? Observe how this appropriation is guarded. | Mi Ey 
| URNES. Yes, sir: it did. 
EI 


the money was gone; but tl 


1 


1e Com iittee on Appropri- 
ng done, and subsequen 





~ 
— 


‘ 


‘Pay of the Army $15,000; two and three year volunteers and bounty Mr. 











{ 

I 

I ) 
under the act of July 28, 1866.’’ If the act appropriates for services Mr. REED. You had not ascertaired that fact when you were last 
to be performed for the coming year, why can not we appropriate for | on your feet. 
these services which have been performed and are of record? There Mr. BURNES. I was speaking then of a different proposition. 
is not half as much chance for fraud in this case as there is in the Mr. REED. What is this case? 
cases where we appropriate for the coming fiscal year. Why, I find Mr. BURNES. I was speaking a while ago about the matter of the 
nothing in the law that prohibits this appropriation anywhere, and I | defaleation of the chief of a division. 

] 


i 
tEED. And what is this hundred thousand dollar matter that 


lind everything in sound public policy and from the standpoint of hu- Mr. 
manity that would authorize this appropriation to be made in payment | you are speaking of now? 


of the small amounts to multitudes of soldiers who have waited for a Mr. BURNES. This hundred thousand dollars was for claims in be- 
quarter of a century fora pittance which was due them, half of certain insurance companies issuing policies upon steam-boats 








Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? | during the war at Louisville, Ky., and perhaps somewhere else 
As | understand the law does authorize this—— Mr. REED. Whichclaims were discovered to be wrong by the Com- 
Al 


Mr. CANNON, Certainly. mittee on Appropriations ? j 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To determine the liability, and thereis no Mr. BURNES. These insurance companies’ claims were allowed at ! 
law authorizing an appropriation after this determination has been | the Treasury and incorporated into the report 
obtained. | Mr.REED. Are those the ones that were allowed by Mr. Maynard ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is for none except thoseauthorized bylaw. | Mr. BURNES. I willanswer you in a moment. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Where there is a law determining the lia-| Mr.REED. Are they the same claims? 
bility of the Government and recognizing the obligation to pay when Mr. BURNES. They were disallowed by him upon a review, and 
judgment is arrived at. the Committee on Appropriations placed itself in harmony with the 
Mr. BURNES. I will answer my colleague. Inthefirstplace I call | accounting officers of the Treasury, so that that $100,000, which would 


attention to the fact that this 1s.a general deficiency bill making appro- | otherwise have been paid out, were saved, with the approbation of the 


priation for the payment of obligations incurred in the past. The prop- | accounting officers of the Treasury as well as of this House. 4 





— 
J 
x 
I 
I 
4 
A 
> 
Wo 
. 
7 
a 
— 
= 
' 
| 
! 
J 
‘ 
~? 
+. 
° 
wy 
lt 


\ 
' t hig 
; 
< r < if 

i 

. f 
f i 

é 
( ) 1 i ul ( 
l ) e ( i I 
I 1 i < 
t Y 
l 1e ¢ e ( 





2 ee ETT MPN He TT TT 
§ 7 bt © @~ & 7 4 ; 





i \ i ) i + > 
} + 
1 LAt es 
M ( Né t to i { 
) il le 5 ] € é in AT 
i ) 3 ae é y I , ; n : 
} riation { col uf lth tle t ( 
. 
i « i Spec i I ) 4 
I r { ' 
211 all 4 , 
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leman ym Mi ‘ go, placed l ya e 
v of 1 } t i e] + 
Ther rea orted by the ¢ } i 
ypropriations or offered by of amendment, and they | rt ind née ‘ y 
é sible under these word 1 the title, ‘‘for other purposes t 
< . ’ ! 
13 gentleman from Missouri also says that the law req 
of the Treasury Department to rtify these claims. L I t ) 
a : . . 7 . , ' - 
¥ see what there is in that point. Under the ordinary operation < } 
a an appropriation lapses at the end of two years, that is to say, ny rai le 0 


an appropriation has been in operation two years any money > cla of peo; t 
may not have been paid out for the service of the proper 
: covered into the Treasury. If payment from an appropriation is mad 31 1 OU! I 
a within two years, the payment is made without being certified to Con- ling. 

3 gress, and such would be the case after the lapse of the two years we Mr. BURNES. I] 


not the money covered into the Treasury. Whenever the money is | ments longer. 
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Avaust 3, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Notatall. Thisis for the next year. 
This amendment which we are now considering is for the benefit of 
these poor people of whom J have spoken. It extends to June 30, 
1889, and is for $1,300,000. Ifit wasin the bill theamendment would 


| not be necessary now. 


it is alway ratifying to me to hear the distinguished gentleman | 
from Iowa gush, as he always does, when he talks of the ‘‘ poor peo- 
ple’’ of this country. We are taking care of the poor people, and have 
been doing so for years and years just as fast as their claims are ad- 
justed and the amounts ascertained. 

He spe a. ing ** received letters,’’ and also of the fact of these 
claims having Sa n delayed in their consideration four or five years. 


We appropriate year by year up to date for these claims; 
what we do not appropriate for, and this may account, not for the so 
licitude of gentlemen, but for the solicitude with regard to this matter 


n other re spect Pir, 


by the Treasury Department and reported to the first session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, and I find under this head, ‘‘ Horses and other 
property lostin the military service ’’—a very ordinary caption, ‘‘ Horses 
and other property ’’—the following allowances: 

Globe Mutual Insurance Company of St. Louis, Mo . $4,000.00 
The St. Louis Floating Dock Insurance Company SE Mle 4, 000, 00 
The Magnolia Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Cincinnati, 

IO sc cn, unctons tails ealinuimiidiacinanieitans ate liatihi ie ien neil ath nai sumicsensieudtiinns iibdielabcineda 2, 333. 33 
The p heenix Insurance Company of New York 5, 000, 00 
The Magnolia re and Marine Insurance Con ipany of C ine sinnati 3, 000, 00 
City Insurance Company of Cincinnati. ‘ sossasureee — . 8,000.00 
Eureka Insurance Company of Pittsburgh, Pa a aE cece 8, 000,00 
Pheonix Insurance Company of St. Louis, Mo we 5, 000, 00 
American Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio. saneemanees wee =4, 000, 00 
National Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio................cesese00.- vere 693,000.00 
Central Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio................. ; : . 38,000.00 


000, 090 
, 000, 00 
574.19 


United States Insurance Company of St. Louis, Mo..............+ 
American Central Insurance Company of St. Louis, Mo..... ... 

Eureka Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio.. 
Citizens’ Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio............... 

American Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio...... sesee 
Magnolia Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Cincinnati, ‘Ohio 
City Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio. : 

American Central Insurance Company of St. Louis, Mo 

Boatmen’s Insurance and Trust Company of St. Louis, Mo 


math hee oo 
- 





The Sun Mutual Insurance Company of New York..... sccvccesecccesen =, 860.00 
The Commercial Mutual Insurance Company of New York.. recvccce 9461.07 
The Atlantic Mutual Insurance Company of New York.. gecceemencne Tee 
The Washington Marine Insurance Company of New WON Res ccscie ve «+e 4,500.00 
The American Insurance Company of Cincinnati, Ohio..........,...ce00+e0++ 4, 667.00 


ce 


These were the ‘‘horse claims’’ that under the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska would have been paid before consideration 
by Congress. 

Mr. LAIRD. Oh, no; let me correct the gentleman; this item does 
not cover that account atall. It refers only to back pay and bounty. 

Mr. BURNES. I trust the gentleman from Nebraska will be easy 
and keep himself quiet for a few moments. I say if the amendment 
of the gentleman had been in operation at the time the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury allowed these claims, as ‘‘ claims for lost horses, 
and property lost in the military service,’? amounting to about $95,- 
000, it would have stood and would have been paid as for ‘‘ horses 
Jost.’? And so you see wisdom, law, and rule all require us to con- 
sider well before committing ourselves to such a proposition. 

Mr. REED. 
ifthey are due? Is thereany statute that says a corporation shall not 
be paid in this country? 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. 

Mr. REED. What is the objection, then, to paying them? From 
the language of the gentleman it would seem as if there was some sort 
of outrage Seemmiahed every time a payment is made to a corporation, 
no matter on what ground it is based. 

Mr. BURNES. Now my friend waited a long time to make a com- 
plaint about corporations, but I wish to call his attention toa fact con- 
nected with this report. That is the argument under the decisions of 
I. H. Maynard, the Comptroller, that these claims shall be disallowed, 
and disallowing them. If the gentleman means by that that I differ 
from the judgment of Mr. Maynard, he is mistaken; and if he means 
that I am opposing these claims because they are claims of corpora- 
tions, heis mistaken. I oppose this method of legislation because cor- 


[ hold in my hand certified claims ascertained | 





Are you opposed to paying these claims to these people | 


but here is | 





porations are generally the thieves that slip in to the accounting officers | 
of the Treasury and get claims allowed for the loss of horses which have | 


no relation to the loss of horses at all. 

Mr. LAIRD. How do you know? 

Mr. BURNES. My observation is the basis of my suggestion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just aword. I am not going to fol- 
low my friend from Missouri in his expressions of gush. 

Mr. BURNES. None of these ihsurance companies are at Dubuque. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. AsIsaid, Iam not going to follow my 
friend in his expressions of gush. Ithas reached a point that ifa man 
in discussing a question of policy alludes to the poor people of the 
country he is charged with ‘‘gush.’’ If he talks about corporations, 
no matter how severely, he is misrepresented. I donot wantto be driven 
from a cool consideration of this question by that line of talk. Now, 
all this talk about insurance companies does not apply here to this 
amendment. The amendment is specific. I hold itin my hand. It is 
to pay arrears of pay and bounty already certified by the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. BURNES. What is the date of the document you allude to? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certified and to be certified up to 
July, 1889. 


Mr. BURNES. Those certified to are in the bill, 





| 
| 


| cent. I venture to say it will be nothing at all. 


| work to get it through. 


Mr. BURNES. Provision is made 
lowed up to the 15th of July. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. So I understand; but this amend- 
ment is to settle those cases not covered by this bill. The desire is to 
settle these claims which the law provides for as they are allowed, just 
as the soldiers’ pensions are paid when they are found due and payable. 

Mr. REED. We should, of course, be inclined to admit a statement 


+ for all claims that have been al- 


| made about how much the Committee on Appropriations has done in 


the way of preserving the money of the Government but for the fact 
that I remember one case where it cost the Government over $100,000. 
It seems that its judgment in that relation could hardly be superior 
to the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States, and it de- 
layed the passage of a bill which had the sanction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in a manner which cost the United States more 
than $100,000, so that I beg leave to offset that against this imaginary 
case where the committee is supposed to have saved the Government 
money. 

Now, the proposition is this: During the whole of the next fiscal year 
there will be from time to time claims which will be certified to be 
correct and payable by the United States Government, and these cer- 
tificates will be made by the authorized officials of this Government, 


| who, we are bound to presume, will be as honest as the Committee on 
| Appropriations and who have 
| Now, then, at the end of the next year this committee will make ap- 
| propriations which will pay these bills. 


more thorough methods of investigation. 


But every man who has had 
a bill certified during the month of July will have to wait at least until 
the next 4th of March to obtain a dollar of his money. That is not 
only the fact in regard to that individual, but it has been erected by 
this Committee on Appropriations into asystem. 

I say that system is a gross wrong to the creditors of the Government; 
and this is so evident to the gentleman from Missouri that he makes 
no reply to that direct charge. But he says if you run the claims 
through the Committee on Appropriations there will be more delay, 
and therefore more chance of detecting any rascality. Now, I sub- 
mit to this House that that is a very strange position. Do you believe 
the possibility of the detection of false claims against the Government 
by the Committee on Appropriations is worth the inconvenience to 
which you put every solitary creditor of the United States? If you say 
some Government officers will steal the Government ought to bear the 
loss, and not the creditors the inconvenience; and so far as my expe- 
rience is concerned (and I have been here ten years), I would not give 
the one-quarter of a tenth of 1 per cent. for any protection that the 
Committee on Appropriations gives. I never have seen, and defy the 
gentleman to point out to me, one single instance where they have 
saved the Government against the dishonesty of Government officials. 
I venture to say that the saving will not be a quarter of a tenth of 1 per 
It is simply that the 
committee is desirous of keeping power, is desirous of having all these 
mattersstayinits hands. Why, when theGovernmentappointsitsown 


| officers and those officers admit its indebtedness, and these gentlemen, 


except in a few instances, always pay these claims alter the delay ofa 
year, is it right or is it wrong to establish the system of paying the 
money when the Government officers declare it to be due? No man 


| need be here in Washington to know that every Government oflicial 


in the Departments, from the very nature of the case, sits down to con- 
sider claims against the Government, not for the purpose of approving 


them, but for the purpose of seeing if he can discover any way by which 
» to prevent their payment. 


Why do I say that that is natural? Be- 
cause the official gets no advantage from the payment of an honest 
claim that isdisputed. On the contrary, he isliable to get opprobrium 
from the newspapers. The whole tendency is against the claimant. 
Every Government official instinctively assumes an attitude of op- 

position toaclaim. I had a little anyeienes once with regard to the 
claim of a constituent of mine amounting to$150. Thecase was so ab- 
solutely plain that there could be no reasonable dispute about it. The 
like of it had been paid time and time again, but the first officer before 
whom it came had given it a bad ‘‘slam’”’ and it took six months’ 
I followed it up with pretty much the feeling 
that a man has with reference to a salmon that he is fishing for; he 
does not care so much about the salmon as he does about catching it. 
[Laughter.] But, as I have said, it took six months’ work to get 
through that plain little claim, because somebody had messed it up 
when it first got before the Department. That case gave me an insight 
to the feeling that exists among Department officials with reference to 
claims against the Government, and I say that if we can not trust the 
interests of the Government with people who approach these claims with 
that kind of feeling, if we have got to add to the difficulties in the way 
of theclaimant the scrutiny of the gentleman from Missouri and his col- 
leagues on the Committee on Appropriations, the operations of whose 
minds we have seen so often in this House, it is pretty hard for the 
creditors of the United States. [Laughter.] 
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no more reason for saying that this isan attack uponexisting law tl 

there would be for insisting that it was an attack upon existing law 
for us to appropriate for a building the construction of which w: 
already aut zed by law, or for the maintenance of the Army and the 


until we had had the bills brought in before the Committe: 
ppropriations and audited by them Phat is not the way to cond 
a government; it is not a way in which the Army and the Navy « 
be carried on, and it is not a decent way in which to treat the creditors 
vernment of the United States. 
Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a distincti 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] does not challenge 
legal right to consider this amendment, but he challenges the propo 
tion on account of the abuses which he assumes are liable to aris¢ 
is adopted. That is, he assumes that the officers of the Government 
will violate this law, and argues that therefore the law should not be 
And, Mr. Chairman, the instance cited by the gentleman {fron 
Missouri is in no wise germane to this proposed amendment. It does 
not belong to the class of claims named in tke amendment. By 1 
possible construction of this amendment could anybody lug in 
claim of an insurance company, or any such claim. This amendm: 
is limited in its terms to the soldiers of the late war or their legal 
resentatives, and is confined to certain classes of claims, two in num 
ber. The gentleman has been pleased to animadvert on some of the 
sentiments expressed by gentlemen in support of the legal proposition 
and of this proposed policy. If anybody were disposed to be so 
polite toward the very polite gentleman from Missouri, he might d 
scribe the gentleman’s efforts to condemn an amendment to pay thes« 
soldiers’ claims upon the ground that the auditing officers might abus« 
the law by allowing claims of insurance companies and other corpora 
tions, as a piece of small pettifogging. 
BUTTERWORTH. The amount due is to be determine: 

ply by an inspection of the record. 

fhe CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Nebra 
[Mr. LAIRD] has submitted an amendment to come in after line 9, pa 
G1, of the bill. The head-line of this paragraph of the hill is, ‘'W 
Department: Claims allowed by the S:cond Auditor and Second Comp 
troller,’’ and this amendment is ‘‘ for the payment of claims of arr 
of pay and bounty to Union soldiers or their legal representativ 
ready certified by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart 
or to be certified, up to and including June 30, 1889, $1,300,000, as 
follows.’? Then follows a detailed statement of the amounts under 
each particular act of Congress under which the liability ari-ves. 

(he Chair is of the opinion that whatever may be audited at this 
time or during this fiscal year is an expenditure previously author 
ized by law; and the Chair is also of opinion that it is immateria 
whether the claims were allowed during the past fiscal year or in the 
present fiscal year, this not being a question of allowance or time o 
allowance, but a question of whether there is a legal obligation to } 
and whether the claims have been previously authorized by law. That 
point in the argument, the Chair is of opinion, is not well taken 

The point which seems to the Chair to govern this matter is contained 
in clause 2 of the act of July 7, 1884 (Statutes at Large, volume 23, pa 
256), as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall at the commencement of each session 
of Congress report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been allows 
in whole or :n part to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and the Pre 
siding Officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respective House 
for consideration. 


The Chair understands this provision of law to apply to this class of 
cases. If it were simply a question as to whether these claims had 
been laid before the House at the beginning of the session. or had been 
transmitted to the Speaker, the Chair would be inclined to hold that 
that part of the provision was merely directory, and if they had gotten 
here in any other way they would be before the House for considerati 
But this clause requires that the amount due to each claimantshall be 
certified to Congress forconsideration. Now, if this amendment could 
be entertained, Congress, which had reserved to itself the right to 
scrutinize each particular claim. would be deprived of that right by 
making the appropriation in gross for the whole amount of the claims 
that may beallowed during the year. Therefore the Chair is of opin 
ion that in this respect the amendment is in conflict with the provision 
of the existing law which gives to each member of Congress, Senato1 
or Representative, the right to know and consider each claim and seru 
tinize the amount allowed to eachindividual. The general law allows 
this, but the amendment does not. The amendment being, in the 
opinion of the Chair, in conflict with the statute to which reference has 
been made, the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ° I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Ifthe point 
of order had not been raised, the Chair would have been at liberty to 
entertain the amendment, would he not? 

The CHAIRMAN, Of course, 

Mr. BURNES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 27, after line 18, insert: 
‘** For transportation of foreign mails from the United States to foreign coun- 
tries, $16,000,”’ 


ol @ (it 


passed. 
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consent to return to pa 0 ot t f | 
tain amendments. ‘The men ! Ww e 1 
the (] iV] as] ‘ +] ‘ 
th nair will K Wie I € ( é 
The Clerk read as follo 
On pag g 
»€ t SS ¥ 
. Strong against t oe 
I ) tres 1 ( ress 
i s 1y Ssii 
Mr. SPINOLA. I raise a point of order upon that pr 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland a 
consent to offer this amendment 
Mr. SPINOLA I object, with all due 1 ‘ to the 
Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from M and [ Mr. McCoy } 
en authorized by the Committee on Appropriatic to 
amendment He offers it unless subject to a point of ord 
Mr. McCOMAS. If it is subject to a point of order on 
being offered at this plac will put i part 
Mr. SPINOLA I object to 
( lf 1 unnecessary i k t vi 2 
l 
out ist ition. 
Mr. McCOMAS. It is to prevent 


Treasury 
Mr. SPINOLA. My object is to prevent the robbery of a te 
citizen by the authorities of the District: therefore I raise 


order. 





Mr. McCOMAS. I presume the gentleman does not « 
placil ; 1 1b the right } e If ] doe | y 
offer it to come in later. I want the amendment to come in its proper 
classification, as the gentleman in charge of the bill desires that thes 
arious propositions shall come under the appropriate head. My friend 
I m New York does not object to the plac« where [ propos I ( it? 
Mr. SPINOLA. I do not care anything a t the place i a D- 
sed to the principle. ; 
Mr. BURNES. ‘The gentleman from New York seeks to 


amendment and have it debated on its merits 

Mr. SPINOLA. Upon its merits, and upon the ] of é > 
begin with 

Mr. McCOMAS. What is the point of o 





Mr. SPINOLA. That the amendment proposes to « ting 
law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. How 

Mr. SPINOLA. By « ting la appropria he pay 
of the district attorney of th i) rict of Colum 1, WHO receive £4 000 
1 year for his ser ‘ I i t Dp y U0 a is 
econd d puty $1,800. i ut t is 1 i i Do- 
sition to amend the iW @aS all I typ the ont 8 
the point of order that it can t be ents 1 ‘ iv 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN The Chair desires to ask the gentle n from 
Maryland [Mr. McComAs] whether the special act p latt 
sion for the relief of Samuel Strong aut! t 
District of Columbia to employ special counsel for this p 


Mr. McCOMAS. My understanding that it no ré to il 
whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then, in the opinion of the Chair, the point of 
order is well taken. 

Mr. McCOMAS. One moment upon the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. I hope no decision will be made upon t 
order until the Cha 


ias heard it discussed. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection, of course. to hearin l- 
tleman. 

Mr. McCOMAS., I ask the Clerk to read the letter which I send te 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





a 
Ce 


( ATTORNEY ¢ rik District or CoLUMBIA, 
Washington, J ly 26, 18 
t ‘ n} if rs ] ve this day —_ ested t 
( to to the deficiency bill a provision for the 
compensation of $2,500. 
10 that Mr. Strong claims for items of work 
in amount $424,216.35, and that the plead 
} pages in print. The witnesses are about 100 in 
r over . The mere presentation of t 


leo I ha weeks in time, and the last argument (un 
ipied ten days. When it is considered t! 

t 3 to be he by 4 trators, and that our office force will at the same 
i t 1! duties in court and in advising the commi n- 
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A force to take charge of the District law business is th 1¢ counsel and the 





‘ the s ion, the impossibility of our giving th 
manifest And inasmuch as the case will be 
tors during the current fisca) year, any pro 
1 oT r to be of iyantage to us, must be made at 
it per ! 1 < of the error that has been committed in sub- 
but the established legal tribunals; but to make th 
be s bad t ( re hould certainly provide us with adequate means 
of « cA ta 1 so large in amount and which I can not avofd char- 
not ng ast I t unfounded, brazen, and iniquitous in my experience as 
ay hee 
HENRY E. DA‘ Assi t Attor? 
ii Lor M 
i fl ’ t 
Mr. McCOMAS. ‘This isa claim which hasbeen pending for a quarter | 
of a century upon a difference between this contractor and the govern 
ment of the District of Columbia. It passed through the courts here 
under the charge of a very able lawyer, Mr. Francis Miller, who has 
since died. After ten days of argument the court cut down thisclaim | 
very largely, reducing it several hundred thousand dollars. We had 


then a very remarkable proceeding in Congress. After the courts had 


ed that large sums of money were not due, after a legal investi- 
n extending over years, the claimant had power enough to come 
before Congress and have the judgment of the court nullified anda 
special tribunal established by Congress to arbitrate his claim for $424,- 


pra 





000, nearly one-half of which was cut down by the court. Now, when 
an effort is made by the commissioners of the District of Colum bia to 
have this library of testimony, this mountain of documents, explored 
by some one other than the regular counsel of the District—the at- 
torney who has had charge of the case having died, unfortunately for the 
cause of public justice when the commissioners ask that in order to 


save the payment of all or a large part of this claim of half a million 


of dollars, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be needed, be appropriated 
that the District attorney may have th e assistance of special counsel to 
resist the claim of this contractor who has been able to overcome the 
judgment of the courts, objection is made. That objection, I submit, 
is not for the public good. 

Upon the point of order of the gentleman from Missouri it is only 
necessary to say that we frequently employ, and there are statutes en- 
abling us to employ, special counsel in the Federal courts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Employed by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Employed by the Attorney-General. 

Now, this is simply an expenditure in aid of existing law. I donot 
have it at hand just now, but it was passed at this session to enable 
this cause to be arbitrated between these parties with counsel, and is 
toenforce and give operation to the law which, overriding the judgment 





of the court, creates a special tribunal to hear it, and it follows by the | 


very reason of the thing that the Government, in order to protect itself, 
must employ counsel. 

Mr. RYAN. Is this a claim against the District of Columbia alone, 
or against the Government and the District of Columbia? 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend is right, I think, that this is a claim 
against the District of Columbia and the General Government, though 
J am not quite sure of that. 

Mr. ROWELL. I should judge from the statement the gentleman 
has made that he was not quite sure about anything connected with 
the matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Oh, yes; I have all the papersin my room, and I 
know all about it, except: —— 

Mr. ROWELL. Except what you do not know. 

Ir. McCOMAS. Except that I do not happen to have the paper 
here giving the date of the passage of the law to which I have referred. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, if this claim 
should be maintained against the District of Columbia, there would 
be any obligation upon the part of the Federal Government to pay any 
portion of it? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Yes; one-half of the money. 

r. RYAN. Then I think the Government has quite a large inter- 
est in it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Can the gentleman inform the House what corps 
of Government counsel are already engaged. To whose department 
does this litigation naturally fall? 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘There is no one to take special charge of the mat- 
ter. As that letter said, it involves a very large sum of money, it 


covers 5,500 pages of printed testimony, with an immense amount of 


documents and exhibits, and over a hundred witnesses, and the only 


assistant counsel authorized by law, which force is already overworked 
nd can not give time and attention to the interests of the Government 

in this aA a. are overworked now. 

Mr. BUCHAN How many gentlemen learned in the law are in 
that d epartme ae 

Ir. MCCOMAS. There is the attorney, the assistant attorney, and 
the law clerk. They have their handsfull. The effect will be, unless 
this provision is made, that the contractor will arbitrate in his own in- 
terest, and nobody can appear to take charge of the interests of the 
Government. 


r. SPINOLA. I simply wish to say in reply to what the gentle- 
man from Maryland has said that the facts he alleges and the points 


he makes in regard to this claim are a very considerable way outside 
of the record of the case. In the first place, the four suits which arose 
between Samuel Strong and the District of Columbia, and were de- 
cided in the courts of the District, in every singe case went against the 
District, Strong beating the District in every suit, but in each case by 
some means or other the suits were set aside and sent back for a re- 
trial. . 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What was the controversy about? 
Mr. SPINOLA. The controversy was with regard to work and ma- 
erial furnished under eleven or twelve contracts between Mr. Strong 
and the District of Columbia. Strong performed his labor and fur- 
nished material to the entire satisfaction of all the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, and they so certified on the completion of the 
work. ‘There is no question that the work was done and done faith- 
fully and well. The contracts on their face called for the payment 
for the labor and material in the current money of _ United States, 
and it also required of Mr. Strong that he should pay his bills in the 
same kind of money. Mr. Strong never received oe the District of 
Columbia or its repre esentatives one single solitary dollar in the cur- 
rent money of the United States, but they forced him to accept certifi- 
cates of indebtedness of the District +t to the amount of $170,000 or $180,- 
000 in part payment of his claim, which he was compelled to sacrifice 
at the then current value of the certificates and at the same price at 
which they were being paid out to other persons, that is to say, 50 cents 
on the dollar. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But he waived that loss. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And Mr. Strong in the bill which passed Congress 
and went to the President and was approved waived that part of the 
claim and agreed to accept the certificates at their face value, thus 
making to himself an enormous loss which he should not have been 
compelled or expected to meet. 

The delay growing out of this business was the constant litigation in 
the courts over it, running through a period of fourteen years, has impoy- 
erished him in his old age, for he is now seventy-eight years of age, 
and not a word of complaint has been urged against him in opposition 
to the claim. He built thisand the other wing of the Capitol and never 
in any public work in this country was better and more faithful work 
done. Notonly did he dowork here of thatkind, but wherever his work 
has been done throughout the city it has been faithful and accurate 
and satisfactory, and yet notwithstanding that he has done this work 
for the District for which these claims are made, he has never been able 
to secure a settlement and they have nearly driven him to his grave 
with their constant irritation and annoyance. These cases have occu- 
pied the attention of the courts for a long time. One of them occupied 
seventy-nine working days of the court, at the end of which time the 
court took the case from before the jury on the ground that the contract 
was null and void from the fact that there was no appropriation made 
at the time the contract was signed. 

It was appealed to the court in banc and the court in bane unani- 
mously reversed the decision after seventy-nine days had been wasted. 
It then came up for trial again, and some three weeks were consumed, 
the jury giving a verdict of $130,000 or $140,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What was the verdict for ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It was for the difference due him for work per- 
formed and material furnished—the balance which he was entitled to. 
Then, after three weeks more before another jury, he got a verdict of 
$130,000 or $140,000. The district appealed, and the appellate court 
overruled the action of the court below upon the ground that the judge 
was drunk, and that has been the finding of the law. It was then sent 
back to three arbitrators and they gave a verdict for two hundred and 
odd thousand dollars, and that was set aside because of the difference 
between the face value of the certificates and their actual value. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They had not given him enough. 

Mr.SPINOLA. That is all ofit. And now, after spending $16,000 
of the people’s money, and after having compelled this poor old man 
to fight for fourteen years, they rob him of his just dues. That is a 
good deal like the legal justice that is to be obtained in the District of Co- 
lumbia. And after all this they seek to persecute this old man; and this 
person has sent that impudent communication—impudent is the lightest 
expression I can use in connection with it—undertaking to reprimand 
the House of Representatives for passing this bill. He is a shyster of 
the very worst character. He is not the one to say who the arbitrators 
shall be. That is left to the President to determine. 
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lering the endment t ‘ , 
here was no objection. 
he amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PEEL. Iask un ; isent to go ba ) pa ei . CHA TA 
after line 4 I desire to make the following amendment. We GEALE 
the Clerk read as follows at 
On page 27, after line 4, insert MT Pp) ag poi es 
6s . ’ > ot r 1 : if, io bi . >, « 
wided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized " ; r 1 
rected to pay over to the duly authorized treasurer of the Creek Nationt ~ MT. AE, , ° ' 
of $360.59, now standing to the credit of the Creek orphan fund on the book Mr. GEAR I und od 
the Treasury, being the aggregate suin due the orphans ortheir heirs under } } : n explanat Per y 
treaty of March 24, 1832, and the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act tor a9 . See ee E - 
burse the Creek orphans’ fund,’ approved August 7, 1882, and that the r might withdraw Lis ectio1 
of the treasurer of the Cree ion shall be a release to the United Stat 4 Mr. H AN ‘ ( é 
considered a final settlement of the Creek orphan matter. | Ha , re 1 +} 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause. Ti} lates to French spoliations, as they are called, I do not k 
Chair hears none. ssary to take up time byr ling all of the provisions of t 
"Y , ‘ ] 4 . hes? T ‘ rr +} ry } 
Lhe; mendment was agreed to. i 3asked for; bu i Ge LO 1niorm 1e alr ti t 
Mr. PEEL. I ask that the communication which I send to 1 I whenever that may be, J to strike out th 
‘ .% . ‘a : } Dal ont Stas nt of arder acair ha nrar ‘ 
Clerk’s desk may be printed in the REcorp. d shali aisosubmit a point of order against the propos 
There was no objection. yw whether that point of order ought to be made now « 
The communication is as follows: visions are read. 
I I TP NY Tt} *} rt 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFiIce or INDIAN AFFAIRS CHAIRMAN. The Cha I 
Washington, I , February 25, 1888 which has prevailed heretofore, La 
Sin: I have the honor to invite your attention toa letter addressed to + | cedes the consideration of questi: to 
office by the Creek delegation now in this city (copy herewith), dated the | lar provision in tl Ls} Rs + 
c = ; ; ge ; provisit nthe bill, »¥ al : 
instant, calling attention to the fact that the sum of $860.59, being the aggregat« i , - , I 7 _ a = 3 ; ae ™ 
of small amounts of interest and balances due to certain Creek orphans and | Made, the ge 1eral debate upon this section of the bill was fixe 
their heirs, was duly appropriated by Congress in 1882 and still remains un} i | hours and a half upon e: ] ( eee has n 
to those who are justly entitled to it. { nt when such dels * _ a 6 ie hs 
: ” 100 . an , 1€ poln h de n order. fter the gener de 
The act of appropriation approved August 7, 1882 (22 Stats,, 302), makes it the “tah. cS WSR SUCe « . ; . eae 
duty of the Secretary of the Interior to see that the agyounts due are paid to the | Chair willentertain any } is parliamentary, ¢ 
actual beneficiaries, and this has worked to delay and obstruct the proper f order that may be mad leration of t bill 
disbursement of this balance. The delegates state that the beneficiaries are | ¢.., snes rul F rT} ‘ ‘ 
. . : e nute le iD Se 11s Nn t ( 
seattered over their entire domain, that many of them are poor people and unable ~j ee cepa ; ; : 
to visit the agency at such times as the agent has been ready to make the dis 
bursement, h it will not be necessary to move ) 
Further, that the amounts due to some are so small that the expense atter ter t] * ont ‘ sf 
ing travel to and from the agency to receive it, would be greater than t! alate ' 5 , ‘ : 
amount to be received, and for this reason it has been impossibie to make pay- 
ments. They suggest that if the entire balance was paid totheir national treas After the general debate has be« ha 
urer, the beneficiaries being notified could, in theirown time and convenience committee will pro S dn one } +} . t of tha } } 
receive their dues and ask that Congress be requested to authorize the payment eo AA proces ) Sees te PF 


of said balance to their treasurer, whose receipt for the same shall be a final | Minute rule, just as other portions of it have been heretofore « 
settlement of the Creek orphan matter. and it will be subiect to all ] 
In connection with this petition I have to state that the facts set forth ar« onder under thas wre ame 

rect, and this office has on several occasions placed this balance in the hands of | OTGET UNE ar procedure te : 
the several Creek agents for disbursement, but that owing to the difficulties a Mr. BURNES. I ask that the Clerk read the tion. 
tending the payment, the sums due in many instances being only a few ce The CHAIRMAN. The committee hav ry ved t] 
of the whole bill, the Chair is of opinion that the ! 





and the claimants being scattered all over the Creek reservation, the amount | 
was returned to the United States Treasury. 





As this small sum accrued under their treaty of March 24, 1832, and has be« tion is not now in order. General debate | ry eeded 
appropriated in fulfillment of treaty stipulations, and referring to a similar ba other parts of the bill heretofore, general deb y how pr 
ance of like character, belonging to the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees, t . . 1 . . 

ment of which Congre rt ; ; this section under the previous o1 
payment of which Congress granted authority to be made to the treasurer : . 

. ; , : . 4 £4 aa A host ee eel ST aonend 
the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees by the Indian appropriation act appr After the general debate has been exha i the gentiel 
March 3, 1885 (23 Stats., 367), I respectfully recommend that the aitent | call for the reading of the paragraphs, to Sit 
Congress be invited to the subject, with a view to authorize the payment of t | nute le Tl ( ‘ wemize thea 
amount to the treasurer of the Creek Nation by an amendment to the Indian minuto rue ee aa ee a a reas oa 
appropriation bill under the title “ Fulfilling treaty with Creeks chusetts on the left ir. J rit mtroi t tim 

I submit he rewitha draught of the proposed amendment, ing section 4 of the bill, and the gentleman from Missouri [ M 

Very respectfully, ain a eS a 
J. D. C. ATKINS, Commission« to control the time in opposition. 
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Mr. BURNES. We have the right, Mr. Chairman, to the opening 
and conclusion 

Mr. LONG I understand that the opening is with this side. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir; 1t 18 not. 

Mr. LONG. We have the affirmative of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now raised is a novel one. Ot | 
course it is generally assumed that those who report a bill have the 
affirmative of the proposition—— 

Mr. LONG. But in this case they do not. In this case those who 


report the bill are expressly against the subject-matter now in contro- 
versy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer that this debate should 
proceed, reserving the question as to who will have the conclusion ot 
the general debate upon this whole section. ‘The question as to which 
side has the affirmative is a point the Chair has not heretofore consid- 
ered, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Is the Chair about to decide the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair was stating the question presented, 
as to which side has the opening and closing. 

Mr. DIBBLE. On that I havea word to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DIBBLE. On the point of order as to who is entitled to open 
and close the debate on the subject of the French spoliation claims, I 


submit that by the unanimous order of the House general debate on 


the other sections of the bill has already been closed; and the debate 
in this instance is not general debate on the whole bill. The general 
debate has heen subdivided into two parts, one portion being the gen- 
eral debate on the bill itself. As to that of course the gentleman who 
reported the bill had the opening and thereply. But, Mr. Chairman, 
the House, by unanimous consent, has made general debate on the 
French spoliation claims a matter by itself. I submit, therefore, that 
this is a subject disconnected from the general debate on the bill and 
placed under an order of its own, so that the question which the Chair 
must decide in considering who is to have the opening and closing in 
this debate resolves itself into the inquiry, who maintains the affirma- 
tive of the proposition submitted to the House under its own instruc- 
tion? The party who aims to strike out or to amend, who is opposed 
to the bill as it stands, certainly should not have control of what has 
been reported under the instruction of the House and made by order 
of the House the subject of general debate. 

Suppose that the Committee on Appropriations had regularly divided 
on thissubject, and filed a majority and a minority report—and they have 
done very nearly that. The committee, as a committee, reported this 
proposition; but the gentleman who is in control of the bill on the 
floor files a minority report, and is endeavoring now to strike out from 
the bill, to undo or to amend what the committee has done under the 
action of the House. He is hostile to this bill. Under the general 
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as a matter of right the opening and close of the debate should be in 
the hands of the friends of the measure, and the only measure which 
is at stake now, that is, the French spoliation claims as embodied in 
this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to say one single word. The question 
in this case seems to be what is the affirmative of the proposition. The 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers], usually so clear upon such 
matters, seems to think that the affirmative of the proposition is that 
this provision shall not stay in the bill. I never knew a negative af- 
firmative before. 

Mr. BURNES. I appeal to my friend from Massachusetts, as a fair 
man, and agentleman who I know never resorts to any method which 
has a semblance of unfairness in order to secure any advantage, not to 
insist upon the claim that he makes. He and I, I believe, made the 
arrangement about which the debate was postponed, and neither of us 
then contemplated, nor did I undertake, to waive any right to which 
the committee was entitled in regard to the control of the bill. Asa 
matter of course he will not ask, therefore, that anything that has oc- 
curred that gives him aright which he would not have had if we had 
considered this bill in the regular manner shall be insisted upon. 

Now, we hold the affirmative, tosav the least of it, that is to say, the 
burden is upon us to sustain our position, and holding that position 
we are entitled to the opening and closing of the argument. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] said that the 
minority reported against the claims. The gentleman should have 


| said that the majority of the committee had reported against the claims, 


parliamentary provision that a bill is to be in the hands of its friends, | 
I submit that a member of the Appropriations Committee who repre- | 


sents the report of the committee on this side is entitled, as the repre- 
itutive of the committee, to control the debate. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


sel 


of convenience to both sides of the House, adopted on the suggestion 
of the gentleman who controls the bill. But for the suggestion on his 
part that the general debate on this subject should be postponed until 
we reached this section, no one would contend that this provision would 
not stand upon the same basis with other provisions in the bill. 

Now, no principle is better established than that those in the affirm- 
ative of a proposition have a right to open and close. I say that the 
gentleman from Missouri in charge of the bill, when he made this ar- 
rangement for the convenience of both sides, waived nothing; and he 
stands now exactly as he would have stood if the general debate had 
proceeded regularly in the beginning. The mere fact that he has 
adapted himself to the convenience of both sides ought not to deprive 


him of the right to control his own bill in his own way, in accordance 


with parliamentary law. 

Mr. LONG, Mr. Chairman, if this were a bill solely with reference 
to the French spoliation claims, then the parties supporting it would 
have the affirmative—would be entitled to open and close. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri, being opposed to the measure, would have 
neither the opening nor the closing of the debate. 

At this moment, by the unanimous consent of the House, this is a 
bill having reference solely to the French spoliation claims. All other 
portions have been, as it were, eliminated from the bill, or settled, 
leaving only that portion to which I have referred. The House by its 


own action some time ago decided that this part of the bill shall be. 


an entirety—an integrity by itself—and that there shall be general de- 
bate upon it, which is followed of course under the rule by the five 
minutes’ debate on paragraphs. So that technically this is a matter, 
the opening and closing of debate, which should be in the hands of its 
friends. So much for the technicality. Practically and in fact how 


ridiculous it is, that those members who are opposed to these claims 
and bound to do their, utmost to defeat them here should have what 
is never accorded to the defendant or opponent of a measure, the open- 
ing and the closing. 


It seems to me that both technically and fairly 


Mr. Chairman, the postponement of the debate on | 
the French spoliation claims to this stage of the bill was a mere matter 





| % majority of nine against six; so that holding the affirmative, sir, 


complying with what was alleged to be an order of the House, com- 

plying with that order and reporting these claims here against the judg- 

ment of the majority of the committee in respect to the action of the 

House, surely it will not be claimed that we lose control of our own 

bill or the mode of conducting the argument in reference to it. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BLouNT having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, returning without his approval the bill (H. R. 3008) 
for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury. 

The message also announced the approval of bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following tities, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. No. 206) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 30, 1888, entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution to 
provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government;”’ 

An act (H. R. No. 1338) to extend the leave of absence of employés 
in the Government Printing Office to thirty days per annum; 

An act (H. R. 10053) making May 30 a holiday in the District ot 
Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 6153) to authorize condemnation of land for sites of 
public buildings, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. Rk. 8183) for the erection of a public building at Opelou- 
sas, La. ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which haye been occupied 
by the United States courts and officials to the city of Utica, N. Y.; 
and 

An act (H. R. 8180) to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees 
of the courts of the United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed the following resolutions; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to return to the Senate the enrolled bill 
(S. 3303) amendatory of an act relating to postai crimes, and amendatory of the 
statutes therein mentioned, approved June 18, 1888, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, thisisa question of parliamentary 
practice merely; and in its present shape it may be compared with a 
matter pending before a court in regard to the opening and closing ar- 


| guments to the jury, which is regarded as a matter of so much impor- 


tance that most States of the Union have decided that it is an error for 
the court to improperly deprive a party of the opening and the closing 
to the jury. I stand upon the proposition that nothing has been gained 
and nothing waived by unanimous consent in regard to this matter. I 
do not know what the Chair will hold in regard to that; and to my mind 
it does not affect the question one way or the other. 

There are two questions presented: First, what is the real issue now 
before us? and, second, who has the burden of proof, as you may say, 
on that question? This bill has been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the issue before the committee is the passage of 
the bill in the form in which it comes before the House from that com- 
mittee. That is the affirmative of the proposition, and the side that 
is seeking to do something, that is the side that has the probative atti- 
tude to the bill. The other side stand in the attitude of opposing this 
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provision in the bill, trying to strike the provision from the bill. ‘ teen orig ] tes. f New Hampshire to G g 

side argues in favor of retaining the provisix t ot r i t ‘ ma 
strikingitout. Now, who shall control the ut M est ” - 

side which proposes legislation. The side y L Sec to elit es. | : 
opposes legislation. So if the statement of gel 1 from t leed vetor 
kans [Mr. R pal true na nahoas - fnta it + +} . 7 — 4 : ; ‘ 
RaNSAS | Mr. WOGER S true, and novoady can reiute it, that thi l i i I 1 I 


ciple always ap plies, then the parties se¢ king to do sometl 





























sent the mative; and manifestly those who seek to ac p ( y add to 

some provision of legislation here must have the affirmative, and he nt 

the opening and close. ‘The committee does not lose control of the verthrown t epeat I { ( 

bill. They only lose it if the majority of this Committee of tl] the emn judgeme! 

Whole are opposed to this section of the bill. It would not ap} of its righteous consumma 1 

here then, and would not be in the bill. ‘Therefore for the purpos part of its opponents to pay an hones 

of the parliamentary question now involved it must be assumed that ~ In] uf discuss Co ’ 

the committee is in favor of the section of the bill as it stands. to the . s ( of ( n ( 
So they seek to have that retained in the bill, or else it would 1 mad Gove ient to obt S ‘ 

be there. Now, they have the affirmative on that question, and t oO l the most ! of le ‘ i 

opponents of it stand simply as if they were opposing in general de i hey have be ly ‘ 1 no ! 

bate the whole bill instead of one section. left unturned in the attempt to defeat them Che court, after tl ost 
Mr. COX. As I understand the relation of this case, the committee il consideration, has decided in fav f 

reports these French spoliation claims by order of the House. It is | solemn obligation of the United States to pay th On 

not of their own will or consent, but they are placed on the bill by the | court has even reo) the « urd t é ) 

committee perfunctorily, carrying out the order of the House. That | rate argument, and has ase ltime, w t i 

committee does not lose charge of the bill because of that order of the | with added emphasis, affirmed its first judgment s awards « no 

House. The bill is reported here and they are responsible here for the | interest, though payment has been dishonestly delayed m 

bill, and although it may not matter which side may close the debate, | tury, and though the men, whose Government ha ‘ 

for we are not in the position of a jury, nevertheless, the position is | gone down to their graves 

that the majority of the members of the Appropriations Committee do If any excuse for this has heretofore ex é ts 

not favor the proposition to pay these French spoliation claims. They | view of the fact that a judicial decision by a tribunal of o ( 

hold the a‘firmative on the bill and move affirmatively to strike out, | liberate preference and selection has, as a conclusion alike o 

and that question is the only question. of law. declared their validity and our indebtedn« Not to pav them 
Mr. LONG. But that motion is not made, and that can only be | now is repudiation, ugly and scandalous repudiat 

made under the five-minute rale. Che present Committee on Appropriations hav. ——— 
Mr. COX. It is just the same, for it will be done. That is the | House, reported in the pending pill several amounts found by th 

relation. In the debate they will move to strike out. Logically the | tobe due. Someindividual members of that committee 1 

motion to strike out will follow, as it aiready appears on the part « a report, but a statement of adverse views. I think it can 

the majority of the committee that nine have voted to strike out and | called a statement of their views, because the subject of 1 

six for ittoremain. Therefore, I believe in a forum of this kind the | these claims was never for one moment considered in the co 

majority should control its own bill. in any subcommittee thereof. The statement above referred to 
Mr. DOCKERY. It seems to me that this is a very easy matter to | peared at the committee's table only in th st few minutes be é 

decide. The question is to determine first what rights the committee | arose to report the bill. It was not read, and the gentlemen 

had originally in regard to the closing of debate. ‘The mere fact tha signed it claim only that it is a matter of meré lividua 

the debate on this section was postponed, was only a matter of con I do not even know who drew it. I make of cou no ¢ 

venience, and did not in any way deprive the committee of the right ts presentation, but I claim that under these circumstances 

it would have had if the debate had been concluded in regular order titled to no other consideration than that of an expression 0 

The only question is what rights the committee had on the original | opinion. I presume, too, that some of the gentlemen who s 

debate. did so with only a hasty reading of it and with no contem 
The CHAIRMAN. In the general debate which heretofore took tudy of the argument on the other side or of the opinion of the 

place on this bill, section 4 was passed over under a previous order of | which is dead against the statement they have signed. Ir } 

the House. During the pendency of the general debate it is not in | Chairman, it is simply a reproduction of some o 

order to make any motion to strike out or insert anamendment. ‘These | counsel and |} been not only refuted by the fort 

motions are in order after the general debate is concluded. At pres reports of Congress and by the declarations of Madison, Cla \ 

ent the general debate is as to agreeing to this partof the bill, and t Webster, Sumner, and others, but it is now declared t t 

Chair is of the opinion that the aflirmative of that issue is with those who | itself to be unfounded and entirely in or. It \ 

desire the bill to pass in that shape, and therefore holds that side should | go, and I think, too, that a careful reading of it w 

have the opening and closing of the debate. But the Chair does not | of those labored, strained, and hair-splitting | mal 

entertain any point of order as to the right to recognize any individual. | always a necessity when i luity and ( é 0 

That is the prerogative of the Chair which the committee can not con- | the force of a plain, strong, impregnable ; 

trol. The usual bugbear has been raised that these ¢ 
But on the question of the subject-matter the Chair is of the opinion | judgments to the extent of thirty or for 

that those who are in favor of the bill as it stands are entitled to: e | were true, it would st be ur hv ofan 

the opening and closing speeches, and without reference to individ 3 | stand in the way of paying nest ¢ 

the Chair will recognize gentlemeninthatorder. The gentleman fr venient policy that the more a man « ezz\e 

Massachusetts [Mr. LONG] has informed the Chair that he desires to | why he should go scot-fre: | t] est « 

retain the bill in its present shape, and he being a member of the Com- | will not exceed $10,000 . Mr. Webster | L exc 

mittee on Appropriations the Chair will recognize him to control the | tunities for knowing, made tl stir é 

time in favor of the bill standing as it is, and the gentleman from Mis ite, it must be remembered that the court i 

souri [Mr. BURNES] will be recognized to control the time in oppo- | captures made after September, 14 vhen the tre l 

sition to that part of the bill. Under the order of the House the de- | the list of claims embrace some hur i 

bate on this part of the bill is limited to four and a half hours upon | date and the ratification of the treaty in Ju 5 

each side of the question, and it now begins at thirteen minutes to 3 The number of claims now filed is a most t 

o’ clock. the amount recoverable After the lapse eighty-¢ 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I rise to a point of order. family whose ancestor ever lost a s ru »t ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. was a French spoliation, covered t] fl i 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Are we to understand that the decision of the | claimsare filed which belong to an enti: l ( ) 


Chair refers merely to this period of time—four and a half hours on | status. In hundreds of others ther 
each side of this subject—and that it does not affect the original right | ings by the court already show, not even the 1 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill to conclude the general debate | known. Others have been settled and paid from other provisions 


upon this bill? der the two years’ limitation for presenting claims it a 
The CHAIRMAN. It does not. parties, guessing as a matter of family tradition that 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill which, so faras it concerns | them, have filed blank , putti { 

the French spoliations, involves nothing of a political or a sectional | 000 as alawyer makes the ad damnum of a writ tent 

character. It is not political, for it is founded on a just claim older | ever hopes to recover, so as to be sure to include a 

than any existing political party. To-day Republicans and Democrats | gency; and the larger the blanket in these chance t 

alike recognize its justice and supportit. It is not sectional, for it is | the greater the probability that there 


for the payment of money due men who lived all along the coast of the | considerations the fact that itis only the best l est cases that 
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tre It is plain as day that the purpose rose from the unwilling 
ness of our Senators to further delay the settlement of our claims, and 
i isdom een in the fact that their a mn soon resulted in the pay- 
‘ of those claims, not in money, but in what was worth more n 
mon e, to Wit, ) ease to us by Fr ince of our burdens l 
tio es of 1778. For mark now that the resul 
i ot the « inal second ticle, which deferred the t 


er words, taking advai e of the well-settled 
{ p ty may taken for the public use, tl 
Un l y Lb 1 act of its President and Sen- 
é c 1 CLLIZeE which ¢ sisted of cl] il 
irranted andi « trageoi } ition of 
‘ } nerty bought off the valid claim which 
r the guaranties we had given her. 
de to-day 1 their adverse ‘‘ views,’’ t! 
( up nothing, because their claims aga 
t ‘ t only « iims, and that sil¢ evel ould 
ve ] i them off and would have snapped 
he! y 
Chau vy me to say that that is a contemptibly unpa 
triotic and cow admission, and I do not believe it will weigh even 
in the days of t \dministration. more than that, it is notonly 
craven but itis not true. Ido not care, for the purposes of this case 
whether France would have paid those claims of ours afterwards o1 
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red Cor tion, compensate our citizens whose private prop- 
erty w taken for a public use, or whether we will repudiate th 
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he main argu rainst these claims is that there was a war be- 
tween France and the United States which extinguished them. ‘TI 
‘ ver to that is, first, that a war between two nations does not neces- 
extinguish clai 1s which the pri ite citizens of one nation hay 
gainst the other n and, second, that in fact no war ever existed. 
t histor 





of the United States has a chapter on the ‘‘ war with 
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France?’’ How can there have been a war when no declaration of war 



































vas ever made by either nation and no treaty of peace negotiated , be- 
tween them ? uring the whole of that period French citizens cam 
and went in « in our courts freely, and there was no sus- 
pension of the eral relations of peace. We did indeed prepare for 
war, but it was under the good rule, *‘in peace prepare for war.’’ W 
gt vhat the Supreme Court, in the cases cited by the other 
idle tial or limited war, bu 1@ same court expressly held 
I yt create a general war, or give authority to commit hostil- 
or to capture unarmed Frer Vess¢ ( simy 
l armed eis to ar! I ned vessel found 
poiling our « st may arrest a burg! 
Congress afterward l in st utl increase of 
Army 1 the ¢€ ress p se acts should take effect 
on 1 case « r, thus 1 there was no war as yet. It 
passed non-intercours s, on-ints » not passed 
with lerence to a il nh with whaicn we are i very decre 
ler which the | 1 condemned our vi Is were decrees against 
1eutral’’ vessels. The very instructions gis y our Government t 
our minister to France in 1799, at the ry height of the trouble, em- 
braced the following language: 
s conduct of the French Republic would have justified an immediate ds 
ution of war on the part of the t States sirous of maintaining 
peace, and still willing to leave open door of reconciliation with France, 
the United States contented themselves with preparations for defense an 





measures calculated to protect their commerce. 
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stipulate to pa thin the shortest periods possible to obtain, with interest at 
the rate or 1 wreed on, or if no agreement about interest appears, then at 
the rate to b« xed by the board, and from the times when the sums were re- 
spective payable by contract Chis also may be transferable stock. 

fhe q ibout interest, and any other questions, which may arise out of 
the uit inded on contracts, not explicitly determined by the treaty, may 
be le » the de n of the Board of Commissioners , 

Third. If the preceding claims shall be duly attended to,and adequate ar- 
ran ents 1 e for adjusting and satisfying them, you will then turn y t 
thou to t regulation of navigation and commerce, and to some other 
point resting to the two nations 

¥ * * * * * * 

Tweut venth. The usual stipulations and treaties, designed to prevent 
abuse d vessels, have ever been found inadequate; perhaps they do 
not ad t of a complete remedy. If, héwever, any nation does not provide 
penalties and securities whereby to restrain offenders and indemnify the in- 
jured, the ‘ 1 itself ought to be responsible. Doubtless the nation should 
be imme ‘ responsible for all abuses committed by national ships. 

One abuse he destruction or concealment of papers of captured vessels. A 
remedy for th seems practicable The captors may be obliged to give a re- 
ceipt for them upon a list of the papers, and they may also be sealed up with 
SCA the captors and captured. 


The master and supercargo being intrusted by the owners with the vessel 
and cargo ought never to be separated from them. They may prevent waste 
and embezzlement, and on the arrival of the vessel will be ready for examina- 
laim the property in behalf of the owners, and contest, as of 
right they may do, the legality of the capture. 

Bribery, or an attempt to bribe any one of the ship’s company or passengers, 
to dep to any fact tending to the condemnation of vessel or cargo, or putting 
any of them to torture for that or any other purpose, should absolutely procure 
her acquittal 

But a still greater evil remains, and more difficult to remedy, the improper 
institution of prize courts, 

Probably no provision can be explicitly made other than that each party will 
take effectual care that the judgments and decrees in prize causes shall be given 
conformably to the rules of justice and equity, and the stipulations of the treaty, 
and withoutany unnecessary delay, by judges above all suspicion, and who have 
no manner of interest in the cause in dispute. 

It would be some check on the judges in prize causes if their reasons for con- 
demning were required to be stated with the other proceedings, in writing ; and 
copies of the whole should,if demanded,be delivered to the commander or 
agent of the captured vessei, without the smallest delay,or at farthest within 
fifteen days after sentence pronounced, and sooner if practicable, and at the ex- 
pense of the captors (in case of condemnation), not of the captured, who are 
otherwise sufficiently distressed. 

Prizes, as already observed, should be conducted into the courts of the party at 
war or of an associate in the war, and there adjudicated by the regular tribunals. 
The French have conducted their prizes into neutral as well as belligerent 
ports; and when there was no consul to try and condemn, leaving there the 
prizes, they have carried the papers to a distant place to find a French tribunal; 
and there, in the absence of the captured party, procured sentences of condem- 
nation, and sold the prizes, The same mode of obtaining condemnations has 
been uniformly practiced when they carried their prizes into the courts of an 
associate in the present war. But without waiting for the result of this farcical 
trial, it has been common to unlade and sell the cargoes as soon as they reached 
a port, 

\n unreasonable burden is imposed on the captured in requiring them, if 
they think proper to appeal to a higher tribunal, to find sureties in large pen 
alties, which, as strangers, it is impossible to procure. This evil demands re- 
dre ss 

fhe crews are often stripped of their property, and even of their clothes, and 
turned ashore without money or provisions. Such inhuman pillage is disgrace- 
ful to the nation which permits, or does not, by adequate punishments, restrain 
it. The masters, supercargoes, other officers, and seamen, should be allowed 
certain sums, the former to employ counsel to support their claims to the prop 
erty captured, and all for their subsistence; and the seamen might have an ad- 
equate allowance of good provisions until they could find vessels returning to 
icirown country. To admit masters and supercargoes into the courts to de- 
nd the property captured, when they have been previously stripped of their 
inoney and all means of providing the legal assistance essential to a right de- 
ense, is to tantalize with the semblance of justice, while the substance is de- 
nied. 








tion, and also to « 
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* + * * * * * 

The following points are to be considered as ultimata: 

lirst. That an article be inserted for establishing a board, with suitable pow- 
ers, to hear and determine the claims of our citizens for the causes hereinbefore 
expressed and binding France to pay or secure payment ofthe sums which shall 
be awarded, 

Second, That the treaties and consular convention, declared to be no longer 
obligatory by act of Congress, be not in whole or in part revived by the new 
treaty; but that allthe engagements to which the United States are to become 
parties be specified in the new treaty. 

Third. That no guaranty of the whole or any part of the dominion of France 
be stipulated, nor any engagement made in the nature of an alliance, 

Fourth, That no aid or loan be promised in any form whatever. 

Fifth. That no engagement be made inconsistent with the obligations of any 
prior treaty; and as it may respect our treaty with Great Britain, the instruc- 
tion herein marked 21 is to be particularly observed. 

Sixth, That no stipulation be made granting powers to consuls or others, un- 
der color of which tribunals can be established within our jurisdiction, or per- 
sonal privilezes be claimed by Frenchmen incompatible with the complete 
sovereignty of the United States in matters of policy, commerce, and govern- 
ment 

Seventh, That the duration of the proposed treaty be limited to twelve years 
at farthest from the day of the exchange of the ratifications, with the exceptions 
respecting its permanence in certain cases, specified under the instruction 
marked 30th 





TIMOTHY PICKERING. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, October 22, 1799. 


Decree of the National Convention of 19th February, 1793. ] 


AnTIcLE I. That all the ports of the French colonies be open to vessels of the 
United States of America. 

Anr. Il. Providesthat the same duties are to be paid on all produce exported 
or imported in American vessels into or out of the colonies or of France, as are 
borne by French vessels 

Arr. III. Authorizes the executive council to take such measure that states 
with whom the reppblic is at war do not reap any benefit from the advantages 
granted to friendly powers 

Ant. IV. Thatthe executive power negotiate with the Congress of the United 
States to obtain, in favor of the French merchants, a like reduction of the duties 
granted by the present iaw to American merchants. 

Arr. V. Suspends the law of August 20, 1790, and permits the landing in the 
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ports of the republic vessels laden with merchandise from the East Indies, the 
Isle of France, and of Bourbon 
The National Convention has suspended the law of the 15th of May, 1791, 
which inhibited the Americans from introducing, selling, and arm ng their ves- 
sels in France, and from enjoying all the advantages allowed to those built in 
the ship-yards of the republic. 
[Dex ree of 9th of May, 1793 


ARTICLE I. The French ships of war and privateers may arrest and bring into 
the ports of the Republic the neutral vessels which shal! be laden wholly or in 
part either with articlesof provisions belonging to neutral nations and destined 
for an enemy’s port, or with merchandise belonging to an enemy. 

Art. II. The merchandise belonging to an enemy shall be declared good 
prize, and confiscated to the profit of the captors. The articles of provisions 
belonging to neutral nations, and laden for an enemy's port, shall be paid for 
according to their value in the place to which they were destined. 

Art. III. In all cases, the neutral vesse!s shall be released as soon as the un- 
loading of the articles of provision arrested or of the merchandise seized shall 
have been effected, The freight thereof shall be paid at the rate which shall 
have been stipulated by the persons who shipped them. A just indemnifica- 
tion shall be allowed in proportion to their detention by the tribunals who are 
to have cognizance of the validity of the prizes. 

ART. 1V. Provides for the transmission of inventory of provisions and mer- 
chandise seized to ministers of marine and foreign affairs. 

ART. V. Provides that this decree shall.cease to have effect as soon as the en- 
emy powers shall have declared free and not seizable, although destined for 
the ports of the Republic, the articles of provisions belonging tameutral nations, 
and the merchandises laden in neutral vessels and belonging to the Govern- 
ment or citizens of France. 

This decree has a preamble in which are cited a number of seizures of French 
goods in Anglo-American, Danish, Genoese, and vessels of other nations, by the 
English. 








[Decree of the 26th of March, 1793.] 

The national convention willing to prevent by precise dispositions the diffi- 
culties that might arise relatively to the execution of its decree of the 19th Feb- 
ruary last concerning the United States of America, to grant new favors to this 
ally nation and to treat in its commercial relations with the colonies of France 
in the same manner as the vessels of the Republic: 

ArT. I. States the tonnage of such American vessels and the character of their 
cargoes as are to be admitted in the ports of the colonies without duty. 

ArT. II. States what proportion of coffee and sugar can be laden on vessels, 

Art. III. Provides for the transmission of certificate as to gauge of vessel and 
effective tonnage of cargo. 

Art. IV. States what duty and upon what produce it is to be paid. 

ArT. V. Relates to payment of duties on sugars and coffee. 

Art. VI. States that captains of vessels of the United States shall furnish the 
same bonds required of French vessels if bound for a French port. 

Art. VII. Relates to privileges of vessels of the nations with whom the 
French Republic is not at war. 


[Decree of the national convention of May 23, 1793.] 


The national convention, after having heard the report of their committee 
of public safety, wishing to maintain the union established between the French 
Republic and the United States of America, decree that the vessels of the United 
States are not comprehended in the dispositions of the decree of the 9th of 
May, conformably to the sixteenth article of the treaty Jconcluded on the 6th of 
February, 1778. 

Note subjoined to the foregoing in Waite’s State Papers, volume 7, 
page 149: 

It appears that on the 28th May the convention passed a decree which so far 
repealed that of the 23d May as to place in a state of provisional sequestration 
the property seized under the decree of the 9th May. 

No copy of the decree of the 28th May is to be found in the Depart- 
ment of State. 
[Decree of executive directory, July 2, 1796.] 

The Executive Directory, considering that if it becomes the faith of the French 
nation to respect treaties or conventions which secure to the flags of some neu- 
tral or friendly powers commercial advantages, the result of which is to be 
common to the contracting powers, those same advantages, if they should turn 
to the benefit of our enemies, either through the weakness of our allies or of 


neutrals, or through fear, through interested views, or through whatever mo- 
tives, would in fact warrant the execution of the articles in which they were 


| stipulated, decrees as follows: All neutral or allied powers shall without delay 


be notified that the flag of the French Republic will treat all neutral vessels, 


| either as to confiscation, as to searches, or capture, in the same manner as they 


| 
i 


shall suffer the English to treat them. The minister of foreign relations is 
charged with the execution of the present decree, which shall not be printed. 
Decree of special agents of the executive directory. Tothe Windward Islands, 
Victor Hughes and Le Bas, dated August 1, 1796. | 
Considering that laws, as well ancient as modern, forbid neutrals to carry to 
the enemy contraband or prohibited merchandise; considering that notwith- 
standing the complaints of the minister of the French Republic, near the United 
States, of which he has informed us by his letter of the 2d of July, 1796, those 
States, and especially Virginia, have fitted out vessels loaded with horses for 
the English, decree that from this day forward all vessels loaded with merchan- 
dise, etc, shall be, etc., to be seized and confiscated for the benefit of the captors. 


[Decree of special agents of the executive directory. To the Leeward Islands, 
dated November 27, 1796. LeBlanc. Sonthonax. Raimond.] 


The commission resolves that the captains of French national vessels and pri- 
vateers are authorized to stop and bring into the ports of the colony American 
vessels bound to English ports, or coming from the said ports. The vessels 
which are already taken, or shall be hereafter, shall remain in the ports of the 
colony until it shall be otherwise ordered. 


[Decree of the special agents of the French directory. To the Windward Islands, 
Victor Hughes and Le Bas, dated February 1, 1797.] 


Considering that, in virtue of the second article of the treaty of alliance con- 
cluded at Paris, on the 6th February, 1778, between the United Statesand France, 
the former engaged to defend the American possessions in case of war, and that 
the Government and the Congress of the United States have strangely abused 
the forbearance of the Republic of France, in turning to its injury the favors 
granted to them of trading in all ports of the French colonies; that by permit- 
ting neutral vessels any longer to carry provisions of war and of subsistence to 
men evidently in a state of rebellion, ete., and provides in— 

ARTICLE I. The ships of the Republic and the French privateers are author- 
ized to capture and conduct into the ports of the Republic neutral vessels des- 
tined to the Windward and Leeward Islands, naming the ports. 

Arr. II, All armed vessels from the ports named shall be deemed pirates and 
crews punished as such, 

Art. IIT. The vessels and cargoes described in Article I, as well as Article II, 
declared good prize and to be sold for benefit of captors. 
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1 vessels receive their doom u » superintendence of another lhe gent in from Massachus aC vO t t t 
special ag t of the executive Directory ict Hugues; and even t ca these claims are just, and that our Government owes 
i can vessels carried into the West India eae oe Spain and Hol- | ond. that these claims are adjudicated, that yme court 
ind do not there receive senter >. ‘hese « 8 e decided by the . 1 1 
s depu or the r Feenaeieteten tabl 1 cae a of St Do go jurisdiction, with power and authority to rena v final t 
iently, not generally, in the absence of the masters and supercargoes which shall be binding upon us, has tt 1 their validity a rain 
, 1 agents and judges find no difficulty in this mode of proceed the Government of the United States 1 adebt of honor resting on 
; administered with more facility and dispatch when only one of | 4), A re aeaeald The first 1 tele T 1 : 1 | 
3 present at the trial, especially when the agents orother judges are the American people, lé Hs propo ‘ : ‘ Cts 
in the priv ‘ers, and this the present decree impliedly allows i do not intend now to controvert, becau I e that 1 t 1 of 
recall”’ g applicable, as above suggested, to such agents every other member of Congress is true of th ntleman from M 1. 
as reside in neutral piaces, if any such there be.— Report of Secretary of State, Ja : a le eas a a oom : s ; ; 
ury 18, 1799. chusetts, namely, that neither he nor ; : who de ‘ 
1e decree was limited to the West Indies, but as great, if not self to the current public business here can make such exan tion 
at eee peeetione by French agents and tribunals in Europe, and ¢« in | of a matter of this kind as would stif act } 
r : ice tSeil, . Y , , ‘ 

“The tribunals of commerce in every port in France take cognizan much less justify other members OulOWInNg his juagmen I 
first instance of every matter relative to captures at sea, and these tribuna which requires the amount of historical t I 
chiefly composed merchants, and most of them are, directly or indire to arrive at a correct conclus 1 upon a subijec ike th 
more or less interested in the fitt ng out of privé rs, and theref« a here is but one wav that we mav proverivand htfu . in 

yncerned in the controversies they are to determine upon, -~Report 8 a a ee ‘ . eet : I - ee . 

s January 18, 1799. nad settle a controversy of this characte ind { t 

Art. IV. Requires the special agents of the executive directory at Cayenne yn of it to a court which have t richt to le } nt 

t ngo, and Gaudaloupe studiously to take care that the interests d : oo 5 arpa ‘ ba ; : ae 

of vesse!s belonging to neutrals and allies scrupulously es] i a i repeat again tl - c — - bh ; 

‘We have too long witnessed the studious and scrupulous care « t ym pil nent oF that purpo Su ‘ t 1 
tlemen respecting the property of neutrals and allles, and experience tates I ret now ) vite att tion to the 

s consequences; and, asthe same laws which authorized t £122 .Ty ; 1. , ‘ 

n foree, and with a fresh injunction of a strict conformity to them, n ex urs », GUM mo ; , : , 
pect only a continuance of the same abuses,”’ Idem, tions which I pi se to ke p t y 

ArT. V. Enjoins the arrest and punishment of all who contravene the pro- rom a legal standpoir 

sions of the present decree ** Unfortunately these special agents, con 3 nm +} ere ‘ 12 

ud their deputies are themselves the aggressors, and justify their proceed rhe third sect sv 5 , ri 
under the laws of the Republic, and the decrees of the executive directo Chat the court » 1 dk t 

Idem th. stone ineluded % 

his analysis of the present decree manifests its futility, and with so: { r present vne! i 
marks on its preamble, will demonstrate it to be a bold imposture, intend sideration i ] rha 2 
mislead the citizens of the United States into a belief that the French Gove . shall re¢ all s 

rent was going to put an end to the depredations of French cruisers on A ' er evider tor ld ‘ 

an commerce, while neans proposed are so gross as to bean insult on I ill decide upor 

derstanding. sl and inte at 

{Decree of the Consuls of the Republic of December 19, 1800 ime, ands 

AntricLe I. The regulations prescribed by the ordinance of the 26th July —— ; 
concerning the navigation of neutral vessels be strictly observed Che language t ‘ { ry ft 
those to whom they shall be applicable; but in case of a contravention « . gt eae, cla : t : det 1 to 
part they are to suffer the confisecations and condemnations, in damages l J ; , ; , 7 aoa 
on by the said ordinance and the laws. : municipal and international law nd te that the | 

Arr. IL. Provides for execution of above. for the determination and settlement of t ( 

Decree of special agents of the executive directory of February 1, 17 | h is our court of last 1 f t 

Ant. I. Ships of the Republic and French privateers are authorized t pt- | questions or questions arising under ou : 

reand conduct into ports of the Republic neutral vessels destined t i Mr. BUCKALEW. And our < } 

ward and Leeward Island delivered up to the English Mr. ROGERS And. as mv friend f | 

Ant. If. Armed vessels from above ports to be treated as pirates a ee Mee) Se : : 

Arr. IIL, Vessels and cargoes described in Articles I i Il are declared i; °* nstitutional co i vl Chair! A 
prize. vision of this third section of the act of 1885. What is the | 

ArT. IV. All vessels cleared out for the West Indies are comprehended the | Claims required to do I ) rel 
first and second articles. 7 os : = s ne : 

Art. V. Decree of the 4th Nivose last to be executed until further ints? Notata ‘ np ' ara : ; 

[Decree of the executive directory, March 2, 1797 of fact AD i] : it - 
mtates theretor but, ¢ ( an abundance ¢ t 

1. French vessels of war and privateers may stop and carry into ports of os = a3 4 ; ‘ 
Republic néutral vessels which may be found loaded entirely or in part with | PFS on inserted In the sixth section - 
merehandise belonging to the enemy. clusively that it was not the purpose of the ¢ 3 whe { 

2. Merchandise belonging to the enemy shall be good prize that act to be f bound by any findings of «  « : 

3. Neutral vessel shall be released after the merchandise seized has be« iIn- } ae 4 i ah. on ( tof 
ioaded, freight paid them, and a just indemnity allowed for detention, : € reported to 1t under tne provisions ¢ is 


I 
4. Provides for the taking of inventories. | Claims 
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al United States will advance them 
Che Cle read as follows Mr. ROGERS. Why, we give them authority and make it their 
| duty to do so. 


On the y of January, 1885, Congress passed ‘‘An act to provide for the 

















it was confined to the ocean, and consisted mainly of the very depredations of 
Yreneh cruisers and of retaliation of American vessels, accompanied by the r 
peal by Cong « of the existing treaties with France 

The ¢ irt of Claims, however, in their advisory opinions to Congress, under 
the recent act of 18 appear to be of a different opinion, applying the laws « 
peace whe he Supreme Court applied the lawsof war. in this conflict o 
opinion itis but fit that the greater court, acting ju licially, should pronounce 
the fina pinior esides the weighty questions just mentioned there : 
oth which are only secondary to it in importance, which demand review 

1d the highest judicial authority for their settlement; among others, the legal 
effect of the treaty of 1500,in imposing an alleged liability to the claimanis 

pon this Government Phat treaty being wholly silent as to these claims 
‘ igh they were the subject of prior controversy, we are advised that the 
I ch Go ment was discharged from the claims,aud our Government be« 
came bouns r tiueir payment 

In the fin form ¢ 1 to that treaty by our own Government, accepted by 
France, it nquestionably true that the further prosecution of the claims was 
abandoned |} s, of which fact two possible explanations are made in the pr 
entco oversy Phe one on behalf of the claimants is, that counter-claims by 
the French Government were also abandoned at the same time, and that that 
abandonment cor tuted the« isideration forabandoning ours The other ex- 
planation made on behalf of our Government is, that we desisted from press- 
ing them or renewing them because the obtaining of their allowance was 
manifestly impossible We recognized no counter-claim of France founded 
upon our defensive measures of hostility, and surrendered no claim on behalf 
of our citizens in consideration of their abandonment. 

Asto the renewal of our former treaties with France, proposed by the French 
negotiators in connection with an adjustment of claims for captures on both 
sides.this was clearly not a counter-claim by the French Government, but a 
question of public policy, for the free consideration of each party to the negotia- 
tion. Those treaties had been broken by France, had been declared abrogated 
by act of Congress, and had been annulled by actual war. Our Government wus 





under no obligation, legal or moral,to recognize or revive them,nor could a 
supposed release from their obligation have been aconsideration to our Govern 
ment in making or accepting the treaty of 1800 in the final form given to that 
treaty by t American Senate. It has therefore been always insisted on be- 
half of our Government that her duty to her own citizens was fully and faith 
fully performed, being carried to the extent of actuai hostilities for their prot« 
tion, the repeal of the French treaties to coerce France, and the recovery of the 
claims pursued withthe utmost zeal, vigilance, and determination in the lines 
of remonstrance and negotiation, It was our utter inability to recover indem- 
nity for our citizens and no lack of zealor effort on their behalf that caused our 
Government to abandon the prosecution of the claims. 

Beyond question liability on our Government must rest upon the assumption 
that there was no public war between the two countries involving the capture 
and contiseation of American vessels, and also upon the further assumption that 
our Government failed in its duty to prosecute these claims with due fidelity 
and vigilance against France. But as these assumptions are not true the liabil- 
ity now contended for can not exist. 

rhe undersigned have not overlooked the fact that these claims are now of 
immense magnitude, as presented under the act of 1885, and that they exceed 
mmany times over the amount asked forin the numerous former reports and 
bills presented to Congress. The claims were formerly limited to $5,000,000 as 





the maximum of outlay by the Government in case of their allowance, whereas | 






the aggregate of claims now presented in the Court of Claims is represented to 
exceed $30,000,000, and if the time for presenting them shall be extended many 
more will be added to the aggregate mass. No judgment of any court has yet 
sanctioned them, for the act of 1885 only referred them to the Court of Claims 
for investigation and reports upon them to Congress, reserving to the latter ful 

power to judge them, and approve or disapprove them, or to take such action 
as the two Houses might think fit. The proposition that they shall now b 

finally determined by the Supreme Court, by a speedy decision, is a natural se- 
quence or outcome of the long controversy upon (he claims, for nothing but the 
highest judicial judgment can satisfy public opinion or certainly subserve the 
ends of justice 

rhe undersigned hereby submit to the House the accompanying bill, which 
is made a part of their report, as a substitute for the bill reported upon by the 
majority of the conmittee, and recommend its adoption by the House, if any 
recoguition of the claims or legislation thereon is to be had by Congress. 

JNO. H, ROGERS. 
JOHN 8S, HENDERSON 
GEO, E. SENEY. 

D. B, CULBERSON, 

Cc. R. BUCKALEW. 
JOHN M. GLOVER, 

I dissent from the action of the committee in reportingadversely the bill pro 
viding for an appeal to the Supreme Court from the decisions of the Court of 
Claims. Tam in favor of having the Supreme Court pass upon the question of 
the liability of the United States to pay these claims. Nothing else will ever 
satisfy the people of this country on that question. 1 withhold any /urther ex- 
pression of opinion WM, C. OATES 


[Fiftieth Congress, first session, H. R. 6704.) 


A bill to amend the act of the 20th of January, 1885, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide 
for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 3lst of July, 1801,”’ so as to provide for the rendi- 
tion of judgments by the Court of Claims and for appeals toa the Supreme 
Court 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act of the 20th of January, 1885, entitled ‘‘An actto 
provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to the 3lst of July, 1801,”’ be, and the same is hereby, 
amended, as follows 

lo authorize and direct the Courtof Claims to render judgments in the cases 
growing out the said claims, instead of reporting to Congress,as now required 
by the said act,”’ all such conclusions of fact and law as in “ their judgment may 
affect the liability of the United States therefor.’’ But in any case in whic! 
judgment shall be rendered for the claimant it shall be without interest. 
2. Each party shall have the right of appeal from any such judgment 
to the Supreme Court, according to the laws and rules regulating appeals in that 
court, 

‘Sec. 3. Judgments may, at the instance of either party, be rendered by the 
Court of Claims in cases already reported to Congress, with the right of appeal 
to either party as provided in the above section. 

“Sec. 4. That all acts or parts thereof in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed.’ 


SEX 


Mr. LONG. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I think that it would be a great 
shame and an outrage upon these claimants to send them to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Now, let us look at that proposi- 
tion for a moment before briefly discussing the merits of the case. In 
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the first place, you virtually abrogate the authority conferred on the 
Court of Claims to give judgment in these cases. 
You have to provide that there shall be appellate jurisdiction in the 


| Supreme Court to hear these cases from the Court of Claims as an in- 





| 








ferior tribunal under the Constitution. In other words, you abrogate 
and repeal all the legislation that has been passed in reference to these 
cases. You cancel and obliterate all that the Court of Claims has done 
upon these cases, and you have to invest it with a new, a peculiar, and 
an original jurisdiction, and then invest the Supreme Court of the 
United States with appellate jurisdiction as toevery judgment that the 
Court of Claims renders. 

Why, what an outrage this would be upon those people. My friend. 
from Arkansas asks to have these cases sent to the Supreme Court and 
acted on. He knows what condition that courtis in. He knows that 
you can get no case advanced on the Supreme Court docket unless 
there is a criminal question involved—perhaps capital punishment. 
It will take the Supreme Court years and years to reach these cases. 
That court is now four years behind on its docket. 

It would be tifty years before judicial procedure could be had upon 
these claims, and another generation will have passed out of existence 
before the claims which for nearly a century have been urged against 
our Government shall beadjudicated. I refer my friend from Arkansas 
to the case of Gordon against the United States; the last opinion, I 
think, delivered by Chiet-Justice Taney, a man of eminent ability 
whose name illustrates the pages of American history. 

What was the decision in that case? What are you giving the Su- 
preme Court jurisdiction over? What is the Supreme Court going to 
decide? What is the legal question that you propose to submit to the 
Supreme Court? Youcan not sue the United States unless the United 
States consent to be sued, and the moment that such consent to be 
sued is given there is no necessity for leaving to the Supreme Court 
the question whether the United States can be-sued. Now, what is 
the next question itis proposed to leave to that court? You propose 
to leave to it a political question, not a question of law. Has the 
Supreme Court ever passed upon a question of treaty ? 

Why, this is a political question. It is nota question of law. Has 
the Supreme Court of the United States ever passed upon a question of 
atreaty? Can the learned gentleman point me toa single case sub- 
stantially similar to this one? 

Mr. OATES. I can point you to one in your own State where the 
Supreme Court passed on a treaty and its effect as against a statute of 
Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let us have the case. 

Mr. OATES. It is the case of Chirac against Chirac, in one of the 
old reports which I can furnish you if you desire. 

Mr. RAYNER. Undoubtedly; but that was a case between individ- 
uals where the treaty came into question collaterally. This is not a 
case where a treaty is collaterally passed upon. <A State court, a justice 
of the peace, even, can pass upon a treaty under certain circumstances. 
It in a case between A and Ba treaty is involved collaterally, the court 
can pass upon its effect; but that is not the proposition here. This is 
a proposition to give the Supreme Court of the United States appellate 


jurisdiction to construe treaties between this country and France in 


1778 and 1800, and standing here upon the principles of international 
law and upon the principles of constitutional law, I assert that the 
Supreme Court of the United States has no jurisdiction over a question 
of international law which is purely a political question, and it has 
been so determined over and over again by an unbroken and uninter- 


| rupted line of decisions of the Supreme Court itself. Here is what 
| Chief-Justice Taney says on that subject: 


Indeed, no principle of constitutional law has been more firmly established or 
constantly adhered to than the one above stated 


That is— 
that this court has no jurisdiction in any case where it can not render judgment 
in the legal sense of the term, and when it depends upon the legislature to 


| carry its opinion into effect. 


How can the Supreme Court of the United States render legal judg- 
ment against the United States in the determination of a political ques- 
tion affecting a treaty between the United States and France? That 
is a very good way to get out of the payment of this debt; for let me 
tell you that if you ever give the Supreme Court the jurisdiction which 
the minority of this committee claim it ought to have, no man will 
ever get a dollar that is involved in the cases which we are now dis- 
cussing. 

Now, I leave that proposition and proceed to discuss as rapidly as I 
can the inherit merits of this case. The fundamental/proposition that 
underlies this controversy, in my opinion, is this: Was there a war? I 
do not go quite so far as my distinguished friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LONG] does upon that subject, who says that even if there was a 
war it would not prevent these claimants from recovering. The ques- 
tion in my opinion is, was there a war between the years 1794 and 
1801 between the United States and France? If.there was a war, I 
think that is an end of these claims. If there was no war, then the 
United States, as trustee for its citizens, was bound to prosecute these 
claims in the recognized tribunals of the French Government, and if it 
failed to do so, whether it received any consideration or not, it is te- 


















































































Now, I say there was no war. I say there was not: ikea wa ( 

I say that any school boy acquainted with the history of that time 
knows that between 1794.and 1801 there was no war between the United else did this Gov to do It agreed t to 
States and France. There was a transient misunderstanding, as Na- | I: e@ ¢ sive port ] i 1 this t that was a ] 
poleon called it; there was a limited condition of hostilities, as Chi t t I am not t states! 1 and patriots of that 
Justice Chase and Justice Patterson said; but according to the de da t we know e wel Y < , ws a ne them. 
tion of war given by the highest authorities on international law the After the United States co l i the t tv wit ev f iwe 
was no war What is war? War isa condition of affairs where o do Four vears afterward we eat tv v | gave 
nation is authorized to conduct hostilities against the other nation, and | to that countrv the exclus | ‘ that 1] ted 
where every member of that nation is authorized to conduct hostilities | to France. Iam n peaking { t ty e | it 
agaiust the other. I refer you to the definition of war given by th of the United States deprived its p 
very highest authority upon the subject—I am speaking now of pe t | with France by giving to Eng 1 the port pr ‘ { 
war. ready been granted to France in the treaty of 177 

A perfect war is where one whole nation is at war with an r nat What did Fr : 7 t ° 
all members of both nations are authorized to commit hostilities ag s S you c i t \ 
the members of the other in every case and underevery<« istan i t ‘ ‘ \ , ‘ 
by the laws of war. ] , n ¢ ssa . ' 

That is the definition given by Wheaton, the highest authority that | we gave to you t best of our xd, the: to you 
we have to-day upon that subject. pon your part agreed that if war should e ! | 

Nuw, what was the condition of affairs between this country and | England you w 1 sti t 3 ( t 
France? The vessels of the United States, carrying the American flag, | You failed to do it; you stood by and sav d 
were seized upon the high seas and carried into the ports of France | possessions on the American continent; you vi 
because they failed to comply with the municipal regulations of the | by giving to the English Government t ry } 1 
French Government. What were the municipal regulations of the | had granted to us in the treaty of 177> Now, we will set 
French Government? A vessel of the United States carrying English | two claims one agai the other.”?’ Was ther 1 a set Can 
goods, a vessel of the United States carrying an English subject, a ves- | there be any doubt about that? Let me read one line which | 
sel of the United States not equipped with the proper roll, was carried | settles this whole busine f we want to be honest in this tt Or 
into the admiralty courts of France and was condemned and contis- irse if we do not want to be honest, it makes no differ out 
cated under the local Jaws of France. treaties or anything else. Here at the end of the t 

Can the gentleman give me an instance where an American man-o euage 
war seized upon a private merchantman of France? You have the Provided tl 
negotiations, you have the treaties, you have the voluminous and com- Chat is, France a l t 
plicated correspondence surrounding the transactions of that period. “ , 
Can you give me a single instance where an American man-of-war oe itil Hi aie ; 


seized upon a private merchantman of France? Can you point me to 
any record of any legislation of Congress which ever declared that there 




















was a war between the United States and France ? a ee ; : 
Who ever heard of a war where there was no declaration of war eee Z 
Who ever heard of a war where all the legislation referring to the sub , : , seco” aoe 
ject, both at the time and afterwards, spoke of a ‘‘ contemplated war Pees , 
only, and never of an actual war? In view of what we read and what 
we know, we might as well dismiss from our minds the idea that France ' . eee ust 
and the United States were at war between the years 1794 and 1801 rgd enatignaper ys tan oe ’ 7 
Now, if they were not at war, had France a right toseize our merchant cee ee Un . 0 
vessels on the high seas and carry them to the admiralty courts of ae eee a 
France and there condemn them because they violated the muni _— oe ee a 
regulations of the French Government? I stand upon this propos ; ee ee fi 
and I do not think that the able lawyers who compose the Judiciary pecrrsenle te : ; 
Committee will disagree with me, that the ship of a country carry ae : yo age tae 
the flag of its country carries with it upon the high seas the laws of a ee : = 
its country wherever it goes. : “ , 
I say to you that a vessel of the United States on the high seas, car- rg aes aaa ae ee erty eee 5 
rying the flag of the United States, carries with it the lawsof the United | ®#'¢ ©! *fance nob having admitted these Claims in the mi 
States, and that France had noright to condemn those vessels, no right pp ee eee ae ae 'P p ee BS BS UNS , 
to capture or confiscate them, no right to execute upon them her judi- | — *° — ee re wee Sere oi 
cial process. The condemnation was good as to France, I admit; but it | {°° *OS Oe ee ee eee wee oe : : 
was not good against this Government, and this Government was in | ©! nce did pric greet anger larly saxteleale 2 grea ge dengan pecapnshis - 
duty bound to protect the owners of those vessels. Now, let us see em me sea ag aoa mnCS, FRC ee a ee 
what our Government did. SEER GE CATORGS SNS CECRIIES, SRS 2 CNS TNS CaS NS BOG ae es 
I say—and I am not afraid to say it, because it isa matter of history, ~— ee ; ‘a 
and we can all speak the truth about persons who lived a hundred OSS WEST Te SOREN ein 1794 
years ago—I say this Government did not keep its treaty obligations If any of your merchants s j =e 
with France, assumed in 1778. Nostudent of the history of that tim: a aes eer — 
can come to any other conclusion. unce always recognized them; but 1 matter of fact, whether the 
The Government of the United States violated the tre: it had h Government recognized lutely immate- 
made with France; and those treaties having been broken, France | rial question, because the United States was hound trustee for its 
claimed that she was not responsible to this Government for the dam- | own citizens, as the guardian of their property, to proseeuts I 
ages she had inflicted on our merchant marine: and while there was | of its citizens in the courts of Fra vith all t igor that was nec- 
included in the first instance in the treaty of 1800 a section providing | essary to sustain them. It failed, however, todoso. The Government 
for mutual compensation, that section was struck out in the Senate of | took no steps to recover for the losses tained by our cit ton 
the United States, and in lieu of it a section was inserted providing | the contrary entered into a solemn compact with France re 
that each Government should as against the other release the mutual | claims for injuries done to our merchants and the ve h 
obligations which might exist between them. position does that place the Government in? What lo if 
Let us see whether I am right in saying that our Government vio- | you were a trustee and acted under such cir t 
; lated its treaty obligations. Let us look at the history of that tim Suppose my brother from Arkansas [ Mr. kK ' . trustee and 
What did the Government of the United States agree todo? It agreed | went to work and made a bargain on ha of 1 vi i lad a 
to protect the French possessions upon the American continent against | claim against somebody, made a bargain to e up the claim, renoun 
any governmentontheearth. That wasinthe treaty of alliance of 1778 ng it without making an effort to secure it, is he not resy 
There were two treaties of that date—one was the treaty of alliance, | Would he not place himself under the same obligation to his ward that 
the other the treaty of commerce; they were both concluded on the | the party who owed the claim held? Has the trustee a right to do 
same day. Iamspeaking now of the treaty of alliance. This Govern- | that? Has the Government the right to do what individua rt 
ment agreed to protect the French possessions upon the American con- | the right todo? Do you propose to apply a different prin the 
; tinent. What in fact occurred? Within a month after the war broke | Government than that which you would apply to individua 
E, out between England and France, France had lost every colony or pos- But, Mr. Chairman, there is a very nice legal proposition contained 


session that she had upon the American continent. She lost the West | in the minority report upon this subject—that these people are not 











allowed to recover the full sum of damages done, but only a part; that 
they can only r what France was willing to give them, a lower 
um than tl | claimed; that they have only the right to recover 
in the Court of Claims what I’rance was willing to allow, because, say | 
the learned lawyers of the Judiciary Committee, when a man sues for 
a piece of property he can only recover the value of the property, and 
can get 1 the United States Government only what the United 
Go ent got from Trance; and they can not get from France | 
ept what France was willing to give, and they can not get from 
the United States Government more than France was willing to give 
to our Government. Now, that is a beautiful proposition, but that is 
bstance of is embodied in the minority report. 
t ‘ 1 who losta vessel on the high seas, every individual 
| troyed, is entitled to the full value of the prop- 
erty; and the question as to whether France was willing to yield the 
whole an t or what France is willing to give has nothing whatever 
to do with it, because France could have been compelled to pay the 
whole sum if o Government had proceeded as it should have pro- | 
ceeded, to prosecute the claims before the French tribunals, and which 
it failed to do, 
fhis has been before the Court of Claims already and their decisions 
have been rendered. You may take the Supreme Court and the able 


judiciary of the country as far as you please, and as far as my proies- 
sional experience goes I have not read aclearer, more able opinion than 


that delivered by the Court of Claims in this case, and I do not think } 


that you will find the Supreme Court of the United States, with all of 
its judicial ability, can pass upon these claims with more learning, more 
ability and accuracy of reasoning than appears in this decision of the 
Court of Claims, 


They have gone over the whole question from beginning toend. They | 


have with the minutest care examined every circumstance connected 
with the claims, have gone into the whole question presented, have 
on all the facts, have had the suggestions of the ablest counsel 
he cases, and have decided the question for the second time, and 
without depending on any legislation upon the part of Congress you 
propose now to annul everything that they have done, institute a new 
tribunal, invested with new jurisdiction, and give the Supreme Court 
of the United States absolute jurisdiction in a political case, and it will 
be decided in about two hundred and fifty years after all the people are 
dead who have any interest in the claims. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to all the miserable policy which seeks 
further delay in a matter of justice of this kind. I will stand here as 
long asthe gentleman from Arkansas will, protesting with all my zeal 
against the payment of unfounded and spurious debts; but I do most 
solemnly protest against the stinted economy which keeps poverty 
from generation to generation eternally knocking and thundering at 
the gates of chancery and justice for what is equitably due it upon the 
highest principles of national honor and national faith. [Applause. ] 

Mr. LONG. I now yield eighteen minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY was recognized. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the gentleman to suspend until I can move 
hat the committee rise temporarily, in order that I may move that 

when the House adjourn to-day it be to meeton Monday next. Imove 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reperted that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the general deficiency appropriation bill,and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that when the House adjourn to-night, it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

‘The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempere announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 9. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BuRNES]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it is very evident that there is no quorum 
here, and that the motion to adjourn should be withdrawn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have very important appropriation bills 
before this House that have not been disposed of. I think we should 
meet and take thein up and dispose of them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘They can not be disposed of to-morrow; and we 
have ample time to make disposition of them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 
will withdraw the motion toadjournover. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Drn@uey] yielded the floor in good faith, in order that this mo- 
tion might be made, and I hope the House will now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole and give him the floor again. 


| 
} 
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Mr. BURNES. I withdraw the motion to adjourn over, and move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of general a} 
priation bills. 

Che motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved itselt 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 

PRINGER in the chair. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole on tl 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the deficiency appro- 


| priation bill, and on the pending question the gentleman from Mai 


[Mr. DINGLEY ] is entitled to eighteen minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised at this attempt to 
defeat an appropriation to pay such of the French spoliation claims as 
have been adjudicated by the Court of Claims and found to be valid 
claims against the United States. I need not recapitulate the interest- 
ing facts, so closely interwoven with our successful struggle for inde- 
pendence, on which these claims are based. These have been presented 
in a clear and convincing manner by my distinguished friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lona]. 

Suffice it to say that by our treaties of ‘‘alliance’’ and of ‘‘ amity 
and commerce ’’ with France in 1778, we obtained on the one hand the 
valuable assistance of France which enabled us to secure our inde- 
pendence, and on the other hand engaged on our part to give certain 
preferences to France and guaranty her possessions in America. After 
the revolution of 1793-4 nearly all Europe conspired to crush the 
French Republic, and France called upon us to periorm our part of the 
treaty of 1778. We found ourselves unable to do so in our weakness, 
although it was with difficulty that our people could be restrained from 
giving aid to a nation which had befriended us in our years of trial. 

In the progress of the gigantic contest between France and the allied 
powers, each undertook to cripple the other by prohibiting neutral 
vessels carrying the commerce of the other from entering each other’s 
ports. In the furtherance of this policy—a policy conceded to be in 
violation of international law—between 1794 and 1800 French cruisers 
seized, and French courts confiscated, a large number of American ves- 
sels with their cargoes, which seizures and confiscations of American 
property have been popularly described as ‘‘ French spoliations,’’ for 
whose payment in part this bill provides. 

While these spoliations were going on, the American citizens, whose 
property was being ruthlessly appropriated by authority of the French 
Government, applied to our Government for redress. President Wash- 
ington, Mr. Jefferson, and United States Minister Pinckney all agreed 
that the spoliations were in violation of international law, and that it 
was the duty of the United States to obtain redress. Our minister at 
Paris demanded payment. 

Negotiations opened between the United States and France, the lat- 
ter unsuccessfully setting up the claim that the seizures were to en- 
force French laws, or in a state of war; but presenting in offset the 
French claim for guaranty and preference under the treaty of 1778. 
The differences were finally adjusted by the convention of 1800 and 
the treaty of 1801, by which each country renounced its ‘‘ pretensions, ”’ 
i. ¢., the claims of the United States for spoliations of her vessels and 
commerce were offset by an abandonment on the part of France of her 
claims of guaranty and preference against the United States under the 
treaty of 1778. 

By the treaty of 1801 the United States, for a valuable considera- 
tion, relieved France from whatever obligations she was under to pay 
American citizens for spoliations of their property, and in doing so she 
equitably assumed such obligations on the part of our Government. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] has given a detailed 
account of the proceedings in Congress in response to the petitions of 
those American citizens whose property had been despoiled by France 
for reimbursement—how bills for this purpose repeatedly passed one 
or the other branch of Congress, and how finally, when they twice passed 
both branches in thesame Congress, they were vetoed. Forty favorable 
reports have been made on these claims—one by John Holmes, three 
by Edward Everett, three by Edward Livingston, one by Daniel Web- 
ster, three by Caleb Cushing, three by Rufus Choate, four by Truman 
Smith, one by Hannibal Hamlin, and three by Charles Sumner. No 
unfavorable report has been made by any committee to whom these 
claims were referred for investigation since the publication of the cor- 
respondence in 1826. 

After so long a delay by the Government in responding to its obliga- 
tions, Congress by the act of January 20, 1885, referred such of these 
claims as should be presented within two years to the Court of Claims, 
directing that court— 

To examine and determine the validity and amount ofallthe claims, * * * 
together with their present ownership, and if by assignee, the date of the as- 
signment, with the consideration paid therefor: Provided, That * * * they 
shall decide upon the validity of said claims according tothe rules of law, mu- 
nicipal and international, and the treaties of the United States applicable to the 
same, and shall report all such conclusions of law and fact asin their judgment 
may affect the liability of the United States therefor: * * * Provided, That 


nothing in this act shall be constued as committing the United States to the 
payment of any such claims, 


After a long and exhaustive hearing, in which the United States was 
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state of war which justified the seizures. But this position was 

cessfully controverted by the representatives of the United Stat A} 3. 1082) to 

successfully that France canceled the valuable engagements which t] Arkansa 

United States had made in her behalf in order to get rid of these clai A bill (S 

And the United States having released France from the obligations ( lotte, N. ‘ 

respects these claims, by the act of release assumed in equity the li ' LIAM E} 

bilities of France. Moreover, for precisely similar depredations su Mr. HOOKER i 

quently our Government demanded and obtained reparation of Fr Committee on Military Affairs, [. ] 721 

and Spain, and paid to the American citizens whose property had been | 4). president toa it W 1 Eneclish in 1 recular A 

despoiled the amount obtained. tates: which w ae referred to the Cot ttee of the W 
Third. That as the claimants are not entitled tc recover from tl vate Calend N ‘ 


United States more than they would probably have recovered from 
France; and that there is reason to believe France would have pa 
nothing, or, at most, that $5,000,000 would be a liberal payment. ‘ 
It is sufficient to say in reply that the United States insisted that ee ; : 
France should pay every dollar of the damages to the claimants, and | } 


' ; . The report was read, as follow 
that our Government had no right to surrender them except for what , ; , 





t ‘ ¢ ‘ } . ‘ ‘ ‘ 
it deemed full compensation. Certainly the release which we obtained | 4),5 atnendments of the Sen ste to the bill (Fiz. 1508) to relieve cet aes 
from our obligations under the treaty of 1778, as a set-off for these claims listed men of the Navy and Marine Corps 
was worth many times even thirty millions. Even if five millions | after full and free confer . : , 
would have been sufficient compensation in 1800, certainly even the Saad tiie demain oon f i 


largest sum mentioned would not pay that sum and the accrued in That the House recede from lisagre ' amendme 
terest. ate numbered 1, 2, 4,6,7,* { to the sar 

Moreover, the objections to the payment of these claims presented by 
the members of the committee have been decided against their views H. A. Hi 
and in favor of the claimants by the United States court to which the | M 


} 





claims were referred by Congress for a decision ‘‘upon their validity | D. CAMER! 
according to the rules of law, municipal and international, and the G ORG] GRAY 
treaties of the United States;’’ and while it is true that Congress is on the part of 
not so bound by the decision of the court that it is obliged to make ap The managers on the part of the Hou : tted the { 
propriations to pay the claims thus referred to the court, yet, in honor | gigtemen ’ 
and justice, with due regard to its prior action, it is bound to carry out a A ee tT 
in good faith the decision of its own tribunal, to whom it deliberate! aad tte 6 of the Finesse of the conference « 
referred claims for the adjudication of their validity and justice. votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tot! 

When it is borne in mind that ninety years have elapsed since the | “to relieve certain appointed or ¢ ted men of the Navy a 
depredations were committed on the property of citizens of the United | 7), alias a? Wie aaeient 
States, ow which these claims are based; that our Government steadily | as cx th th l as it passed the House 
maintained the justiceof the claims of these citizens on France; that the Phe cedes from its amendments numbered 13, 14 
United States waived further insistence on these claims for s valuable | ore ee ont dl Gained enules 
national consideration received from France ; that even after the laps« e was made , for the Navy and Marine Corps 
of so longatime during which the American sufferers and their de- | wr be ers 
scendants have been denied reparation, they only ask that the original | ™ ne i . anit) atstinn cok t ' 
loss shall be paid without interest; and that the court to which Congress | amendments ered 8, 9, and 12 ert the w 
referred these claims for determination of their validity has decided that | which th: ‘ ' rs recommend agreet 
they ought to be paid, it can hardly be possible that Congress will longer | ee aaa a een eee ‘ce 
refuse to discharge its obligations to its own citizens. | “may in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy that Sect nay 
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be empowered to refuse to remove the charge of desertion in any case where 
the evidence shall manifestly fail to justify such relief. The House managers 
recomnmend concurrence 
Amendment numbered 7, inserts the words “ having previously served six 
months or more which conforms to the terms of the bill relating to desertions 
from the Army, and the House managers recommend concurrence. 
C,. A. BOUTELLE, 
H.A. HERBERT, 
GEO. D. WISE, 
Managers on thepart of the House. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I move that the report of the committee of con- 


ference be adopted. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the cases of H. H. Haskell and 
G. W. Stevens. 

STATUE OF GENERAL LOGAN. 

on the Library, reported back witha favorable recommendation the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 155) authorizing the erection of a statue to the late 
Maj. Gen. John A. Logan by the Society of the Army of the ‘Tennessee 
and the Grand Army of the Republic, in Iowa Circle, Washington, D. 
C., and donating condemned guns therefor, and making an appropria- 
tion for the pedestal of said statue; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes), took a recess until 8 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
‘The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro 
who directed the reading of the following communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., August 3, 1888. 
lion. BentoN MCMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at the session of the House this evening. 


tempore, 


Sir 


JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 

Hon, Joun B. CLARK, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee ot the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. 

GUSTAVUS W. SMITH. 

Mr. HATCH. Task the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10006) for 
the removal of the political disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith, and 
that the bill benow pat upon its passage. I would not ask this court- 
esy at this time but for the fact that I am unable to remain during 
the session this evening. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the legal and political disabilities imposed by the 
Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the United States by reason of 
participation in the late rebellion, be, and they are hereby, removed from Gus- 
tavus W. Smith, now a resident of the State of New York. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

ir. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion of Mr. CH1PMAN was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that we commence on the 
Calendar where we left off last Friday evening and follow the same 
order as at the last session—that is, that the titles of the bills be read 
in their order, and when the title of a bill is read if no gentleman asks 
for its consideration that the bill be passed over, with the understand- 
ing that any gentleman present shall have leave to call up any bill on 
the Calendar previously passed over. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first bill. 

MRS. MAGGIE A. WEED. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly Miss 
Maggie A. Egan. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly 
Miss Maggie A. Egan, a volunteer nurse in the late war, at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2579) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly Miss Maggie A. Egan, 
report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is herewith adopted, and the 
passage of the bill recommended. 

[Senate Report No. 988, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
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This bill proposes to pension Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly Miss Maggie A. 
Egan, a volunteer nurse in the late war, at the rate of $12 per month. 

Miss Egan was one of that noble band of women who left their homes and 
loved ones to minister to the sick and wounded soldiers of the Army of the 
Union. That she was faithful and untiring in the discharge of her voluntarily 
assumed duties, we append the following statements, the originals of which 
accompany the papers in the case: 

PapwcaH, Ky., May 31, 1864. 

Miss M. A, Egan has very successfully performed the duties of nurse in the 


oan rence . : , | United States general hospital at Paducah for over a year and a half past, hav- 
Mr. STAHLNECKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee | 


ing been in the one under my care the major part of that time. She bas been 
attentive and interested, faithful and untiring in her labors; and by her cheer- 
fulness and kindness helped to lighten the load of weariness and suffering of 
inany a poor soldier. Itrust she will continue in well-doing, knowing that a 
life of kindness and disinterested eftorts to lighten the miseries of the unfortu- 
nate brings with it a glorious reward. 
H. HARD, 
Acting Assistant Surgeon, U. 8S. Army. 


Orrice Jox Hott Unirep States ARMY GENERAL HospitAt, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 
Mrs, LIVERMORE, 
Secretary C. S. Com.: 

I would respectfully request that you send Miss M. A. Egan to report to this 
hospital as nurse to assist in the linen-room. She was formerly at Paducah, 
Ky.,and with Mrs. Hamilton and Mrs. Hight. As the services of another are 
needed, Mrs. H. desired that I ask for her. 

Very respectfully, 
H, P. STEARNS, 
Surgeon, U. 8. V.,in charge. 

Your committee feel that this case is a very meritorious one, and therefore 

recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
DAVID H, LUTMAN, 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I call up the bill (S. 2206) grant- 
ing a pension to David H. Lutman, which has been passed over. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penson-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David H. Lutman, late a private 
in Company F, Second Maryland Regiment. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2206) 
granting a pension to David H. Lutman, submit the following report: 

The committee have considered this case, and adopt the report of the Senate 
as their report, and recommend that said bill do pass, 





[Senate Report No. 625, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2206) granting 
a pension to David H. Lutman, have carefully examined the same, and report: 

David H. Lutman enlisted as a private in Company F, Second Maryland Reg- 
iment, September 6, 1861; discharged September 30, 1864, by reason of the ex- 
piration of his term of enlistment; filed his declaration for a pension February 
13, 1880; granted a pension for one-half disability in 1885; applied for an in- 
crease, his claim was rejected, and he was dropped from the pension-rolls April 
22, 1886. 

The evidence accompanying the papers show that the claimant was a strong, 
healthy man when he enlisted in 1861. That in a forced march of his regiment 
from New Creek to Romney, in December, 1861, just after his return to the Army 
from the hospital at Cumberland, where he had been ill with the measles, he 
was compelled to wade several streams, the water at that time being extremely 
cold, which exposure led to his being sent back to the hospital. When he re- 
turned to the regiment he was still suffering from the effects of the disease, and 
continued to be so affected up to the date of his discharge, it being necessary 
during that entire period, by reason of his physical condition, to assign him to 
light duty. The evidence further shows that he has been treated from the date 
of his discharge to the present time by four or five physicians. His neighbors 


| and comrades who knew him before, during, and after the war, testify to the 


| effects of this exposure and the disability which followed it. 


(reese epee 


He was granted 
a pension for “spinal irritation, result of measles.”’ 

When examined for an increase of pension he was certified as not entitled to 
any rating. He charges, in an affidavit filed November 17, 1887, that the sur- 
geon who examined him was ina “state of intoxication and entirely unfit to 
make the examination,” and at the same time filed a letter from his family 
physician sustaining his right, by reason of his disease, toa pension. He had, 
however, prior to this date been examined by a board at Hagerstown, and the 
Pension Bureau therefore refused to reopen the case on the ground— 

“That the unsworn statement of Dr. Greene is not sufficient to controvert the 
adverse findings of two boards, and therefore does not warrant an examination 
looking torestoration. If the claimant wishes restoration he must furnish good 
and sufficient sworn testimony, medical preferred, showing as a fact, and from 
personal knowledge ofthe affiant, that pensionable disability, due to formerly 
pensioned cause, has existed since the date of dropping, and this testimony 
should intelligently state how the claimant is affected, and what his condition 
is, irrespective of the claimant’s say-so to neighbors or doctors.” 

Acting under these instructions the claimant filed the following sworn state- 
ment of Dr. E. B. Pendleton, one of the most intelligent and able physicians of 
that section of the country, and a gentleman of the highest character, who 
states: 

“TI have on this 4th day of February, 1888, made a careful examination of 
David H. Lutman, late a private in Company F, Second Regiment Maryland 
Volunteers, and find that he is suffering from spinal irritation which incapaci- 
tates him from the performance of the manual labor upon which he is depend- 
ent for a livelihood.”’ 

Second. The affidavit of Dr. C. S. Greene, his family physician, who had been 
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lly vouched for by replies to several confidentia \ es from t l 
ce. His state it i f \ 
I have, this 4th day of I 1ary, 1888, examined D. H,. Lutman, lat« priv 
in Company F, Second Regiment Maryland Volunteers, and find hi 1 
from an irritation of the spine, caused (as he informs me) from having 
1a } ‘ } 
coid on the mez Lille ithe Army, a d said spinal rritation prevents ! 





from perform! labur to any very great extent, and attimes is una 





to work at all 








e known said D. H. Lutman for fifteen years, and ha 
been con ted by him in regard to his back on a number of occasions 

Third rhe affidavit of Wiiliam R. Jackson, as follows: 

‘That he has been personally acquainted with David H. Lutman, who i 
\ipplicant for reinstatement on the pension-rolls, for the last twenty years, and 
during said time said Lutman has been a sufferer from disease said to hav« 
contracted in the Army during the war, and that he further knows thatthe s i 
Lutman has been in a great measure incapacitated from performing any kind 


1 





of manual labor, and that he is at this time incapacitated from performi: 
thing like the labor of a full hand. Ihave worked with said Lutman ar 
that he can not perform a half day’s work regularly,and at n 
able to work at all for weeks.”’ 

Fourth. The affidavit of Henry H. Michael, as follows 

“That he is a resident of Morgan County, West Virginia, and a fa er | 
cupation; that he is personally acquainted with David H. Lutman, late priv 
in Company F, Second Regiment Maryland Volunteers, who is an applicant 
reinstatement on the United States pension-rolls; that the said David H, I 
man is now, and has been for years, suffering from, as I firmly believe, the et 
fects of disease contracted in the line of duty inthe Army. I furth 
that the said Lutman is not now, nor has he been for a number of years, 
to perform more than half of the work of an ordinary hand, and frequent 
not able to work at all.” 

These last two are also credible witnesses. 

After these affidavits were filed the Pension Office refused to order the claim- 
ant before a board for examination, although he proposed to go to the expense 
of coming to Washington to be examined, if required by the Department. Th 
Pension Office held * that the medical and lay evidence recently presented does 
not warrant another examination looking to restoration, as it fails to des 
the claimant’s physical condition or to show that a ratable disability has« 
from the alleged ‘spinal irritation’ since March 4, 1886,”’ 

Do the facts set out in these affidavits warrant this conclusion? W<« 
not, and for the following reasons: The claimant was pensioned in 1885 f 
‘spinal irritation, result of measles,’ to date from 1864. 

Dr. Pendleton makes oath that on the 4th of February, after a most careful 
examination of the claimant, he finds him suffering from spinal irritation w 
incapacitates him from the performance of manual labor, a “ ratable disability 
that had under the decision of the Bureau existed from 1864 to April, 1886. Dr 
Greene, his family physician, testifies to the same physical condition of t 
claimant, and that he had attended him for fifteen years for said disability 

Jackson and Michael, neighbors of the claimant, testify that he has been in 
a great measure incapacitated from performing any kind of manual labor, and 
that he is at this time incapacitated from performing anything like the labo 
a full hand; the statement of Michael being ‘that claimant is now, and hs 
been for years, suffering from disease contracted in the line of duty; that he is 
not now, nor has he been for a number of years, able to perform one-half of 
the work of an ordinary man, and frequently is not able to work at all.’ 

In the judgment of the committee, these affidavits from physicians of high 
standing and laymen of credibility cover every point suggested by the medica 
department of the Pension Office. It is not evidence of the “ say-so”’ « \ 
claimant, but is the affirmative, personal knowledge of those who have spok« 

The committee is of opinion that under these affidavits a pensionable disa- 
bility has been shown, and that the claimant is entitled to be reinstated on the 





any ti 

















pension rolls as a pensioner in accordance with the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

Senate bill 2206 is reported favorably, with the recommendation that lo 
pass, 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 





pass. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be reported to th 
House with the recommendation that itdo pass; and the Chairman de- 
clared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, no 1. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from West Vi: 
ginia [Mr. WILSON] and the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Ston! 

The tellers took their places, and the count began. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. CARLTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN, That motion is not in order. 

Mr. CARLTON, I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. A vote is now being taken. The Chair willen 
tertain the gentleman’s motion later. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (before the completion of the count). 
Mr. Chairman, I have but one reason for objecting to the consideration 
of bills to-night, and if the committee will listen to my explanation I 
believe they will agree that I am justified. I think I have worked as 
hard asany man in this House for the accomplishment of legislation, 
and there are a number of bills upon the Private Calendar reported by 
the Committee on War Claims for the benefit of Federal soldiers who 
are in just as needy circumstances as any Federal soldier who has a 
pension bill pending here to-night. 





aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


The Committee on War Claims had a night assigned to them two | 


weeks ago forthe purpose of considering bills of that character, and the 
House met and certain gentlemen here saw fit to pursue a course which 
rendered the session worthless to the committee. Later, when I had 
it in my power to prevent a gentleman who was active on that occasion 
from getting legislation which he felt to be of very great importance to 
him, I was urged to withdraw my objection in order that he might 
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ected to l 
tions are raised to the 1 lests of 1 t I tt < it 
fair treatment, but at the r rest ¢ 
me since I made the point 
and let business proceed t evi the rst t 
. . - ; , 
during the coming week I l ve the co-operation of t ‘ 
nen in having an evening assiyned to the mittee on War ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN. 1 | tof no 
be no objection, this bill w be laid aside to be reported to the H 
with the recommendation that it do p 
There was no object l 


Mr. CANNON Mr. Cl 1 I des to call a bill which ] 
bee n heretofore passed « ver. tl | (H. R. 2894) f ‘ relief of Al- 
bert Watson. 

Mr. LAWLER I ¢ ect to the ynsideration of that 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman [Mr. CANNON] has a 
under the order, to call up this | t ha een | ed over. 

Mr. LAWLER. But lo ttot consid ition of it. and I w f 
tostate why I object 


A Member. I object to any more statements 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentle in| Mr. LA ean rt o} 
to the bill at this time, but o} ction can b i t 

Mr. LAWLER I understood at the t evenil ession that obj« 
tions were held to be good wl 1 bill was ut ng | nted 


] + 
consiageration, 


The CHAIRMAN. Thaitv under aspecial order, but this is und 


a different order. Of urse the gentleman can make his object 
fective later 
Several MEMBERS. Regular ordet 


Mr. CANNON. If my colleague hasa bill t he desi to have 
sidered, I shal! not object. 


Mr. LAWLER. I have been here for nine: ning sessions and |} 


not got a bill through, and I think it is about time to get recognit 
for a single bill. 
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Mr. COOPER. Iam in the same box 
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Mr. FUNSTON. This is the first time I have seen the gentler 
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I 4 at ti v oh te 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill which the gentleman from Illinois [} 
CANNON] calls up is one that has been pa 1 over, and under the 1 
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Mr. L my colle e& ¢ { i 
was reached ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Th hair 1S unable to an er 1 t 
Mr. CANNON. I can answer, if it is in orde 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
The bill was read, as foliows 
Be it enacted by the Seat i f i é ’ Un Ls 
imerica in Cong S$ asse 1, That the Secret < t ] r be, and 
ereby, authorized and rected to if t € i 
Albert Watson, the invalid so f Peter D. Wat r te of ¢ 
Seventy-sixth Regiment I 3 \ inteers i a yx 
3 per month f i g 
The report by Mr. LANE) was read, as 
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4) for the relief of Albert Wats € ex L thie pers filed in the 
and submit the llowing t 
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do any kind of manual labor; has ) ) | ident upon charity 
for support; his age is r tee 
There are numerous aflid s su ‘ statement as to 
lvo ‘ 6 f the cas« 
us A ( port I 
mmend that do pass 
ng no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 





h the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM COLLINSWORTH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Icallup the bill (S. 1122) granting an inc: 
of pension to William Collinsworth. 
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Comrade Robert Cooper swears that he knows claimant had quinsy of the 

throat and jaws at date of disc] ate of claimant and has 
personal knowledge of the fact. is corroborated by comrade Mason 
Cooper. 
Drs. Henry Owens and P. A, Medlin, Wichita, Kans., swear to an exa 
tion of claimant, and find him suffering from an affection ofthe throat and jaws, 
which disables him one-half from the performance of manual labor, and that 
they believe his disability to be the effects of quinsy. 
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simply m ;a recommendation to the House. 
JAMES M LAUGHLIN, 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. } rON) was the bill (S. 1609) for the relief of James 
Me Laughlin 


The bill is as follow 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
jimitations of the pension-laws, the name of James McLaughlin, late captain of 
Company 1, Tenth Regiment Kansas State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MorkILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth fully the 
facts in this cas ind is hereby adopted, and the passage of the bill recom- 
mended 


enate Report No. 420, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


ptain of Company I, Tenth Regiment Kansas State 
Militia Infantry, and in his declaration for pension, filed November 3, 1881, al- 
lewes as a basis of his claim that he contracted inflammatory sore eyes at Leaven- 
worth. Kans.,in June, 1863, which apparently became better, but when ordered 
out in 1#64 to repel the Price raid he suffered a relapse. 

rhe Commissioner of Pensions rejected the claim January 22, 1883, on the 
ground that he was a member of the State militia, and that he did not prosecute 
his claim to a successful issue prior to July 4, 1874, as provided by paragraph 3, 
section 4603, of the Revised Statutes. The soundness of Captain McLaughlin 
prior to enlistment is, we think, fully established. 

Dr. G. N. Cooper, of Garnett, Kans., who was the regimental surgeon, testi- 
fies ‘that he has known claimant intimately since 1860, and that when he en- 
tered the service he was in wood physical health.” 

Dr. B. M. Ling, Central City, Kans., testifies ‘*he has known claimant during 
the past twenty-two years (1862 to 1884, when affidavit was filed) and up to Oc- 
tober, 1864, he had all the appearances of a sound man.,”’ 

Dr. ThomasLindsay, Garnett, Kans. (United States examining surgeon), states, 


Jamesa McLaughlin was ca} 


in response to office letter, *‘ that he was claimant's family physician from 1859 | 


to 1862, during which time said claimant seemed to be sound and had no dis- 
ease of eyes.’ 

As to continuance of disability from date of discharge, Capt. Jonn G. Lindsay 
swears “that he saw claimant in December, 1864, when he was suffering with 
sore eyes; again in August, 1865, when he was suffering with same disability, 
and been thus afflicted ever since, gradually growing worse; atthe present he 
ix unable to perform manual labor.”’ 

Dr. George W. Cooper, Garnett, Kans., swears that— 

“Shortly after claimant's return from the service, October, 1864, he was suf- 
fering with sore eyes, and knows from personal observation that he has suffered 
with same ever since, Claimant is a carpenter by occupation, and in conse 
quence of said disease has been, since the war, unable to successfully follow his 
occupation,” 

lor. M. B. Ling, member of the regiment, swears that claimant has suffered 
with sore eyes ever since 1864, and, in affiant’s judgment, unable to work one- 
fourth of his time since 1864, 

M. A. Page, private Company I, Tenth Regiment, testifies to incurrence dur- 
ing Price's raid, and continuanee to present time. 

James S, Smith testifies similarly and fixes time of incurrence during Price's 
raid, and caused by marching over dusty roads, 

Dr. Thomas Lindsay, United States examining surgeon, in response to office 
letter, states ‘‘that he treated claimant for granulated sore eyes from 1865 to 
1871, after which his professional partner treated claimant for two or three years. 
Ever since he has been his family physician; at the present time he is nearly 
blind.” Dr, Lindsay, examining surgeon, in his report to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, reports disability second grade, and rates him at $24 per month. 

The character of all the affiants in this case for truth and veracity is satisfac- 
torily established, 

Your committee think the claim a very meritorious one. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SUSAN EDSON. 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. MorriLu) was the bill (S. 915) granting a pension to 
Susan Edson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan Edson, 


doctor of medicine, a volunteer surgical nurse in the late war of the rebellion, 
at the rate of $25 per month, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 915) 
granting a pension to Susan Edson, having considered the same, report as fol- 
low Ss; 

Che papers in this case are very voluminous, ‘and the Senate report is alto- 
gether too brief. Itis necessary only to give some hints as to the great merit of 
this bill to secure its passage. It was originally introduced into the Senate at 
$72 per month, but was amended and passed at $25. 

Miss Edson and her sister rendered the country invaluable service during the 
rebellion. Claimant was a physician of high standing, and in the hospitals freely 
gave to the soldiers the advantage of her medical knowledge. Her sister was 
a devoted nurse, who by exposure and fatigue in the hospitals laid the founda- 
tion of disease which caused her death. She did not apply for or draw pension 
from the Government. 

Miss Edson will be remembered as the faithful attendant upon the late Presi- 
dent Garfield. Her unremitting exertions during those long weeks of anxious 
solicitude completely wrecked her nervous system, and for a long time her life 
was despaired of, entire seclusion from friends for two years being necessary. 
Her health wasso wrecked when she left the Army that she did not resume the 
practice of her profession until 1867, and since her illness, following President 
Garfield’s death, she has been utterly unable to do anything in the line of her 

»srofession, 
, She is now advanced in years, utterly broken in health, and without means, 
She thinks she is entitled to the highest rate of pension paid soldiers, namely, 
$72 per month, but the Senate amended the bill, and your committee are of opin- 
ion that the Senate bill should pass without change, and therefore report it back, 
with a favorable recommendation, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


It will be necessary to do so, as the Committee | 
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JULIA E. AMBROSE. 

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. PuGsLry) was the bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to 
Julia E. Ambrose. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia E. Ambrose, widow of J seph 
N. Ambrose, Company G, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose, have examined the same, and re- 
port: 

The claimant's husband, Joseph N. Ambrose, enlisted in Company A, Sixtieth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, September 30,1861, and was discharged therefrom for 
“functional disease of heart’? August 5, 1862. He enlisted in Company G, 
Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, July 21, 1863, as a veteran volunteer, and 
was discharged as of July 14, 1866. He was pensioned for severe deafness of 
both ears at the rate of $M per month, commencing August 19, 1882, and $8 from 
April 3, 1884. He was adjudged insane and died in Dayton (Ohio) Insane Asy- 
lum December 23, 1884. 

Dr, C. N. King, superintendent of Dayton Insane Asylum, where soldier was 
confined, certifies that he died from apoplexy. Dr. King had been in charge ot 
the asylum less than two months at the time of the death; had no previous 
knowledge of the soldier, and states in an affidavit that he knew nothing about 
the causes of the soldier's mental and physical trouble. Based alone on the 
evidence of Dr. King, so tar as we are able to discover, the Pension Department 
rejected the widow's claim for pension. 

Dr. B. F. Holmes certifies that he was well acquainted with the soldier prior 
to his enlistment, and that all external indications denoted good health; that 
he treated him from the time of his return from the Army until he was admitted 





| to insane asylum (which was November 5, 1883) almost constantly, and is per- 


fectly satisfied that his exposure to cold, long marches, wet weather, and loss of 
rest was the cause of ill health and death. 

Dr. E. Holmes certifies that he was acquanted with soldier about thirty years 
prior to his death; *‘examined him and he passed as an able-bodied, sound man 
at the time of enlistment. * * * Prescribed and treated him at intervals from 
the time of his discharge up to within a short time before his admission into 
the asylum forthe insane;’’ that he was ‘‘of the opinion that his continuous 
increasing affections, mental and physical diseases, and death were the natural 
and irremediable result of the extreme exposure, privations, and suffering in- 
curred while in the service of the United States Army.”’ 

It isa case of disagreement of doctors, and we feel justified in giving to this 
needy widow the benefit of such doubt as there may be by accepting the opinion 
of the physicians who were well acquainted with the soldier, who treated him, 
and whose opinion is based on personal knowledge and observation. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ISHMAEL JONES. 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. Morritr) was the bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to 
Ishmael Jones. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ishmael Jones, of Utica, N. Y., 
late of the Navy. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 889) grai:ting 
a pension to Ishmael Jones, have considered the same and report as follows: 

The claimant, Ishmael Jones, is shown by the records to have enlisted as a 
seaman on the North Carolinaon the 9th of November, 1861, and served thereon 
until November 28, 1861, when transferred to the Flambeau, He served on the 
latter vessel until June 18, 1862, and was again transferred to the North Caro- 
lina. He was discharged August 5, 1862, for disability. 

In his declaration for pension before the Pension Bureau, filed more tian 
eight years ago, he claimed that, while serving on the Flambeau at Port Re yal, 
S. C., in 1862, he was injured on the back above the left hip by a barrel of pork 
rolling against him and pressing him against the chine of another barrel while 
he was standing inthe hold of the vessel receiving goods which were being 
lowered to him. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau, March 17, 1882, on the ground 
of claimant's inability to furnish testimony showing the receipt of the injury at 
the time and place alleged. 

Your committee have carefully examined the testimony in the claim before 
the Pension Office in connection with the records of the hospital in which claim- 
ant was treated, and there has also been filed, directly before the committee, 
the testimony of responsible and reliable witnesses in support of the claim. 

That the applicant, Jones, wasa sound, healthy man at enlistment is estab- 
lished by undoubted testimony as well as by the fact of his examination at en- 
listment. The journals of the Flambeau are not on file, not having been pre- 
served, and inasmuch as claimant was treated on board that vessel for about a 
month he is deprived, by no fault of his own, of the most usual and valvable 
evidence of the incurrence of his disability. Asa general rule the journels of 
naval vessels furnish sufficient proof to establish origin in a navy pension claim. 

This claimant was transferred from the Flambeau into the naval hospital, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., on July 18, 1862, with splenitis, with no history of the origin 
of his disability given, and was discharged therefrom and out of service on the 
5th day of August, 1862, because of his weak and enfeebled condition and general 
muscular and nervous disability, and with the concluding remark that “‘ he 
wili be, for a long time to come, unfit for duty at sea.” 

It is established by unquestioned testimony of reliable men that upon his re- 
turn home in 1862 he was severely affected by a lame back and by a pain in the 
left side of his body, and ever since that time, as the proof shows, he has becn 
similarly affected. 

Examining Surgeon Watson, of Utica, N. Y., who made a physical exavsina- 
tion of this man in August, 1880, stated: 

“T find excessive tenderness on pressure over the left lumbar region, so that 
the slightest touch causes him to cryout. Stooping causes the most severe pain. 
I do not see how he can perform any manual labor.”’ 

At the examination of the claimant at Rome, N, Y., by Dr. Flandrau, in De- 
cember, 1881, he found a similar condition, due to disease of back or spine, and 
also a severe disease of eyes. 

The claimant is now in hisseventy-third year, isin needy circumstances, and 
is honest and truthful, as is shown by the statements of Hon. Francis Kernan 
late United States Senator from New York, of Judge W. T. Dunmore, and of 
other prominent men who are acquainted with him. 

It is clearly a fact that the disabled condition of the applicant is due to his 
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naval service, and in view of the circumstances of t case ¥ : nmitt is & . 
of the opinion that as claimant can find no one wt saw him ired, } Ww 
testimony should be taken to establish that fact. All pres i $ are s 5 vas t Pens 
favor that his disability was ineurred in 1e of duty ‘ rriage t \ rs f . : at 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass I 3 ‘ 
The bill was laid de to be rem ltot House with the re = 
: t W s é 
mendation that it do pass, \ 3 iw 
NATHAN COOK f a pens 7a W 
The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which iS | « or nit t : ' ‘ 
asked by Mr. CARLTON) was the bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan ¥« 
Cook ; 
. ; . ss , ; , , 
Che bill is as follows phe » ae ee , 
. . . i men t t t nas 
Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a here nee see ae 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension-rolls, subject tothe provis ml rAl N ‘, N 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan Cook, late of Capta \ 
cent’s company, Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee war, and pay him a p« L ihe next pension business on the Private 
from the date of his application, at the rate of $25 per month R. 9227) for the relief of Ma Newtol 
The report by (Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: Mr. CARLTON I ask tor the cons } that 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the R. 9228 t- | i bill wa ead, as fo ws 
ing a pension to Nathan Cook, have considered the same repor } ‘ c ’ . 
lows ‘ ; rye . ‘ MI ‘ x 
The claimant, Nathan Cook, is shown by the records to have served in ¢ land i plac i ‘ [a 
. as t the daught« a t only sur [ ( 
Isaac S. Vincent's con First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, Chet f the wat ' R ‘ & 
war, from May 14, 1838 itil June 26, 1838, when discharged. He filed his ia ‘ . 
1 . . i ‘ ‘ « i ‘ ‘ _ 
before the Pension Bureau on September 18, 1883, declaring that while in i ; 
: .] 4 (1 ' “— : ; : . 
service diarrhea and neuralgia were incurred and have continued to disable ihe report (by Mr. Bi was read, as I! Ww 
him ever since. There is filed in his pension claim the testimony of his « l The Committee on Pensions, to w vas re lt | 
ne eis ahawine * ante Jenna a } ing ic gery ‘ ; ate ‘ . . ist e ‘ 
ree ee ghbors showing that said diseases existed during his rv ses sion to Mrs. Mary Newton ve considered the sat 
a ever since — be 
am . . ’ . ’ . . i the claimant, Mrs. Mary Newton, is the « vy surviv 
fhe board of examining surgeons, at Atlanta, Ga., in November, 1883, found oe ‘ 1 > wa a panes? Ae yeal t war of the Rev 
} ; ; Jo whe asa soldier for thre ears in the t Rev 
him disabled severely by neuralgia, and rated his disability at $6 per mo t htvy r. } t f 
. - : ° : - ‘ S I ier eig v€ 1 ge bee oO! ia Ss 
He is now eighty-five years of age,is in poor circumstances, and is burd« i ; Ben a8 ; Pan alt a 1 Dae 
° Y. . . 4 | ee . r re you ommittee, on the 2d day of July, is04, a di her old a 
) Ah 0 oO wo ‘ ‘ al ile = uo are en re. ae JCHUCH 4 on P 
by the support of two invalid daughters w re entirely I lent uy ‘ f 
; pat os ) r relic 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. ”* ; eal “2 } 4} 
records of the soldiers w } served in e Virginia 
rp . . y } : 
Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 1 m- | nenta e that John Jordon served as bombardier Colonel Harris 
. r ‘ a 7 :  ¢) 1 after 4 
mendation that it do pass. ; ery (V a . lo . sete 
b A lan e state ¢ ginia 
J. W. PORTER. 17 “Tapes e he was capture 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, | British and confined on board a pr oon 
—~s\6 . , Che identity of the soldier w ent i se ‘ 
R. 4702) to pension J. W. Porter. the feline ait tiie en ad ies Galle entniiinhied tre the tastianone ef vere ¢ 
. TN . 1 © tatn yh Uaae } ican S \ s blished \ 1e testimony of very 
Mr. HERMANN. Iask for the consideration of that bill. people, whose affidavits were filed » pension cla fthe « 
The bill was read, as follows: lier more than forty years ago. One of these witnesses, Jincey Rik 


ied that when she was a small child she well remembers John Jot 














Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby » her father’s house in Greenville County, Virg . ing just be ‘ 
directed to place on the pension-rolls of the Government the name of John W m a British prison-ship, and that there was a great stir among the w 
Porter, late private of Company E, Battalion of Missouri Mounted Volunteers the settlement to have some clothes made for the soldi efore 
application numbered 11953, for services in the Army of the United States in the again to join the Army 
establishment of military posts, andor services on the frontier during the wai rhe death « he mother of the apy ‘ 
with Mexico, subject to the limitations and regulations of the pension laws of | 147 : 
the United States in pensioning the survivors of the war with Mexico Your committee return the 1 »the H : 

The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: , t do pass. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4792) ¢ The bill was laid aside-to be reported to the Hou with th 
ing : -nsi ‘ ! r Porter. ] s cons "ex 8 da mort. as , 
=< pension to John W. Porter, have considered the same, and report a mendation that it do pass. 

This claimant was in Powell's Battalion of Missouri Mounted Volunteers from MARTIN M LAUGHLIN. 

August 13, 1347, to November 10, 1848. His claim was rejected by the Pens = ’ ) } ] 
Bureau on the ground that he was not in Mexico, on the frontiers there: r Phe ne xt business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ! 
en route thereto, was the bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLa 

FE > “t fr, he an > ore Tnhite t< ‘ - , ve ‘ t 7 f 41 rt + ‘ ' ’ , 
; Ar port from the Adjutant-Gc né ral U nited State s Army shows that th s man in. a survivor of the Mexican war. and late a private in Comp 
was enlisted in Powell’s Battalion, Missouri Mounted Volunteers, at Fort Leavy Third United States Infantr 
enworth, to serve during the war with Mexico. The command marched i MAAS. ited States amas , 

Fort Leavenworth on or about September 1,1847; arrived at Fort Kearney Sep Che bill was read, as follow 

tember 18, 1847; remained at said fort until the middle of May, 1848; marched Be it enacted. etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior b nd he is hers 

thence to Fort Childs, Platte River, where it arrived June 1, 1348; remained at | {)orized and directed to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, a su 

oe eee = October, 1848, when it returned to Fort Leaven f the Mexican war, and late a private in Company D, 1 it ed 8 
fol and was mustered ou iuntry, to $25 per month, from and after the passage of this act, in 

The Adjutant-General further states that although the battalion was called ension now : ceive a by him } 
into service under the act of Congress of May 13, 1846 (providing for volunteers oe aa! - 
for the war with Mexico), yet it was used for the purpose of laying out a route ihe report by I [r. BLISS) was read, as follows 
to Oregon, and did not serve in the war with Mexico The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred t bill (H.R. x 

Your committee are of the opinon that inasmuch as the soldier was mustered » an increase of pension to Martin McLaughlin. ! . ed 
for the war with Mexico and his services deflected into another channel by and report ; 
thority of the War Department, and as he has reached the age of sixty-seven That the claimant was a soldie1 1 
years, he should be placed on a parallel with other Mexican volunteers and Third United States Infantry, i 19, 1847. to the 
granted a pension. var. He is in receipt of a pen onth ! 

The committee return the bill to the House with the recommendation that it | January 29.1887. This bill prov { 
do pass. ecause of his physical and f 

m . ital . ‘ bat . he evidence before your co 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- : at anes tn diceennitied far the parte nee of'@ 
mendation that it do pass. rheumatism, and has no means of s te 
ELIZA A. WOODS. — tt a 
ourcommiiltee fr onin na tn passa 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. The bill was laid aside to be reported to the He with +t} 
R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods. mendation that it do pa : 

Mr. WICKHAM. I ask for the consideration of that bill. — - 

" ° . Oo ‘ El ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: TI t busi the Pri ae t] — 
r . pat : : 1@ nex yjusiness on the rivate Calendar (called uy ’ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | sine } bill : 1325 - . ‘ 6 t3 — 
thorized and directed to inscribe on the pension-rolls the name of Eliza A MANN) was the bul (5. raed) LOE the relief of Join M 7 
Woods, widow of Richard Woods, who was an ensign and lieutenant in Captain The bill was read, as follows 

tr 


Jones's company, Colonel Anderson’s regiment of United States Infan 


yf _ : war | Be it enacted, etc., That the S 
of 1812, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws , 


thorized and required to place t i J I ! 
The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: | Home, Washington City, D.C., on the pens f 









. ; * ‘ tracted while in the service of { ed $ is \ 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8885) grant- | o-dnance in the Ordnance Depart t eA ‘ ‘ ( 
ing a pension to Eliza A. Woods, have considered the same, and report as fol- | jig ; 
lows: } an —— Br : yo ee 
It appears from the records of the War Department that Richard M. Woods Phe report (by Mr. Bris vas read, a5 10LLOWS 
was appointed an ensign Twenty-fourth United States Infantry on April 26, | The Committee on Pens a, to whe s referred the - 
1813, promoted third lieutenant May 13, 1813, and second lieutenant December | a pension to John McKernan, have consi i the same i re 
18, 1813. His services terminated in 1815 under act of disbandment of the Army to the Hous th the recommendation that it do pass, adoy 
approved March 3, 1815. the statement of facts correctly set forth in the Senate « imitte 
He was married to the claimant, Eliza A. Woods, on the 3d day of June, 1824, | lows 
and lived with her until his death, in 1845, “The soldier who sues for a pension in this case is sixts 
In 1846 or 1847 the claimant again married one A. R. Anderson, but lived with | has been in the military service continuously twent 
him only a few years, he having deserted her about 1852; and for that reason | he is suffering from a disease of the feet, the 1 ‘ 


and cruelty she was divorced from him February 24, 1855, and was directed by | not know. The Adjutant-Generai’s report gives a his ‘ 
e decree of divorcement to change her name to that of her first husband, | and that of the Surgeon-General thus identifies his disab 
i 
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tal, B el arsenal), California, December 9, that he is almost constantly under the care of a physician; that at no time since 
eczema both feet, « nating in line of duty (report the 6th of January, 1565, has aMiant been free from pain, and that his pain and 
{ j < Lo hi and s discharged from disability are growing more and more intense from year to year.” 
‘ » Oxy t rf r ec; disease originating | Your committee are of the opinion that this is a just claim, and therefore 
j |} recommend the passage of the bill 
‘ from which he suffers in tl " pee ’ 1 rT wey gy 
he a swereunabletocurehim. | he bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
t rgeon er I rt there is this not« | mendation thatit do ] i 
‘ ‘ i : i ' ' ‘ 2 wr v , T . 
t! | to indorsement of Maj. C. C. Bayne, surgeon United | DELIA NEWMAN. 
mh Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Joun- 
. a , pagan pe a * v1 ’» | STON] is sick and asked me to request consideration of the bill (H. R. 
é Vv year ‘ li rie underwent no physical ‘ 1 1 x i 
He re} L at c-call July 1, 1885, with chronic | 3) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pension-roll. It ison 
‘ t i 1 a patient i hosy ,8 ng frem the effects | the sixty-fourth page of the Calendar. 
t | ree : 
. ss ; ior : The bill was read, as follo 
‘ e ha ted ‘ Accept | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
I < .a is p } thorized and directed to place the name of Delia Newman, widow of late Will- 
Duri i ! of twenty years the soldier was not accused of intemper- | iam Newman, of Company —, —— Regin of North Carolina troops, of war 
§ te of the Soldiers’ Home. The committee have | 1512, on the pension-roll, subject to the ons and limitations of the pen- 
no evidence t », other than the above statement. It is very clear that | sion laws. 
he lias been for a long time a sufferer from an incurable disability, and th e | Tian = ( AT Pp } . 
= ; : Ay . > rep (Dy oir. ISS as read, a8 1lollows: 
ae at Ho bas no home eneses Ueab prevailed Gr tne @ tl The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 
. “ | y ‘ ‘ » 2 , >» > 
ment, and by his long service he has earned the consideration due to his infirmi- | The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7013 


ties and poverty 
he bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do 


s 


MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 867) 
granting a pension to Margaret Stafford Worth. 

Mr. FINLEY. ‘This bill grants a pension of $50 a month, and as its 
consideration will meet with opposition, I ask that it go over till Thurs- 
day next. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHN W. REYNOLDS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. RoMEts) 
was the bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds. 

lhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Reynolds, late of the One 
hundred and fifty-seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

lhe report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1542 
granting a pension to John W. Reynolds, having considered the same, report as 
follows: 

hey adopt, and make part hereof, the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, and recommend the passage of the bill, 

rhe Senate report is as follows 








Senate Report No. 465, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ]} 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1542) granting 
a pension to John W. Reynolds, have examined the same, and report: 
imilar bill to this was reported by your committee at the Jast session. 
Your committee adopt the report of the Forty-ninth Congress, which is as fol- 
lows: 
fhe claimant was an acting deputy provost-marshal in the twelfth Ohio dis- 
trict during the latter part of the war of the rebellion, and while under orders 
of the provost-marshal of that district, on the night of the 6th of January, 1865, 


inthe attempt to arrest a party of deserters, he was seriously and permanently 
crippled, 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that he was not 
regularly mustered into the United States service. 
Fred. F. Rempel, who was a deputy provost-marshal, serving under Capt. 
George W. Roby, provost-marshal of the twelfth Ohio district, swears that 
John W. Reynolds was serving under his orders as assistant deputy provost- 
marshal of thetwelfth Ohio district, in the county of Hocking; that on orabout 


the 26th day of December, 1864, the said John W. Reynolds received the proper 
orders to arrest two persons by the names of George and Jacob Strohl, who had 
been drafted and were concealing themselves at the house of William Strohl, 
in said county; that the said Reynolds met with resistance in attempting to 
make said arrests, and was badly injured; that he was for along time thereafter 
badly crippled and totally disabled; that said Reynolds was a brave, judicious, 

! nd performed a large amount of valuable service in the de- 








and reliable officer, « 
partment in which he was engaged as such provost-marshal.”’ 
David Whitcraft and George Whitcraft testify— 

Phat they accompanied John W. Reynolds as a part of his posse in his ef- 
forts to arrest George and Jacob Strohl, two draft deserters, who were concealed 
in the h« > of William Strohl,in Marion Township, Hocking County; that 
they ol ed entrance to said house, andasthe said John W. Reynolds was pass- 
ing up the stairway tothe second story the said deserters rolled down upon hima 
barre! filled with cider; that the said barrel fell against the said Reynolds, push- 
ing him against the wall, dislocating his shoulder, mashing his right hand, and 
otherwise severely injuring him; that in consequence of his injuries he was for 
two or three years so badly crippled as to be utterly helpless.” 

Dr. W.S,. Rutter swears that— 

Reynolds; has been his physician for three years; 
that he has in that time made frequent examinations of the physical condition 
of said Reynolds; that in the three years last past scarcely a week has passed 
by without afliant being consulted by him and giving him medicine and advi 
that the tre: nt furnished was for liver trouble, kidney disease, and neural- 
gia; that th t shoulder is shrunken and shriveled, and the arm of that side 
is about 6 inches shorter than the other arm, the effect of a downward disloca- 
tion of the shoulder-joint. The hand of that arm frequently becomes so nerve- 
less as to be unable to grasp or retain hold of anything. 

‘The trapezoid bone of the right hand is enlarged, apparently from a former 
fracture of the bone, causing weakness in the whole hand; that there is visible 
the resulting depression of the skull from fracture, that probably is the prime 
factor ir causation of the intense neuralgia; that the whole upper extrem- 
ity is affected by the neuralgia, and it has so injured the eyesight as to produce 
alarming defects of vision, and,in my opinion, will finally produce total blind- 
ness of one ’ 


Arie 














lie resides near said J, W. 























rhat his le m and shoulder are shriveled and shortened about 6 inches, 
and is almost useless; that the right hand is weakened bya fractured bone, in- 
curred while in the service of his country ; that a fracture of the skull occurred 
at the sam ne, and causes frequent trouble of the head; that his eyesight is 
very weak, and one eye almost sightless from the same cause of neuralgia; 









| ing a pension to Delia Ne¢ 
lowing report: 

| The records on file in the Third Auditor's office, Treasury Department, show 

| that the late husband of the claimant served in Capt. James Bradley's company 

| of North Carolina militia from the 20th day of February to the 6th day of 

March, 1815, a period of fifteen days. 

The soldier was granted a land-warrant of 160 acres of land for such service, 
but his pension claim, as well as that of his widow, the claimant, was rejected 
on the ground that the service was rendered after February 17, 1815, when the 
treaty of peace was ratified by the Senate. 

The widow and soldier, in their statements in the pension claims, assert un- 
der oath that news of the termination of hostilities did not reach the company 
| until the date of discharge therefrom, March 6, 1815, and that the soldier was en- 

rolled as a volunteer many inonths prior to the date which his service is made 

to commence by the records on file. 
The widow, now in her ninety-second year, applies to Congress for relief by 
special act. 
Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and report it to 
the House with such recommendation. 


i 
| The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 





wman, have considered the same, and submit the fol- 


} 
j 
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mendation that it do pass. 
SARAH C., ANDERSON. 

The next businesson the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. STRUBLE) 
was the bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and 
children under sixteen years of age. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directedto place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah C, Ander- 
son, widow of William H. Anderson, late a private of the Fifth Independent 
Battery Ohio Light Artillery, and the names of the children under sixteen years 
of age of said Sarah C. Anderson and William H. Anderson, subject to the lim- 
itations and restrictions of the Pension Office. 


| The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


eferred the bill (S, 2370) 
ildren under the age of 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 
granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson, and her cl 
sixteen, having considered the same, report as follows: 

They adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The Senate report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No, 961, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 









The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2370) granting 
a pension to Sarah C. Anderson,and her children under the age of sixteen, have 
examined the same and report: 

That the claimant is the widow of William H. Anderson, a private in the 
Fifth Ohio Battery. He enlisted 27th August, 1862, and was discharged June 1, 
1863, upon a surgeon’s certificate of disability. He continued in ill health con- 
stantly from the time of his discharge until 1883, when he became insane, and 
was committed to the asylum at Long View, Ohio, where he died. 

The claim has been rejected upon the ground that the death and disability of 
the soldier are not traceable to the army service. But it is shown by the testi- 
mony of a comrade, Waxel, that he was, while in the service, sent to a hospital 
of the Government; that he was treated there for brain fever; that he lay for 
some time suffering from brain fever. After his discharge it seems, from both 
lay and medical testimony, that he was afllicted with chronic diarrhea (never 
| cured), and with epilepsy on several occasions; and that while he was being so 
treated the physician noticed plain symptoms of dementia even before his com- 
mittal for insanity. 

We think, although the connection between the mortal disease and the orig- 
inal aflment may not be medically or pathologically established, yet it is rea- 
sonably shown that there was such connection, and that the soldier's insanity 
and death were the results of his service in the Army. 

Che passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
| mendation that it do pass. 
; SAMUEL E. WILSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. ANDER- 

son, of Illinois) was the bill (H. R. 8941) for the relief of Samuel E. 
Vilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Samuel E, Wil- 
son, late a member of Company G, Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 8931, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following 
report: 

That Samuel E. Wilson was a corporal in the Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, enlisted November 13, 1851, and discharged September 8, 1862; that 
the vasis of his claim for pension is that about July, 1862, while in the line of 































































valled up by Mr. Cr 
was the bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. M 


















































Be it enacted, , That t Secretary of the I b i} 
authorized and directed to place the name of Margaret J. MceQuary ( 
Pe McQuary, late a sergeant of Company B, Ninety-ninth I 
t who was killed in battle before Atianta, Ga., July 28 ’ ‘ 
sion-rolls, at the rate $50 per month, subject to the rules and r« ) ‘ 
Pension Department i 
The report (by N) was read, as f ws , 
Comr eo iP ys. t I refer it 
granting & pens ‘ J. McQuary nsi red 4 
submit the following re; 
The claimant herein is the daughter of Perry Met iry, W > Ww 
battle on the 28th of J 1864. while ar » Piva y B, N 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers Ilex t $a} 1er by ; 
death of her husband and the claimant's fathe t having remarried ativ entit ) 
sion was dropped. Her second husband is alsodead, and she is now ‘ 
poverty. ‘ 
Dr. Hanna, who has known and prescribed for her the past « t year ' ‘ 
fies that she is a poor, pitiful tressed rl, a per wreck, both phys . ve and devot 
and mentally; that she has ysica ‘ ~ 
her, eight years ago, and he I 3 \ Ss ~ ‘ 
with her mother, who is in y ng canceled he ee Saee 
second marriage,and has no income or means of support except t Mr. McMILI 
can do by manual lab 
The claimant is shown to be a px yn of yund 1 t Y \ , , 
of Hancock County, Indiana, where said cla unt l itis alsos . A Shai 
that she has no estate and no uns of support, and is totally unable a ig on a 
fitted to earn her own . I com tte re of the it tt ; @ eX held ; 
me torious case, and that the relief asked rinthel ought to! 
Your committee therefore submit a fa i re and r 1 
passage of the bill with the following amendments on to t y »na een 1n f 
In line 5 strike out the words ‘“‘of unsot I l I e 9 sts gery of tl} | l 
word “thirty ’”’ and insert t rd “*« iteer 
: ( I i l i 
The amendments reported by the commit ere agreed t rv { 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the H ‘ To 
the ree 1endation that it do pass. 
MINOR CHILDREN OF JOSEPH SAWYER, DECEASED, ir, PAK we i 
next business on the Private Calend called up by a 





was the bill (H. R. 10126) for the relief of the minor children « : , 
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was read, as follows : 
e y i i ‘ 
ted, et I the Secretary of the Int« I I ‘ 
thorized a r i to place on the pension-roll e} v 2 . 
sion laws, the names o minor children i i iD Li I 
l, late superi 7 n M nt of — ae g@ Service t y ere keepers o itlo or the ( 
1< » de i 
lited States, and who was ar d while ser ¥ 1 ‘ 7 ‘ 
‘ i #’TSLOT : NT iT y ’ f r 
and to pay them a pensio om and after the passage ‘ ~| 4 ows i pensions amounting to pa 
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Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The special case I suppose went through, as this 
was likely to have done if there is a general law covering this case, 
the pension can be granted under it. I do not believe it is wise or 
proper to go into pensioning persons in the civil service. I made the 


suggestion that the reading of the report be dispensed with in order 


who desire to have their pension claims considered in the time that is 
allotted for that business to-night. 


Mr. PARKER. I wish to say that if the gentleman will look into | 


the law he will find that it only covers keepers of stations and their 


crews. This man, being a superintendent, does not come under that | 

law 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not think it is wise or proper to extend the 

laws in that direction. I will look into the general law before I would 


finally make resistance to the case that would defeat it. But with the | 


present knowledge I have on the subject I think my duty would con- 
strain me to obstruct the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CHIPMAN.,. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SENEY. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will withhold 


that request fora moment. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the | 


House to take up a bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ask it afterwards. 

Mr. SENEY. I will ask it now. 

Mr. MORRILL. I demand the régular order. 

Mr. PARKER. I will ask that this case of the minor children of 
Joseph Sawyer, deceased, be passed over until the next meeting and 
retain its right to be heard, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have noobjection to that, I think thatis proper; 
and in the mean time I will examine the law. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. CHIPMAN that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar had according to order | 


had under consideration sundry pension bills, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House with various recommendations. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Mr, Speaker, is it in order at this time to move to 
take up a pension bill that is in the House undisposed of? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Then I move to take up House bill 8553, which is 
in the House undisposed of. It is different from other bills that have 
been passed over, because it simply provides fora pension of $12 a 
month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the bill to 
which the gentleman refers is one of several which were favorably re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole at an evening session, the pre- 
vious question ordered upon them, and a day fixed for their considera- 
tion, but when that day came they were not considered and they went 
back to the Calendar. The Chair is inclined to think that they would 
come up as unfinished business if the point were made and insisted 
upon. The Chair will state further, however, to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. RoMEts] that the bills of which his was one will come up 
in their order, and that if that calendar is returned to now and the 
regular order is insisted upon, the gentleman’s bill will not be the 
first. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I do not wish to interfere with the business of this 
evening. I simply asked for information, not knowing when the bill 
would properly come up. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. The Calendar on which the gentle- 
man’s bill is will come up if it is insisted upon, but, as the Chair has 
stated, the gentleman’s bill is not the first upon that Calendar. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present con- 
sideration House bill 4855, granting a pension to Jacob Newhard. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bills that have been reported from 
the Committee of the Whole will be first disposed of; after which the 
gentleman will be recognized to call up his bill. 

Mr. SENEY. Is not my request in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order. The Chair was only 
stating to the gentleman what the custom had been. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman later. 

Mr. SENEY. In reply I beg to state to the Chair that I have been 
the victim of that custom, and I do not propose to be victimized again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is proper for the Chair to state to 
the gentleman from Ohio that it has not been the purpose of the Chair 
to victimize him. 

Mr. SENEY. I was not intimating that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will also state to the gen- 
tleman that in the number of years that the present occupant of the 
chair has oceupied it at these evening sessions for pension bills re- 
quests for unanimous consent have uniformly been entertained after 
the business reported from the Committee of the Whoie has been dis- 
posed of ; but if there is no objection the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to make his request now. 

Mr. SENEY. If the whole time remaining was consumed in the 
passage of the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole and 
the hour for adjournment came, it would then be too late to make my 
request. 


| 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will assure the gentleman 
from Ohio that there is no danger of the whole of the time being con- 
sumed in the passage of these bills. The Chair will endeavor to recog- 


| nize the gentleman from Ohio to make his request. The Clerk will re- 


| 








| 


| port the first bill. 
that we might save time. Ido not want tostand in the way of others | 


Mr.SENEY. Iask unanimous consent to call up House bill 4855 —— 

Mr. LAWLER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. The 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

ALBERT WATSON, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering this bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. SENEY. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, no 1. 
Mr. SENEY. No quorum. 


Mr. CANNON. May I be allowed a word? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. Albert Watson, as the report states, is the only son 
of a deceased soldier. He has a step-mother who has remarried. He 
is deformed; his breast caved in; he has curvature of the spine; he is 
nineteen years old and requires a constant attendant, and he subsists 
upon charity. This bill gives him a pension of $18 a month. His 
father had a pension. His step-mother had a pension which she drew 
until she remarried. The case is all perfectly clear and plain, asshown 
by the report. The papers were filed and I examined them myself; 


‘ 


; and I am quite sure that my friend from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] when he 


understands the case as reported by the committee will not demand a 
qucerum upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum has 
voted, and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 


| Ohio [Mr. S—ENEY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 


Mr. SENEY. I have been here night after night for no other pur- 


| pose than to get a single pension bill passed, and it is the only bill that 


I have asked the House to pass during this session of Congress. Upon 
two occasions I left the House on the adjournment of these evening 
sessions, having had no opportunity whatsoever to present my request 
to have this bill considered. I propose now to stand upon my rights, 
whatever they are, and insist upon them. I am a friend of pensions 
and I vote for all pension bills; so the gentleman [Mr. CANNON] can 
not outdo me in that. I take this course for no other reason than that 
I want to have my claim recognized. I feel that my bill is entitled to 
recognition, and if I can not have it recognized I do not propose that 
others shall be. Fifteen minutes ago a gentleman told me that he had 
got two pension bills through to-night, and I certainly ought to have one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent to makeastatement. I 
understood the Chair to state that the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
SENEY ]-would be recognized immediately after the passage of these 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole. There are twenty or 
twenty-five of these bills which propose to pension soldiers perhaps 
just as worthy as the soldier represented by the gentleman from Ohio. 
We who attend these meetings every Friday night know that fifteen 
minutes will not be required to pass these twenty-five bills. When 
they have been passed, the gentleman from Ohio will be recognized to 
call up his bill. 

Mr. SENEY. Suppose the hour for the termination of this evening 
session is reached before my bill is called? That condition of things 
has hit me twice; I do not propose it shall strike me a third time. 

Mr. DOCKERY rose. 

Mr. FARQUHAR and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will act as tellers. 
The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. LAWLER (during the count by tellers), I would like consent 
to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

Mr. LAWLER. The Chair might ask a suspension of the count for 
a moment. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota to make a statement? 

Mr. LAWLER. I object; all these things take up time. 

Mr. NELSON. I think my suggestion will help us out of this diffi- 
culty. 

Mr. LAWLER. If the tellers will suspend the count for a moment 
I think I can relieve this difficulty. Seeing that probably the time 
will permit only the passage of these bills reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and also that of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SENEY ], I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that this count be tempo- 
rarily suspended and that the gentleman from Ohio may be recognized 
to call up his bill. 

Several members objected. 





















































1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECOKD—HOUS 














Mr. HOUK. The bills ( ould all hay e bes n passe d by th tim< d br ss ( rf t w $ 1 ( 

The tellers reported—ayes 38, no 1. e poin b quor . ira 

[Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’] Mr. HOOK] Is it ‘ e to go » 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has yet voted. Whok 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to suspend this count in Mr. SENEY. I1 ed to f draw t 
order to allow me to have passed a bill for the benefit of an old woman, nt of no quorum to let inthe m 1 of t ntleman from Illin 
now more than eighty years of age, who, I am afraid, will not live to Mr. CANNON. On further tl rht I | not make the motion. 
see many more Friday nights. She is a colored woman, too. } Mr. KERR. Imovet the H as there th- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theregular order has been demanded. | ing else for us to dk 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House adjourn. | ‘The question be take 21 

The motion was not agreed to. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’? ] | So the motion was rejected 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular orderisdemanded. No} Mr. FARQUHAR. Regular ordet 
quorum has yet voted. Gentlemen who desire to vote will please come | The SPEAKER pro tem) The regular « 3 y 
forward and do so. tellers. 7 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to put on its passage the | The tellers will resume their places 
bill which I hold in my hand. | Mr. HOOKER. ‘Th question of no quorum was withd1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. | The SPEAKER pro tempor The ¢ did not so understand 

Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement Mr. LAWLER. It was withdrawn it was not accept 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the | colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]? The Chair hears none. Mr. CANNON. Oh, I beg pardon; I do accept 2 t 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. SENEY] states that | renew the motion to go into Committee of the Whol 
he desires to have considered a bill which is some distance forward The SPEAKER pro t e. If the point of order is not insisted 
upon the Calendar. He states that he is very desirous of having this | upon, the Chair will announce the result of the vote 
bill passed, and will demand a quorum unless it receives consideration. | Che vote on the engrossment and third ling of the 
The reply has been made to him that there is plenty of time to pass | nounced as—ayes 43,no 1. So(no further count being insisted uy 
all these bills which have been reported from the Committee of the | the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and | , 
Whole and then to pass his bill. So there is. Now, although some | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
gentlemen may think the gentleman from Ohio is a little stubborn, yet BILLS PASSED 
even if that be so, I ask that the rest of us show ourselves not so stub- | alt Ui ate ol en Bian a ata aia i 
born, and that we now, by unanimons consent, allow him to call up | name “a the wy hole aie eens - aan cee ana oe 
his bill and have it considered and passed. There will then be time , ’ 


enough to pass these bills from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objectionismade. The regular orde1 
is the vote by tellers. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. SENEY. I have already stated that on two former nights I | 
have acted upon the idea that as soon as the bills reported from the 
Committee of the Whole were passed I should be recognized; but on 
both occasions the gavel of the Presiding Officer fell before I had such 
opportunity, and the House adjourned. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman has already been informed by the 
Chair that he will be recognized as soon as these bills reported from 
the Committee of the Whole have been passed. If he will withdraw 
his objection, these bills can be passed in ten minutes, leaving ample | 
time for the passage of his bill. Under these circumstances, for him 
to stand here and say that unless his bill is taken up out of its order 
nothing shall be done, appears to me an insult and an outrage inflicted 
upon the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I feel as though I am somewhat ‘‘ outraged;”’ still 
I ask that the gentleman from Ohio, although his request may seem 
unreasonable, be recognized in order to have his bill passed; then we 
can pass these other bills reported favorably from the Committee of the 
Whole. There is time enough for all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no bill to be considered to-night, and hence 
I have no personal interest in this question. If other gentlemen are 
anxious that this House should surrender to the gentleman from Ohio, 
I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. LAWLER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted; and the tellers 
will resume their places, 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, the only alternative left us is a call of the 
House or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. NELSON. Thereisa way outofthedilemma. Iask unanimous 
consent that all bills reported from the Committee of the Whole to- | 
night, together with the bill of the gentleman from Ohio, shall be con- 
sidered as engrossed and read the third time and passed. [Laugh- | 
ter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. CANNON. If the point of no quorum can be waived for a mo- 
ment, if in order to do so, I will move to go back into Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SENEY. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that I would like permission to make a single 
request; that is, that the bill referred to by the gentleman from Ohio be 
considered as having been recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
favorably to the House, and that it be presented to the House for ac- 
tion with the other bills from the committee. 

Mr. SENEY. That is exactly what I want. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I object to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now I will ask unanimous consent to waive 
the question of no quorum with a view to go back into Committee of | 
the Whole for the further consideration of bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. SENEY. Then I will withdraw the point of no quorum to 
allow that motion to be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the unfin- | 





ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 


} 
y 


they were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namel 
IL(H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambros« 


\ 

\ bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 
A } . 
A 


28) for the relief of Nathan Cook 
92) to pension J. W. Porter; 


92 
bill (H. R. 47 
bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods 
bill (H. R. 9327) for the relief of Mary Newton 
I 


vill (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, a 


> Py 


| survivor of the Mexican war and late a private in Company D, Third 


United States Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Deli: 





| sion-rolls; 


\ bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath. 

Che bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary, re- 
ported trom the Committee of the Whole with amendment, wa 
sidered, the amendment concurred in, and the bill asamended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committe sof 
the Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Weed, tor- 
merly Miss Maggie A. Egan; 

A bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David A. Lutman 

A bill (S. 115 to William Collins- 
worth; 


granting an increase of pension 


we 





\ bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Mrs. Avis J. Hockey 

A bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to James FE. Kabler 

A bill (S. 1609) for the relief of james McLaughlin 

A bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson 

A bill (S. 1225) for the relief of John McKer: 

A bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds: and 

A bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and chil- 
dren under sixteen years of ag 

BILLS POSTPONED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with the recommendation that their further consi ition 
be postponed until August 9, were considered, and the recommendat 
of the committee concurred in, namely 

A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pe toM ( 1 
B. Burnett; and 

\ bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Margaret Stafford W I 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes take ind also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACOB 
Mr. SENEY I ask unanimous consent to discharge the C 
| of the Whole House from the further consideration of t 
4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard and consider the 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it «¢ cted, ¢ That the Secretary of the Interi e, and au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, « t 4 d 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ja »N of Care W yan- 
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\ is ther tion to the request t 
‘ ‘ ( r r] y 
1 re ng t 
bil l ! vccord l lt third time 1 
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FULLER. I] <, by unanimous con that the Comr { 
Lh Vhole ] irzed from the furth co leration of t 
‘ . ©, 
bil . G4 inting a pension to Margaret B. ‘Todd. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
] t enacte f That the Secretary. of the Interior be,and he is hereby 
the ced ane ected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pr vi 
tatio } vs,the name of Mrs. Margaret B. Todd. 
] SPI AKER p » tempore. Is there objection to the request oft the 
gentleman from lowa? ‘lhe Chair hears none 





Ihe bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was according! 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FULLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pass 1; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CHARLES WALSTER. 

Mr. LAWLER. I askunanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5503) granting a pension to Charles Walster: 

The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interioris hereby authorized and 





dir edto place the name of Charles Walster, late a private in Company ‘ 
Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry,and Company M,Second Llinois Light Artillery, 
on the per n subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws gover! nvalid pensions 

The SPEAKER pro tem; Is there objection to the request of the 


entleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 
The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. LAWLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and » moved that the motion. to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH S. WILSON. 


Mr. DARLINGTON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of lischarged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. ng a pension to Joseph S. Wilson. 





rhe Committee of the Whole House was discharged and the House 
proceeded to consider the bill. 





j e bi y S ud, as follows: 
‘ Chat the Secr the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
t! ed ! } yn-roll the nae of Joseph 8S, Wilson 
] pr { i j vania Reserve Volunteers, and first 
! Con bE, One h eventy-fifth Pennsylvania Vol 
teers to | I + pen } of $17 per month, from Aug 
Is 
SPEAKER ») tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
r ir nt oit committee 


rie amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 6 strike out all after the word ‘* volunteers” to the end, and inscrt 
t to the provisions of the pension laws.”’ 


amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended wasordered 


to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
DARLINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
v id also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
t] rie 
Vr} latter ) was agreed to 


RACHEL MORGAN. 

Mr. HOOKER, I ask by unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (1H. 
li. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 











RF 7. PR ANN / Vy A rar 

BVA UE 24 1 cus. dy 

mang 

passed; i 1 also nx d thaé t I ) I l i 1 on th 
rhe latter mot iv a i to 
The SPEAKER i ine ‘ ust 10 o'clock havy- 

irrived riouse } Hi t 

| urn u i 2 < c ond 

i 

| 

| t \ BILLS I rop ) 1 

i ’ rt ; te hj f th ving titles were introduced 

indicated belo 

| By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A 1] t. 11088) f the relief of 

| 7Ol n 8S. Thompson—to the Co t n Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pension to Eliza- 
h Harner to t] Coammitt ( Invalid Pe sions. 


y Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 11090) for the relief of the heirs of 
Hermann Kastner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: A bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension 
to Mra. M. S. Jewell—to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. MCSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11092) granting a pension to George 
W. Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 11093) for the relief of Richard N. 
Bowerman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11094) for the relief of A. B. 
Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11095) granting a p 
D. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11096) for the relief of John G. Maughermar—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11097) granting a pension to 
John F. Rose—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Polly 
Gray—to the Committee on Pensions. 


— 


snsion to James 


PETITIONS, ET‘ 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s de 
under the rule, and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. A. Rk. ANDERSON: Petition of M. Luke Rawlings and 40 
others, of Taylor County, and of W. O. Hutchinson and 18 others, of 
Mills County, Iowa, for amendments to the interstate-commerce aet— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Cook County, Oregon, 
for change in the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Petition of Local Assembly No. 66 and 
Local Assembly No. 2905, Knights of Labor, for the passage of House 
bill No. 10854—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of citizens of Bryantsville, Ky., in re- 
gard to the druggists’ tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of John W. Baker, of Fulton 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Miranda Marrett, of Lauderdale 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, Azgust 6, 1888, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, offered the following prayer: 

Lord, make us to know our end and the measure of our days, what 
it is, that we may know how frail we are. We worship Thee, the 
only living and true God. Oh, Thou, who livest and wast dead and 
art alive forevermore, we thank Thee for the life beyond. Give unto 
us grace to lay hold upon the things that aresubstantial and enduring. 
We thank Thee for the way of life made so plain. Give unto us wis- 
dom to walk in that way day by day. For the light that comes from 
heaven upon earth’s dark pilgrimage we bless God, in whom there is 
no darkness at all. Shine unto us, we pray Thee, by Thy divine light, 
and make very plain to us Thy righteous will, strengthening us in 
duty and leading us where we ought to walk. 

Thou Judge of the widow and the Father of the fatherless ones, we 
commend unto Thee those who are bereft, and pray that Thou wilt 
deal very tenderly with them. Sustain and comfort and sanctify them. 
Teach us all so to number our days that we may apply our hearts unto 
wisdom. Help us ever to remember that there is but a step between 
us and death, and so to live wisely and holily, serving our generation, 
that when we shall fall asleep we may be gathered unto our fathers. 

Sanctify to us the rest and privileges of the past Sabbath day, that 





| the seed scattered everywhere may be watered by heavenly influences, 


and that this land so abundantly blessed may be Emmanuel’s land. 


| Guide these Thy servants to-day; grant us grace and peace, in the name 


enact c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
t a ] I ted to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and t ; of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Morgan, mother of 
I i ris s vn by the report of the War Department to have died 
o n ! serving with the Fifth Regiment United States Cx 
ored Hea Ar 

The SPEAKER » tempo Is there objection to the request of the | 

gentleman from M ppi? The Chair hears none. 

q tion recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill; and heing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
} man 
‘ , , . * -o% 

Mr. HOOKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


of Christ. Amen. 
































































The PRESIDENT t re, J I é n t 
sideration of tl » resoluti : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, itis quite unnecessary fo 
ator to submit any observation in support of these resolu 3 
career of General § 1 has been so l » gallant, so 
and so patriot it any words I could in respect of 3 mel 
0 praise of eer would be lik ‘ refined gold or } t < 
the lily. I, therefore, for my ive them to the ju t of t ee « 
Senate without any further ob \\ 

1¢ PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection to the pre 
consideration of the resolutions, the question is on their adoj [ yN ' 
» resolutions were agreed to unanimously. \T WI yN 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIAI 

The PRESIDENT ) p! ted a pet n< tI 
York and a petition of citizens of Polk County, Iowa, praying to1 ) ( 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which we refer 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce l ALM the ¢ ( 

le also presented a iorial of citi Georgia 
‘ t the passa f Mills bill without strikin t \ 

nes, unmanufactured 1 ssed; freestone, granit nd 

} 111 bDullding < onumental ston ir 1 the free-list: Vv l t T 
referred to the Committee on Finance. », I t 

Hle also presented a petition of citizens of San Fran o, Ca 237 
ing for the restriction of Chinese immig 1; which ( to be} t 
lie on the tal ( Li t 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Joseph P. Richard and lie also, from t 
other citizens of Frederick County, Virginia, and the petition of T. ving bills, re mi ¢ 


ginia, 
Standford and 25 other citizens of Van Zandt County, Texas, pray rist 






























| 

for the passage of additional amendments to the interst comm«e 

law prohibiting railroad companies trom transporting commoditir 

cars belonging to the shipper ind giving the s imposed f 

tions of the interstate-commerce law to tue inf ers; Wi h S , 

ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commer t 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Margaret Bolio, of D l 
Mich., widow of Gideon Boli late a private in the Sec ) h WAR p b 
Cavalry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to ( 

Committee on Pensions e} 

Mr. WILSON. of Iowa. p1 ted a net 1 of 81 veterans of t} S. 24 ‘ { ( 
of 1861, now inmate of the soldiers’ home at Marshalltown, Iowa, } , > ar to a! t 
ing for the repeal the limitation on the arrears of pension; whicl ( 3s; and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ ) 

Mr. FARWELL presente 1 four petitions of citiz } hit { i 
D. Cr, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3375, prov ng for ead \y i 
justment of claims for dams by reason of publi 
provements in the Distri ch were r red t EWAR 
Committee on the Distr in l ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of merchar l 
ness men, and farmers, citizens of Bradley County, Arkansas, pray ommilt é 

view of the exceeding hi bagging by parties « 1 (S. 
trolling tl rket, and in -f to cotton producers | ‘ t of money een ¢ 

sening the price of that commodity, for the passage of a bill abolis! 1 Ni 

if the duty on bagg which w eferred to the Committee on ted 
nance, { 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Bourbon Cou P i 
Kansas, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-con , Ww » the ¢ 
law: which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Comme 

Mr. PLUMB. 1 present a petition signed by the members a 
the officers of the Kansas State Farmers’ Alliance, praying that 1 

te will pass the bill recently passed by the House of Represent y 
wr the establishment of a department of agriculture, and ¢ 
ention to the fact that at a meeting of the executive board of th ( 





il Farmers’ Alliance, held at Des Moines, Iowa, in March la 


national executive board did formulate a memorial asking Co1 


enact a law to create a department of agriculture and mak i 
an executive d iritment } 
; A bill for this pu Ose or the Calendar now ha ng | P 
from the Committee on Agriculture a few days ago. I then 
tice t in early day I would move its consideration by the Sez 








of course, to the appropriation bil suced i ha 






4260 


[Mr. WALTHALL] to simply have an inquiry and a report on the facts, 


and in order to accomplish that objectthese documents containing the | 
eo 


laws will be needed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lonly rose toinquire how many were to be printed, 
and what would be the understanding about it. 

Mr. STEWART. We thought it best to have the document regu- 
larly printed, because it will have to be used by the War Department. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In that way the Senator will not get so many for 
his own use as if they are printed for the use of the committee. It is 
a preliminary proceeding anyhow, ordered for the committee. 


Mr. STEWART. Then I ask to have 200 copies printed for the | 


use of the committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
JOHN M. HARRELL. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 3402) for the relief of John M. 


Harrell, of the State of Arkansas, to report it adversely with a writ- | 


ten report, which, for the convenience of disposing of these disability 
cases, I ask may be read—it is very short—and if the Senate is will- 
ing that the bill be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary,to which was referred Senate bill 3402, “‘ For 
the relief of John M. Harrell, of the State of Arkansas,’’ respectfully reports 
that it has had the same under consideration, and recommends that the bill do 
not pass, for the reason that the person named is, in the opinion of the com- 


mittee, under no political disability imposed by the fourteenth amendment of | 


the Constitution. 

It appears from the petition of Mr. Harrell that he was in 1858 appointed United 
States attorney for the eastern district of Arkansas and resigned said oftice in 
1860, and was afterwards engaged in the military services of the forces of the re- 
bellion. 

By force of the fourteenth amendment he was under disability as a person 
having taken an oath as an officer of the United States to support the Consti- 
tution, and having engaged in the rebellion against the same. 

But Congress, by the act of 22d May, 1872 (volume 17, page 142, United States 
Statutes at Large), enacted: 

* That all political disabilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of the amendments of the Constitution of the United States are hereby 
removed from all persons whomsoever, except Senators and Representatives of 
the Thirty-sixth and Thirty-seventh Congresses, officers in the judicial, mili- 
tary, and naval service of the United States, heads of departments, and foreign 
ministers of the United States, 

The only question, therefore, is whether the petitioner was an officer in the 
judicial service of the United States by reason of his being an attorney of the 
United States for the eastern district of Arkansas. The committee is of opinion 
that it is clear he was not an officer in the judicial service. ‘‘ Judicial service ” 
imports the performance of judicial functions, just as military and naval service 
import the performance of military or naval functions. Every duty that is im- 
posed by statute upon a district attorney of the United States is clearly, as the 
committee thinks, an executive duty. 

it is obvious that Congress intended, in the act referred to, to except from the 
general removal of disabilities only high officers of State, military and naval 
officers, and the members of the two named and their recent Congresses. There 
was no exception of any officer in the service of the executive branch of the 
Government except heads of departments, foreign ministers, and those in the 
military and naval service. It was thus evidently intended that all the officers 
in the civilservice of the executive branch of the Government should be relieved, 
excepting heads of departments and foreign ministers. In view of the consti- 
tutional division of power into three departments—legislative, executive, and 
judicial—and in view of the general policy of the act referred to and the marked 
omission of all exceptions in regard to officers in the execulive service except 
those belonging to its military establishment and the heads of departments and 
foreign ministers, it seems obvious that it was intended by this act of amnesty 


to relieve all officers of the United States except judges, heads of departments, | 


and military and naval officers, The committee, therefore, deems it to be clear 
that the petitioner is not under any disability imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment. All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this bill was introduced by me and 
upon my motion referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I received a letter from Col. John M. Harrell, whom I know quite 
well, stating that he had been nominated for Presidential elector in the 
State of Arkansas, but that prior to the war he had held the oftice of 
United States district attorney and afterwards served in the Southern 
army. He was in doubt whether the act of 1872 had removed his 
political disabilities and requested me to inform him in regard to it. 
After examining the act I applied to the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, and the only question at issue seemed to be whether a dis- 
trict attorney of the United States was in the judicial service of the 
United States, those who were in the judicial service having been ex- 
cepted by the act of 1872, which removed all disabilities except certain 
exceptions therein named. The chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary gave me his opinion that Colonel Harrell’s disabilities were re- 
moved by that act, and that a district attorney was not a judicial offi- 
cer. Having consulted other members of the Judiciary Committee and 
a very distinguished lawyer in the Senate who is not a member of the 
Judiciary Committee, they gave a different opinion,and said that it 
was important that the question should not be left in doubt. 

Knowing that it might become very important, as it was almost 
absolutely certain that Colonel Harrell would be elected as an elector, 
I informed him of all the facts. He replied stating that under the 
circumstances, owing to the importance of the matter, he preferred that 
a bill should be introduced and should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and let them pass upon it in an official capacity. If they 
reported that he had no disabilities and the Senate confirmed that re- 
port, then probably no question would hereafter be raised about it, but 
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| inasmuch as distinguished lawyers differed as to whether the words 
‘judicial service’’ included a district attorney he preferred that that 
| committee should pass upon it. 

‘or that reason I introduced the bill, knowing that the chairman of 
| the Committee on the Judiciary held the opinion which is contained in 
the report, though others held a different opinion. 

So far as I am concerned, it is wholly immaterial to me which way 
the question is decided provided it is decided correctly, as I do not wish 
any question to arise hereafter. If the Senate, after having fully un- 
| derstood the facts as I have stated them, are unanimously of the opinion 
that the disabilities of Colonel Harrell were removed by the general 
act of 1872, then that is satisfactory to me. 

I thought it proper that I should make this statement in order that 
all Senators might fully understand the importance of the question, 
| and also to explain why I had introduced the bill after I had been in- 
| formed by the chairman of the committee that he thought Colonel Har- 

rell’s disabilities had already been removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if this were only a single isolated 

case of one gentleman, of course if any single Senator had any reason- 
| able doubt about it I should be willing to solve the doubt by passing 
a bill for him; but passing this bill throws a doubt, a shadow upon 
the political condition of probably more than a thousand persons in the 
United States who now understand, as everybody else does, that their 
| political disabilities have been removed by the act of 1872. The com- 

mittee therefore thought that it was better to follow what we all 

thought after consideration and discussion was the law, and make this 
| formal report and ask the Senate to adopt it as expressing its judgment 
upon the matter, and thus not raise a doubt and throw a cloud over 
the political status of so many other citizens of the United States. 

I therefore move that the report be adopted and the bill indefinitely 
postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
| consideration of the bill and the report thereon? The Chair hears 
/ none. The Senator from Vermont moves that the report be adopted 
| and the committee discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill, and that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let the report be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read, the report will 
appear in the Recorp. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM L, BRADFORD. 


! 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
| 


diciary to report back favorably the bill (S. 3178) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Captain William L. Bradford, with an amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration, as saving time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It was reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary with an amendment, in line 3, before the name ‘* Will- 
iam,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘Captain;’’ and in the same line, after 
the name ‘‘ Gradford,’’ to insert‘ late an officer in the Navy of the 
United States;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the political disabilities of William L. Bradford, late 
an officer in the Navy of the United States, arising under the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
moved, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, two-thirds of the Senators present voting in the af- 
firmative. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of William L. Bradford.”’ 

PAUL F. FAISON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report adversely the bill to remove the political disabilities of 
the gentleman named. When the bill is reported by its title I will 
| state the reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The title will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4694) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Paul F. Faison. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This citizen was a cadet at West Point, and being 
a cadet in 1861 he went home to theState from whence he came, owing 
the United States nothing, and went into the rebellion. It is clear, 
perfectly clear from the statutes that he never was under disability at 
all. He never was an officer of the United States, and could not become 
so until he had graduated at West Point and been appointed by the 
President to some branch of the service. So it is clear that this bill is 
not necessary. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary 
B. McVean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. 





ee 











Van Arnum; which w read its title, and referred to t 
Com uittee on Pensions 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3423) granting pension t 
Trene Ru ker Sheridan, widow of General P. H. Sheridan; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3424) for the re 
of John Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to th 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3425) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Ja 
cobus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
President to open negotiations with the Government of Her Brit 


Majesty with a view to the political union of the Dominion of Canada 


or any of the provinces or subdivisions thereof and the United States 
and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its title, and 
the second time at length, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Am 

in Congress assembled, That the President be requested t »open negotiations w 
the Government of her Britannic Majesty in which the Domini on of Canadaand 
the several politic al subdivisions thereof shall be represented, with a view tothe 


settlement of all differences between Her Majesty's Government and the United 
States, and especially to the arrangement of terms mutually just, honorable, and 


satisfactory for political union between the Dominion of Canada or between 
any of the several provinces or subdivi sions of the Dominion of Canadaand the 
United States, subject to the approval of the people of the Dominion of C anada 
or of the people of any province or subdivision thereof who may be included in 
uch arrangement, and to ratification by the United States in such manner as 
Comma may prescribe. Such political union to be republican in form, and i: 
accord with the Federal system and the Constitution of the United States, and 
the negotiations may embrace such further treaties, compacts, and alliances as 
shall be deemed necessary for the future peace , happiness, security, and gene: 
welfare of Her Majesty’s dominions and of the United States 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 

A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles Walster; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on pension- 
rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. —% prose 

A bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. Me Quary 

A bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, a 
survivor of the Mexican war and late a private in Company D, Third 
United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

A biil (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; 

A bili (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Gustavus W. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Margaret B. Todd; 

A bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson; 

A bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to William Collin 

worth; 
A bill 
A bill 


(S. 1325) for the relief of John McKernan; 
(S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 
A bill (S. 1609) for the relief of James McLaughlin; 

A bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David H. Lutman; 

A bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Mrs. Avis J. Hockey; 

A bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and chil 
dren under sixteen years of age; 

A bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly 
Miss Maggie A. Egan; and 

A bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to James E. Kabler. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the President of the 
United States to return to the Senate the enrolled bill (S. 3303) amend- 
atory of an act relating to postal crimes, and amendatory of the stat- 
utes therein mentioned, approved June 18, 1888. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the r 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to 
relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marin 
Corps from the charge of desertion. 


COTTON BAGGING. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted the following resolution; whi 
was read: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby. authorized and 
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101) requesting the 





























| $1,600,000, and they would employ 1,600 hi 





; : } at s ort 
Als ries « I 4 i 
( 1 3 5 ht 
Mr. JO f A ‘ . 
( } O00 ( ‘ ] 
| bagging is in tu ~ 3 ro 
t ed by a tax ol ( i 
I n a sta ( ‘ 3 of 
this article, it appears t vhe iI 
t ’ very ll } ‘ i tine y ns 
from Scotland and In i to th a 
It would seem fi this that the é it « } 
the > cents a va d measures t t ( t - 
raise pay to the bagg or l wturers t article 
they would ive to pa the ¢ ste f this ta i i 
would ¢ regate $1 100,000 7 ea 
\ short wo there was a } tion ma 1 the H Rep 
resentatives to reduce this tax, a i very g complaint de 
about it. It is stated innewspap t tives of all the mar i 
ufacturers were here by the « : ‘ y crying 
|} greatest distress that the tere vould ed, t 
os | 
ufactories would be dest t the \ I tion 
taxation. 
The statement was publicly made in the House of Repre ’ 
that this bagging could be produced and I ym 6} to 
yard, by the friends of the manufacture but it ilso said by tl 
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ment of $1,600,000 the cotton-planters of this country are year by year 
by the operation of the tax of 3cents a pound on cotton bagging, pay- 
ing a bonus of $1,500,000 in taxes as protection to these people. ‘This 
is to build up by this protection, by this legislative aid, I suppose, an 
infant industry. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senate particularly to the 
fact that it now appears by the best lights we have that these pets of 
the Government, these beneficiaries of this bounty have combined to 
raise the price of their manufactures most unjustly and unreasonably. 
They have, in reality, advanced the price 4 cents within four davs re- 
cently, so that bagging which was selling a few days ago at 7 cents or 
less is now held at 11}, as the result of this wicked combination amongst 
these beneficiaries of protection. 

When asked for the reasons of this extraordinary advance they de- 
cline to reply. But the fact stands that they by this means plunder 
the cotton-growers this vear and out of this crop of between two and 
three millions of dollars, besides the million and a half which the law 
has been accustomed to give them. 

J wish to call the attention of the Senate, too, to the fact, if it is the 
truth, and the purpose of the resolution is to direct the Committee on 
Finance to investigate the facts and to find out what the truthis. If 
the American people is thus nursing in its bosom a brood of vipers, if 
you are warming into life a class of men who, not satisfied with a 
reasonable profit, and not satisfied with the right of levying a tax of a 
million and a half dollars a year upon cotton producers who have no 
protection on the face of the globe, are entering into a combination for 
the purpose of advancing the price of this article of absolute necessity 
to cotton producers at the rate of 4 cents a vard in four days, that it 
seems to me there ought to be some remedy at the hands of the public, 
and it is time that the ax was being laid at the root of the tree. 

One of these gentlemen has recently stated that there was no pool in 
this instance; that the movement was ‘‘simply a sympathetic move- 
ment.’’ <A ‘‘sympatheticmovement’’ which robs the cotton producers 
of this country of more than $2,000,000 on this year’s cotton crop 
alone, not counting the regular tax that the conspirators are allowed 
to take year by year from the cotton producers of a million and a half 
dollars, should be promptly declared a public enemy and dealt with as 
such. 

Mr. President, I have heard some very earnest appeals from the other 
side of the Senate Chamber to the American public for justice to the 
poor, helpless, ignorant, down-trodden colored man. I hope that the 
same gentlemen who have been so earnest in their appeals heretofore 
for the protection of that class of our citizens against wrongs which 
they allege exist, but which are not proven, willin this case, where the 
wrong is not denied, where it comes as clear as the shining of the noon- 
day sun that these people are being plundered by a class of people who 
have been given strength by you, who have been nurtured and fostered 
by you into life as an infant industry, will agree that this matter shall 
be examined, and if the American Congress can right the wrong which 
has been committed in this case I hope they will not fail to do it. 

I hope that the resolution will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Ir. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am in sympathy 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. - I was about to say, if I may be allowed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While Iaminsympathy with the idea, Iam under 
the impression that some one or two committees have already authority 
to investigate all these trusts; and if it be not so, the resolution ought 
to be broadened so that one committee will cover the whole subject. 
Therefore, unless there is pressing haste for it, I think it had better lie 
over until to-morrow and be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Vermont before he takes his seat that my reason for proposing 
that the Committee on Finance be directed to make this investigation 
was because that committee now has charge of the question of tariff 
taxes. IfIam not mistaken, this thing is directly the outgrowth of a 
tax which has been levied for the purpose of protecting, as they call it, 
those making cotton-bagging. If that is the case, it seems to me that 
this matter ought to be considered in connection with that measure by 
the Committee on Finance. That is the reason why I have offered the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the objection of the Senator 
from Vermont, the resolution will lie over and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson; 

A bill (HL. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 
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A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles Walster; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to‘place the name of Delia Newman on pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

A bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary; 

A bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, a 
survivor of the Mexican war, and Jate a private in Company D, Third 
United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan; and 

A bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson. 

The bill (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Gustavus W. Smith was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain ap- 
pointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of de- 
sertion, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reeommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 5, 10, 13, 14, and 15, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, and 12 and agree to the same. 

J. D. CAMERON, 
ER, 





W. E, CHANDL 
GEO. GRAY, 
anagers on the part of the Senate, 
Cc. A. BOUTELLE, 
"GEO. D. WISE 
H. A. HERBERT 


’ 
Ia vagers on the partof the House. 





The report was concurred in. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the fisheries treaty in executive session with open doors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the considera- 
tion of the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive 
session. The treaty will be reported by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 158838. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no objection, the reading 
of the Journal of the lastopen executive session will be dispensed with. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, there has been a great deal of discus- 
sion upon this treaty. There has been a great deal of eloquence ex- 
pended upon it. There has been a wonderful amount of historical re- 
search and legal ability displayed in its discussion. I wish, if pos- 
sible, somewhat to simplify the issues as they appear to me, and see 
how they look as viewed by the plain people of the country, who are 
to be most affected by the result. 

That great system of inland seas, the most wonderful perhaps in the 
world, whose waters march for more than a thousand miles with the 
northern borders of our country, and then turning due east discharge 
their mighty floods into the Atlantic Ocean through the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence, constitutes, with its bays and lakes and estuaries and open 
waters, one of the most remarkable aquariums of fish in the world—per- 
haps it is the most valuable fishery on the globe. Prone across the en- 
trance of the Gulf of St. Lawrence lies the island of Newfoundland. 
Bleak, sterile, and inhospitable, it is swept by the fiercest storms of the 
Atlantic, and is the summer home of the icebergs that float down from 
the arctic seas. Whether it is the peculiar temperature of that great 
flood of fresh and pure waters that discharge there into the sea, or 
whether it is the peculiar kind of food which nature has collected there 
for the support of piscatorial life that has gathered there so much of the 
life of the great deep, I know not, but the fact remains that it is a won- 
derful fishery, a wonderful and inexhaustible source of wealth to any 
people who are privileged to enjoy it. 

In the original settlement and reclamation of this country that fish- 
ery and all of its dependencies were in the possession of the Kingdom 
of France. By successive wars in the eighteenth century, in which these 
American colonies took part as members of the British Empire, those 
fisheries and the lands upon which they depended were wrested from 
France and became the exclusive property of Great Britain, in the 
joint enjoyment of which these colonies which afterwards became the 
United States participated by reason of their being a component por- 
tion of the British Empire. In process of time the rupture took place 
between these colonies and the mother country, and the war which 
ensued established the separate nationality and independence of these 
United States. Consequently, apparently and legally their right to 
participate in those fisheries was gone, as they fell without the line 
of separation. They therefore pertained to the ownership of the soil 
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fisherman as he goes upon his wild and solitary voyage amid the dan- 
gers of the great deep and encounters the perils of the great banks; 
if he is placed in any better position whatever, if his safety is in any 
way increased, if his profits and conveniences are in any way bettered, 
then this treaty should receive the approval of the Senate, as, I have 
no doubt, it will be gratefully received by the whole American people. 
In 1886, upon the termination of the treaty of 1871, a committee of 
the Senate was appointed to investigate all matters connected with the 
complaints of our fishermen, and the result of that investigation is that to 
which I desire to call your attention. I will not trouble the Senate by 
reading the official report, but I desire to read the Senate what one of the 
most distinguished members of that committee said of the result of 
that iestimony, the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry£], who is also per- 
haps, from locality, more interested than any other Senator in the sub- 
ject. Tread from an interview held with the Senator from Maine in 
October, I believe it was, 1886, immediately after the Committee on 
Foreign Relations had closed the taking of testimony in relation to the 
fisheries question, and here is what he said: 
The testimony of the owners and fishermen taken at Gloucester, also at Bos- 
ton, Provincetown, and Portland, was entirely agreed on the following points: 
lirst. That there is no necessity at all for our fishing vessels to enter ports of 


Canada for any purposes except those provided for in the treaty of 1818, namely, 
for shelter, wood, water, and repairs. 


No necessity at all for them to enter for any other purpose but those. 


That while the Canadians admit our right to these privileges, they are unneces- 
sarily and without excuse interfering continuously with our enjoyment of them. 
If one of our vessels runs into a Canadian port in a storm for shelter, they in- 
sist upon immediate entry— 

There is one complaint referred to, the first one— 
no matter how inconvenient it may be to the captain of the vessel. 


This treaty avoids that and says they need not enter for twenty-four 
hours. So there is one thing in which the present treaty is better than 
the treaty of 1818. 

They will not permit him to land a man, though he be a citizen of that coun- 
try, send his clothing ashore, send for treatmentin sickness, purchase anything 
whatever. 

There are four more serious complaints against the restrictions and 
regulations imposed by the Canadians upon our fishermen under the 
treaty of 1818, every one of which is removed by the present treaty, 
for a fisherman may send ashore; he may obtain doctors’ attendance and 
medicines in sickness; he may buy whatever he needs for the repair of 
his vessel and for the comfort of his crew, and he may even enlist crews, 
if he wants to, in case of sickness. There is so obvious and so patent 
an improvement upon the old treaty that it seems to me the man who 
would deny that it was any improvement upon the old treaty would 
be making a statement broad enough for us to fish in, for it would be 
certainly over ten miles wide. 

A score of our fishing vessels— 

Says the Senator from Maine in this interview— 
have already been seized by them and fined $400, for what they determined to 
be infractions of the peculiar rules and regulations of their customs laws, which 
have been obsolete for more than forty years. In fact, they do not permit us 
to enjoy any of the rights which they admit to be secured to us by the treaty of 
1818, without putting us to more inconvenience and trouble than the right is 
" os They refuse our fishermen absolutely and unqualifiedly all commer- 
cial rights whatever, and refuse to recognize as valid our cugioms permits to 
touch and trade. 

Well, Mr. President, this treaty does not give our fishermen all com- 
mercial rights, but 1t gives them all the commercial rights that they 
need and more than they need according to the Senator, for, according 
to his declaration made in this interview, American fishermen have no 
necessity whatever to enter any port, except for shelter against storms, 
for wood, for water, and for repairs. The present treaty gives them 
commercial rights to the extent of allowing them to buy ‘all casual 
and needful supplies,’’ such as are granted to trading vessels. Soa 
great part of that complaint, at least, is removed by the present treaty. 

And as to the complaint that the Canadian Government does not 
recognize our permits to our fishing vessels to touch and trade, I sup- 
pose of course that no Senator makes it with any seriousness. Surely 
he would not maintain that a treaty could be repealed in that way ! 
How can the United States Government evade the solemn words of a 
treaty by simply investing a fishing vessel against which the treaty is 
made with the double character of a fisherman and a trader at the 
same time? . 

Mr. President, it seems to me that a proposition of that kind is un- 
worthy of the United States Government. A solemn treaty is made 
with Great Britain in reference to the American fishermen that fre- 
quent and occupy. for the purposes of fishing those great waters there, 
which are within the territorial dominion of the Government of Can- 
ada, and where that treaty says that fishing vessels shall not have cer- 
tain commercial rights, shall not be permitted to enter into port at all 
except for the mere purpose of humanity, mentioned in the treaty 
itself; and it is seriously proposed that the Government ofthe United 
States should undertake to avoid that treaty or evade its force by so 
simple an operation as just investing the vessel with a character that 
she did not have. Now, can it be regarded as anything else than a 
fraud upon the nation with whom we had made the treaty? I say it 
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is one that does not do the Government of the United States any honor 
hy the suggestion. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator know that that provision which au- 
thorized permits to touch and trade was older than the treaty itself of 
which he is talking ? 

Mr. VANCE. That does not prove anything. If it was older, I 
suppose the subsequent treaty would repeal the older provision. 

Mr. FRYE. It was not made, then, in order to defraud the Cana- 
dians, 

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps that was not its original intention, the Cana- 
dian treaty not being in existence when it was made, but certainly the 
application of it afterwards in the face of the treaty could only be looked 
upon as an effort to defraud the Government of Great Britain, with 
whom we had made that treaty stipulation. That treaty having been 
made after that custom was in existence, it would seem to have been 
intended to repeal the custom. Otherwise that provision of the treaty 
was senseless. But I am referring to the interview with the Senator. 
He continues: 

The fishermen also concur in saying that these commercial privileges are of 
no value. It has been generally understood that the right to purchase bait was 
avery valuable one; but the testimony not only shows that it is of no value, 
but the preponderance of testimony is that the rightexercised does more harm 
than good; that the time consumed in going into and out of the port, and go- 
= to the banks again, costs the fisherman more than the value of the 
JAE. 

That being so, that these commercial rights are of no value, then it 
follows that the position of those Senators who take the ground that 
we must have commercial rights if we have to resort to retaliation and 
possibly war to obtain them is that the more worthless a right is the 
stronger we must contend for it; the greater the risk of bloodshed and 
war and all its desolation we are justified in incurring in order to ob- 
tain it. It is not because these commercial rights are worth anything 
to us, but, in the language of litigants in the lower courts, ‘‘ because 
we do not intend to be run over.”’ 

Again he says: 

Third. Both fishermen and owners agree with great unanimity that they re- 
quire absolutely nothing of Canada other than the treaty rights of 1818, 

e they require nothing of Canada other than the naked rights of the 
treaty of 1818, that is, the privilege to go into port to obtain shelter, 
wood, water, and repairs. They, the owners of the vessels and the 
fishermen who manage them, the only real parties interested, say this; 
they say it under oath te a committee of this Senate. If they do not 
know what they want who does know? There are no commercial 
rights granted by the treaty of 1818, no right to enlist seamen, or ob- 
tain medical aid in case of sickness, nor any kind of supplies except 
wood and water. Yet, though they swore they did not want them, they 
get all in the present treaty. How, then, is the treaty a surrender ot 
their rights? How are they injured? Wherein are they notsubstan- 
tially benefited ? 

And what is all thiscontention about? If our fishermen get all they 
require in the naked, unmodified treaty, and many more valuable 
concessions by the present modifications, in the name of justice and 
reason what is all this fuss about? Why do the heathen rage and de- 
sire the people to imagine a vain thing? Why is the peace and pros- 
perity of our great country endangered, when our fishermen have got 
all they said they wanted, and which is worth nothing when they have 
got it? 

That it is better for them— 

Says the Senator— 


That it is better for them when they start on their cruises to provide their ves- 
sels with everything that is necessary for the cruises, bait and ail, than to leave 
anything to be provided for in Canada. 

Fourth. They agree that the privilege of fishing inside of the 3-mile limit is 
absolutely worthless, and has been for fifteen years; that nearly all the fish, 
both mackerel and cod, have been taken outside; that fishing with purse-seines 
within 3 miles of the shores never brings compensation enough to make up for 
the damage to the seines in the shoal water and on the rocks. 

Fifth. There seems to be no difference in opinion about the result of a treaty 
with Canada which would give them our markets or alter our tariff by making 
fish free. They believe it would be certain to destroy in ten or fifteen years the 
fishing industry of New England and transfer to Canada the fishing fleet; that 
there is nothing which Canada can give them as a compensation for this. 


That the admission of Canadian fish into our markets free of duty 
would transfer the fishing fleet to Canada in a few years I think is 
likely. There is nothing more natural than that the Canadian fisher- 
men who now pose as American seamen in the New England fleets 
should return home whenever it became their interest to doso. In 
short, the complaint is that if we donot keep the duty up the foreign- 
ers will leave us and we will be obliged to employ high-priced Ameri- 
can labor. 

Now, like a wise physician when he has diagnosed a case, the Sen- 
ator from Maine prescribes the remedy, and here it is: 

Sixth. Their remedy for existing troubles with their business is a higher duty 
on salt fish, also a duty on fresh fish. 

Whenever you scratch a Russian they say you will find a Tartar. A 
wise man once, when hearing ofsome great tragedy, at onceasked, ‘‘ What 
was the woman’s name?’’ §o0 we might ask here as a solution of this 
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whole question, how much per cent. will satisfy you; how much du 
on tresh fish; how much higher do you want it on salt fish? Then the 
treaty will be adopted or anything else will be done. 

4 
‘There are 
You heard the Senator from Maine describing the 
other day in words that burn, notwithstanding the heat of the day and 
the moisture of the speaker and of all who heard him, the tearing 
down of the American flag by a Captain Quigley, of the Canadian 
cruiser Terror, and yousaw him advance tothe Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
PAYNE], shaking his fist in his face, and saying that he was apologizing 
for a man who tore down his country’s flag. 


You heard all that. It 
created quite a ruffle in the galleries. I was somewhat thrilled myself. 


and of nations that can be assessed and paid for in money. 
some that can not. 


Mr. President, there are some offenses against the dignity of man | 


I thought I could already hear the shouts of the columns marching and | 


see the banners stirring in the breeze, and smell the powder that was 
being burned to avenge that insult to the American flag. But alas, 
alas! the wounded honor of that Senator was of the commercial sort. 
It could be assessed and solved incash. Vulgar traffic could apply the 
salve to wounded honor. 
and a duty on fresh fish and the insulted flag might wait for a more 
convenient season. 

Allof the eloquence upon that subject must therefore be understood 
in a Pickwickian sense. It all must be understood as what the law- 
yers term *‘ matter of inducement;’’ that is, in order to make the Brit- 
ish Government content to pay higher duties, if possible. These in- 
creased profits for the fish monopolist will heal our wounded honor 
and enable us once more to look the nations in the face without shame. 
What a blessed thing is national honor, which can be maintained in con- 
junction with thrift by simply increasing the cost of the poor man’s fish ! 

Now, Mr. President, what shall we go to war for? What shall we 
run the risk of war for? What reason would we give to plain people ? 
Not only is this treaty to be rejected, but we have been informed that 
the time for any and all treaties has passed by; we want nothing more 
of negotiation. Well, if we want nothing more in the shape of trea 
ties and modifications of existing treaties, and still want commercial 
rights for our fishermen, and still desire the right to transship fish in 
bond, and ship them through Canadian territory into American mar- 
kets, and still want this, that, and the other, and we are to resort to 
retaliation, which is very likely at least, to lead to war, what is it all 
for? The Senator has told us that these commercial rights are worth 
nothing; that the inshore fishing is worth nothing; that the privilege 
of purchasing bait and ice is worth nothing; that all these things are 
a loss to men who go into Canadian ports and are compelled to make 
a longer and more diflicult voyage on that account—they are all worth 
nothing. Weil, then, are we to fight England simply because we have 
a treaty with her that we do not like? Are we to fight England sim- 
ply because she has made restrictions and regulations that are disa 
greeable to our fishermen? We have submitted to that for seventy 
years. The treaty is now scventy years old, and we have never had 
any let up on those Canadian restrictions, except when we purchased 
the let up either by cash or by reciprocal commercial regulations. 

If we have stood by the naked severity of the treaty of 1818 and the 
regulations of Canada under the authority of that treaty for seventy 
years, can we not manage, do you not think, Mr. President, to endure 
it until the election is over? It seems to me that for the sake of peace, 
if we do as Mrs. Dombey was advised to do, ‘‘just make an effort,”’ 
we might worry along until after November. 

It is said that numbers of outrages have been perpetrated under these 
Canadian. restrictions, and it is taken ror granted that every doubtful 
ease is an outrage.. If a vessel is boarded it is an outrage; if a vessel 
is warned off it is an outrage; if a vessel is seized and taken into port 
it is an outrage; and if it is condemned and its owner and crew found 
guilty under the law it is an outrage, of course, and if it is acquitted 
and discharged it is an outrage. Every time Canadian authority lays 
a finger upon one of our fishermen, it does not matter what the fisher- 
man is doing or how much he may be violating treaties and existing 
laws, every time that a finger is laid upon him it is an outrage. 

I do not doubt, I do not pretend to say but that many high-handed 
outrages sure enough have been perpetrated upon our fishermen in 
those waters. The truth of the matter is, it seems to me, the preten- 
sions of our countrymen are a little bit unreasonable. Consider the 
condition of those people of Nova Scotia and Newfoundand, living 
in the poorest, the bleakest, and most sterile country on the globe 
with little to support them except the profits of those fisheries; and 
that the treaties which their country has formed with ours have given 
to our people the common right of fishing with them in all except a 
few restricted places; and yet, not satisfied with that, our fishermen 
insist upon making Nova Scotia and Canada and Newfoundland the 
base of their operations. They want to go into their ports and use 
them just as the Canadians use them; they want to buy all the sup- 
plies that are there to be had just as the Canadians buy them; they 
want to enlist Canadian crews. 

They want the right to transship their fish in bond into American 
markets just as Canadians can not do, because of tariffduties. In other 
words, they want equal advantages upon the seas where the fish are 
caught, and they want equal privileges with their rivals and competitors 
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Give him a little higher duty on salt fish | 
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in business on the land and within their jurisdiction, and yet 





Canadians excluded from our country by high protective dutic 

say to them, give us freely allof your advantages for catching 

you can have none of ours for selling them unless you pay for t ea 
} think thatis hardly fair. Soth ire astute to find the means 

ing the American fishermen exclusively to their rights under the tr tv 
of 1818: and I say in that respect they are righ r} is! i 
of the United States, es; lly of New | nd. wy 

same precisely if the conditio were 1 ed. exe 

would be still moreastu Li wou tahu 

pelling Canadian fishermen from esp nt I 
| Canadians find one tor repelling them irom tres 

rights. 

In the intery vwh 1 I have read the Senator from Ma { 
that the commercial rights were worth nothing to the 
on the contrary were a positive disadvantage for the reasons w 
gave; but in his speech the other day in the opening of this discussion 
he told us that we were ruined and the whole treaty was a fai 
cause we did not get these commercial rights which he had betore said 
were worthless. 

Mr. President, when were we ever entitled to commercial rights for 
our fishermen inthe ports of Canada? Mind you, a right bie 
something that can not be denied, d does not de nd on t tavor of 
the other party; a privilege or a liberty implies something that 
be granted or may be denied, as the other side may determine; and in 
so much as all the rights in the fisheries that we ever had after the d 
ruption of the British Empire and the establishment of our independ 
ence arose under the treaty of 1783, and that treaty was considered 





and confessed to be abrogated by the formation of the treaty of 118, 
therefore ail the rights of any kind that we had in Canadian ports for 
our fishermen depend upon that treaty of 1818, a 
mercial rights there, but there are some commercial rights granted by 
this present treaty, as I have undertaken to explain. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations say these 


nd there are no com- 


il rights 


commer! 


| that were granted were by the arrangement of 1830 


I think any Senator who either heard or read the speeches of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY], and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] will be 
compelled to abandon that contention. It would be a little strange 
indeed if we were so entitled to commercial rights between 1830 and 
1886 that in all these seizures of our vessels for the attempted exercise 


of commercial rights in Canadian ports, every one of them, one after 


| another, had been made and conducted to a judgment one way or 


the other, not a single, solitary claim was ever put up by the defend- 
ant in any case that he was entitled to commercial rights under the 
arrangement of 1830. Butsuch, as I am informed, is the historical 
fact. No man ever contended at any time for such rights and under- 
took to justify his action upon them. Therefore, however 
those commercial rights may be, and therefore however desirable, we 
did not get them under the treaty of 1818, we did not get them under 
the arrangement of 1830, and we never have had them except under 
the treaty of 1854 and the treaty of 1871, which treaties we terminated 
by our own motion. 

As to the right to transship fish in bond, I presume that has been 
abandoned, at least by the Senator from Maine, for he tells us that in 
1885, after the expiration of the notice which was given to terminat 
the treaty of 1871, all treaties whatsoever with reference to our nort 


worthless 


ern fisheries were abrogated, and we were remitted alone to the opera 
tions of the treaty of 1818. So Article X XIX of the treaty of Is71 
must have been abrogated, or else it must have never, in his opinion, 
contained the right of Americans to transship their fish in bond \t 


all events it was abandoned and disclaimed by our representative on 
the Halifax Commission, as has been shown here again and a 

But there is an attempt to argue this question from a patriotic side 
I have never known a raid upon the Treasury o1 
try since I have been acquainted with the proceedi 
was not based either upon the ground of patriotism or the good of the 
workingman, one or the other, and I venture to say so long as I re- 
main a member of this body there will never be a proposition of that 
kind that is not so based. There seems in the estimation of some 
Senators to be no patriotism that is not subsidized. 

They say this isaschoolof American seamen, a nursery for American 
seamen, and we are told with truth, and I take as great pride in it as 
though I lived in that northeast country and depended upon tish and 
potatoes alone for my living, that these seamen in the great naval wars 
which we have had covered their flag with 
chief bulwarks of their country’sdefense. That is true, and whenever 
there is an American fisherman now following his honorable and per- 
ilous occupation upon the Grand Banks, on those tempestuous seas, [| 
follow him with all my heart, and I honor him forall the perils which 
he so bravely faces; but to say that it is a nursery of American seamen 
is not thetruth by more than half. Itisa nursery of Canadian scamen 
for the greater part—that is what it is—under the American flag, and 
the same old mouldy chestnut that we hear in this Chamber irom day 
to day and from mouth to month and from year to year that such and 
such taxes are necessary for the protection of American labor is here 
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} »>do dut in behalf of the American seamen, meaning the 
, onopolists of New England. Only this and noth- 
e] ip more than oU pu rcent. of foreigners. 
l er of the Senator from Dela- 
‘ that he not quit ure there was 50 per cent 
J 1 { ! percent : over that of these seamen 
( ) a dy va otia and Newfoundland and 
t i the vessel-owners of Glou 
t Lo! nd, and Portsmouth, and « her places in th fish 
| lL. take ice with them, many of them com 
ves, run up the American flag and gathet1 
31 t to any duty by reason of that 
: ae , y », 
\ I er than let any more free fish come int 
t] mark and rather than continue the present moderate duty on 
ly run the risk of war and run these two great 
nations i hostilities, with all which that means, these two greatest 
nations ¢ lern civilization, the twain that lead the column of civil- 
ized hur ity all over the world, in order to protect that nursery of 
Al ( men, constituted principally of Canadian fishermen, British 
u ct 
Mr. Px perhaps I had better give you some authorities on 
th: ibject, not take my Own assertion, not take the assertion of any 
one outside of that country, for the impression is made here that no- | 
body knows anything about these fisheries except those people who 
live up there, and, in fact, none of those who live up there know any- 
thing about them except the members of the Republican party wl 
are in favorof a high protective tariff for the benefit of American work- 
mel The Hon. Mr. Putnam, one of the commissoners, a native of 


New England, a great lawyer, a man of distinction, and acquainted 
with fishery matters from his youth upward, unfortunately happens 


to be a Democrat, and therefore can not know anything about the fish- 
or 1 the fishermen want! We were twitted with that fact 





: again, until I thought what a pity that Mr. George Steel 
and Mr. Luther Maddox, the presidents of these fisheries asseciations, 
had not been intrusted with the making of these treaties, and what a 
shame it was to permit the country at large to have anything to do 
with theirown treaties with foreign nations! So I will give yousome 
extracts from the leading newspapers of New England in relation to the 
character of the crews of these fishing vessels. I ask the Secretary to 
read an article taken from correspondence of the Boston Post, dated 
March 22. 








. 
J PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


GLOUCESTER FISHERMEN DO NOT LIKE THE IDEA OF BEING SUPPLEMENTED BY 


NOVA SCOTIANS, 


; Special, | 
GLovucesTERr, March 22. 

The exposure of the gigantic halibut monopoly bas been the common con- 
versation among the fishermen on the street corners, around the wharves, and 
on board the vessels, wherever one may chance to go. ‘* Well,’’ said the spokes- 
tnan of a crowd of men who were on Parkhurst’s wharf, ‘‘the Post and Herald 
deserve credit for the enterprising spirit they have shown in giving the public 
some light on this halibut pool, and how it has been using the fishermen.” 

But,’ interrupted another, ‘there are other things which want to be shown 
up which are of vast importance to the fishermen. One isthe importing of men 
from the provinces to manthe vessels, That is the worst outrage that has been 
committed upon the rights of the American fishermen.” 

The reporter, out of curiosity, perambulated the wharves to see what knowl- 
edge could be gained. With the aid of two ex-skippers, who volunteered their 
services, nearly overy wharf was visited, and it was found that the large fleet 
of vessels which have been hauled up all winter were being rapidly fitted out 
for the various fishing-grounds. The first part of the season there was some 
difficulty in procuring crews to man the early fleet for Georges and Western 
Bank. Since the lst of March a large number of men have arrived here to en- 
gage in fishing from this port, principally from Pubnico and Argyle, Nova 
Scotia. ‘These men are expert fishermen and can be hired cheaper than Ameri- 
cans, consequently their services are eagerly sought, and they are shipped in 
preference to the men who live here and have families to maintain. 

Among the fleet fiiting out, wholly commanded and manned by provincial 
crews, are the schooners William H. Jordon, Fernwood, John W. Bray, Mar- 
uerite, Epes Tan, Mist, Nellie N, Davis, Druid, Margaret Mather, Plymouth 
Rock, Wildfire, and others too numerous to mention. The owners here who 
so strenuously cry for protection, by excluding Canadian fish from the markets 
of the United States, throwtheir arms wide open and hail with great joy the ad- 
vent of those men, whom they want to man their vessels and whom they could 
not get along without. Now, the way those men are shipped and the method 
that the owners are adopting are worthy of note. After the season is over a 
large majority of the vessels are hauled up, with the exception of those which. 
go halibutine. haddocking. and to Newfoundland. 

The crews in most cases are Nova Scotians, and when the season is over they 
return to their provincial homes, taking what money they have earned with 
them and spending it there. But before leaving, they are engaged for the next 
season; and about the lst of March they put in their appearance, the masters 
who livethere coming with them. Ontheirarrival here they go on board, when 
the vessel is used for a boarding-house, they in most every case buying their 
own food. They take out ballast or put it in, as the case may require; put in 
salt; put the vessel on the railway and clean her, and, in fact, every conceiv- 
able thing is done to make her ready for the voyage. Now, thisis what our men 
are claiming is an injustice on the part of the owners; for the men who brave 
the storms of winter are often turned on shore to make room for the imported 
foreigners. This work once was all done by the fishermen and ‘longshoremen 
who live here and who have families to support, receiving a considerable sum 
during the season. 

Said a group of excited fishermen and lumpers who stood on the Atlantic 
wharfand saw the British schooner On Time haul in and landsixty men just from 
Liverpool, NovaScotia, who had been engaged the season before to come here, 
among them being several who were going as masters: “ This is what the own- 
ers call protecting the fishermen—importing foreign labor. Isnot whatthey 
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are trying to keep them from getting a living by engaging men six months in 
advance to come from the provinces to man their vessels. 


Mr. VANCE. I alsoask the Secretary to please read another article 
from the Boston Post of April 30, 1888. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
‘land has instructed the United 
vners and masters of fishing 


“Wearedelig ‘ted to learn that President Clev 
States district attorney to proceed against the « , 
vessels who have violated the law by importing labor for use on their craft 

“In view of our tabular statement, what becomes of the assertion of a con- 
temporary that it would be impossible for any unofficial person to obtain the 
figures presented by the Boston Post? At all events our figures do not lie. 
They are veritable fact. The figures of our tabular statement show that nearly 
one-half of the crews of our Cape Cod fishing fleets are not Americans, but for- 
eigners.”’ 

In connection with the above statement from the Barnstable County Journal, 
the following extracts from a circular issued by the Boston fish bureau, as the 
result of a series of interviews on this subject, are of interest. A Gloucester 
captain stated : 

“There are probably one thousand that come every year from the western 
part of Nova Scotiaand go right through the suburbs of Boston every spring 
and go back in the fall, and the State don’t know that they are there atall. I 
have at my house from one hundred and twenty to one hundred and fifty of 
these transient boarders every year who wait for the vessels to get ready. The 
Canadian fishermen al! have small places of their own and raise potatoes and 
turnips for their families. The boys or wife will put them into the ground in 
the spring. Our smartest fishermen come from the provinces, and the best cap- 
tains. Of those that come in March and April, ninety out of one hundred go 
back.”’ 

A member of a prominent Boston firm dealing extensively in fish was inter- 
viewed by the bureau. He said, speaking of a Provincetown vesscl-owner : 

‘He sends out seven or eight vessels to the Banks. His vessels will prob- 
ably contain four or five Americans. First, he will write his captain in Nova 
Scotia and will ask for enough men to make up the crew, perhaps fifteen or six- 
teen, and will pay them from $150 to $200 for the season, or else it may be ar- 
ranged that they will goonalay. Itis understood thatthe Provincetown lay 
is 40 per cent, of the profits for the crew and 60 per cent. for the owners. His 
Nova Scotia captain will write back he has engaged the men and will meet the 
vessel at some port in Nova Scotia at a certain date, or, if the owner desires, he 
will bring the men here on the receipt of the money to pay their passage. Every 
year Wellfleet vessels wait at our wharf for Canadian crews. Thecrewsdo not 
average 25 per cent, Americans. Quite awhile ago it was always the custom 
to sign articles, but to-day it is not so much done, because the captains prefer 
not to,so they can discharge their crew when they please at any time. The 
Canadian fishermen principally come from Yarmouth, Pubnico, Liverpool, 
Shelburne, and Cape Negro, in Nova Scotia and their precincts. I had eleven 
citizens of the United States in a total of fifty-four last year.”’ 

As was shown at the time of the apprehension of provincial laborers imported 
under contract recently, it is not vessel-owners alone who have been violators 
ofthe law. Farmers and others have taken advantage of the willingness of 
the Canadian laborer to work at a lower rate than the native, and have con- 
tracted for and imported them to a considerable extent. It is stated that at the 

»resent time from twelve to twenty such cases are known of in the vicinity of 
Newburyport, and that prompt action will be taken, 


Mr. VANCE. I will myself read an extract from the Boston Herald 
of March 12, 1888: 


Arrived, schooners Brunhilda and James A. Garfield, from Grand Banks; 
Ethel Veanie, M. Getchell, Marion Grimes, Midnight, F. R. Walker, Sterling 
Maud M. Story, Martha and Susan, A. R. Crittenden, and M. H. Perkins, from 
Georges; Biue Jay, from Grand Manan; Herman Babson, from New York; 
Nora Castle, from Salem; Enola C, from Boston; Rattler, Lizzie, Henrietta, 
Edward Trevoy, Mascot, and E. P. Boynton, from haddocking; H. A. Duncan, 
Star of the East, from Ipswich Bay, and Robert J, Edwards, from Fortune Bay, 
being the last of the Newfound!and frozen-herring fleet. Schooner Uncle Sain 
arrived to-day from Pubnico, N. S., bringing one hundred men to engage in 
fishing from this port, among them being several who will command vessels 
from here. Men of late have been quite scarce, it being with some difficulty 
— crews could be secured, and the services of these men are eagerly sought 
after. 



























































' 
] ‘ 
f a 
; 
ro 
‘ ) 
. s 
k 
~ 3 t ’ 
i t l ! ie Ire 
: . 
e ( 
i 1 
I 
D ‘ 
} \ 
i) H 
Geot < ( 
‘ 
( i> 4 
T, : : 
Thomas Hodg 
vel Lat Py 
h 
Co 
1, & Co 
’ 
, ‘ 
‘ ‘ 
. 
( ty « 
Re { sinless 
Say i 
D m dino to tre 
& 1 >5 to $190 nern 
George Steele. —_ — pant ; , ‘ t the i fe 
j 3G. Tarr & } 
Jame +. Tarr & i : poees 1 itv of 22 per ce 
Benjamin H. Spinney omens i 
' ‘ 4 
Michael Walen l 7 < ; ; the Ar ‘ 
John F. Wonson & Co 5 { in fish 
William C. Wonson & Son : ° } 
a a i mut hail-p 
2 > ' ft T ur ré ] 
‘ id 4 
I nr yn . t< cast es 1 ihatis 
interest ged t t ‘ t t 
10% Cart g wine (s 4 dl 1 4 
t } E 
suppos “il to have been los Her « y N 7 
master, a native of Sweden; Matthew O'} i 1s ' ‘DY a 
Sherms of Canso, Nova Scotia; D. H > ui! I 
John ;, of Prince Edward Island; I : ‘ , 
John Purcell, of Rustic, Germany; M vel dt 
Gloucester: Benjamin Lawson, of Sweden ial na 
L. Keating, of Savannah, Ga. 
Schooner‘ ze L. Smith, owned by ¢ wrge Clark &Co., sailed for the! 
aan ; . : : i 
August 4, 1886, and is supposed to have | i et with allon bo ! Hi 
consisted of Lemuel W. Tucker, master, of New London; Thomas MecDor , 
of St. Johr Newfoundland; Charlies J. Weber, of Halifax, Nova Scotia 
iam Powers, of Prospect, Nova Scotia; Dar | Vieneux, of Arichat, ¢ eal 
ton: Henderick Frederickson and Au Hendr 1, of Sweden ohn ¢ : —_ es 
son, nationality not stated; Charlies § son, of Norway; Antone J for the l 
John Swinson, and Nils Neison, of Swe Ve Muise, of St. Mary’s esult from 
Nova Scotia; William Williar of I rpo Nova Scotia ‘ 
Schooner Jamestown, owned by Geor steele. sniled March : a7 
= tor ens 
not retur! Her crew list w " ‘ P H. Curtis, fM I 
Johnston Robertson, cook, Hartford ( ; E + 
McLeod, John D. Matheson, Alexan fcLeod, and Alex AW, , to which 
Cove. Cape Breton: Thomas Da and Maurice Frost, of Argyle, Nova Scot : > 
Bradford Deveau, of P); yuth, Nova Scotia: Daniel Welsh, of Gloucester. | ¢ get up 2 sulci 
SI 


LAAT AEN 





: 
‘ 








7268 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


bid the bringing in of their fish at all, not bring them in on the pay- | 
ment of a duty, but to keep those miserable ‘‘ foreign paupers’’ from 
bringing in any fish atall, what aglorious thing it would be for all the | 
New England fish-pools—not the fish-pools which Solomon described | 
and to which he compared the eyes of his love, ‘‘ the fish-pools of | 
Heshbon, by the gate of Bath-rabbim,’’ but the fish-pools of halibut 
and of cod and of mackerel of Gloucester. Those are the fish-pools that 


would rejoice in this retaliation. It would keep their rivals out of 
business and out of the country and not permit them to bring anything 


in, not so much even as a sucker. Are there such pools? Are there 
such combinations to enhance the price of food and speculate at the 
expense of the hardy fishermen who face the dangers of the deep ? 

Again, let me resort to the testimony which is furnished by the coun- 
try where these fisheries are located, ‘‘ native and to the manner born.”’ 
I ask the Secrétary to read, omitting the parts marked out, from the 
Boston Weekly Post of March 16, 188°, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


il 
h 


[Boston Weekly Post, March 16, 1888.]} 


THE HALLAUT POO! HOW THE TRADE IS CONTROLLED BY THE COMEINATION— 
FISHERMEN AND CONSUMERS ALMOST ENTIRELY AT ITS MERCY—ITS METHODS 


OF OVERCOMING COMPETITION, | 

Some of those gentlemen at Gloucester who have so strenuously opposed the | 
fisheries treaty in the few weeks since its contents were made public have for a 
much greater length of time been themselves the objects of a stout opposition | 
which, though undemonstrative,has been none the less earnest. While they 
have been raising an outcry against the alleged injustice of the treaty, clamor- 


ing for protection in no uncertain voice, they have themselves been engaged in 
a business which leaves fishermen and consumers alike unprotected and almost 
entirely at their mercy. 

The halibut pool which has been so carefully fostered through half a score of 
years has had, under their dexterous treatment, so rapid a growth that it has 
now attained the proportions of a full-fledged monopoly, and is of such power 
that it easily controls a large portion of the eastern halibut trade. Scarvcely a 
halibut is sold in Boston but has first passed through the hands of the combi- 
nation, and Fulton Market in New York is thoroughly permeated with its in- 


finence, ‘There, as on T wharf in Boston, the majority of wholesale halibut | 
dealers are in close conjunction with the Gloucester poo}, and are by their agree- 
ment bound to purchase their fish solely of the companies comprising the pool. 
These companies are three in number, namely, the New England Halibut Com- 


pany, the most extensive of the trio; the Atlantic Halibut Company, composed 
of Mayor Kobinson, of Gloucester, and Messrs. Gardner, Poole, and Parsons; 
and a third, controlled by Messrs, Stockbridge and Hodge, under the firm name 
of Stockbridge & Co. These companies have separate establishments at Glouces- 
ter, and each has its own list of dealers to whom sales are regularly made, yet 
the three are closely united, and there is no competition between them, nor 
profit to one at the expense of the others, 

The New England is a stock company, and the dealers to whom it selis are 
stockholders and receive a share of the profits proportionate to the number of 
boxes of fish which they buy. The two other companies agree to pay to their 
dealers a bonus on every box purchased, varying in different instances from $2 
to $. The dealers on T wharf who have contracted with these companies re- 
ceive generally a bonus of $4 per box. The dealers who purchase exclusively 
of the New kngland Halibut Company receive large yearly dividends, the re- 
bate per box last year, it is said, amounting to almost $10. Of the long line of 
wholesale halibut dealers ranged along T wharf all but two, Conquest & Hodg- 
kins and the Boston Fish Company, are connected with and bound to one or 
the other components of this interesting Gloucester trio, and so are indirectly 
members of the combination. Three on Commercial wharf are the only other 
halibut dealers in Boston who are independent of these restrictions and their 
hypothetically compensating advantages. 

: % * a * * - 








There seems to be one opinion as to the purpose of the combination, namely, 
that it is seeking to monopolize the halibut business, to the exclusion of all 
competitors. The creater number of the fishing vessels in use in Gloucester 
are owned by members of the combination, so that the shippers feel compelled 
to sell their fish to them at whatever price they offer, and the captains of most 
of the other ships, so itis stated, are pledged to sell their fish to the combina- 
tion only rhe independent companies in Gloucester are so small that it is 
impossible for them to fight successfully so powerful an opponent on its own 
ground, And yet small as they are, these independent dealers do much, by 


} 

| 
their competition, to raise the price of fish to the fisherman as well as to keep 
it down to the consumer. Dennet & Wonson is the largest of these independ- 





ent firms. ‘The others, whose competition amounts to very little, are the Cape 
Ann Fish Company, Grimes & Tarr, and J, C. Tarr & Co, 

The cases are numerous and of frequent occurrence where the price first offered 
by the combination for a trip of halibutis, through the competition of Dennet & 
\Wonson, increased 50 or even 75 per cent. Without the salutary influence of 
this competition the pool would contrive to keep prices at the lowest possible 
figure to the fisherman while keeping it up to the consumer. Asan instance of 
this, one day last week the pool paid for the first trip in port 4 cents for gray 
and 5 forwhite, and soldthem for7 and 9, Four hours later Dennet & Wonson 
bid against them for the second trip and ran the price up to 6} and 8}, at which 
price the pool finally bought them. But without this competition they would 
have sold ford4dand 5, the price first offered. Aboutthe same time Dennet & Won- 
son offered a skipper 4 and 6 for fish which he had been selling tothe combina- 
tion for 4 and 5, but the combination’s price immediately came up to 4 and 6, 
and they were sold to them at that price. 

Fishermen feel obliged to sell to the combination, but if they can get better 
prices elsewhere will generally take them. Yet they are frequently subjected 
to threats and told that if they sell to Dennet & Wonson they will lose the 
patronage of the combination. Thisis a threat of a serious nature, for though 
Dennet & Wonson are ready to buy one trip at a good price, their capital is not 
lurge enough to enable them to buy a big fleet of 60,000 or more pounds, and 
the pool is the only other available purchaser. Several instances are cited 
where a skipper has sold his shipload to Dennet & Wonson and then sold it 
over again upon receiving a better offer from the pool. It is further asserted 
that this combination has at times sold at 4 and 6 fish for which it paid 5 and’7, 
solely to impede its competitors and drive them out of the field, so as to secure 
a complete monopoly. for which the public will eventually bleed. 

The pool offers a low price originally, but as soon as competition sets in it 
bids up and up toa point just beyond where it is known the smaller dealers 
will be enabled tobuy. Butit has gone further than to merely outbid and threaten 
in prices, and now it threatens the trade, informing the dealers, both whole- 
sale and retail, that if they buy of Dennet & Wonson they can never buy of it. 
In order to buy at all Dennet & Wonson have to considerably outbid the pool. 
Last Friday, for instance, the pool was paying 5 and 7, while Dennet & Won- 
son paid 7 and 9; and on Saturday the pool paid 7 and 5, while its competitors 





AvGust 6, 


had to pay 8} and 6. If Dennet & Wonson offered only what was offered by 
the combination they could never purchase a fish. It is readily seen that the 


| profits of the pool must be heavy, for ifthe smallercompanies can make money 


by paying 7 and 9 the pool must make vastly more paying only 5and7. Half 
a cent per pound is considered a very good rate profit, but the pool earns casily 
2 cents and often 4 per pound. 

In addition to paying more, the smaller companies must charge less for their 
fish, since the wholesale dealers who get no rebate manifestly can not pay as 
much as those thatdo, Dennet & Wonson sell for 1 cent less per pound, while 
always paying at least 1 cent more than the companies in the combination, and 
yet they manage to make a pretty fair profit. Thesmall competition which the 
combination meets is the only reason why it is forced to grant these rebates, 
and if Dennet & Wonson should to-morrow go out of business the rebates 
would cease to be paid, since the monopoly would be complete, and they would 
no longer be necessary. 

In addition to the injury to competitors, the price to the consumer isenhanced, 
since the combination demands of the dealers to whom it sells whatever price 
it pleases, practically controlling the market. It sometimes buys a trip at4and 
5 cents and sells it to the dealers at 8 and 9, thus making an exorbitant price 
for the consumer. In order to pay its agents and vessel-owners, as well as re- 
bates to the wholesale dealers, it is necessary that the combination should make 
a large profit. In spite of the large rebates paid by the combination, there is 
often dissatisfaction among the dealers who receive them. 

Last year a large New York dealer who had been in the combination for two 
years, purchasing from the Atlantic Halibut Company and receiving a dividend 
of $8 on every box bought, declared that he had to pay too much to the Atlan- 
tic Company, that he was losing trade and he was determined to get out of it. 

Ie is now doing a good business of his own, purchasing alarge quantity of his 
halibut from Dennet & Wonson. 
* * * * < * * 

If there were anything but party politics in the opposition to the treaty it 
would be proper to ask whether Mr. Frye thinks he really knows what the 
fishermen want, or that he knew in 1886. 


Mr. VANCE. Iwill ask the Secretary to read one more extract from 
the Boston Herald, being a correspondent’s letter dated Gloucester, 
July 18, 1888, in reference to the formation of a fish pool. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A FISH TRUST—GLOUCESTER FIRMS COMBINE TO CONTROL THE PRICE AT THAT 
PORT. 
[Special dispatch to the Boston Herald. ] 
GLOUCESTER, July 18, 1888, 

About twenty of the leading fish firms met yesterday in a private conclave to 
fix a uniform scale of prices and arrange for the systematic control of the fish- 
ing business. The object of the meeting, it is said, was to take action against 
any outside competition. During the week the schooner Edgar S. Foster, of 
Beverly, arrived here from Grand Banks vith a fare of 285,000 pounds, which 
was purchased by George Dennis, jr., a gentleman who owns no vessels, and 
whose business is principally done in the way of buying fish from outside ves- 
sels. 

A number of the fish-owners wanted to purchase the Foster’s fare at the prices 
agreed upon by the firms, which offer was declined by Captain Hines, and Mr. 
Dennis purchased the trip for $3 and $2.25 per hundredweight for large and 
small, which is the highest price paid here this season, and higher than the 
firms have been paying for Georges fish, which are considered the best in the 
market. It is alleged that the would-be syndicate felt somewhat sore over this 
matter, because the outside buyers stood in their way, and that they were unable 
to purchase these fish at their own prices, for a vessel owned by one of the 
firms arrived at the same time and did not get as high price as this outside ves- 
sel. As fish are scarce, and the probability is that there will be asmall catch, 
the faction want to control the fish landed here. 

A vessel which arrived from the Grand Banks yesterday, owned by one of the 
large firms, only received $2.62} per hundredweight for her fish, while outsiders 
are paying considerably more. It is the general conversation among the fish- 
ermen that they are getting treated unjustly by those men who are crying for 
protection, while poor Jack before the mast has got to protect himself, This 
schooner, Edgar 8S. Foster, whose crew got the highest price paid this season 
here for bank fish, all belong and reside together with the captain at Pubnico, 
Nova Scotia, and neither pay a poll-tax nor contribute in any way to the wel- 
fare of this city, but take their money and return to their provincial homes, 
where they remain all winter, coming here in the early fishing season to take 
charge of vessels which have been commanded and manned during the rough 
weather in winter by Americans, who have to go on shore to make room for 
aliens, 

The meeting yesterday was temporarily organized with Sylvanus Smith presi- 
dent, John L, Stanley secretary, and, after some discussion, James G. Tarr, 
Charles H. Pew,and Jeremiah Foster, with the president and secretary, were 
chosen a committee to report a constitution and by-laws and list of officers for 
a permanent organization. It is said that a scale of prices was fixed upon to 
govern the purchase of fares for the remainder of the year. How it will work 
against outside fish dealers will be watched with much interest. 


Mr. VANCE. I will now ask to have read the resolutions of the 
Gloucester Knights of Labor in relation to these fish trusts, which satis- 
fies me that there is at least one assemblage of laboring men in this 
country that understands the true inwardness and meaning of this 
thing called ‘‘ protection to American labor.’’? I ask that that be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THAT HALIBUT POOL—RESOLUTIONS OF A GLOUCESTER KNIGHTS OF LABOR AS- 
: SEMBLY. 
GLovucester, March 25. 
[Special. ] 

Deep Sea Assembly 5066, Knights of Labor, of this city, has adopted tbe fol- 
lowing self-explanatory resolutions: 

‘*Whereas there exists and has existed for years in this city a fresh-halibut 
monopoly, which absolutely controls the halibut market, to the detriment of 
the fishermen and consumers; a monopoly whose methods depreciate the price 
paid to the toilers of the sea for their products and make the same an expensive 
luxury to the consumers; a monopoly so unrelentless in its avariciousness as to 
render it well-nigh impossible for any one outside of its circle to pursue the 
halibut business; and 

**Whereas said halibut monopoly has flourished in the past with little or 
no publicity given to its mercenary movement by which the hardy fishermen 
have been deprived of a just share of the wealth they create; and 

‘* Whereas the Boston Post and Boston Herald have in recent issues laid bare 
the schemes and methods of this stupendous ‘fish trust’ to which the public 
pay tribute: Therefore, 

** Be it resolved, That the thanks of Deep Sea Assembly, No. 5066, Knights of 
Labor,be,and are hereby,extended to the Boston Post and Boston Herald for their 
timely exposition of the iniquitous system of said monopoly. 
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Resolved, That these resolutions be read uj the r rds Ll < 
sent to the Boston Post and Boston Herald 

Mr. PANCE. That touches the key-note of the whole situation 


seemsto me, Mr. President. In myopinion the whole of this quest 
protection to American fishermen, as itis called, and allof thisind 
tion against the treaty originate with the fish pools and the monopolists 
of the trade to whom these extracts refer, and it is all in their interes 
while the true interest of the jack-tars, the common fellows who hand| 
hook and line and the ropes and shroads and expose themselves to the 
dangers and tempests of the great waters are not benetited, but, on the 
contrary, are cut under in their wages and ruined every day b: 
cheap Canadian labor that is imported in violation of law for the pur- 
pose of managing the ships of those owners of vessels. And the tr 
secret of the ill success of this treaty arises from the fact that these 
men are compelled under the circumstances to have Canadian crews. 
If they get Canadian crews they must land in order to enlist them, and 
when the voyage is over and they have their fare of fish they have to 
land their crews at their homes, where they spend their money, and 
then the vessel returns with only one or two men and a boy to Massa- 
chusetts or the coast where they belong. And wherever these vessels 
undertake to land for this purpose they are snatched up under the 
treaty of 1818, under the regulations imposed by the Canadian Govern- 
ment in relation thereto, and they are fined, ete., and if you will look 
over thelist of so-called outrages you will find a very large part of them 
were detained or seized for an attempt toship or land crews, as the case 
may be. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], whom I do not see 
in his seat, gave us a long, labored, polished, cultivated, and eloquent 
speech on this treaty question. In fact, it was so dressed and polished 
that there was hardly anything left in it except glittering generali 
ties. But he illustrates very well to me the proceedings of a 
humble portion of the entomological world, called the June bug, whose 
movement when he rises is the very poetry of motion and whose song 
may well be described as the basis of natural melody, but whose 
alighting is always in the nature of an anti-climax. 

After that Senator had quoted what the marquis of somebody had 
said, or Lord Bathurst, or Lord Aberdeen, or Mr. Webster, or John 
Adams, and taken us on a tour through the history of the negotiations 
for the last hundred years in relation to the treaties on this subject, and 
dealt with them in a masterly manner, he came down finally in his 
peroration to something he could not avoid, I suppose, if it had ] 
necessary to save his life. He said: 

I confess that, much meditating on these things, | take little satisfaction w 
I think of Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. President, it is to be hoped that Grover Cleveland doeth the lik 
when he thinketh of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
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I do not like the policy which everywhere robs American citizenship of its 
glory. Ido not like the methods of fraud and crime which have destruyed po} 
ular elections in so many Democratic States, I would have the box wheré 
American freeman casts his ballot sacred as a sacramental vessel. I do not like 
this conspiracy between the old slaveholder and the English manufacturer, to 
strike down the wages of the American workman and the comfort of the wor 
man’s home. Ido not like your refusal to maintain the American Navy and to 
fortify and defend the American coast. And Llike no better the present treat 
It leaves the American sailor to be bullied and insulted without redress, and 
abandons the American right to the fisheries, older than‘the nation itself, which 
the valor of our fathers won for us and the wisdom of our fathers preserved 
us, 

By the treaty of 1818, for instance. 

Now, Mr. President, nobody knows any better than that Senator 
that there is no conspiracy between the old American slaveholder and 
the English manufacturer. No man knows any better than that Sena 
tor that the great bulk of those who desire the tariff of this country to 
be reduced to the necessities of the Government are not and never were 
slaveholders. Nobody knows any better than that Senator that the 
reduction of the tariff to the necessities of the Government will not 
strike down the American workman’s wages and strike down the com 
forts of his home. He knows that it is not true; but yet it is one of 
the necessities of the case. Plain, unadulterated, and unassuming fact 
will not do in a case of this kind;*there must besome of the broad 
inferences of rhetoric, there must be some of the striking expressions 
of composition for which he and others from his part of the country 
are famous in order to produce the desired effect. 

> * . . 

If true, and they are not true, what have these things to do with 
the ratification of this treaty? What is the necessity to talk about a 
man’s being anold slaveholder simply because he wants to reduce the 
tariff of the Government to a scale that will meet its expenses and no 
more; and what has either to do with the consideration of the treaty ? 
How much worse is the man who was an old slaveholder than the 
men wh) were old slave-traders? How much better are the men who 
were opposed to the abolition of the slave-trade and deferred it twen 
years because their ships were engaged in it than the men who bought 
the slaves and owned them untilthey were freed? And what has either 
to do with the treaty? 
slave in his native wilds and paid for him in rum than the man who 
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own native countrymen, ihe | »p \ 1 that se t epr 
sents are degrading labor every day and striking down the comforts of 
the workingman’s home by employing cheap Canadians in all their 
factories, and by employing cheap Canadians in the cutting of thei 

| lumber in the forests of Maine and bringing in foreign labor by contrac 

| in detiance of law. 

That same Senator proposed to further degrade American labor by r 
fusing by his vote to exclude the population of China, but proposed by 
his negative vote to let China flood this country with its cheap, halt 

| civilized labor,and absolutely drown out all of the American labor and 
degrade the American laborer’s home and reduce his wages More 
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over, the candidate of that Senator for the Presidency of these United 


States gave a vote side by side with the Senator from Massa 
permit that semi-barbarian empire to deluge this country with its cheap 
and halt-civilized labor to the degradatien of our native American or 
naturalized citizens 

Should not that Senator be a little bit modest when he thinks of 
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those things? Could he not have closed his great speech without that 
assertion in the ciose of it, so unjust, so far from being true? It seen 
to me that he could, and that heoughtto have doneso. But necess 
drives him also, as well as others. 

Che last speech which we had upon this subject s fi the Sen- 


ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER 
fr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from North Carolina 
to interrupt him before he passes from that point 
lhe PRESIDENT p o tempore. Does the Senator from North ¢ 
lina yield ? 
Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like theSenator from North Carolina to 





state a little more detinitely when it was, what date and on what I 
it was, and what was the precise proposition under discus n and 
under vote, at the time to which he alludes, when he says the candi 
late of the Republican party for the Presidency cast a certain vote 
which, he says, was in the interests of Chinese immigratior 


Mr. VANCE. Iean not just from memory accomn« 
or. I will turn to the record as soon as I get time. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I beg to suggest that 
at any time w yuld justify the extren remark made by ti ef 
from North Carolina 
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I thi ‘ pectacle. Itisa melancholy one tome. T 
day t enate of the United States (it is claimed for it, at least 
one { t and one of the most dignified bodies of political offi- 
cials who : ible together anywhere in the world. This exhibition 
will not bear out that high pretension. This exhibition stamps 
i the fact that we are created of the same clay as other men, and 
that, in t of t Widow Bedott, Senators, or Representa- 
tives, or W t not, ** We are all poor critters. 
J ve been very sorry tosee it. Iheld my peace so long asI thought 
I « I did not desire to address myself to this fishery question; I 
thought I would leave it to those gentlemen who from locality were 
more intere d in it, and whose time had been given to the investiga- 
tion of it historically; but when I saw that all of the research, all t 
} l 1] of the great historical facts which had been broug ht 


out in support of the reasonable propositions of this treaty availed for 
nothing, « that it had come to be a mere political contest, as any other 
that could broached upon the eve of an election, and was tre: ited | 
accordingly, I felt that I could not be satisfied unless I denounced that 
dangerous method « f conduc ting our negotiations with foreign nations. 
H a g done so I shall not detain the Senate any longer, Mr. Presid 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of 1e Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to postpone the furt! 
consideration of the treaty until the Wednesday after the first Mond 


1eT 








1 other Senators on both sides of the 
nd who 


Mr. MORGAN. There are sti 
Chamber, I am informed, who desire to debate this question 
ready at this hour todo so. I move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of legislative business. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of legislative business. It will be so 
ordered, if there be no objection. 


Y 


DEATH OF GENERAT HERIDAN. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 


7 ec Senate and House of Representatives: 
It becomes my painful duty to announce to the Congress and to the people 
of the United States the death of Philip H. Sheridan, General of the Army, 
x h occurred-at a late hour last night, at his summer home in the State of 
M chus 
ith of this v unt soldier and patriotic son of the Republic, though his 





Iness has been rded with anxiety, has nevertheless shocked the coun- 


try and « 1used universa 


He had est 






j ed for himselfas 
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ronghold in the hearts of his fellow-coun- 








trymen, whos mn tthe true meaning nd purpose of his soldi rly devotion 
and heroic mper 

His intrepid courage, his steadf, riotism, and the generosity of his nature 
inspired with peculiar ae lite ition of all the people 


Above his grave affection for the man and pride in his achievements will 
struggle for mastery, and too much honor can not be accorded to one who was 
80 richly endowed with all the qualities which make his death a national loss, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

E TIvE MAwNsiro Auaust 6, 1888, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, 


set forth the loss the « 


nothing that I can say is needed to 
yuntry has suffered by the death of the able, 
brilliant, magnificent soldier and beloved gentleman, General Sheri- 
j learned that the course I propose has been adopted 
epresentatives. I send to the desk a resolution, for 





h I ask immediate consideration. 
The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk id t! 1e resolution , as follows: 


tors to attend the funeral services of the late General Sheridan. 
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By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follow 

To Mr. De LANo, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. VANCE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KERR, for two weeks, on account of important busin 

To Mr. FRENCH, for three days, on account of business. 

To Mr. ROWLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ScuLL, for one week, on account of business 

To Mr. BLount, for ten days from to-day. 

To Mr. eee for three davs, on account f important business. 

To Mr. Mc BAI RY, for four days, on account of important business 

To Mr, LATHAM, for ten days. 

To Mr. PE [GTON, indefinitely, on account of impor t business. 





To Mr. LANE, | for t en days, on account of 

To Mr. Me] KINNEY, for ten days, on account of impor 

To Mr, RosertTson, for ten days, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they*had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 5259) to 
relieve Jacob Y. Bostatter from the charge of fraudulent enlistment 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I send to the desk aresolution, and ask 
for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER, 
will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follow 

Resolved, That Tuesday next, August l4, after reading the Journal, be set apart 
for the consideration of measures reported from the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gent leman from Missouri allow an 
amendment to be offered to that resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the introd 
lution. 

Several Mempers. Regular order. 

Mr. O’NELLL, of Missouri. I ask the attention of the Speaker for 

1¢ moment. This being suspension Monday, I move to suspend the 
rules and put this measure on its passage 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make that motion at this 
time. Under the rules ; . motion to suspend the rules is not in order 
until after the call of States and Territories. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of aienemet. Well, let the 
desk until it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been recognized now to make 
a request for unanimous ent, not for a motion to suspend the rules. 
The regular order is demanded. The regular order is the call of States 

and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. Resolutions otfered now must be referred to the 
ppropriate symmittes in accordance with the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘ThenI withhold my resolution for the present. 
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At the present time there are in San Francisco’s Chinatown no less than 4,000 
certificateless coolies landed upon habeas corpus, turned loose on bail and 
awaitingexamination. Many ofthem have beenon shoreas long as six months, 
The only proof of prior residence required by the circuit court and its an- 
nex from these men is an ability to answer certain questions to show a slight 
familiarity with the geographical features of San Francisco and the entry of 


their names in the books of the Chinese Six-Com panies, or in the accounts of a 
Chinese merchant, Every one of this army of coolies can secure his final dis- 
charge at the expense of a false oath and the payment of the required fees. 
Meantime this swarm of Asiatics,who are supposed by law not to be in the 
country, are actively competing with American labor in all branches of indus- 
try and aiding in the reduction of the scale of wages to the Chinese level. Tne 
amount represented on the bonds for whieh Chinese residents are sureties is 
already in excess of the assessed valuation of all the property owned in San 
Francisco by the Chinese population. 

That the interpretation placed upon the law by Judges Sawyer and Sabin and 
Commissioner Houghton is not a necessary but an arbitrary interpretation is 
shown by the brief sitting of Judge Ross, of the southern district of California. 
This jurist was recently invited to sit upon the circuit bench in this city. His 
rulings were such as to exclude the Chinese, and such as to spread dismay and 
panic among the whole colony of fee-receiving officials, coolie brokers, attor- 
neys, straw bondsmen, and all other parasites who are living and fattening 
upon the decaying remains of the restriction act. 

Judge Ross's sitting was brief. He has not been invited to sit on the circuit 
bench again. He has been dropped from Judge Sawyer’s visiting list. 

We, the people of San Francisco, appeal to Congress to end this monstrous 
conspiracy, to save the Pacific coast and the country from the consequences of 
an abuse of judicial power unparalleled since the time of Jeffreys. 

The House of Representatives has created a committee to investigate the sub- 
ject of contract labor. We invite that committee to visit this city. We promise 
to place before it facts which will demonstrate the truth of every allegation 
made in this memorial. When this proof has been made and submitted to Con- 
gress we demand remedial action. What that action should be is self-evident. 
No law which you have placed upon the statute-books has been able to with- 
stand the hostile and destructive assaults of the Federal judges of this coast. 
You have given us a new treaty and contemplate the passage of astill more 
stringent exclusion act. Weare grateful fur these honest efforts to save us from 
Chinese association and competition, but in the light of experience what con- 
fidence can be felt that any law or any treaty will be carried into effect while 
its administration rests in the hands of judges who have annulled every exist- 
ing statute? While they remain upon the bench Chinese exclusion is impos- 
sible. 

We demand the impeachment and removal of Lorenzo Sawyer, judge of the 
United States circuit court of the ninth circuit, and of George M. Sabin, district 
judge for the district of Nevada. 

Adopted in mass meeting of trades unions and citizens of San Francisco, July 
25, 1888. 

H. C. KINNE, Chairman. 
HAMILTON H. DOBBIN, Secretary. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
the House proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the 
‘Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill; that the 
amendments adopted in Committee of the Whole be agreed to; and that other 
amendments not exceeding three in number and one amendment in tbe nature 
of a substitute may be offered to the bill, after which the vote shall be taken on 
such amendments, and then on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 
— the final passage thereof without debate or other intervening motion or 
usINess, 

The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded ? 

Mr. BARNES, Mr. HOOKER, and others demanded a second. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. BARNES. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 

delivered to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
PROPOSED TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 

The SPEAKER. A second isdemanded, and the Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] and the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BARNEs. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to have the resolution again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. PAYSON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. How would this resolution, if adopted, affect a 
pending amendment which was introduced and undisposed of at the 
time the bill was last under consideration ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Notatall. It will have no effect upon it. 

Mr. PAYSON. When this bill was being last considered an amend- 
ment of mine had been read and was pending. I had the floor at the 
time the House adjourned. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is on the floor for a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish to know how this would affect that amend- 
ment; whether it would be excluded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was not disposed of atthat time. It was pend- 
ing and would be covered by the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER,. The Chairthinks, on examining the resolution, that 
if it should be adopted it would necessitate the offering of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois again. 

Mr. NELSON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is evident that the Speaker does not agree, then, 
with the gentleman from Illinois, 
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The SPEAKER. The resolution provides that amendments already 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole shall be adopted by the House, 
with the right of offering certain other amendments specified in the 
resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Then I hope the resolution will be voted down. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Andoneof the amendments referred tothere is the 
identical amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois himself, 
if the gentleman will take my word. It doesnot preclude other amend- 
ments, but makes provision for a certain number which may be of- 
fered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course I am perfectly willing to take the gen- 
tleman’s word, but I wanted a ruling from the Chair as to the effect 
of the adoption of the resolution on the pending amendments. 

The SPEAKER. If the resolution in its present form is adopted, it 
would preclude other amendments except those specified in the res- 
olution itself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it would not preclude action on the gentle- 
man’s amendmen. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will againstate, the resolution provides 
that amendments heretofore adopted in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union shall be agreed to by the House, so that this 
resolution disposes of those amendments; but it provides further that 
three additional amendments may be offered, as well as a substitute 
for the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. It provides that three, but only three, amendments 
may be offered. 

The SPEAKER. That is the effect of the resolution; and also a 
substitute. 

The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rose, Mr. Speaker, a moment ago to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wanted to address to the Chair thisinquiry: I un- 
derstand that under the rules of the House governing the business for 
this day it is set apart for a suspension of the rules and the passage of 
measures, bills, resolutions, or otherwise, which are pending before the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union or other com- 
mittees, and the motion is to discharge such committee from the con- 
sideration of the matter and put it upon its passage, the action thereon 
requiring a two-thirds vote. In the present instance the resolution re- 
fers toa measure which is pending before the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and has been under consideration for 
several days in committee, to which various amendments have been 
offered; and my inquiry is, whether it is within the power of a single 
member of this House on this day, which is fixed for the suspension of 
the rules, to defeat the consideration of that measure and others that 
may be pending by proposing a vote upon the bill 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Or whether or not there should not be considera- 
tion of every single measure in Committee of the Whole, and whether 
that rule does not apply to this measure as to any other? 

TheSPEAKER. Itis not within the power of any single member 
to take action, such as the gentleman suggests, which would be bind- 
ing upon the House; but itis within the power of the House, on the mo- 
tion of any member who may be recognized for a motion to suspend 
the rules to-day, by a two-thirds vote to fix a day for the considera- 
tion of a measure; to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
measure and put it upon its passage, or generally, with reference to 
such question, to make such order in regard to its disposition as the 
House may see proper. In this instance, the gentleman’s motion is to 
fix a day for the consideration of the bill coupled with certain condi- 
tions, on which the House must take action. 


DEATH OF GENERAL SHERIDAN. 





Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the mes- 
sage from the President of the United States received a few moments 
ago be laid before the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The request of the gentleman from Georgia will 
not interfere with the pending action of the House, will it? 

The SPEAKER. It will suspend the vote upon the question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But will not interfere with the question? If it 
dues, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked for objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Georgia, and none was made. ‘The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman from Illinois to object now, if it interferes with 
the pending vote. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is too late in making his objection. 

Mr. CRISP. The purport of the message is, no doubt, well under- 
stood by the House, and I presume there will be no objection to the 
request. ; 

Mr. HATCH. It is too late, anyhow, to object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the Speaker to hold that it will 
interfere with the pending order of business on which the House is en- 
gaged? 
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read, at least. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should feel co1 
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Illinois would state distinctly whether he objects or not. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the gentleman can 
not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my objection 
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To the Senate and House of Representat 
It becomes my painful duty to announce to the Congress and to the people of 
the United States the death of Philip H. Sherid¢ the Army, i 


in, General of 
I in the St 


occurred at a late hour last night at his summer home Massa- 
chusetts, 

The death of this valiant soldier and 
his long illness has been regarded with 


country and caused universal grief 


ate of 


son of the Repub! tl 
rtheless shocked 


patriotic 
anxiety 


has neve t 





Hie had established for himse!f astrong hold in the hearts of his fellow-country- 
men, who soon caught the true meaning and purpose of his soldierly devotion 





and heroic temper. 

His intrepid courage, his steadfast patriotism, and the generosity of his nature 
inspired with peculiar warmth the admiration of all the people. 

Above his grave affection for the man and pride in his achievements will 
struggle for mastery, and too much honor can not be accorded to one who 
so richly endowed with all the qualities which make his death a national loss 

GROVER CLEVELAND 


was 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 6, 1888, 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, this is the third time in the history 
of our country that Congress has received from the President the pain- 
ful information of the death of the commanding General of the Army 
of the United States. 

On Wednesday, December 18, 1799, the news of the death of General 
Washington reached Philadelphia, and the illustrious J»hn Marshall, 
of Virginia, in a voice that indicated the anguish of his mind anda 
countenance expressive of the deepest regret, arose and said: 

Mr. Speaker, information has just been received that our illustric 
citizen, the Commander-in-Chief of the American Army, and the late 
of the United States, is no more. 

Though this distressing intelligence is not certain there is too much reason to 
believe itstruth. After receiving information of this national calamity so heavy 
and so afflicting, the House of Representatives can be but ill fitted for 
business. I move you, therefore, they adjourn. 
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Major-General Jacob Brown died on Sunday, February 24, 1828, and 
when Congress met the following morning appropriate resolutions were 
adopted, the announcement being made by General William Her 
Harrison, then a Senator from Ohio, and subsequently President ot 
the United States. 

To-day we are informed that the most distinguished soldier of this 
time on active duty in his profession, General Philip Henry Sheridan, 
after a heroic struggle, eminently illustrative of his determined ch 
acter, died last evening. 

Animated by feelings engendered by an association of more than a 
quarter of a century and prompted by admiration for his high sol- 
dierly qualities, I sent to the Clerk’s desk resolutions which I believe 
expressed the sense and the feelings of this House regarding wl] 
must look upon as a national affliction. 

[am now informed that my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, has, by the direction 
of that committee, prepared and desires to introduce resolutions of the 
same import. 

Sympathizing with the natural and commendable desire of those 
gentlemen to have the Military Committee of the House prominently 
identified with the tribute of respect paid by the Congress of the United 
States to the memory of the Commander of the Army, I desire to yield 
them the floor. But before doing so I ask the unanimous consent 
the House that the resolutions now in the hands of the Clerk b« 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. The resolutions are as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with deep sorrow of 
the death of General Philip Henry Sheridan, the Commander of the Army « 
the United States; ae ; 

That in his death the country has lost a valuable and patriotic citizen, the 
Army a brave, wise, determined, and sagacious commander, and the world a 
distinguished military leader ; 

That the House deeply sympathizes with the family of the late General of the 
Army in their bereavement, by which they have lost a tender and devoted | 
band and father: 

That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee from this body to attend 
the funeral, of which committee it is the sense of the House the Speaker should 
be a member ; 





printed 


That the flag of the House shall be continuously displayed at half-mast until | 
the funeral obsequies are perforined, and that the House manifest its sense of 


the loss the 
may direct; 
That as a further mark 
House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent to have 
lutions offered by the gentleman from Alabama printed in the 
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RECORD. 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the resolutions which I sent to the desk 
may be read and considered. 
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The parents of General Sheridan came to this country at an early 
day. General Sheridan was born March 6, 1831, in Perry County 
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During this session Congress has taken note of the 
of General Sheridan as a military man, and ond of 
leaders of the forces of the Union Army in the late war, and conferred 
upon him, only a few weeks before his death, the distinguished position 
of Generalof the Army. It has been held by few persons. was con- 
sidered a mark of honor due to him while he yet lay on the bed of 
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That famous charger was a gift of the citizens of the State of Michi- 
gan to General Sheridan. peake 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Before the yeas and nays shall be taken on the 
passage of the I think it no more than right and just to this officer, 
who had a most d nguished military service, pone more so, that the 
report bearing upon the case be either read or appear in the ReEcorD. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be printed in the REcorD if 


there be no objection. 
Mr. MANDERSO> 

I «le ire to have printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 
The report is as follows: 


It is the Senate report on the Senate bill which 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2832) for 
the relief of General William F, Smith, have had the same under consideration, 
and report the aame back favorably and recommend its passage as amended, 

prayer in the bill as offered was that the President nominate, by and with 
the Iv ice i consent of the Senate, said William F. Smith and appoint hima 


major-geveral in t Army.and place him on the retired-list as of that grade, 
the list to be extended to that extent 


Following the line of precedent established by your committee in cases of 
this character, the bill is amended to allow said Smith to be nominated and ap- 
pointed and retired, but only as a major of engineers in the Army, which was 
the rank he held at the time of his resignation, March 21, 1867. 


he service of General Smith is set forth in the following communication, re- 
ceived by your committee from the Adjutant-General United States Army 
“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
‘** Washington, May 17, 1888. 
Stat ent of the military service of William F. Smith, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office: 


Ile was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1841, to 
July 1, 1815, when he was graduated and appointed brevet second lieutenant, 
Topographical Engineers; promoted second lieutenant July 14, 1849; first lieu- 
tenant March 3, 1853; captain July 1, 1859, and major Corps of Engineers March 

1863 He resigned March 21, 1867. 

Ile was mustered inas colonel Third Vermont Volunteers July 22, 1861, and 
mustered out August 14,1861, having accepted the appointment of brigadier-gen- 
eral of volunteers to date August 13, 1861. Hé was appointed major-general of 
volunteers July 4, 1862, which appointment expired by constitutional limitation 
March 4, 1563, not having been confirmed by the Senate. He was again ap- 
pointed major-general of volunteers March 24, 1864, and resigned his commis- 
sion as such November 4, 1865. 

‘**On March 13, 1865, he was breveted brigadier-general United States Army 
‘for gallant and meritorious service in the battle of Chattanooga, Tenn.,’ and 

r-general United States Army ‘for gallant and meritorious services in the 
field during the rebellion.’ 

“Tle served as assistant topographical engineer on survey of the northern 
lakes from October 1, 1844, to October, 1846; as assistant professorof mathemat- 
ics at the United States Military Academy from November 6, 1846, to August 
21, 1548; as assistant topographical engineer on explorations in the Department 
of Texas and on survey of boundary between the United States and Mexico to 
December, 1852; on survey of canal route across Florida to October, 1853, and 
on explorations in Texas to August, 1855; asistant professor of mathematics at 
the United States Military Academy from September 4, 1855, to September 8, 
1856; engineer of the eleventh light-house district to November 3,1859, and en- 
gineer secretary of the Light-House Board to April 15, 1861; on mustering duty 
at New York City to May 31, 1864; topographical engineer of the Department 
of Virginia to some time in July, 1861; colonel Third Vermont Volunteers to 
August 14,1861, and commanding a brigade in the Department of Northeastern 
Virginia and subsequently in the Army of the Potomac to October 1, 1861; com- 
manding a division in the Army of the Potomac to March 13, 1862, and the 
Second Division, Fourth Corps to July 17, 1862; on sick leave to August 12, 
1862; commanding the Second Division Sixth Corps to November 16, 1862; the 
Sixth Corps to February 4, 1863, and the Ninth Corps to March 8, 1863; on sick 
leave to May 25, 1863, and sick in New York City to June 17, 1863; command- 
ing a division, ete., in the Department of the Susquehanna during the Get- 
tysburgh campaign to September 5, 1863; chief engineer of the Department of 
the Cumberland from October 10 to November 5, 1863, and of the Military Di- 
vision of the Mississippi to March 16, 1864; commanding the Eighteenth Corps 
from May 2 to July 19, 1864; awaiting orders to November 22, 1864; on special 
duty under the orders of the Secretary of War to December 15, 1865; on sick 
leave to February 1, 1866, and on leave to March 21, 1867, upon which date he re- 
signed, 





“R.C. DRUM, Adjutant-General.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska, 
while it is probably not proper to go into the action of the committee, 
if it is not a fact that in this case and in several others of distinguished 
officers who have gone out of the service there has been a substantial 
agreement on both sides to reinstate them and to let them be retired 
at the rank which they held in the regular Army, and not their rank 
in the volunteer service ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will say in reply to the Senator from Mary- 
land that I know of no agreement between the two committees, if that 
is what he refers to; but there is a rule of the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate that where an officer who was in the regular service 
shall be placed upon the retired-list it shall be with the rank he held 
in the regular Army. General Willian F. Smith achieved the rank of 
major-general of volunteers, and his service, which isso well known to 
the country, was in that position and not in his position as major of 
engineers. The House, recognizing his very great service, raised him 
a grade upon the retired-list, and the bill as it came from the House 
and as read proposed that he should be placed on the retired-list with 
the rank of colonel. The Senate committee, however, holding to its 
uniform rule in that regard, proposes to amend thé House bill by placing 
him on the retired-list with the rank of major of engineers. 

I will say further, in reply to the Senator from Maryland, that which 
perhaps is not very well known, that this is a case somewhat excep- 
tional in its character. General Smith has reached a very advanced 
age and is in very poor circumstances. He is a man who has suffered 
physically. Whether he is now upon the pension-list I do not know, 
but he could go there if he would make application, beyond a perad- 
venture, for he was a man who, during his service in the war, did re- 
ceive, as I understand, very severe injury. 
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Mr. GORMAN. The point of my inquiry was to get the informa- 
tion, and this bill being a unanimous report from the Committee, I 
trust that my friend from Texas will withdraw his request for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. COKE. I decline to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Texas desires the yeasand nays, 
[ have nothing further to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be inform- 
ally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without losing its place. 

Mr. FRYE. Without losing its place. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Do I understand that it is simply to be passed 
over informally ? 

Mr. FRYE. Simply informally. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So that it may be called up at any time. 

Mr. GORMAN, § Yes, it may be called up at any time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do notobject to that course, provided the bill 
may be called up when there is a full Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. It would simply break up the business we are engaged 
in if we should have a call of the roll now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill be informally laid aside, and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the next bill on the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not mean, of course, that the bill for the relief of 
General Smith should be displaced. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair so understood the Sena- 
tor from Maine. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understood that the bill was simply passed 
over until there was a fuller Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question will be put on the pas- 
sage of the bill whenever the Senator from Nebraska shall so indicate, 
BADGES OF MILITARY ORDERS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 56) granting permission to officers and 
enlisted men, members of the military order of the Loyal Legion of the 
United States and of the Grand Army of the Republic, to wear the 
badges adopted by those orders was announced as the next business on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evans- 
ville, Ind. 

Mr. BECK. LIobject. I object to going off the Calendar when we 
have got to it at last. I donot care how meritorious the bill is, it will 
be reached like the rest of the bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate joint resolution 56 is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with amendments, in line 3, to strike out ‘‘badge’’ and insert 
‘‘hadges;’’ in the same line to strike out ‘‘society’’ and insert ‘‘so- 
cieties;’’ in line 4, to insert ‘‘Cincinnati, the Aztec Society, the Na- 
tional Association of the Veterans of the Mexican War, the,’’ and in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘that adopted by the so- 
ciety;’’? so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the distinctive badges adopted by the societies of the Cin- 
cinnati, the Aztec Society, the National Association of Veterans of the Mexican 
War, the Military Order ot the Loyal Legion of the United States, and of the 
Grand Army of the Republic may be worn upon all occasions of ceremony by 
officers and enlisted men of the Army and Navy who are members of said or- 
ganizations, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 
report to strike out the preamble; which will be agreed to, if there be 
no objection. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A joint resolution granting permission to officers and enlisted men of the Army 
of the United States members of the Society of the Cincinnati, the Aztec Society, 
the National Association of Veterans of the Mexican War, the Military Order 
of the Loyal Legion of the United States and of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic to wear the badges adopted by those orders. 

CHARLES B. NEWTON. 

The bill (S. 2556) for the relief of Charles B. Newton was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘There is a minority report in that case. 

Mr. MANDERSON. While I am extremely anxious for the passage 
of the bill, there is a minority report which was drawn by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. I see he is not now in his seat. I 
therefore ask that the bill be passed over, retaining its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by 











Mr. SHERMAN from the Committee on Foreign Relations to invite 
international arbitration as to differences between nations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


] The resolution will be passed ov: 
on objection under Rule LX. 


W. S. CARPENTER. 

The bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. S. Carpenter was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto pay to W. 8. Carpenter, 
late an employé in the railway mail service, $126.65, the amount of his 
salary from the 3d of October, 1882, until the 20th of November, 1882, 
for services actually performed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANTHONY L. WOODSON. 

The bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson was con- 
sidered as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is there a proposed amendment to the 
bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Noamendmentappears upon the text 
before the clerks. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The recommendation of the Committee 
on Claims was to strike out the last clause of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report indicates that an amend- 
ment was contemplated by the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the bill be amended by 
striking out the last provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘use,’”’ it is proposed 
to strike out the remainder of the bill in the following words: 

And the further sum of $2,300, being the value of engineer stores taken in the 
same way forthe construction of forts, stockades, and so forth, at and near Mun- 
fordville, Ky. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, is hereby authorized and direct« 
pay to Anthony L. Woodson, of Woodsonville, Ky., the sum of $3,666.20, being 
the value of quartermasier’s stores taken from the said Woodson by the United 
States forces during the late war, and appropriated to their use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendme 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SPooNER, Mr. 
MITCHELL, and Mr. JoNes, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

COMMISSIONS ON PRIVATE DIES. 

The bill (S. 953) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
proper accounting officers to restate, settle, and pay to the owners of 
private dies the balance of commissions due them was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. That bill seems to make a very large appropria- 
tion. It seems to have been reported from the Committee on Claims. 
I should like to have a little further information than is given by sim- 
ply the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER], who repagted the bill, is not in his seat at this moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that it be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

The bill (S. 3162) providing for the printing of Government publica- 
tions upon private orders was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Con- 
necticut how this bill changes existing law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall have to get the statute. 

Mr. DAWES. Can not the Senator state in general terms? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The first section is new, practically. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought®there was an existing law substantially 
like that, providing that documents could be ordered from the Public 
Printer while they were going through the press at a certain per 
age. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is right in one respect. The oid la 
is put in here with the proposed change of a word or two as a ni 
section, and the old law is repealed, so that the whole law on the sub 
iect is in these two sections. The change is not material. 

At present, at the time a book is going to press, you can order as 
many as you please. We provide also now that afterwards, a year or 
two or three years hence, if there is a demand for a book, and many 








of the men who deal in second-hand books and Government publica 

tions say there is, and they come along and are very anxious to get 

copies they may do so. They say if we will make a rule by 

they can go to the Government Printing Office and give the Pu 
nter the cost, with 10 per cent. additional, an ta num ! ‘ 

enough to make it worth while to go to press, they will avail tyem- 

seives ol if. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ingnu t S t] ‘ 1 
not allow the book trade to get any \ le document shed them 
for their trade at the cost to the P Printer with 10 per cent. ad 

i ded ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They can do it now, and in many <« 3; we should 
be delighted to have them do it. The public wants a docu t and 
Congress dislikes to order five, ten, or fifteen thousand m« H 
come along some of these dealers and they say, if you will just 
have those idle stereotype plates, we have a constant demand t 
book. Iam satistied it will be for the good of the public 

Mr. DAWES. Would the customer get the book at a red price 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that the customer v i t it 
cheaper. It is not a very cheap book even with the Governn ell- 
ing it at cost and the 10 per cent. added, because though t Govern- 


ment Printing Office isa magnificent one and a costly one, a private 
printer would publish the 400,000 copies of the Agricultural Report at 





a cheaper rate than the Government does it I do not kn that the 
public would get it cheaper, but the Government could print it more 
cheaply. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it true that the Government printing is greater in 


| cost than the private production of the same work 


| of the great plant. 


Mr. HAWLEY. It is difficult to calculate, because we have consid- 
erably more than a million dollars, probably with buildings and alla 
million and a half dollars at least in that office, and we do not stop 
to count the expense of repairs, the interest on the money, and all that 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator state—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me finish my sentence. We do not stop to 
count the cost of the plant as the ordinary manufacturer has to do 
When we talk about a book, under the rules we ask for an estimate of 
the cost of the book and it comes up here, the Agricultural Report we 
will say, 30 or 35 or 40 cents, or something of that sort, counting only 
the cost of composition, paper, and press-work, but we take no account 
If we take that into account evidently the Govern- 
ment printing is expensive. 

Mr. DAWES. I will concede anything to the experience and judg- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut, butif it be true that production 








} at the Government Printing Office, not counting the cost of the plant, 


will furnish to the book trade a cheaper production than can be done 
by private enterprise, then the result, I should apprehend, would | 
that the book trade would make a great profit out of such a work while 
the customer would not get any benefit. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Unless we pass something of this sort, as a gen- 
eral rule those stereotype plates lie there idle for years until they are 
remelted. The publishers themselves think that w« 
of the Government books to publie use, I shall not talk longs I 
it, but, for example, there is the very valuable series of books, the Med- 
ical and Surgical History of the War. I do not know that they would 
give me that as an illustration, but itis quite possible that that would 
be one the country would be very glad to be allowed the privilege ot 
paying for additional copies of, and the medical fraternity throughout 
the country would not care a farthing whether it was 25 per cent. o1 
10 per cent., or what it was, probably, if they could get the book 

Mr. MANDERSON. Theonly change in the existing law by the first 
section of the bill is that it changes the title of the person formerly 
known as the Congressional Printer soas to make it conform to the ex- 
isting law wherein he is called the Public Printer, 
when Congress is not in session these books may be printed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, which is also to make the pro- 
vision comply with the existing law. The only new legislation in it 
is in section 2 of the bill. I propose, however, at the suggestion of my 
colleague on the Printing Committee, the Senator from Maryland | Mr. 
GORMAN ], to add at the end of section 2 this provision, and I shall 
move the amendment at the proper time: 


And the Public Printer shall annually report to Congress a list of all docu 
ments and publications sold by him, the amount received therefrom, and the 
lisposition made thereof. 

That will require of him to make the same sor 
made by the Secretary of the Interior. I send t 

k that it may be inserted at the end of section 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2: 

proy 
And the Public Printer shall annually 


iy report to Congress a list of all docu- 
ments and publications sold by him, the amount received therefrom, and the 


hould open more 
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nd providing that 
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| disposition made thereof. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not know that that fully meets the sug- 
gestion made by my colleague on the committee, the Senator from 
Maryland. My intention is, though I may not have full 


it, that the Public Printer shall not only make this report show 


« pressed 


ng the 

















number i 1 by him, but the dispo ition which may 
] ni {i it rece ed, 
Gt covers precisely the idea I had in my mind. 
Mr. M eee covers the Senator’s idea ? 
( il Iment is satisfactory to me 
I i that these publications are coniined 
‘ | by the Government. 
\ ter of course; it could not be ot} 
BEC. 4 i I look at it in this way: Whenever the uch 
ul f ira ¢ that the public want them from ] 
ill e clamorous enough to requi 
{ tour Own expe , Which they would bé 
1 t thi cd | pay for them all unless we allow it 
} 
r. } } tionably the fact. The M: 
j r is a very expensive book. We published 
j ita t of several dollarsa volume. There is dem 
for t n now, and the members of the Committee on Print- 
i ressure 1s so great that, though it will invo 
‘ } ly ai er edition will have to be printed un 
this provision Is made; and it applies to a great number of other val- 
u ) bya rizing the Public Printer to print them, 
if the order during the recess of Congress, and permitting th 
Secretary of : Interior, in his discretion, to order them, the result, I 
think, int end, will be not only a great saving to the Government 
but a great a modation to the public, and the people will get the 
works at1 h} cost than from private hands, 
Ir. BI i save us from paying? 
Mr. Gv MAN, I think so. 
‘The amet ent was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
W oncul lin 
‘J bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
JOURNALS OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. I ask the consent of the Senate to go back on 
the Calendar and consider Order of Business 1158, which was passed 
over informally. It isa bill reported by the Committee on Printing, 
and will take but a moment to dispose of. It is designed to correct 
the difliculty spoken of by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], and 
save the publication of the numerous Senate and House Journals, for 
which there is no need. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been passed over 
without prejudice, the Senator from Nebraska has the right to ask for 
its consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (5. 2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journals of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, and to provide for their distribu- 
tion. 

(he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to say a word in view of the statements that 
were made some weeks ago by my friend from Missouri [Mr. VesrT], 
who is not in his seat this morning, and it is due I think to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, who has given this matter very 
great attention, that I should make a statement. 

The bill now under consideration: does reduce very largely—indeed, 
more than one-half, as I recollect the figures—the number of Senate 
and House Journals to be printed. 

The entire scope of the investigation suggested by the Senator from 
Missouri has not been taken up by the committee for the very proper 
and good reason that until some arrangement shall have been made for 
extending the Printing Office and making it so that it shall be a fit 
place for the people who are compelled to work and be in it (for it is 
now a disgrace to the Government) by making the addition which is 
provided for in the sundry civil bill for the condemnation of property 
adjoining the present building, so that the folding-room and other fa- 
cilities for the purpose of handling public documents, and making them 
practically under one head in the distribution—all the matters com- 
plained of by the Senator from Missouri can not be reached. 

1 only want to say, as the minority member of that committee, that 
I think the chairman and the majority of the committee are pursuing 
the right course, and if Congress shall agree to the provision which is 
now in the sundry civil bill by amendment for that extension, an im- 
portant and radical change can be made, not only in the distribution 
of documents, but in the mode of sending them out, by which I be- 
lieve three or four hundred thousand dollars per annum may be saved. 

I rose to say that and to call special attention to it, as I have in 
private called that of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Breck] and the 
gentlemen in charge of the conference on the sundry civil bill. It is 


aflairs in that oflice to compel these people to remain in such an at 
mosphere; and even on the score of economy I believe we can save 


some three or four hundred thousand dollars, and this is the first step 
in that direction. 
The bill was passed, 


1 
ic 
not only a matter of humanity, but it is a disgrace te the condition of 
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COLORED INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. PALMER. Task that Order of Business 735 be taken up fo1 

sideration. 

Mr. BECK, = I object. 

Mr. PALME! vine’ . 

it! of th 
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} Mr; BRO\ hove it will be und stood that tl } ll d not 
i] pine 2 l 
The PRESI ) ? It will be pa er without p 
dice, then 

E COT 

| The bill (H. I. 6253) for the relief of Jesse Coe was considered asin 
Committee ofthe Whole. It provides for the payment to Jesse Coe,of 
Monroe County, Kentucky, of $375, for horses taken from him by the 


{ 
t 
United States Army and used by the same during the late war of the 
rebellion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate witho 





it amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. Is there a report in that case ? 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. STEWART 
| 





June 14, 1888: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6233) for the 
relief of Jesse Coe, having considered the same, report as follows: 

rhe bill under consideration passed the House at thissessionon May15. The 
facts in the case are stated in the report of the House Committee on War Claims, 
which your committee adopt as a part of this report, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Said report is as follows: 

* The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 6233) 
for the relief of Jesse Coe, report as follows: 

‘*This is a claim for three horses taken from the 
United States in 1864. Claim stated at $450. 

** Claimant filed his claim in the office of the Quartermaster-General, andin 1851 
the claim was disallowed by that officer for the reason that he was unable to 
certify that he was convinced of the loyalty of the claimant. The agent who 
investigated the claim states that the horses were taken from the claimant and 
were worth $375. 

‘Your committee believe that the claimant was a loyal citizen, and report 
| back the bill, and recommend its passage with the following amendment: In 

line 5 strike out ‘four hundred and fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘three hun- 

dred and seventy-five.’ ”’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator who reported the 
bill why this claim was not presented to the Southern Claims Com- 
mission ? 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by the Sen- 





7 


aimant by the Army of tho 


ator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the bill had better go over. I do not 
care to have it lose its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope it will not be laidover. Itisa just claim, 
and has been pending a long time before Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over under 
objection, and debate is not in order unless the Senator from Vermont 
withdraws his objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it for the moment. I did not wish 
the bill to go over under Rule IX. I merely wished to look over it, if 
the committee has not done so, and see whether the claim was pre- 
sented to the Southern Claims Commission which sat upon such claims 
of citizens, unless there may be some exceptions, and we ought to know 
whether this claim was presented there and paid or rejected, and, if 
rejected, why it is that we are called upon to reconsider it. 

Mr. BECK. May I beallowed to say a word? I know alittle about 
this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
withdraw his objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the time being, with great pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. This case was understood by the committee of the House 
not to be a proper case for presentation before the Southern Claims Com- 
mission. The only question was whether this man was in fact a loyal 
man. The proof on all other points was abundant. Dr. W. GODFREY 
IIUNTER, the Representative in the lower House—a very respectable 
| Kepublican gentleman, by the way—came before the committee and 
| made ample proof, he himself being an officer of the Army of the United 

States and being with him at the time, of the loyalty of this man. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is simply on the question of loyalty, but I 
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Do I understand him correctly ? , 1 in constructing a great ma 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported adversely, and 
will be passed over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1071) granting a 
pension to John Hancock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported adversely, and 


will be passed over. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 994) to amend and en- 
large the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the distribution of the awards made under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 
4th day of July, 1868.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is reported with amend- 
ments and with the views of the minority. It will go over under the 
general rule without prejudice. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River, in the county of 
Monona, in the State of Iowa, and in the county of Burt, State of Ne- 
braska, and to make the same a post-route. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not care to have that bill go over to 
be disposed of under Rule IX, but I ask that it may be laid aside infor- 
mally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, 

WILLIAM GRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of William Gray was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to issue 
to William Gray, late a private in Company F, Sixteenth Regiment of 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, a certificate of honorable discharge, to 
bear date the day and year in which such regiment was mustered out 
of the military service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH G. SWANK. 


The bill (S. 3196) for the relief of Joseph G. Swank was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Joseph G. Swank, late a private in Company I, Sixteenth 
ltegiment Pennsy!vania Cavalry Volunteers, the pay and allowances of 
a private soldier from the date of his muster into the service to the 
date of his honorable discharge, deducting therefrora all pay and allow- 
ances received by him, such payment to be made notwithstanding the 
proceeding and sentence of the court-martial in his case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CAMERON 
June 21, 1888: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2813) for 
the reliefof Joseph G. Swank, having had the same under consideration, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

During the past few years there have been many cases of hardship growing 
out of the late war brought to the attention of this committee, and wherever 
the facts have justified favorable action relief has at all times been granted. 
The case of Joseph G. Swank is without doubt the severest case of hardship 
that has been presented to the author of this report for examination during his 
term of service in the Senate. Fora clear and impartial understanding of it, it 
is necessary to go somewhat into detail. 

Joseph G. Swank was born on the 2d day of November, 1844, at Mifflin, Co- 
lumbia County, Pennsylvania. He was about a year old when his father died 
in destitute circumstances, leaving a widow. On January 19, 1848, one Stephen 
Kikendall was appointed his guardian by the orphans’ court of Columbia Coun- 
ty (see aftidavit of Stephen Kikendall, hereto annexed, marked A). 

About the 9th day of September, 1862, young Swank enlisted in Company I, 
Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, to serve three years, or during the 
war, being then under eighteen years of age. A short time previous to the 
period when he enlisted he went to his guardian for the purpose of getting his 
consent to enter the Army. The guardian asked him if he had his mother’s 
consent, to which the boy didnot reply, buthung hishead. The guardian knew 
that matters were not right from the action of young Swank, and peremptorily 
refused to allow him to go without his mother’s permission, Later on the guard- 
ian happened to visit young Swank’s house and found him making preparations 
to leave for the war. The mother opposed himin his purposeand wept bitterly 
because the boy persisted in going. At that time he was her sole support, ‘her 
father, who had been supporting her since her husband’s death, having been 
stricken with paralysis, leaving heraltogether dependent upon her son's labor, 
he being employed on a farm (see affidavit of Caroline Swank, appended hereto, 
marked B). 

Young Swank, however, unmindful of his mother’s wishes, from patriotic 
motives or otherwise, enlisted. He was mustered into the service of the United 
States within a few days after his enlistment at Harrisburgh, Pa., and was en- 
camped at Camp McClellan, near that city. About the Ist day of November, 
1862, while in that camp, he was taken sick with bone scurvy, as pronounced 
by the surgeon, and continued ill until the regiment to which he belonged re- 
ceived orders to move to the front (see affidavit of Daniel C. Swank, hereunto 
annexed, marked C), He was too sick to accompany his regiment, and was 
ordered into the militia camp until the horses were put upon the cars, with the 
understanding that when the regiment was ready to move he would be called 
for and passed out if he was able to go with the regiment. The regiment, how- 
ever, moved off to the front without any one notifying him, and as he was un- 
able to perform military duty at the time he could not follow them, as he was 
not in a condition to move about. After remaining at the camp for two days 
after his regiment had gone, he boarded a canal-boat and started for his home 
at Mifflin, and on arriving there he immediately wrote to his captain,A. H. Rush, 
and obtained a furlough. Swank's present recollection is that he received a 
furlough for thirty days, and that before the thirty days expired he had his 
physician, Dr, James Wilson, of Berwick, Pa., to write to the captain and have 
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the time of his furlough extended for sixty days more, as he was unable to 
move about without great suffering. He was still unable to perform military 
service at the expiration of the sixty days and was granted a second extension. 

As the doctor was not constant in his attendance he did not see him to have 
another extension granted, but after some further time had elapsed he so far re- 
covered from his ailmentas to be able to do military service, when he concluded 
to return totheArmy. He being under the age of eighteen years at the time of 
his enlistment, and the only child of his widowed mother, she again most em- 
phatically refused to consent to his going to the front, and said that she would 
see to obtaining his discharge, as his age would excuse him, and his physical 
condition was such that he could not endure the hardships of military service. 
At the time his furlough or leave of absence had run out his legs from his knees 
to hisankles were broken out in several places with running sores, and his phy- 
sician said that he did not desire to heal them, as it would produce a cancerous 
sore and resultseriously. Ashe was young and inexperienced he did not know 
what was necessary to be done to obtain his discharge, and all things were left 
to his mother. 

While matters were being arranged he was called upon by two persons who 
told him that his presence was required at Bloomsburgh, Pa., to testify in acase 
then being tried there. He went to Bloomsburgh, and immediately upon his 
arrival was arrested and taken before William Silvers, the provost-marshal, then 
stationed at that place, upon the charge of desertion. A writ of habeas corpus 
was issued in his behalf and for his detention until he could be heard,and his 
case was heard before the provost-marshal, E. H. Little, esq.,an attorney, then 
and now residing at Bloomsburgh, being present in his behalf (see affidavit of 
1. H. Little, hereunto appended, marked D). It being shown before the provost- 
marshai (William Silvers) that he was under the age of eighteen years, and that 
he had no intention of deserting, but had simply remained at home at the earn- 
est solicitation of hiswidowed mother, she assuring him that his discharge should 
be secured to him,and it having been further shown that he had not procured 
the consent of his motheror his guardian to enter the service of the United 
States, the provost-marshal said that he was perfectiy satisfied that these facts 
were sufficient to secure his discharge from the military service, and that the 
affiant should accompany him to Harrisburg, and he would have him mustered 
out of the service (see affidavit of Stephen H. Swank, appended hereto, marked 
E). 

Upon young Swank’ s arrival at Harrisburg he was handed over to the provost- 
marshal there and directed to remain there until called for by William Silvers, 
the Bloomsburgh provost-marshal, Swank never saw Silvers again from that 
time until after the close of the war. Hestates in his sworn affidavit presented 
to the committee that he firmly believes that the papers in the habeas corpus 
proceedings were never handed over by Silvers to the proper authorities, so 
that he might receive his discharge. Immediately after being turned over to 
the provost-marshal at Harrisburg he was taken to the guard-house at Camp 
Curtin; thence to Baltimore, Md., where he remained in the guard-house one 
night; thence to Washington, D. C., where he was also placed in the guard- 
house. After remaining there three or four days he was taken to Alexandria, 
Va., and placed in the Prince street military prison; thence he was brought be- 
fore a military court, and, without a chance for defense or hearing, court-mar- 
tialed and sent to Forest Hall shortly afterwards, where he was confined for 
some time; thence to the old county jail, all in the city of Alexandria, Va. 

He was confined here for two weeks; thence taken to City Point, Va., and 
placed in a *‘ bull-pen,”’ as it was very properly called; thence to the division 
headquarters guard-house; thence to the Dismounted Camp guard-house ; 
thence to the regimental guard-house; thence to the company guard-house, 
and after being incarcerated in all these prisons, held as a deserter, cruelly, un- 
justly, and without cause, for a period of three full months, was sent to his com- 
pany and regiment near Petersburgh, Va., where they were in winter quarters 
near the Boiden plank-road. The charge of desertion, as read to him, was to 
the effect that he had deserted or “‘ left hiscompany and regiment at Baltimore, 
Md., without leave of absence,’’ while the fact is, as above shown, that he had 
not been to Baltimore with his regiment, but had gone to his home direct from 
Harrisburg, Pa. The sentence of the court-martial was— 

“That the time spent in prison prior to the court-martial was not to be al- 
lowed him, but that his term of service should be served in full, and that he was 
further sentenced to serve said term for the sum of $5 per month, instead of the 
regular monthly pay; to pay $30 for his arrest, and to forfeit all back pay.” 

Fronrthe time of receiving his sentence he was detained in the several pris- 
ons named, enduring all manner of hardships, receiving no pay for all this time, 
and only receiving some $5 or $7 for his whole service at the time of his dis- 
charge at the expiration of his enlistment. Notwithstanding the sentence of 
the court-martial he received an honorable discharge, a copy of which is here- 
unto appended, marked F. 

The purpose of the bill, as introduced, is to set aside the sentence of the court- 
martial on the ground that he was not a deserter, as is shown by the fact that 
he was several times furloughed ; that the papers in the writ of habeas corpus 
were suppressed through no fault of his own, and that had the papers been de- 
livered there would have been no just ground for a court-martial; further, that 
being under the age of eighteen years and the only son and sole support of a 
poor widow, he was not legally chargeable with desertiom 

Swank was undoubtedly too young and headstrong at the time of his enlist- 
ment to manage his own affairs, or the difliculties into which he fell would 
never, perhaps, have occurred. He was not yet twenty-one years of age when 
he had served his full term of enlistment (three years) and had received his 
honorable discharge on the Ilth of August, 1565. 

As this offense was, at best, but a technical desertion and the Government hay- 
ing received his service for three years, for which he only received, according 
to his sworn statements ‘‘some five to seven dollars for his whole service at the 
time of his discharge,” and as, notwithstanding the sentence of the court-martial, 
he received an honorable discharge, the committee are of opinion that justice 
and fair dealing demand that this much injured soldier should be paid for the 
time he actually served,and they therefore report the bill back to the Senate 
with an amendment, in the nature of a substitute, recommending that the bill 
(S. 2813) setting aside the sentence of the court-martial be indefinitely postponed, 
and that the substitute granting him compensation for his services be granted. 


A. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Columbia, ss: 


In the matter of the petiiion of Joseph G. Swank, late private Company I, Six- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, forthe setting aside of his court-mar- 
tial and removal of the charge of desertion, ete. 

On the 20th day of December, A. D. 1887, personally appeared before me, a pro- 
thonotary of the court of common pleasin and for said county and State,the same 
being a court of record, Stephen Kikendall, aged seventy-two years, a resident of 
thetownshipof Nescopeck, inthe county of Luzerne, Pennsylvania, who, being 
by me first duly affirmed according to law, deposes and says that on the 19th 
day of January, A. D. 1848, he was ae guardian of the person and estate 
of Joseph G. Swank, above named, by the orphans’ court of said county of Co- 
lumbia. That a short time previous to the time when the said Joseph G. Swank 
enlisted in the service ot the United States in the war of 1861 he came to the 
said affiant for the purpose of getting his consent as such guardian to enter the 
Army. That upon being asked if he might enlist, the said affiant asked him if 
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he had his mother’s consent 1 he said nothing, but I ghishead. Tha it he was . « r desc l her } 3 S ° 

he knew matters were not goin t right from the actions of the y ng 1 Ste K end: resa i 

and he refused to allow him t iout his mother’s consent Phis, t ! s g ced see his : t 

fiant thinks, was only two or three weeks previous to his enlistr t i . 7 

later on he went to the hon r irriving ther a writ s rpus was t, and ve 

ing preparations to leave tf mother opposed him in his : vs ‘ lice ast » sa that id t des« 

pose, and wept bitterly be yuld persist in going, and the affiar s ‘ t of his er or rnd 

opposed his g x without fi having gained his mother’s consent. That \ i ia wes 4 (anid tee S 

time after senlistment the id ward took sick, and on receiving the i ‘ vas f ‘ G. Sw y said cer to Ha «I gl 

gence, Caroline Swank (his 1er) and the affiant went to Harrisburgh, w I i rg i ‘ ! rned to 
said ward was campin ith his regiment, tosee him. The exact dat ! her } I ler s ‘ \ < . Ha xh afore- 

Visit aiha i not give, but thinks it was late in the fall. ~ 1, but w 1 WW > ih 
That some time afterward the said ward returned home, and the affian t va t til 4 a served un- 

sequently called to see himand found him sick. That some timesubsequent t t I 4 t < ‘ > i that 

his return (the exact time not being known to the affiant) it came to the « f s s at he 4 ‘ t f th 

the affiant that the ward was wanted as a witness in a certain trial at Blk . l ted S sont , 4 . & aia ' . 

burgh, Pa., and later on received word of his arrest, and that a writ of habeas . d 

corpus had issued and witnesses were to be examined, etc. That he was pres < 

ent at the hearing and remembers well that after the witnesses had been ex . 

amined Captain Silvers, who was acting as judge or provost-mar ul, said he of a 4 

(the ward) was all right; that all that would be required would be for the ward 

to accompany him to Harrisburgh, Pa., to obtain his discharge, and he we: l LINI INK 

be free and could return to his home. 

That the said affiant never consented as such guardian to his enlisting in t} 

Army, and always most positively refused to allow him to go without the con- 

sent of his mother ? 
The afliant further says that the said Joseph G. Swank did not return to his P 

home after he had had his hearing at Bloomsburgh aforesaid, but was returned : : 

to the Army and remained there until near the close or at the close of the war a er “+ ! 
and further saith not. shee : : 
STEPHEN KIKENDALL. - 
Witness: 7 te he. 
LL. S. WINTERSTEEN, CH 
SAMUEL SMITH. NTI ' 
Also personally appeared L.S. Wintersteen and Samuel Smith, residents of . 

Bloomsburgh, Columbia County, Pennsylvania, persons whom I certify to be 

respectable and entitled to credit, and who, being by me duly sworn, say that we 

they are well acquainted with the above afliant; that they were present and 

saw the said Stephen Kikendall sign his name to the foregoing affidavit, and j 

that he is the identical person he represents himself to be. ; 

L. 8S. WINTERSTEEN, 
SAMUEL SMITH. 
Affirmed and subscribed before me the day and year first above written STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Mont ‘ 8s 
(SEAL, ] WM. H. SNYDER, Prothonotar In t ei , Pe _* a — 
if tter of: the application of Joseph Gr, Swank, ia private ¢ y 7 3 
ar Sixteenth Reg Pennsylvania Cavalry, for removal of the charge of de- 
B. sertion and ng aside of his court-marshal. 

In the matter of the application of Joseph G. Swank, late private Company E, On this 25th day of June, A. D. 1887, personally appeared bef me, a r 
Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, for the removal of the char of | public residing in Schwenkville, in and for said county and State, D ( 
desertion and the setting aside of court-martial in his case : | Swank, aged forty-six years, a resident of Schwenkville, in the ty 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Columbia, ss: | gomery and State of Pennsylvania, who, being by me first duly sworn a 
On this 23d day of June, A. D. 1887, personally appeared before me, a prothon- | 8% law depose 3 and says tl ‘ > was a member of the above-1 an ‘ 

otary of the court of common pleas in and for said county and State, the same | and reg mentand kne w the said Joseph G : ; 

being a court of record, Caroline Swank, aged sixty-three years, a resident of | 128tion aforesaid; that while in Camp Met =e, im 

the township of Mifflin, in the county of Columbia aforesaid, who being by | fall of 1862 the sa i Joseph G. SWank was su md ar mT 

me first duly sworn according to law, deposes and says that she isthe mother | “®4 {vas unfit for military duty. I remem 

of said Joseph G. Swank, who was born on the 2d day of November, Isi4. | “© eysooreet ae oe aoa 4 an ordet eee 

That her husband, John Swank, died on or about the 11th day of March, 1846, | front, was sick and passed into Camp ¢ eae ts 

when her son was but little more than one year old, and at the time of | | dent to the shippin of equipments, he t 

death he was possessed of only about $60 worth of property. She also further | 2%4."° arrangements made for him to } Ww tee Comin , 

swears that she was without means and was dependent for support upon her |} behind oa ‘ ‘ 

father, and continued to be supported and maintained, both as to herself and | : ah DA NIt LC. SWA 

said son, by him untilsaid son had arrived at sufficient age to assist in gaining | ; L 7 id Lieutenant Comp Ei, Sixteenth Pennsylvan 

for themselves a livelihood; that he continued to add to her support, and | With reference to his record in service after his return to his « 

finally, after he had attained the age of thirteen vears, he was her only support, | Spring of 1865, I was told by an oflicer in command of the squad 

and provided a good living for her until the time of his enlisting in the service | Cugagement at Farmville, Hatcher tun, and other engagement 

of the United States in the war of 1861. the war, that he was a gallant soldier and performed his « fait 
That at the outbreak of the war and sometime previously thereto her father DANIEL ©. 5 

was afflicted with paralysis, and she was in consequence entirely and solely de- | Affirmed and subs« dto} re! %th day of June. 1887 

pendent on her son for support. That early in the war he, the said Joseph G. | SEAI ABRAHAM ¢ Sci 

Swank, was anxiousto enlist in the warand endeavored to obtain her consent to | 

do so, but that at all times she objected to his going, on the ground that he was amen 

too young to endure the hardships of war, and besides she was dependent on | r) 

him for support, and could not therefore think of having him go; that he kept | f . 

asking her to be allowed to go, from the outbreak of the war until the autumn | STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Columbia 

of 1862, and finally, on orabout the Ist day of October, 1862, he left hishome with- | [, BE. H. Little, being duly affirmed according to Ia v. tha . 

out saying a word and enlisted in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsyiva- | probably in the winter of 1863, was consulted by Joseph G. Swat ss his 

nia Cavalry; that while at|Camp McClellan, near Harrisburg, Pa., he wrote | ney, he being ynder arrest for desertion, William Sil the | 

her a letter saying what he had done and that he was now fast and could not | having arreste& him. Joseph G.Swank was accompanied by his 

honorably return home, and another letter subsequently, in which he wrote | thias Hartman. Stephen Kikendall, others. I took such legal steps 

that he was sick and wanted her to come to see him; that upon the receipt of | available at the time to get him discharged, and think a considera 

this letter she and her brother, Stephen Kirkendall, went to Harrisburg afore- | the day had been occupied in the matter when, about my supper t 

said, and endeavored to procure his discharge by reason of his age : 1e fact | wards, I was informed by Joseph G. Swank’s friends, H inand K 

that she was dependent on him for support, but failed, and were ob] »leave | and perhaps others, that William Silvers was satisfied that he wasini i 

him there. and return to her home. that the matter had gone so th 1e wanted to tak : to Ha i 
That sometime near December, 1862, he returned home in a weak and sickly | that he would then have him discharged. 

condition and stated that he had been left by his regiment at Harrisburg, they | ][¢ has been so long that my recollection is vague revard to everyt wg 

having gone to the front, and that the lieutenant of his regiment had placed | cept the trouble I had in the matter and the presence of the parties I ha on 

him in a certain camp telling him to remain there until they were ready to | tioned. I do not remember a single word that was . oi 
move and he would then call for him, and he had not been called for and was | | received and which I think must have got in con wad 
too sick and feeble to follow up the regiment, and finally not knowing what | his friends,as to what William Silvers said and prom ed 
better to do in his sickly condition he had boarded acanal-boatand come home, | {o feel satisfied to rely on said Silvers to have him dis« ite 

She further avers that on his arrival home he was suffering from bone scurvy | fied then, and am now, that if Joseph G. Swank had pai: : tle 

and was all broken out with sores and had in addition thereto dropsy. That | more money than Silvers could get for arresting him, } ould not h 

medical aid was brought in at once and he was cared for and continued to have | arrested. After the war was over William Silvers went t . 

the physician for a period of some six or seven months, when he was sufli- | dians, and is probably dead. 

ciently able to move aboutand goto the office of the physician for medicines and eH 

thus save her expense, said physician being James Wilson, of Berwick, Co- ee Rtas iat F ae AD 

lumbia County, Pennsylvania, now deceased. That after he had partially re Affirmed and subscribed b — ; : = 

covered he was desirous of returning to the Army,and saying that as his fur- ' = 

lough had run out he would be arrested for desertion unless he did; that she | ; 

was unwilling to let him go, and came to Bloomsburgh, said county, and en- | 

deavored to secure his discharge, and aftermaking herstatement to the examin- | I 

ing surgeon of the United States and to other prominent business men, she was | EOF PENNSYLVANIA, County of C ies 

assured thatno harm could come to him under the circumstances, and returned ‘ A aa i te i A and 

to her home satisfied that all would be right. } ip aenmer oO the application of . as wank, late ' 

She further swears that some time in the early winter of 1863 and 1864, or in Sixteenth Re —s Penns coenee S te ee eee ‘his 

other words, about the 20th to 25th of December, 1863, two men came to her martial and removal of the charge of desertion. , 

house and inquired for her son. It was just tea time, and they invited them to On the 6th day of Janua A. D. 1888, personally appeared before me, a 

sit up totea, They ate their meal and afterwards produced a paper, saying it | public in and for said county and State, Stephen H. Swank, aged sixty re 

was a subpeena requiring him, the said Joseph G. Swank, to appear before the | years,a resident of the township of Center, in the county of ¢ : : re- 

officers at Bloomsburgh, Pa., to testify in a case in which Andrew Freas was | said, who, being by me first duly swo ording t ‘ t se and 
being prosecuted by the Government. That her son left with these men, who | say: hat he is well acquainted with tl imed ap] av wn 
were strangers to her, and the next word she received from him was to the effect | him since his infancy; that he is an u pp t,t iapplicant’s 
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father being a brother of the afiant; that some time about the holiday season, 
1865, the said aflant was informed of the arrest of the applicant by the military 
authorities st he had been brought to Bloomaburgh, Pa.,and was to have 
a hearing: that e afiant, with others, came to Bloomsburgh aforesaid and 
heard the t& offered at the habeas corpus hearing, and was a witness 
himeelf in t that after all the proceedings had been gone through with, 
Villiam Siivers o was the acting provost-imarshal stationed at bioomsburgh 
aforesaid, «teted to the persons present at the hearing, in the presence of the 
applicant a e affiant, and within their hearing, that he was satisfied of his 


nnocence, and he would be discharged, but said that as this difficulty was star- 
ing him in the face it would necessitate the applicant going with him (William 


Silvers) to Harrisburg to obtain his discharge; that this affiant never saw the 
applicant above named from that time until the close of the war, late in the fall 
of} ‘ © returned from the Army, with other members of his company 
and regime ; and further saiih not, 
STEPHEN H. SWANK. 

worn and subseribed before me the day and year first above written; and I 
hereby certify that the contents of the foregoing affidavit were fully made known 
and explained to the af before signing and swearing; that he is the identi 
cal pers he repre t e; that he is respectable and entitled tocredit, and 
has no interest in this application, 

sf L. 8S. WINTERSTEEN, 

Notary Public, 
F. 

T ! — n 

Know ye Joseph G. Swank, a private of Capt. Daniel C. Swank’s Com- 
pany (1), Sixteenth Regimept of Pennsylvania Cavairy Volunteers, who was 
enrolied on the 9th day of September, 1562, to serve three years or during the 
" s hereby discharged from the service of the United States this Ilth day of 

l at Richmond, Va., by reason of Special Order No. 199, Headquar- 
t 1 ary Depa ent Virginia, 
» objection to his being re-enlisted is known to exist.* 
Joseph G yank was born in Columbia County, in the State of Penn- 

sy inia; is cighteen years of age, 5 feet 6 inches high, fair complexion, blue 
eyes, light hair, and by occupation when enrolled a farmer. 


Given at Richmond, Va., this lith day of August, 1865, 

F, A. KENDALL, 
Captain and 0. ©. M., Department of Virginia. 

I, William H,. Snyder, prothonotary of the court of common pleas in and for 
the county of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original discharge of Joseph G. Swank 
this day exhibited before me, and that there are no other erasures or interline- 
ations on the same except those above set forth. 


4 


Witness my hand and seal of the said court at Bloomsburgh, Pa., this 11th day 
of January, A. D, 158s, 

[SEAL.] WM. H. SNYDER, Prothonotary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2529) making an ap- 
propriation for the establishment of a light or lights and other aids to 
navigation to guide into St. Andrew’s Bay, Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being adversely reported, this bill 
will be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA. 

Mr. MANDERSON, What disposition was made of Order of Bnusi- 
ness 1650, being the bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in the State 
of Iowa, and in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to make the 
same a post-route? My attention was called away for the moment. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is passed over without prejudice 
on the objection of the Senator from [owa [Mr. WILson]. 

GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now ask that a vote may be taken on the 
Order of Business No. 1984, being House bill 9396, for the relief of 
General William F. Smith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times. the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

' Mr, COCKRELL. Is that the House bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has that been taken up instead of the Senate 
bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, it is taken up instead of the Senate bill, 
and an amendment, suggested by the Military Committee, made sim- 
ply to change the grade from colonel to major of engineers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was the rank he actually held? 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The rank he actually held at the time he left 
the service. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLPH’s name was called). I desire 
to announce again that my colleague [Mr. DoLrn] is still detained 
from the Senate by sickness in his family. He is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bkown], and would vote ** yea,’’ if here. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 


* This sentence wil be erased should there be anything in the conduct or 
»*hysical condition of the soldier rendering him unfit for the Army. |A. G. O., 


No. 9. 
} D.C SWANK, 
Captain, Commanding Company. 
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Mr. BECK (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I do not know how he would 
vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILu}. . 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My colleague 


| [Mr. HoAR] has been called away from the city by the sudden death 


| of an early friend. He is paired with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 


ray 


COCKRELL]. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if present. 

Mr. MANDERKSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ], but I am as- 
sured that upon this bill he would vote ** yea;’’ I, therefore, vote ‘* yea.”? 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana { Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPooNER], but after consul- 
tation with hiscolleague | Mr. SAwYER] I feel at liberty to vote on this 
bill, and I vote ** yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. Iam advised by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FryE] 
that his colleague [Mr. HALE] would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if here. I, there- 
fore, desire to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am requested to announce the pair be- 
tween the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. KENNA] and the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. BROWN. Ilunderstandaguorum has not yet voted. Although 
I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLpH] I see his col- 
league votes in the aflirmative, and I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam informed that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], if present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I, therefore, cast my vote 
** vea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 5; as follows: 


ss 


se 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Allison, Frye, Jones of N Sawyer, 
Bate, George, Manderso Sherman, 
Beck, Gibson, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Gorman, Morgan, Stock bridge, 
Brown, Gray, Palmer, Vance, 
Call, Hampton, Pasco, Vest, 
Cullom, Hawley, Payne, Walthall, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Piumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Evarts, Ingalls, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—5. 
Berry, Coke, Edmunds, Reagan, 
Chace, 

ABSENT—3L. 

Blackburn, Daniel, Hoar, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Davis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Dolph, McPherson, Spooner, 
Butler, Eustis, Morrill. Stanford, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Paddock, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Piatt, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Quay, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Riddleberger, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment to the bill and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. CAMERON, and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill S. 2832, for the relief of 
General William F. Smith, will be postponed indefinitely, if there be 
no objection, the House bill on the same subject having passed. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report from the Committee on Printing the 
following concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate comcurring), That 100,000 
copies of a comparative statement embodying the present tariff law (actof Mareh 
3, 1883), with proposed amendments of H. R. 9051 (Mills bill), to be prepared by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, be printed for the use of the House. 

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution; and am directed 
by the Committee on Printing to move certain amendments thereto. 
It seems to be important that this document, which is in very great de- 
mand, making a comparison between the existing tariff and the Mills 
bill as it passed the House, should be speedily printed. There isa 
great demand for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution, the amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution in the manner 
indicated on the copy which I send to the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so as to 
make the latter clause read: 


With proposed amendments of H. R. 951 (Mills bill),to be prepared by the 
Committee on Ways and Means, be printed, 75,000 for the use of the House and 
25,000 for the use of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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M MUNDS. Ishould to th lution read t now ] y ld 
[IDENT ; I so] 1 will be read t 
Meher ) for 
( Clerk } HARRIS 4 
] < e < ’ Tha " l ) { 1 
Ma imac iH R M oe ' 
} yeand Me s, be printed WO for the nd t tN i 
t se of t enate, I set o r \ 
, l yVthing necessary int way of adesigna opies of tha t u 
{ it to 1e Public Printer or anybody else ping that 16 W 
' t necessity in carrying out this 1 t is certainly b 
1 nit iy of description to go beyond the number of the b j It this resolution ul 
» me if there is any other description necessary, it sh« y, cont t 
‘ ie only t tle of the 1] In other words, ther i t not vant——-Ww t the rate « 
put int he statute that which has come by way of familiarity to | posed to be mad I 
desi ription the bill i s te y make : 
Mr. MAND SON, 1 t we strike out the words ‘‘M Mr. BECK Now, M1 
bi a A ! V rel r 5 om . 
e M { be inserted. ‘ | becor 3a “ yw 
ir. EDMUND I ud ** Hor bill x by tt i 
<l ) l it ‘ t 
hy NT pro tempore It is roposed to change the d ) rint Can not be 
tion ol } y it read “‘bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxa erent ! ( t 
tion and sit he law ) relation to the collection of the revenue Ce Finan ! i 
It will be rraered, 1f there be no objection. yraACINg sepa te 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I wish to say that I do not think we ought | Very uselula yu ( 
to into this extensive printing of that comparative statemer t Lexactiy as to i 
tended for public information until we get the report of the Com ne by a change of a word tales 
tee on Finance of this body upon the bill, as probably they will | od it S the House 1 regar 
nents to suggest—I presume so—so that the comparat ttee ul ¢ 
have in a group the present law, the proposition of the | have to have a for t 
tee, and the proposition of the Senate committee l less 
will have a comparative statement that will be of some benetit | ymuld like to x tl t f 
purpose of public information; and I should hope that until we what the char i 3 t -W 
rt, as I presume we shall very soon, this should lie over, and | tee on Finance toreport on 1 M 
then we can have a print of the comparison all around that will be of | lic press that it will be at leastaw c yet 
80 » Vaiue tor relierence. t the action of its Finance Committee 
ir. ALLISON. Mr. President - | mand for this information a 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution being reported to- | edition will be exhausted even re t 
day can be considered only by unanimousconsent. Is there objection? | so from the demands made on 
} EDMUNDS. I reserve the right to object after hearing my Mr. ALLISON. The reading t 
friend tf 1 lowa. understand, not only a pu i 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to make one suggestion in oposed by the Mills bill ot matt 
re { to this document. The document has not yet been prepared Mr. BECK. Noot matter at 
is | understand; it is not yet in print, and 1t seems to me that the tru Mr. ALLISON. Very well, if the 
course now would to print the usual number until we ascertain t law compared with the Mills } 
wi it is, the extent of it; and of course afterward the necessary yme days ago when the Mills 
number may be printed; but I should think it might be well to see the | passed the House, then I d 
document before we act upon it. I agree with the Senator from Ver- | Mr. BECK. I can sec 
ynont that it is better to let the matter lie over for a few days. Mr. ALLISON. But what I want t 
Mr. MANDERSON, Isimply desire to give the reasons which have | and see what it is, and then I be | 
actuated me to speedy action in this matter. There was printed asmall | 200,000 copies of it shall be printed. WV 
nuniber, on the order of the House of Kepresentatives,of what is known | what this statement is If it ) ! 
as 4 comparison of the existing tariff with the bill submitted by the | isting rand the rep tion of the 
W and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. This | see no cial objection to t 
i the existing law and the changes proposed by the bill referred to, fr. BECK. hat ust exactly what 
Lin italics. Since the passage of the Mills bill so-called —— Mr. ALLISON. But I to 
Mr. BECK Chat bill was modified in the House of Representatives | resentatives is in a pros 
itself, so that that document does not give what the Senator says. fore I should like to know precisely w 
Mr. MANDERSON,  [ understand that, and was about to say that | 100,000 copies of before I conse to 
this document simply gives a comparative statement between the Mills Mr. HARRIS. W t ( 
bill as it was reported to the House and the existing tariff law. Dur- | tion of the Senator t cy? 
ing the course of legislation in the House the Mills bill was very - pinion about the 
te lly changed, and now it is proposed, as I understand it, by th Mr. ALLISON No cnows be 
W 3 and Means Committee of the House, to publish a comparative Mr. MANDERSO? J 
statement the same as this, without comment other than the pre t | The PRESIDENT p 
law and the proposed law, showing the bill as it passed the Hou yma- | is entitled to t 
pared with the existing law. Mr. ALLISO? I will yield to tl 
I been addressed within the last few days bya greatmanymem-| Mr. MANDERSON, I t 
bers of the House of Representatives, urging speed in the matter, as | meet the matter fairly, thatt 
there is such great demand for this publication; and 1 would say on | and we all pr ly 1 r t 
behalf of the Committee on Printing that we felt disposed to report | the document that oO ‘ 
this matter favorably because it seemed to coneern very largely the | be prepared by { e of 
House of Representatives. The cost of printing the 100,000 cop usual number can t 
provided by the resolution as it passed the House is $2,638 only, « then it can be see 
ing but the very trifling amount of about $25 a thousand. Mr. BECK, I 


Mr. BECK There have been demands made upon all of us that w ing, and the 
absorb tl edition. The Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the ilt with the c) 
other gentlemen of the Finance Committee can act, and then the Senate | some conclusion 
proposals can be added to the House bili and the present law, but in Mr. EDMUND I 
the mean time the demands are so enormous that 1 think we ought to | suggestion of 1 gO 
print a number of copies Committee on 

Mr. MANDERSON, It seemed tome, as amatter of courtesy tothe | exactly what the 
House of Kepresentatives, as this was in the nature of a report of one | Mr. BECK. I would rather not ta 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They have disposed of the printing part of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We feel no delicacy about that. We have 
work enough. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the resolution calls for the rate of 
duty provided by the Mills bill and by the present law. There ought 
to be a column embraced in the statement reducing the duties to ad 
valorem rates, 

Mr. BECK, Another document is being prepared for that purpose, 
which will show the rate of duty under the existing law, the rate un- 
der the House bill, and the rate under the proposed Senate bill; but 
that is a very diflerent thing from this altogether, and that will not 
be reached for two weeks. In the mean time the country desires to see 
what modification the Mills bill makes of the existing law. I suggest 
that the resolution go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] to object to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; and meanwhile I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution, 
with the amendments proposed by the Committee on Printing, being 
referred to the Committee on Finance ? 

Mr. BECK. What does the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing say to that? 

Mr. MANDERSON., I have no objection to that course. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so referred. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask to go back to Calendar No. 1532, being 
the bill (S. 2917) to withdraw the public lands in the State of Flor- 
ida from all entry except homestead entry and settlement, so that I 
may make a motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. The object of 
that bill has been accomplished by other legislation originating in the 
House of Representatives. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM LAVERY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I ask for the present consideration of 
a bill which was passed over in my absence. It is Order of Business 
1519, being the bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of William Lavery. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to William Lavery $483.75, being the value of quartermaster’s 
stores taken from Lavery by the United States forces during the late 
war and appropriated to their use, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that by in- 
advertence the call of the Calendar commenced this morning under 
Rule VIII with Order of Business 1544, when it should have com- 
menced at Order of Business 1518. The Secretary will therefore re- 
port Order of Business 1518 by title. 

The Secretary. Order of Business 1518, being the bill (S. 1770) 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in Confederate prisons. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MAMMOTH HOT SPRINGS. 

The bill (S. 3163) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot 
Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (H. R. 1523) for the establishment of a light-house at Cob 
Point Bar, at the mouth of Wicomico River, in the State of Maryland, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendments to this 
bill relate to different places. 

Mr. BECK. A number of those items have been put on the sundry 
civil bill. I ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills whose titles will now be 
read, having been reported with views of the minority, will be passed 
over without prejudice, retaining their places on the Calendar, 

The Cuter CLERK: 

A bill (8. 465) granting a pension to William Sackman, sr. ; 

A bill (8.549) granting a pension to Hannah R. Langdon; 
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A bill (S. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (8S. 809) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield: 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to Davis A. Servis: 

A bill (8S. 838) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; and 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz. 

Mr. FRYE. What was done with the light-house bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over without preju- 
dice. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the objection ? 

Mr. BECK. Many of the items have been placed in the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator reporting the bill had better examine the 
sundry civil bill. My impression was that none of these were passed 
in it. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, we took up quite a number of them and passed 
them in that bill. 

Mr. PALMER. Have we got down tothe light-house bill, Order of 
Business 1665? We went back to Order of Business 1518. I do not 
see what has become of Order of Business 1665. 

Mr. FRYE. Order of Business 1665 was just objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 1665 has been 
stated and the amendments to the bill proposed by the committee were 
being read when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] objected to 
the further consideration of the bill, and it was passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the Senator having it in charge that the 
objection was made because it was said the sundry civil bill contained 
some of these amendments. I suggest that the Senator having it in 
charge examine the sundry civil bill, and wherever those amendments 
appear in that bill strike them out of this and call it up to-morrow 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpnH]. 

THE MORNING HOUR. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the morning hour has now expired, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty in 
open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit for instruc- 
tion and for the decision of the Senate the question whether the action 
under Rule VIII, when the Senate meets at 11 o’clock, shall continue 
until 2, asspecified in the rule, or shall be concluded at 1o’clock. The 
Chair desires to be instructed by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from Ohio will permit us to go on 
with the Calendar until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no desire about it, except that I wish to 
say something upon the treaty to-day, because I have to leave to-mor- 
row. If the Senate wishes to continue the morning hour further, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was held by the Senate at the last session that the 
morning hour did not expire until 2 o’clock, as it appears in express 
words in the rule that it runs until 2 o’clock without regard to when 
you meet. I prefer to adhere to the rule as it is so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair submits the question for 
the decision of the Senate to avoid the recurrence of it every morning 
hereafter. The rule specifically provides that the consideration of bills 
under Rule VIII shall continue, unless otherwise ordered, until 2 
o’clock; that is, under the standing order for meeting at 12. Meeting 
at 11, the question arises whether the two hours contemplated by the 
rule shall continue and close at 1, or whether the rule shall be ob- 
served and the Calendar continued until 2 o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the last Congress the rule adopted was that 
the two hours provided for by the rule ended in two hours from the 
time of meeting. I do not care anything about it to-day; but I will 
state to the Senate that the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business in open session will be in order even during the 
morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a privileged question. The 
Chair asks instruction of the Senate as to the interpretation of this rule 
when the Senate meets at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only say the usage has been to limit it to two 
hours. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; and I will say to the Senator from Ohio 
that Iam quite confident, though I have not leoked at it since the 
date I refer to; but if he will look at the Recorp he will see that this 
question arose at the last session, when the Senate decided to meet at 
11 instead of 12, and the morning hour continued until 2 o’clock, as 
by express rule it is so stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the Senator referred to the Journal ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not looked at it recently, but I am very con- 
fident that the REcorD will show that we continued the morning busi- 
ness until 2 o’clock after the Senate had decided to meet at 11, and un- 
der the rule as it is written I do not see how we can do otherwise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to enable the Senator to examine the 
RecorD I will submit my motion now. 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator’s motion is in order at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If he finds that ‘ 

yvern us. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the precedents 
examined and the result indicated to the Senate hereafter. 


is the rule, the precedent ought to 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
sideration of the fisheries treaty in open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the considera- 
tion of the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive 
session. 
will be dispensed with if there be no objection. 
ported by title. 


The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 


I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 


The reading of the Journal of the last open executive session | 
The treaty will be re- | 


Great Britain, concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- | 


ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the treaty until the Wednesday after the first Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, if any other Senator wishes to go 
on at this time I will yield to him with pleasure. I have tried to as- 
certain if any gentleman on that side of the Chamber desired to speak. 
If not, I will proceed with what I have to say. 

Mr. President, I had made up my mind, though chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, not to engage in this debate. I was 
satisfied to let the whole matter rest upon the report of the committee, 
the views of the minority and the majority, also upon the very able 
speeches that have been made, especially the exhaustive and controll- 
ing ones made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], an4 also the speeches which have 
been made in favor of the treaty. But the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN j and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] felt them- 
selves at liberty in the course of their remarks to refer to what occurred 
in the Committee on Foreign Relations, so that I can not decline to say 
something about the treaty without leaving a misapprehension on the 
minds of many Senators as to what was done there. In my judgment 
it was not in order in those gentlemen to refer to what occurred in com- 
mittee; but that rule of propriety is often violated. I think it ought 
not to be done, but it is. I wish therefore in the first place to call the 
attention of Senators to some remarks made by those Senators in re- 
spect to this treaty and in respect of the action of the committee upon 


it. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] in his speech on the | ! 
| municated to me, but it accorded with my own opinion) that this 


7th of June, 1888, said: 


It was a startling surprise to me, as it must have been to my colleagues on | 


the committee, to find, as we did, on yesterday, by acknowledgments of no un- 
certain sort on this floor, that a caucus decree had preceded the discussion of 
the treaty, which forbade the allowance of any amendments by its friends or 
the friends of any sort of negotiation, by which it could be in any way im- 
proved or made more acceptable tothecountry. That caucus edict has crushed 


an amendment that was presented in committee by a very distinguished Sen- | 
ator of the majority, and has silenced other Senators on that side who said that | 


they had amendments to offer. 

I presume the remark made by the Senator from Alabama referred 
to myself and to the amendment that I had proposed to offer at one 
time in the committee. As to the first paragraph of his remarks I 
ean assure the Senate that so far as I know no caucus agreement, no 
caucus order, no proceeding in caucus, no remark made in caucus was 
ever made to my knowledge that tended in the slightest degree to in- 
fluence the action of any Senator in regard to offering amendments to 
the treaty. The only subject of conference by what are called the 
caucuses of the respective parties in this body related to the mode of 
proceedings, whether with open or closed doors. I know of no other. 
I am quite sure there was no other. So the Senator’s charge falls to 
the ground. The amendment that I proposed to offer, for I did not 
offer it in committee, would, if agreed to, have changed the whole 
scope of the treaty and would have provided full commercial privileges 
to our fishermen. 

The Senator proceeded further to say in the same speech: 

In its wild distress— 

Referring to the party to which I belong— 


it thus addresses itself tothe task of doing what it hopes will enable it to regain 
power by a united appeal to a supposed restless desire of our people for strife 
and war and to hold resentments towards Great Britain, recently intensified 
amongst our Irish population by the conduct of that government towards our 
friends in Ireland. The party that made this decree in its caucus, that this 
treaty should neither be amended nor ratified, feels the sad need of a new issue 
for its campaign. 


I desire to repeat that there was no such caucus agreement, no such 
imposition on the rights of any Senator here, nor even any mention of 
an opposition to amendments being made to this treaty. On the con- 
trary, the amendment I proposed, to which the Senator from Alabama 


probably referred, was spoken of in committee, and when I concluded | 


not to offer it I gave the Senator from Alabama, first of all, the reasons 
why I did not press the amendment. I will explain that more fully 
hereafter. As to alleged desire on the part of the Republican party to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| bate open. 
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, my honorable friend from Delaware labored under a 
great mistake. There has been an honest difference of opinion on 
both sides of this Chamber as to the propriety of discussir 

in open or in closed session. It has existed for at least ten years, and, 
strange to say, a large number of those on that side of the Chambei 
took the ground that treaties involving public interests, affecting the 
rights of the people of the United States, ought to be discussed in open 
session, and many Senators on that side have voted that way by the 
yea-and-nay vote on different divisions that have occurred in the last 
ten years. It is true that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] have been decidedly 
opposed to open sessions, and equally distinguished Senators on that 
side have been in favor of them, and have voted so and made speeches 
on that side. So of this side. Many of us have opposed what are 
called open sessions in regard to treaties, I among the rest, and the 
Senator from Vermont conspicuously so, while many Senators on t 
side have thought it best to have these matters discussed in open ses- 
sion. 

Both parties have had their conferences on the subject and difl 
in the conferences just as they do on the floor of the Senate. But the 
prevailing opinion on this side of the Chamber (and it was decided 
when I was not present, I did not know of it except that it was com- 


reaties 


as & 


t red 





treaty which affected intimately and distinctly the rights of citizensof 
the United States to exercise lawful employment on the ocean was a 
question that ought to be discussed in open session. It has been dis- 
cussed openly in the British Parliament, discussed openly in the Ca- 
nadian Parliament; and for us to hold our hands to our mouths and 
our mouths in the dust, refusing to give to the people of the United 
States some of the information which has been communicated to the 
people of Great Britain and Canada, giving the respective views of our 
people as represented on both sides of the Chamber, that it was im- 
portant on this question at least, if not on all others, to make the de- 
And the result of that experiment (because it was an ex- 
periment) I think has been fruitful of good. 

It is shown that even a treaty like this, which involves more or less 
of feeling, which relates to a controversy of some seventy years’ stand- 
ing, can be discussed in the Senate of the United States with d ty 
and decorum. Iam glad to say so far in this debate it is prope 
printed for the information of the people, not only of the people of th 
United States, but of Canada as well, so that this experiment will 
probably be followed in other cases to the great adv 
ple of the United States. mo far, therefore, as these alleged caucus 
conferences are concerned, they have had nothing to do with the merits 
of this treaty. They have not influenced a single vote, nor will they 
influence a single vote. 

It is true that the divisions thus far had in the Senate show that on 


intave oft the peo- 


this side of the Chamber we believe with great unanimity and with 
great sincerity that this treaty is not a wise treaty, that it ought not 
to be approved, ratified, and confirmed; and I believe that instead of 


contributing to the peace of the two countries, it will raise new ques- 
tions and new issues and embarrassments and create fresh ill feeling 
between the parties to it. There is no caucus domination in regard to 
it; no vote on this side of the Chamber will be influenced by any ca 
cus decree for or against this treaty or any amendment of the tre 

or to influence our action except only upon the question whether the 
debate shall be conducted openly in the eyes of the world or with closed 
doors. 


Senators on that side have no more right tosay that we are | ring 
under the influence of a caucus decree than we have to they are 
afraid of an open discussion of this question because it will in their 


party. 


I make no such intimation as that, but it would be just as 








proper for me t You, gentlemen, are afraid to discuss this treaty.’’ 
I do not y it, be e it would be improper to say it, but the decla- 

re iniluenced by a caucus decree is just as far out of the | 
1 l of this case would be for me to declare, ‘‘ You are atraid to | 
i the i before the American people.’’ I do not believe that 
‘ r declaration can be made true. So much for that. 

Mi resident, let us go a little further. I do not intend to 
‘ py your attention long in reference to this treaty, but to go at onc 
to the pointin controversy. When I entered into the consideration of 
this treat 1 subject new to me, because I have not been very 
long @ me) of the Committee on Foreign Relations. Therefore, 
when the f is first considered by us I certainly approached it 
with a desire to find in this treaty an honest and honorable settlement 
of a long-standing controversy with Great Britain. I regard sucha 
controversy as infinitely more important, and infinitely more injurious, 


than with any other nation in the world; for, of all the peoples that 
now inhabit the globe, the people of the United States and the people 


of Great Britain are more intimately allied by every tie of consan- 


guinity, of history, of faith, of institutions, of ancestry, of everything 
that tends to bind nations closely in friendship and good-will to each 
other. Hence, I would be glad to have seen in this treaty a settlement 


of the controversy, and I approached it with a desire to find in it such a 
fettiement, 

Nor have I any pre} 
whom the g 


them most of our lay 


dice to gratify against the powerful nation from 
We have inherited from 
8, institutions, literature, and social and dom« 
tic habits and traits of character, especially the stubbornness which 
reiuses to yield territorial rights to any foreign power. My ancestors 
have shared for more than two centuries in the struggles of the past for 
American rights, but these have grown out of the natural differences be- 
tween two kindred people separated by 3,000 zniles, one standing on 
prescriptive rights of discovery and dominion, the other seeking to es- 
tablish a government suited to their needs over a vast unoccupied ter- 
ritory, both animated with a love of liberty inherent in our race and 
lineage. No two countries have ever existed that have so many ties 
in common and between whom war and strife is more unnatural or 
more injurious to civilization and the progress of the human race. 

Che more I thought of this treaty, the more I examined its provis- 
ions, the more I became satisfied that it would open new causes of dis- 
pute and controversy, and that it would lead to more irritation, new 
difficulties in the region to which it relates. I became convinced it 
would not accomplish the desire that was proposed to be accomplished 
by negotiating it of settling the points in dispute between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States. 

i, too, have a strong desire to maintain the most cordial relations with 
the Dominion of Canada. Indeed, I look upon the Dominion of Can- 
ada and the United States of America as twin sisters, who have the 
same institutions, governed by the same ideas, lying alongside each 
other for 4,000 miles. It would be impossible to establish a bar sinis- 
ter between these two peoples. Indeed, the history of Canada is be 


eat body of our people sprang. 
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| and carry out their ideas of free trade. 


coming more and more interesting to us every day, as Canada is growing | 


in strength and power and as the United States is increasing in popu- 
lation. We have that border of 4,000 miles. The people on one side 
of that border and on the other are precisely alike. 
them there with the same descent, the same belief, of the same ideas, 
the same aspirations, the same interests, the same productions. 

Phis is especially so with the State of Ohio and the Province of On- 
tario, which lies opposite us on Lake Erie and stretching along the 
border waters. The intercourse between Ontario and Ohio is as close 
as the intercourse between Kentucky and Ohio, Citizens of Ohio have 
large preperty interests in Canada, They have mines, they have quar 
ries, they have large properties amounting to many millions of dollars. 
Our intercourse is of the closestcharacter. We send them our coal, we 
send them our products. We exchange with them a vast maltitude of 
things. They send to us their raw materials. 
intercourse between Ontario and Ohio is very much like the intercourse 
between two States of the Union; and I say here that Iam willing and 
anxious to accomplish and bring about a public policy that will make 
mate the relations between the Dominion of Canada and the 
United Stat \ll our interest is in that way, and nothing pulls us 
apart except the jealousy of local interests and the aspirations of lead- 
ing men armed with titles in Canada. I say, therefore, that anything 
whatever that would tend to promote free commercial intercourse be- 
tween these countries—yea, anything that will tend to produce a union 
of Canada with the United States of America—will meet my most hearty 
sup] ort. 

We should look upon them as natural allies of the same race and 
origin, with whom it is our duty to cultivate all the arts of peace, and 
with whom I desire to establish the utmost commercial freedom and 
intercourse consistent with the interests of both. Especially is this so 
with the Province of Manitoba and all the provinces westward to the 
Pacific Ocean. They are separated from the eastern provinces by a 


more inti 





great granite hump north of Lake Superior which is adifficult and barren 
waste, and valuable only for minerals, such as silver, copper, iron, and 
nickel. 


Yes, sir, I want Canada to be part of the United States. 


Within ten 


| should say that the Democratic party, claiming especially to be t 


You will find | 











years from this time, in my judgment, the Dominion of Cana 
be represented either in the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain or 
in the Congress of the United States. And I say to Senators on both 
sides that I hope that that representation will be in the Congress of 
the United States, and that those countries up there so interesting to 
us and bound to us by so many ties may be part of the great English- 
speaking republic of America, dominating this whole continent with 
the exception of that part which is peopled by the Spanish and Mexi- 
That is my idea. 
I have traveled through a vast extent of that country, almost ev ry 





can races, 





part of it, and I would favor a policy to bring about international ex- 
changes of the freest character possible, perhaps something in the na- 
ture of a zollverein to relicve us from establishing a line of custom- 


houses and fortifications along the border. 

It would bethe height of nonsense, it would be almost a crime against 
our civilization forus to build forts to protect ourselves from Great 
Britain on the Canadian border, or for them to build forts to protect 
themselves from encroachments by the United States. Long before 
that time comes the good sense of these two peoples, bound by so many 
ties, will mingle with each other, having a common heritage and a com- 
mon government. That is the feeling with which we should approach 
the consideration of the treaty, and that is my feeling to-day. ‘There- 
fore I shall not be expected to say anything in regard to Canada but 
what is kind and just and proper. 

I do not vote against this treaty because it may possibly bring about 
this condition of affairs, but I shall vote against it because I believe it 
tends to erect a barrier and to prevent the very objects that are sought 
to be accomplished. 

Now, sir, I wish to say further in this disclaimer (because I am an- 
swering the arguments made on the other side) that I do not regard 
this asa party question. Although from the votes on this treaty it 
may be considered so, it is because Senators on the other side of the 
House are departing from the declarations that they have made hereto- 
fore on this subject; it is because Senators on that side of the House 
are controlled more or less by party ties in supporting this treaty be- 
cause it is a treaty made by a Democratic administration. 

They can answer each for himself whether that influences his con- 
duct. On this side of the Chamber we are not influenced by the fact 
that the treaty was made by a Democratic administration or that it 
was negotiated by Mr. Bayard. On the other hand, if the treaty had 
given to us those rights which I believe ought to be secured by treaty, 


I should have voted for it with the greatest pleasure, and I should have 
given Mr. Bayard and this Administration whatever credit there was 
in bringing about a treaty that would solve this difficulty and promote 
our commercial relations. 

It is therefore not a party question in any sense. Senators talk 
about us as making this a party question. I might as well turn around 
to them and say that the Democratic party is now in alliance with the 
Tory party of England in order to break down our industrial interes 
That would be just as proper 
Suppose | 


} 


an argument as was made by my friend from Delaware. 


party of the people, was seeking an alliance with the Tory party in 
England; that it is extolled now by the London Times and the Tory 
party in England; and that this treaty and their policy of free trade 
is an evidence of such analliance with the Tory party in Great Britain. 

No nation is more interested than Great Britain to break down the 
barriers which we have erected by our tariff laws against inundating 
our country with the products of foreign lands. Therefore nearly all 
parties in England would be in favor of any measure which would tend 
to bring about free trade in fish and to establish a precedent of fre 


| trade on our northern border. 


Toa large extent the | 


| true as the declar 


r party in the ordinar 
language of the party papers and the stump by saying that it was in 
alliance with those who have always been opposed to the history, and 
growth, and power, and progress of the United States of America, and 
who are seeking now to break down the American policy in order to 
build up and supplant it with the English policy. I do not do that, 
because I know the hearts of Senators on the other side beat just as 
strongly to the impulses of patriotism and against any influence from 
foreign domination or foreign influence as we on this side. I do not 
think that argument is necessary, but it is just as potent and just as 
tion now made that we regard this as a party ques- 
tion and take our course on this subject in order to defeat a measure 
of a Democratic Administration. I do not tegard it in that light. 

Nor is that all. I do not regard this as a sectional question. 


I might therefore denounce the Democratic 





pena- 


| tors on that side have spoken on this subject, treating it as if it related 


only to the fishermen of Gloucester town or a few ports along the New 
England coast, and that they are unreasonable in involving us in a 
national controversy. This is not a sectional controversy; it is not a 
New England controversy; it is an American controversy. The great- 
est American statesmen from the North, the South, the East, and the 
great West in all the long period of our history when this subject ! 

been brought up have stood shoulder to shoulder upon this q 
as an American question, a question of the rights of American ci 
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And so it is the case. Therefore we must treat Great Britain not 
with prejudice growing out of the Revolutionary contest or the war 
of 1812, but we must treat her as we do all other nations, enemies in 
war, in peace, friends. That is the desire I have in dealing with this 
treaty, to treat Great Britain asa friendly nation without reviving 
any of the animosities and warfare of the past. 

I suppose I share with others the memory of the past and can find 
many things in British history to complain of, but I should be ashamed 
of myself if I could not dismiss the heat of those old contests of the 
past hundred years in considering a treaty between Great Britain and 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, we come to the real question between Great 
Britain and the United States as it appears upon this treaty. At first 
it must be said that our right to the Newfoundland fishery, that is, on 
the outside of the territorial jurisdiction of Canada, is as broad and 
unquestioned as our right to the soil of Ohio or to the soil of Massa- 
chusetts. That was acceded to us, not as a privilege granted to us, 
but as aright to be enjoyed, and it has always been so regarded and 
it has never been denied by Great Britain. Let us look at that. 

‘The third article of the treaty of 1783 declares: 

That the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy unmolested the 
right to take fish of every kind on the Grand Bank and on all the other banks 
of Newfoundland; also in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, and at all other places in 
the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time heretofore to 
fish. 

Here is an acknowledgment of a right, not conferring a privilege, but 
an acknowledgment of a right. Great Britain has always held that po- 
sition in regard to it. However, there were also by that treaty con- 
ferred upon us certain privileges which we had no right as an independ- 
ent nation to demand, but which was a matter of reciprocal obligation 
conceded to us as a matter of privilege and liberty on the shores of Great 
Britain. What is the language in which that was expressed? It is 
very different indeed. The third article of the treaty of 1783 proceeds: 

And also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have liberty to take 
fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as British fisher- 
men shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on that island), and also on the 
coasts, bays, and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in 
America, 

This was plainly a matter of concession, not a matter of right, be- 
cause we could not claim the use of the shores of another country ex- 
cept as a matter of concession and treaty obligation. But it is here 
expressed in the strongest possible terms. That this distinction be- 
tween these provisions has always been made is shown very clearly by 
the declaration made not only in the time of but before the treaty of 
1818, Lord Bathurst, in a letter to Mr. Adams, found in the Ameri- 
can State Papers, October 30, 1815, makes the line of distinction very 
broad. He says: 

In the third article Great Britain acknowledges the right of the United States 
to take fish on the banks of Newfoundland and other places, from which Great 
Britain has no right to exclude an independent nation. 

Great Britain had usually before the Revolutionary war asserted the 
right of supremacy and domination of the seas to an extent that no 
other nation in the world ever asserted, but when they came to deal 
with America they acknowledged the right of the United States to fish 
on all the open-sea fisheries, which Great Britain had no right to ex- 
clude from any nation whatever. Lord Bathurst goes on to say: 

Sut they are to have the liberty to cure and dry them in certain unsettled 
places within His Majesty’s territory. 

He there draws the distinction. 

Mr. PLATT. He uses the word ‘‘liberty’’ again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He uses the word ‘‘liberty.’’ Liberty, or li- 
cense, or privilege, may all be called synonymous terms. Not only 
was this observed, but after the treaty of 1818 and at a recent date the 
same distinction is drawn by the British negotiators. 

Our rights on the sea are as broad as the sea and as wide as the sea. 
We ask nothing from Great Britain in regard to our fishery rights 
there. We would assert them if necessary with all the power which 
we possess; but we need not assert them, because Great Britain con- 
cedes them, and they have never been denied. 

The only restriction which has been made was made by the treaty 
of 1818. Though we may abuse that treaty and criticise it as much 
as we please, and say that it was the exercise of the power of Great 
Britain when she was in her haughtiest mood after she had overthrown 
Napoleon, Great Britain then more than at any other time asserted 
herself and was unjust, no doubt, to other nations. She showed the 
egotism of a proud and imperious nation in her negotiations in those 
times. When she came to negotiate with America she did modify to 
some extent, but not to any very material extent, the privileges con- 
ferred upon the United States in respect, to the shore fisheries on her 
coasts of Newfoundland and that immediate region. 

We must be governed by that treaty. We are not a child or a wo- 
man to complain that advantage was taken ofus. Wemuststand by the 
terms of that treaty, because we agreed to it. Although we were then 
in no condition to fight for more, and in no condition to demand of 
Great Britain all that was conceded by the treaty of peace, yet we did 
make, as the Senator from Massachusetts demonstrated, a good treaty, 
substantially securing all the rights conferred by the treaty of peace. 
We probably won bv our diplomacy in 1818 more than Great Britain 
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would have conceded to any other nation in the world, because she was 
then haughty and powerful and dominant on land and on sea. 

In the letter of the Earl of Iddesleigh of the 30th of November, 1836, 
in the papers communicated to us, there is this declaration, showing 
exactly that the distinction which I made between ocean fisheries and 
the shore fisheries was kept up by the treaty of 1818: 

The privileges manifestly secured to United States fishermen by the conven- 
tion of 1818 in Newfoundland, Labrador, and the Magdalen Islands are not 
contested by Her Majesty’s Government 

That is the open fishery— 
who, whilst determined to uphold the rights of Her } ty’s North American 
subjects, as defined in the convention, are no less anxious and resolved to main- 
tain in their full integrity the facilities for prosecuting the fishing industry on 
certain limited portions of the coast which are expressly granted to citizens of 
the United States. 

Therefore in treating this question we stand upon the treaty of 1818. 
What we want and what we demand is the rights conferred by that 
treaty; not oneiota less. Nor can we with any justice or sense of man- 
hood demand anything more. 

Mr. President, when you come to consider this treaty the whole con- 
troversy between Great Britain and the United States turns upon what 
is called the renunciation clause of the first article of the treaty of 
1818. ‘That clause is very short, and in that clause is the bundle of 
all the troubles in which our country has been involved in the last sev- 
enty years in controversies about these fisheries. I will read it, and 
any Senators who will listen tome will please note that there are three 
distinct propositions made here. 

The United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or 
claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 ma- 
rine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majes- 
ty’s dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned limits. 

That is, that-we renounce our right to take, dry, and cure fish within 
certain defined regions, which we had the right to exercise under the 
treaty of peace. That is the first renunciation, and that brings in the 
question of bays, harbors, ete. The first controversy that rises between 
us is what is a bay, whatis a harbor, whatis a creek? There is one of 
the leading controversies between the two countries. The next clause 
is quite distinct from that: 

Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted toenter such 
bays or harbors for the purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages therein, 
of purchasing wood, and obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. 

That is, it defines the uses we could make of the waters within the 
shore-line. We had a right to seek shelter in any of the bays, in any 
of the harbors within the 3 miles limit anywhere; there is no doubt 
about that; but the objects for which this privilege was sought were 
confined to “‘ shelter, repairing damages therein, purchasing wood, and 
obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever.’’ That is the 
second clause which gave rise to many of the controversies. The third 
clause in the same paragraph (for this bundle of troubles was all put 
in a single paragraph) reads: 

But they shall be under such restriction as may be necessary to prevent their 
taking, drying, or curing fish therein— 

That is, within the 3 miles, the marine league, and the bays— 

o in any other manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to 
them, 

This last clause has been the chief cause of all the controversies grow- 
ing out of the local troubles up in that fishery region, because the Ca- 
nadian authorities, governed by local ideas, ruled and dominated by 
local fishermen or by the influence of local fishermen—those interested 
in this business—were allowed by the imperial power of Great Britain 
to make laws which are offensive to us, and to enforce them in a way 
that I wonder heretofore has not often created trouble and difficulty. 
Indeed, no man can read the story of the wrongs growing out of the 
execution of local laws in that region without feeling a sense of indig- 
nation, and I only wonder that many a gun had not been fired by the 
opposing vessels, and many a mortal combat had not been brought 
about by the offensive application of these most odious laws. 

Upon these three clauses turn the whole controversy. Now, let us 
look at them. They are, I repeat, first, the privilege to take and cure 
fish within 3 miles of certain shores and bays; second, to enter bays 
and harbors for shelter, to repair damages, for wood and water, and no 
other purpose; third, under such restrictions as may be necessary, ete. 

Now, take the first ciause. What do the words “coasts, bays, creeks, 
or harbors’? mean? As to the word *‘ coasts ’’ there can be no doubt, 
because the limit is expressly defined by the treaty within the marine 
league, and therefore we have just as much right to fish outside of that 
marine league as any fishermen of Canada or Great Britain. We hold 
that right under the Almighty God, who makes the sea open, accord- 
ing to our construction and according to the British construction as 
well. As Ihave shown you, before the treaty of 1818 and after the 
treaty of 1818, they admit in the broadest terms our unquestioned 
right to fish anywhere beyond these delimited waters. There can be 
no controversy about that. 

Now, what isa bay? Was it intended by the language of the treaty 
of 1818 to mean such a bay as the Chesapeake Bay or Boston Bay or 
the Bay of Fundy or the Bay of Chaleurs, the great waters? No; it is 
manifest upon the face of the papers that the word ‘‘ bays’’ here was 
used in connection with harbors, creeks, and coasts, and by a fair con- 
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struction of the language of that treaty a bay would be defined by t! 
same line of limit as the t { bay more than 6 miles or 2 mari 
leagues wide would naturally be excluded so far as it lay outside 
that limit. Ifthe mouth of the bay were only 6 miles wide, then, a 
1 matter of course, the wat : but could it be pos 
le, taking this language with its context, that a bay should include 
vast regions of open sea water ? 

I believe the whole theory of the treaty and a fair construction of 
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was in this direction. A bay was an inclosed water 3 miles from c¢ 
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ter to shore, and by no fair construction between equal peoples c 
this meaning be extended beyond that. Therefore, as a matt 
right, I believe that we have just as much right to fish in the bays « 





side of the 3-mile limit as we have anywhere else. 

Still this was a subject of con rsy, and besides it has been 
a subject of negotiation. We have ourselves negotiated for the exten- 
sion of the shore-'ine to 10 miles, I a , down in the Gulf ¢ 
Mexico. We have ourselves negotiated for an extension of the mat 
league. Great Britain, in makin th the North German 
tions, with Denmark, with Sweden, with Russia as to the Baltic Sea 
and as to the English Channel, has adopted a new line of demarkat 
Instead of the old marine league, which was the law then, and inde« 
is the law of nations laid down by Vattel and all the books on the la 
of nations, as the measure which any nation might assert its powe1 








over for its own defense, they have enlarged that in some cases to 6 


miles, in some cases to 10 miles by treaties with foreign nations, on the | 


ground that the great improvements in gunnery, fortifications, and th 
like have made it necessary to command an adjacent sea wider t! 
the marine league. 

Therefore, if this was a mere matter of negotiation as to the bound 
aries of a bay, or whether certain bays ought not to be delimited by a 
certain lineso as to confer local jurisdiction, that is a mattertwo friend]; 
nations ought tositdownand reason about. But, remember that every 
foot of sea granted by the United States outside of a marine leagu: 
in excess of the rights stipulated for by Great Britain by the express 
terms of the treaty. It was our right to go within 3 miles, and if they 
demanded of us or appealed to us to extend that line they were bound 
to give us an equivalent, to give some concession to correspond with it, 
and then the Government of the United States might properly treat 
upon the extension of the marine league. 

Now, that is the view I took of it. Therefore, when this treaty was 
under consideration and the delimitation of these great bays had been 


provided for by the terms of the treaty, I could see that it might be | 


wise in certain bays to extend local jurisdiction to 6 miles or 10 miles 
from the shore. 

There is one provision in the treaty by which we extend local 
diction where the mouth of the bay is 10 miles wide, and there was no 
great objection made to that rule, although it wasa concession, a gran 
of water over which we had the unquestioned right by the law of na 
tions and by the treaty stipulation. But when they undertook to ex- 
tend local jurisdiction and exclude us from these great bays or to en- 


force practically their headland idea they then trenched upon the rights 


conceded to them by the treaty, and we have always stood up against 
that. 

The whole line of negotiations from 1818 to this time shows that this 
was resisted, and several cases occurred, one in the Bay of Fundy and 
one in another bay the name of which Ido not nowremember. There 
were two cases, and we always insisted that the marine league should 
be observed in those bays. When they set up the headland doctrine 
it was at once resisted and was finally abandoned by Great Britain 

When our negotiators entered their room here in the city of Wash- 
ington to treat upon this subject, every inch they gave outside the ma- 
rine league or outside of a bay over 6 miles wide they conceded some- 
thing for which there ought to have been an equivalent. 


When, therefore, the first ten articles were considered in committee | 


sé 


I was disposed to say, ‘‘ I do not care so much about the delimitations 
of those bays.’’ It had been rather conceded that they were not very 
valuable for our fishermen; but whatjis the concession given to us in 
return for them? Then it was that I proposed, in order to cure this 
matter, to propose a concession by Great Britain, and I prepared an 
amendment, which I fortunately have preserved, and is as follows: 


ARTICLE XV. 

All vessels of the United States, whether engaged in ordinary commerce or 
in the lawful pursuit of outside fishing shall have the privilege of entering the 
ports, bays, and harbors of the aforesaid coasts of Canada and Newfoundland 
free of charge for the following purposes, namely : 

1. The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
and outfits, 

2. Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance. 

3. Shipping of crews, 

Supplies shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained 

The like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada 
and of Newfoundiand on the Atlantic coasts of the United States, 


The Senator from Alabama will know very well that I suggested 
whether if we agreed to this delimitation of the bays, which I did not 
regard as the most important matter, which was a concession on our 
part, we ought to have at least commercial privileges for our fishing 
vessels in all the region which was thus delimited, including the 3-mile 
limit and the bays. 
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| confin it simply to the delimitation of certain ba and the exten 
sion re and there of the line of the marine league to 10 mil rto5 
miles, coupled with a proposition to give us commercial rights s 
we give to all nations of the world, such as Great Britain gives toa 
he nations of the world, because there is no vessel, fishing vessel 
other, but what can enter the harbors and ports of Great Britain free 
it any tolls or charges except those which are inflicted on the 
vessels, But there was no such provision, and here, in my judgment 
the American commissioners fell short of their duty. 
But it was said I did not press the amendment I told the Senator 
from Alabama, with the frankness which ought to exist among mem 





‘ 
irst of all, and I believe he was the only one I 
told, that if I pressed that amendment it would not be agreed to by 
the other contracting parties, and he said he thought 

would not be agreed to; that it would be only an indirect way to de 
feat the treaty, and I thought the most manly way was to defeat 
directly by an open vote, leaving this question open for future negotia- 
tion; if by this Administration, re-elected, let it open the question and 
see if we cannot make better terms; if, however, by another adminis- 


bers of the committee, f 


so, too I said 


tration, more impressed with the rights of American citizens, then it 
would have a chance to negotiate. 

{s to making a pretense of war out of this disagreement as to tl 
concessions that should be made for the delimitation of bays that wer 
clearly within our treaty rights, sir, it is utterly idle and puerile tota 

bout it. Great Britain will never seek war on such a ground as th 

When you come to examine the subsequent clauses of the treat: 

onnection with the first ten sections you find nothing received in re- 
turn except that which according to the language used in the Cana- 
dian Parliament with a sneer, th iobody would hardly con ; 
So it was treated by Mr. Tupper one of th 
tors, that all these concessions were such as would be conceded on the 
ground of humanit: 

So the result of the treaty thus far is to delimit and cut our fisher- 


men off from great masses of water along the coasts and bays of that 














ich concessions. 


region from rights that are clearly conferred upon them by the former 





treaty, and it gives us a husk, a straw, a corn-cob without anything on 
it, the promise of civilities like not confiscat invthing but @ VE 
sel and all on board of her. 

If they had put in the fifteenth section a provision conferring com- 
mercial privileges, defined even and limited as the I that 
provision about free trade, then there might have been some basis for 
an agreement But nothing of that kind was dor 

To have insisted upon the amendment propose i | me would have 


weakened our country in future negotiations by conceding the delim- 
itation of the bays, while if the treaty was rejected it left open to our 
representatives every ground or claim held before the treaty was ma 
When the negotiators come again to meet and discuss this matter they 





will see that when we make concessions we demand concessions; tt 
vhen we give up vast regions to the exclusive use of Canadian fisher 
men where we have an equal right with them, they shall give us such 
commercial privileges as will en: » us to enter thei: ports Not only 
that, but there is at Halifax an American railroad, owned by Ameri- 
eans, built by Americans, and we can not go inside of Halifax Harbor 
and there ship our fish to our own ¢ try for consumption because 
they exclude our fishing vessels from their ports; they will not let us 
go there. That is the view I have taken of this treaty. 

As for the fifteenth section, I never will surrender to Great Brit 


or to any nation in the world our right to levy taxes on imported good 








Why should all the articles mentioned in the fifteenth article be ad 
mitted free of duty while we tax wheat, corn, sugar, rice, food, cloth 
ing, and everything else? Why should we, as an act of ht y 

this privilege to these fishermen, because after all it is a local interest, 
and Great Britain only represents a local interest in this cont rsy ? 
Why should we give this privilege of free entry of all their productions 
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not ment t would enable your fishermen to compe ec 
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absolute open irket of your sixty million people for all out pi d 
tion, and the irmed as we would be with the advantages of our 
tion, of our locality, of ourshore sea fisheries we would drive the fi 
cre of New |! d from the coast,’’ and the same effect will in e 


time happen on th south Atlantic coast and on the Pacilic coast 

ihey gave us the promise of shelter, and yet they denied us shelt 
els were driven in by a storm, which may la 
or four d ivs, we would be « ympelled to leave in twenty four hours o 
report to a tar-off custom-house, perhaps twenty miles away. 

Sir, I do not think there is in the history of diplomacy so one-sided 
a treaty, especially made between two great and powerful nation 
We are not in a condition to submit to such terms. With no pro 
es, no bait, with no right to transship a cargo, they 
make their shores an inhospitable coast. Like the gates of the Inferno 


ion, no coai,n 
‘who enters her ieaves hope behind.’’ 
your fishermen driven forshelter find no welcoming hand, no rea ly 
a tance, but must be driven out within twenty-four hours from th 
inhospitable coast in order to give the Canadian fishermen the command 
not only of their market (for if it was confined to that it would be dif 
ferent), but the command of the whole market of the United States. 
Such a treaty as that seems to me to be disgraceful to our diplomac 
[ use the word perhaps too strongly; but certainly it is the most un 
fortunate concession which could be made by any administration, and 
I deeply regret that Mr. Bayard ever signed his name to the paper. 
Now, what are the privileges conferred upon us? When driven into 
a bay by a storm we are not bound to pay compulsory pilotage. Peo- 
ple are not very apt to look for a pilot when they are driven by a 
storm anywhere. I do not think there is much concession in that. 
But, storm or no storm, they must not remain over twenty-four hours. 
When they are crippled they may land their cargo, but they can not 


41 


buy provisions, they can not do anything except to provide for the | 


home voyage and go back to Massachusetts or Maine to get fresh sup- 


plies to again engage in their lawful occupation in the open-sea fish- 
eries, 


Where is there in the diplomacy of modern nations anything like | 


this? In ancient times nations kept their shores land-locked. When 
the treaty of 1818 was made no foreign vessels could enter the ports of 


the British colonis inder any circumstances whatever except under | 


stress of weather, and they had to get out as soon as possible. They 
were subject then to whatever lawless force was thought to be neces- 
sary toexpel them. Since that time by the commercial regulations 
of 1830 hard conditions were modified by the consensus of both nations. 
General Jackson issued his proclamation allowing all vessels to enter 
our ports, and from that time to this our ports, harbors, creeks, and 
bays have been as open to the vessels of all nations as to our own, 
Great Britain also in more limited and careful language opened her 
ports to the vessels of all nations, only excepting this Canadian region. 

While our fishermen had privileges in 1818 which were not enjoye 
by other vessels, by the mutual legislation in 1830 they were place« 
clear in the background and denied all the privileges conceded to all 
other vessels and sailors. A vessel might go in there for timber, or 
lumber, or wheat, or corn, or supplies, but a fishing vessel catching 
fish there in the open sea, where our countrymen had just as much 
right as they have to the soil of Ohio, when driven by stress of weather 
were treated as outlaws, and seized not only for fishiag within the 3- 


i 
7 
i 


mile limit, but seized for preparing to fish, and for all sorts of fancied | 


crimes. 

Mr. President, such a treaty is not satisfactory to the Senate of the 
United States. It is not satisfactory to the people of the United States 
I assure vou, gentlemen, if you think this dissatisfaction is confined 
alone to the people most largely interested in this controversy you are 
greatly mistaken. Whenever the people of Ohio and of the West get 
to understand this matter—and they are going to understand it very 
wel! by this open debate—they will approve the course we have taken 
in regard to it, and I do not believe your constituents will approve the 
course you take in regard to it 

Mr. President, there is only one more feature of the treaty to which 
I wish to allude, and that is the fifteenth section. This I regard asa 
Siamese twin to what is called the Mills bill, and they ought to be de- 
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so the first part o ( ty is @ suri of plainly guarantied 
and treaty-given right jut any cons tion whatever; but it 
more than that. Itisa render to thi local population of 
an advantage worth ons of dollars a year to them, to the destruc- 
tion of our fishermen, for how can our people t 1 from seas about 
600 miles away from ind compete with free fish and free oil of 
Canadian fishermen who can land within a few miles and carry their 
catch by railroad into our market? They ca t do i You destroy 
this great industry, this nursery of seamen, has been properly 


called. 

Sir, these articles are the last that should be put upon the free-list, 
except only upon one condition. When the good time shall come when 
the people of the Dominion of Canada and our own shall blend their 
two systems into one harmonious republic, to be represented alike here 
and to enjoy here all the blessings and bear alike all the burdens of 
partnership, then we may admit fish and fish oil free from the Cana- 
dian Dominion as we do from all our other possessions; but until then 
ye can not afford to do it without destroying our own home industry. 

Mr. President, there is another bugbear which has been mentioned 
by the Senator from Alabama. He does not say that we are going to 
have war about this matter, but he intimates it very strongly in sev- 
eral remarks that he made. He wants to know what we will do. 

‘Suppose the Republican party should come into power, what would 
you do?’’ is the substance of the question he asks. We will send po- 
litely to the British Government our plenipotentiary to communicate 
to that Government in the kindest and freest manner our discontent 
with the abortive agreement made by Mr. Bayard. He will state re- 
spectfully the grounds of our difference, that while we are willing to 
make concessions as to Great Britain’s local jurisdiction along her 
coast to meet the changed ideas of.the times, yet we want for those 
concessions and that surrender privileges which she grants to all the 
people of the world except to the fishermen of the United States. 

I should like to see any British Government resist such a demand as 
that. There might be complaint from Nova Scotia or from Newfound- 
land or from the fishermen along that coast, but let the people of Eng- 
land and the United States have the proposition presented that we 


















| will yield to them in all their reasonable demands about local juris- 


have over the Chesapeake Bay, upon the condition that our fishermen 

hall enjoy the rights of all other commercial vessels to enter her ports, 
transship their cargoes, do with it as they please, and be placed upon 
the same footing in that respect as the Canadian fishermen, and | do 
not believe that a ministry could stand a month in England in deny- 
ing so reasonable a proposition as that. 

England is now demanding free trade with all the world. She | 
opened her ports wide, and invites all the productions of all classes o/ 
mankind into her shore. Will they deny that same free trade to us 
when we catch fish in the ocean in exact pursuance of the rights con- 
ferred by our treaty and rights which weenjoy by the favor of Almighty 
God, when we bring from the coasts of Newfoundland our fishing ves- 
sels into her ports and she denies to them the same privileges which 
are enjoyed not only by all the people in this country, but by all peo- 
ple in Great Britain? No ministry in England could stand on that 
position, and I believe thatifour Government had demanded commer- 
cial privileges such as our fishermen want, they would have been con- 
ceded. I read here a little paragraph from a fisherman which struck 
me as giving the exact statement of what they want. He says: 


as % 








What our fishermen want is the right to go anywhere and everywhere, use 
their harbors, ship men, get provisions, land and mend our nets, buy salt and 
barrels, and ship our catch home by rail or steamer without expense or annoy- 
ance, the same as we have heretofore. 





They want the same rights that we give to Canadian fishermen now. 
In the port of Portland I have seen Canadian fishermen. I saw a lot 
of huts over on the island opposite the city, and I inquired who lived 
there. I was told Canadian fishermen. They come down there in the 
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of any kind on either side of the Chamber, as was the right and the 
propriety of the debate here. 

I had expected, and so announced, that I hoped to be able to close 
the debate on Monday of last week, and I understood no objection was 
felt on the part of the Senator from Alabama that he would be ready 
to close, so far as that lot might fall to him, on the other side. There 
have been intervening speeches very properly, there have been on this 
side, and there have been on that side. And now, at least on our side, 
I believe there is no one proposing to address the Senate on this sub 
ject excepting myself. If others are desirous of speaking on the other 
side, I had desired that they should speak before I had closed on our 
side, the Senator from Alabama and the proposers of the adoption of 
the treaty having the general close. Iam sure there is no disposition 
here to crowd any one regarding this matter. 

If it shall be said that there are others who now wish to speak, I 
have no objection to speaking immediately after them to-morrow, or, 
if that carries the debate longer into the session than is desired, then 
on the succeeding day; but as the matter now stands I shall feel quite 
at liberty to say thatthe understanding of complete discussion on both 
sides is fairly enough reached now by its being closed on one side, and 
the other as is proposed. 
close the debate upon our side. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to be indulged for a moment to say 
that the speech which has been delivered in the Senate to-day by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is upon a plane so much higher and 


more statesmanlike than anything that has come from the other side 
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Government would cease, and then would flare up again all the evils 
that have occurred under this treaty of 1818, such as have occurred every 
time that we have not had some accommodation, some arrangement 
with the British Government by which our fishermen could in peace 
and quietness enjoy the rights they have under the treaty of 1818. 

I therefore prefer, if I can have the indulgence of the Senate, to sub- 
mit a few remarks on that subject before I get to the main question of 
the treaty; for the question of the treaty, Mr. President, is one that 
stands by itself. It isa question of fundamental and organiclaw. It 
is the same sort of question that I was speaking about in the remarks 
that the Senator from Ohio quoted awhile ago, when I said I saw no 
difficulty so far as concerned fundamental or organic law between the 
United States and Great Britain. If that Senator had thought a mo- 
ment he would not have quoted that against me as relating to these 
arrangements for fishing, which are not fundamental gnd do not enter 
into the organic law of the treaty, do not measure any right of the 
British Government or British citizen, but relate only to the measures 


j} and regulations in force and necessary for the peaceful, quiet, and 
| orderly conduct of the fishing rights and fishing ventures in that quar- 
ter. 


I shall therefore propose in the morning to | 


I say yet, as I have always said, that the organic law, the funda- 
mental law as settled between the United States and Great Britain in 
the treaty of 1818 is a broad, plain, definite, and distinct arrangement. 
Some details were omitted; some are proposed to be added to it by an 


| amendment in this treaty; some have been added to it by conciliation 


of the Chamber since this debate has started, that I think it is only | 


fair to say that we should have an opportunity to see the text of that 
speech in print before we are forced to go further in this debate. 

The Senator from Ohio takes broad issue with his friends over there 
on many important features of this treaty. That is plain to everybody. 


I must say that I have perceived no inconsistency in the attitude of 


that Senator on this question, from the time that I first gathered an 
idea of his views. I expected just such a speech as he has made. 

I should think that after that speech had been made, it is necessary 
on our side that we should make some explanations and some state- 
ments about this case that otherwise we should not have found it neces- 
sary to make atall. A few hours of examination should be allowed 
to enable us to do that. 

I should like very much, indeed, that either the Senator from Dela- 
ware or myself would take the floor to reply to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. So far as I am personally concerned, I have not dis- 
cussed the merits of this treaty at all up to this time. I haveavoided 
doing so. I have been trying to get out of the way some of the rub- 
bish which the Senator from Ohio says is a moot question—a matter 
of no concern at all. Perhaps if we can agree about that we can get 
down to the merits of the treaty as itis before us without any further 
parley. 

I wanted to speak of the modus vivendi in support of my proposition 
to postpone the further consideration of this treaty. 

Mr. DAWES. That will soon pass away. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
says that will pass away soon. I have no doubt the Senator has a 
very anxious desire that it should, because it is breaking up the 
opinions of the fishermen in regard to the advantages of this treaty 
very rapidly, not less than 60 vessels having availed themselves of the 
license, that are now carrying on their fishing operations with great 
success and in perfect peace. 

Mr. FRYE. And yet the Senator must know that almost the first 
one to take advantage of it was seized. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, but seized for carrying bait or supplies of some 
kind from a Canadian port to a French vessel, backwards and forwards. 
I have not any doubt that as soon as this treaty has gone by the board 
we shall have a good many cases already manufactured, turned loose 
for the purpose of manufacturing opinion in this country, and I think 
if this debate should continue from now until Christmas it would be a 
great benefit to this people, so that as a matter of fact the fishermen 
could demonstrate to thecountry the advantages of a joint ownership of 
a fishery on the Atlantic coast. 

I do think that there is not anything harder to arrange, anything 
more difficult of adjustment, than a joint tenancy or a tenancy in 
common in fisheries situated on the coast of Newfoundland, Labrador, 
Prince Edward Island, or wherever they may be; and whatever reason- 
able arrangement can be devised by which our fishermen and the Ca- 
nadian fishermen can have a manner of proceeding provided by which 
they can keep the peace and still enjoy the riches of the seas in the 
yield of fish would be something that would attract the attention of 
this country, and the people of the United States would applaud us for 
not forcing conclusions when we are getting along so comfortably and 
peaceably as we are now. 

Iam quite aware—I have been aware all the time—that if this modus 
vivendi had not been established, or if the Government of Great Britain 
or the negotiators of this treaty had not tendered to us the modus vi- 
vendi, there would not have been such extreme anxiety to push this 
treaty overboard. Of course it is a conclusion that necessarily follows 
that if the treaty is defeated that concession on the part of the British 


and concession, on two occasions at least—one at the time when thie 
treaty of 1871 expired by our requirement in the middle of the fishing 
season, and another which was a supplement or appendix to the treaty 
now under consideration. The two arrangements that I have men- 
tioned have been made to the satisfaction of the country, I think. I 
know that the arrangement now progressing, under the protocul to this 
treaty, is a very opportune one to keep down strife. 

I have heard of no conflict, no trouble, since this treaty was sent in 
to the Senate of the United States, and I should like very much indeed 
to maintain the status quo upon that. If we could get along just as 
well in our fishing matters with the Canadians for the next fifty or 
a hundred years as we have been getting along since this treaty was 
negotiated we should have very little cause for disturbance. We have 
seen that whenever we have abandoned some agreement, some arrange- 
ment for the settlement of this very intricate and joint right, on every 
occasion difficulties have sprung up, and of such a serious character 
that on frequent occasions both sides have had to send their navies into 
those fishing grounds for the purpose of protecting their people. In 
other words, the arm of war has had to follow along this peaceful work 
for the purpose of keeping the peoples in the enjoyment of their right in 
common of fishing in those waters. 

I desire very much indeed to do all that lies in my duty and in my 
power to prevent any occasion or necessity for embroilment between 
ourselves and Great Britain or any other country. I think that is the 
highest and first duty of a Senator. And I think, as we are engaged 
here in negotiating a treaty—for that is the function we are performing 
now—it is our duty to look over;the entire field calmly,and not to rush 
to conclusions about it. It will not make very much in favor of the 
American people if the peace between Great Britain and the United 
States as to the enjoyment of these fishing rights is preserved for a 
month longer. I can see no reason for hurrying this treaty to an end, 
unless it may be some political reason. I donot know what we are 
going to gain by the destruction of this negotiation all of asudden. I 
hear of nocomplaint against it anywhere in its actual operations. I do 
not know that we are suffering any detriment from it. I have heard 
no report of that kind; none comes up to the Senate, and none comes 
to the Department of State so far as I have heard. The urgency, it 
seems to me, for hurrying up the vote on this question must be of a 
partisan character. I have seen no reason of a public character sug- 
gested at all in regard to the operations of this treaty and its effect on 
the morale of the two countries that would indicate that there ought to 
be any haste in this discussion. Yet there seems to be great eagerness 
in it, great determination. Of course Senators must have their way. 
But I again announce that unless some reason is shown in public neces- 
sity for the destruction of this treaty right away, I, for one, shall in- 
sist on all my parliamentary rights as a Senator to prevent such an 
event. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of legislative business. 

Mr. EVARTS. I then give notice that when the legislative matter 
before the Senate is disposed of, as moved on by my friend from Nevada, 
I shall move the Senate to proceed to the consideration of this fishery 
matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. EvARTs] as entitled to the floor when the 
consideration of the treaty is resumed. 

The motion of Mr. STEWART was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in session for the 
consideration of legislative business. 
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The iate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the 12) to provide for formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Ir TEWART \s there is not probably time to finish that bil! 
th ifternoon, and inasmuch as the bill to prohibit Chinese imm 
{ 0 ess | ha 1 partia ered il tl 
can be Alabama [M 
Mi 1 1 irks, I shall ask ur 
it ‘ t | L be laid aside it 
the Se ed to t ( eration of Order LB ue 1801 on 
( ese rration 

the PRI DENT protempore. TheSenator from Nevada asks unan 
imous consent that the present business of the Senate be Jaid aside in 
order that he may move the co! eration of the bill (S. 3304) to ) 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. May I have unanimous consent to say a word? 


t IDEN The Chair hears no objection. 


ATT. I do not rise for the purpose of objecting to the suv 
the Senator from Nevada at this time, but simply to say that 
t bill for the admission into the Union of the State of Washington, 
which is now the untinished busine 


Ii ) temp re, 
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gestion ol 


, a8 well as two bills which are in 


the special orders, have been standing before the Senate since the 24th 


of May i ny time J am very desirous that there should be action 
upon those n and I simply say to the Senate that when t! 
Chinese bill, which the Senator from Nevada desires to consider this 
afternoon ill be out of the way I shall endeavor to press forward 
these bill r the admission of Territories as States into the Union at 
all times when I can. 


Mr. STEWART. And I will co-operate with the Senator in that 
regard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
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informally jaid aside for the purpose of enabling the Senate to pro- | 


ceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1801, being the bill 
3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United Stat: 
Isthere objection? ‘The Chair hears none. The bill has been read 
at length in Committee of the Whole, and is open to amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill has been laid aside now for some days 
| ~and the subject may probably have faded from 
the minds of Senators to a considerable degree. I will therefore, for 
the purpose of presenting it, restate briefly the matter that I stated in 
my former remarks. 
l’irst, however, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
or to a matter that 


some weeks I believe 


at 
complaint, that the Senator from Oregon, the junior Senator now from 
that State [Mr. MITCHELL], introduced clippings from newspapers for 


I complained of before, which I think worthy of 





the purpose of putting the matter as straight 1 -as words could 
make it, not merely t theco if ( : »this , 
the future ought to > pl hibits 1. but ; ) , rat tl ' ho 
ive already gone out of the country up ir permits to return ull 
be permitted to return. The Gove ‘ of ( oincides wit! 
that beingan imperial government and having no respect, of cour 
j the rights of its own p »p uzrees with (x ernment of t!) 
United States that a pr that has been gra l t ibjects shall 
count for nothiz and that tl resent tre 1] <e it useless, 
I commented on that as pretty rough | . Nevertheless, 
was such as carried out the pur; of Gi iment, wh 
v l iced to b La ver! ) it the comir 
Chinese laborers to the I ed States, T hinese Government, prob 
ably worried at the reversal of a gover? i which shuts her 
people within her own gates, and also ; ] sed at the treat 
ment that some of th« ad received in lying Terr 








ries and remote places, has come to the con that it is her duty 
to keep her citizens, her laboring popula n coming to the 
United States under any ‘circum re v ver. That treaty, 
amended by the Senate 3 been, as [am inf 1, sent on to Chir 
for ratification. Ho oon it will be back ved t kn 

th b l, which seems t » be in ed into 
Houses, reported by the commit | ma I understa 

to carry out that as yet tific \ ile it appears to | 
quite an early movement and rathe | moveme ilso, I supy 

it arises from the pressure political 1 it; d » gentler 
who are urging this me y, and tl the t 1 

means in their power that they are dete ed ite day t 
clude Chinese lal l United t 

Well, sir, it behooves t] Repub! ty that they should pro 

that determination now, because, from the nning, the othe 
been their policy. There is no party int U d States responsib 
for the introduction of Chinese into this cor y except the Repub! 
an party. There is no party that has w l ISSi¢ isly, united! 
and powerfully for their exclusion from the I l sas the Der 
ocratic party. There is no party that ha last succeeded in makin 
| a negotiation with China until this Admi ration came into powel! 
and there is nobody that is so for that, as far as I know, except the 
Senator from Oregon, who quotes approvingly, and puts into his r 
marks, this article from the San Francisco Bulletin which says that 


is too good to be true that the Sen some amendment 
that treaty which will lead the ¢ 

Mr. President, this is a subje gaged the attention of 
the American people very seriously e a long while, and it 
is as well that we should now come to an understanding as to the prog 





ress that has taken place in changing front on this matter since 1868 


the purpose of reflecting on this Administration in regard to a matter as | 


to which this Administration has done and accomplished all that really 
has been accomplished in the exclusion of Chinese immigration from the 
United States 
Bulletin, of San Francisco, published on Thursday, July 12, 1888, 
headed ‘‘ 'Too good to be true:’’ 

TOO GOOD TO BE TRUE. 


It is rumored that there is some doubt whether the Chinese Government will 
approve the new treaty because of the amendments introduced by the Senate. 
These ame ments are the only valuable parts of the measure. But we are 
afraid that no «uch good luck is beforeus. The scarcely concealed bribe of $2756,- 
000 to the Chinese Government will secure the ratification. If the treaty were 
rejected the Administration would no longer have any excuse to oppose the only 
legislation that w reach the root of the Chinese evil. The treaty, even as 
amended, can lead to nothing but the gravest complications. The fisheries treaty, 
which has already been cut to pieces in the Senate, was wise diplomacy in com- 
parison with the Chinese treaty. The latter is, in fact, the most outrageous se!l- 
out of the present Administration. 

It may be regarded as a treaty to facilitate Chinese immigration. Under it 
this country will be flooded with Chinese. Every cooly now ashore can be 
duplicated as often as he departs, whfle new hordes can be introduced by the 
transit privilege Improvised traders, students, teachers,and travelers can be 
brought on the scene when everything else fails. There will be no check on tlie 
latter but the visé of our consuls, and what sort of a check that will be every- 
body knows, If this treaty had been considered in open Senate, like the fish- 
eries treaty, it would have been defeated, provided our representatives exhibited 
as much industry and ability as the New ~ngland representatives of the fishing 
interests of the Northeast.—Datly Evening Bulletin, San Francisco, Thursday, 
July 12, 1888, 


The Senator who introduced and read thisremark from the San Fran- 
cisco Bulletin accompanied it with the statement that he intended to 
vote for the bill now before the Senate, notwithstanding he believed it 
was a bill to carry out a treaty that was a sham and a fraud. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what the Senator from Alabama was 
reading from ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I was reading an extract put into the speech of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] without any qualification, or 
without expressing any belief in the verity of thestatement or sugges- 
tion made init. 1 haveread it as part of hisstatement and part of his 


argument. 

‘| want to show the opinion that that Senator has, assisted by the 
editor, of the present Administration and of the treaty that has been 
amended here in the Senate and sent on for ratification now by the 
Chinese Government—the Senate having consented to put in some 
amendments to the text of the treaty as it was originally negotiated for 


He read the following extract from the Daily Evening | 


| couple of Chinese diplomatists, 


Anson Burlingame, with 


when Mr. William H. Seward and Mr. } 
in making the treat 


were engaged 





| which presented the Chinaman to us and to the people of the world 


a man who was entitled to all the privileges of expatriation and w: 
entitled to an earnest, cordial, hospitable invitation to come to this 
country and ocerpy the land, and make himself generally useful to the 
people of the United States, and to himself, as well as to the cause « 
Christianity by giving up the worship of | joshes and the like, and 
accepting the Christian system asthe one upon which he was hereafte: 
to base his liberties and his conscientious conduct. 

In Article IV we commence with the question of conscience in th 


treaty. 





ARTICLE Iv. 

The twenty-ninth article of the treaty of the 18th of June, 1858, having stipu- 
lated for the exemption of Christian citizens of the United States and Chines 
converts from persecutions in China on account of their faith, it is furthe: 
agreed that citizens of the United States in China of every religious persuasio1 
and Chinese subjects in the United States, shall enjoy entire liberty of con- 
science, and shall be exempt from all disability or persecution on account of 
their religious faith or worship in either count Cemeteries for sepulture « 
the dead, of whatever nativity or nationality, shall be held in respect and 


’ 
ion, 





from disturbance or profanat 

ARTICLE V. 

The United States of America and the Em] 

the inherent and inalienable right of man to 

and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigration of th 
citizens and subjects respectively from the one country tothe other for pu 

of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent residents 





peror of China cordially re« 
nge his home and alleg 











The high contracting pat 
therefore join in reprobating any other than an entirely voluntary emigrat 
for these purposes, They consequently agree to pass laws making it a pe 
offense for a citizen of the United States or Chinese subjects to take Chinese su 
ects either to the United States or toany other foreign country, or for a Chines 
subject or citizen of the United States to take citizens of the United States 
China or to any other foreign country without their free and voluntary « 
sent, respectively. 

ARTICLE VI, 

Citizens of the United States visiting orresiding in China shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as ma 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation; and 
ciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall en 
the same privileges, {mmunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence 
as may there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored natior 
But nothing herein contained shall be held to confer naturalization upon cili- 
zensof the United States in China nor upon the subjects of China in the Unite« 
States. 


I do not suppose that the heart of man could open a wider gate for 
Chinese immigration than was opened in that Burlingame treaty, and 
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country. althor ,it m it be advantageous as furnishing a set of cheap and 
efficient laborers. cal swith it such disadvantages that they more than 
countervail all the benefits we could derive from their presence 

I hope, therefore, Mr. President, that this bill, which it seems to me is pretty 
carefully draw hich it seems to me is a moderate enough measure, will re- 
ceive the approbation of the Senate and become a law. 


Mr. COKE. Was that Judge Thurman ? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That was Judge Thurman. He was the man that 
the Democratic party of this Senate always felt willing should lead, a 
man of wisdom, a man of high character, of great forecast. In those 
few observations he actually foretold and forecast the condition of 
things existing here to-day, when the Emperor of China becomes act- 
ively engaged in joint efforts with us to prevent the immigration of his 
own subjects to this country. 

Judge Thurman had a great deal else to say about this matter, but 
that, I believe, comprises as nearly as I can find what you might term 
a syllabus of his opinions on this subject, and they are all on the right 
side, and he was one of the most powerful factors in the United States 
in the breaking down of that wild theory contained in the Burlingame- 
Seward treaty, which opened the floodgates of immigration to this land 
and has given us more trouble than wg have had with any other race 
of people in the world. 

Mr. BECK, another gentleman who was then prominent and is yet a 
powerful man in the Democratic ranks, gave his views on this subject, 
a brief part of which I will read: 

Mr. Beck. Mr. President, when I sought the floor a few moments ago it was 
to urge the Senate to come toa vote. lexpected to say a word or two, but the 
eloquent sermon preached by the Senator from Massachusetts has almost made 
it impossible for me to sayanything. I agree with the Senator from California 
|Mr. Sargent}. The bill ought to pass. I believe that self-preservation is the 
first law of nature. If the President and his Cabinet are so diplomatic thatafter 
Congress refused to make Chinamen citizens and deprived them of the right 
that we give all people from elsewhere, Africans and everybody else, they did 
nothing, some steps ought to be taken by Congress whereby we may exercise 
the right to exclude them from our shores, if they can notstand upon an equal- 
itv with the rest of us. 

{ believe that no greater evil can afflict a people than to have a set of peons, 
a degraded class, in our midst, who have not the rights of the humblest citizens, 
{ do not believe that a set of men such as they have in California, who are liv- 
ing upon rice with perhaps a rat or two a week as a luxury, working for one- 
third what a civilized man can labor for, ought to be there in this age, struggling 
to keep down the rightsof the white man. I believethat ifthe executive branch 
of the Government wiil not take hold of the matter, but refers it to the Con- 
gress of the United States, the Congress of the United States, after what has 
tuken place, ought to step forward and defend the dignity of the white man 
and the right of the American laborer against these serfs (for that is what the 
Chinaman is) of the men of wealth who own the machinery and run the great 
corporations of that part of the country. It is not fair to the laboring class of 
our own people to allow that condition of things to existany longer, and if the 
executive branch of the Government will not take hold of it, then it behooves 
us to do it, 

Many of the lesser lights in the Democratic party at that time spoke 
upon the question freely and frequently, and always voted solidly for 
the passage of any bill that would have the effect to keep Chinese im- 
migration out of this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield for a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did ever Judge Thurman while he was a Senator 
on this floor, did ever the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK], since 
he has been a Senator on this floor, or did ever the Senator from Ala- 
bama now addressing the Senate, since he has been a Senator on this 
floor, or did any other Democratic Senator now a Senator on this floor, 
or who ever has been a Senator on this floor representing a State on 
this side of the Rocky Mountains, ever introduce any measure looking 
io the restriction of Chinese immigration? And is it not a fact that 
the very measures which were pending upon which those remarks were 
made to which the Senator has alluded were measures that were intro- 
duced by Repeblicans ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know that I can say who wrote the bills, 
but [ think I shall look that up. I know that Senator Farley when 
he was here along with Senator Miller, was a very warm, firm, and 
arduous advocate of the bill on which he and Senator Miller united 
their forces. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All Senatorsand members from the Pacific coast, 
Republicans and Democrats, without exception, I will say, have been 
earnestly in favor of the restriction of Chinese immigration. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that Republican party, which you are now 
trying to laud to the extent of the very cruel statement taken from a 
California paper about the present Administration, standing against you, 
and you had to apply to the Democratic party for your help, and you 
could not have got your bills through without their assistance, because 
the Republicanson this side of the Rocky Mountains were against you, 
the great body of the Republican party was against these measures. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me again? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I undertake to assert without fear of successful 
contradiction that the best Chinese restriction bill that was ever re- 
ported from any committee or passed by either House of Congress was 
the bill that was reported from the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of this body in 1886, and which bill was passed by the Senate 
and smothered and killed in the Democratic House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, in 1886 they got very sick of their arrange- 
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ments; a good while had transpired since the Burlingame treaty: they 
had had the assistance of the Democratic party, I know, in this body 
at least, for no two men ever labored more assiduously than did Mr. 
Slater and Mr. Grover, of Oregon, for the purpose of passing these 
anti-Chinese bills. They spoke and worked in season and out of sea- 
son; but in 1886 it was found necessary to reverse the wheel, to take 
a different course, and hence it was that these gentlemen finding out 
that the question had actually become one which was demanding a 
great deal of popular attention upon the Pacific coast, and being 
anxious in 1886 that they should be able to control the votes in that 
part of the world, they then went very industriously to work to recall 
what they had said and done before that time. 

Now, sir, one of the most distinguished gentlemen in the Chicago 
convention that recently assembled—I believe he was on the commit- 
tee that framed the platform of that party there—is a member of this 
body, the Senator from Massachusetts [[Mr. HoAR]. I desire, if I can 
find it, to lay before the Senate the language that was adopted in that 
convention in regard to Chinese immigration, and to make a little com- 
parison of it with some other things that have been said and done. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Massachusetts was not upon the 
committee on resolutions. 

Mr. MORGAN. He was not. He was at any rate a distinguished 
member of the convention. That gentleman led off on the Repub- 
lican side of this question in the Senate. I will read presently from his 
remarks in the second debate that I trace to him—— 

Mr. GEORGE. When was that? 

Mr. MORGAN. This was in 1882. 
publican platform, which reads: 


I will commence with the Re- 


We declare our hostility to the introduction into this country of foreign con- 
tract labor and of Chinese labor alien to our civilization and our Constitution, 
and we demand the rigid enforcement of the existing laws against it, and favor 
such immediate legislation as will exclude such labor from our shores, 


That must be admitted to be quite a strong departure from the Bur- 
lingame treaty, which was made by two of the most eminent Repub- 
licans in the United States, or that ever were in it, Mr. Seward and 
Mr. Burlingame. There is a broad gulf to be measured, and the steps 
by which that has been done were our work. It has not been done 
without labor and without resistance on the part of the Republican 
party. 

Speaking in this body, on the 1st of March, 1882, Mr. HOAR said: 


For myself and for the State of Massachusetts, so far as it is my privilege to 
represent her, I refuse consent to this legislation. I will not consenttoa de- 
nial by the United States of the right of every man who desires to improve his 
condition by honest labor—his labor being no man’s property but his own—to 
go a ywhere on the face of the earth that he pleases, 

I have said that this bill seems to me to violate the provisions of the treaty it 
professes to execute. It does more. It confers on every collector of customs 
the authority to seize and forcibly remove from the country, without trial or 
legal process, every person of Chinese race whom he shall determine to be in 
the United States in violation of its provisions. The alien laws of June 25 and 
July 7, 1798, passed when war was deemed imminent, ata time of great and 
danzerous excitement, conferred upon the President of the United States for a 
period limited to two years the power to order out of the country aliens whose 
presence he might judge dangerous to its peace, and gave him the further au- 
thority in case of actual war to cause the removal of resident aliens natives or 
citizens of the hostile nation. 

These acts, passed against the protest of Hamilton, went far to cause the down- 
fall of an administration. The alien law was overthrown because it intrusted 
the highest officer of the Government, the great constitutional lawyer and lover 
of liberty, John Adams, with the power for two years toorder the removal of a 
single person whose presence for good cause he deemed dangerous to the pub- 
lic peace. But herea local officer of the smallest customs district may, yes,must, 
forcibly seize and expel, without trial or judicial hearing, the Chinese whom he 
finds within his precinct, however excellent his character, however advanta- 
geous his presence. We have experienced evils which required legislation to 
regulate immigration from other countries. But we have hitherto directed our 
remedy to the complaint. 

There may be much that is wrong connected with the coming of these people 
from China, especially the importation of coolies. But let us in our statute use 
language which fitly describes the evil and would prevent, not language which 
strikes at the prerogative with which Government has noright to interfere. It 
it not importation, but immigration; it isnot importation, but the free coming; 
it is not the slave, or the apprentice, or the prostitute, or the leper, or the thief, 
but the laborer at whom this legislation strikes its blow. 

What has happened within thirteen years that the great Republic should strike 
its flag? What change has come over us that we should eat the bravest and 
truest words we ever spoke? From 1858 to 1880 there were added to the popu- 
lation of the country 42,000 Chinese. 


Then on page 1520 of the same volume of the REcoRD the same Sen- 
ator said, after quoting some poetry, of which he is very fond indeed, 
and he always quotes it most admirably: 


Anargument is based on the character of the Chinese. You should take a 
race at its best, and not at its worst, in looking for its possibilities under the 
influence of freedom. ‘The Chinese are in many particulars far superior to our 
own ancestors as they were when they first came forth into the lightof history. 
Our British forefathers, at a time far within the historic period, remained ina 
degradation of superstition and a degradation of barbarism to which China 
never descended. Centuries after the Chinese philosopher had uttered the 
golden rule, and had said, ‘‘I like life and [ like righteousness; if I can not 
keep the two together I will let life go; and choose righteousness," the Druids 
of Britain were offering human sacrifices to pagan deities. We must take a race 
at its best in determining its capacity for freedom, This race can furnish able 
merchants, skillful diplomatists, profound philosophers, faithful servants, in- 
dustrious and docile laborers. An eminent memberof the other House told me 
that he had dealt with Chinese merchants to the amount of hundred; of thou- 
sands, perhaps millions, and that they had never deceived him. _ 

Joaquin Miller, the poet of the Pacific coast, writes a letter giving the result 
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ave many ictters protesting against it as a coarse and cruel ! 


onest-hearted settlers there, and I know that they 
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i ng done? As early as 1854 this cry against + Chinese bega und : ve - ‘ 
e heard along the wharves and about the hotels of San Francisco. It 
from Irish laborers and porters, but the cry was equally loud i 
and the Mexican. In a few years it became more loud, and centered on | Will @ mainta ut ( 
Chinaman, for the Mexican had melted away before us and t] ! 
ted back home. But the cry now « 
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He never ventured to ‘takeup’ aclaim, bi 





from some speculator, who had sold itto him ats 
of the Sierras welcomed them, and side by side they worke« rma 7 —e - <s as 
years; and I am certain that every miner of those days whe has no selfish ends t Mr. STEWART. yllose report was tha 
serve will gladly testify to the honesty, industry, and neighborly good nature Mr. MORGAN. ‘ir. | 
these silent little brown men. These people, at the same time, were te y fMreM 
taxed by the county authorities; butthey alwayscame up promptly, an ee ve a 
a word of complaint paid what wasdemandedofthem. AtCanyon City, ( tj}! those 
County, Oregon, this monthly tax was $ ahead for every Chinar 
to constantly endure wrongs from every drunken ruflian or reckle 1 
who saw fit to impose upon them; yet they were the most peaceful peop \ 
had among us. I sat on the bench as judge of this county for four years, and told a 
will state on the honor of a magistrate that the calendar, both criminal and in the world, if proof nts to ar hing, that the Republican 
civil, showed the names of at least ten white men to one Chinaman, a 
the Chinese population, during the most of this time, outnumbered the wh ‘ ; 
Let me here say that I never, during all my years of intercourse with this aut to Chinese im 
ple as miner or magistrate, saw a single drunken Chinaman I never 
Chinese beggar; I never saw u lazy Chinaman. They are perhaps the st 
lustrious people in the world. It is a part of the Chinaman’s religion that in 
the sweat of his face he shall eat his bread. 

‘Can the United States afford to fear these pati id simple i 
Ww not harm us. They are not strikers, rioters, and burners of cities 
there is something more in this than the selfish question of our owns 
fhe Chinaman who returns home carries something more than our gold t . 
land; he takes with him and disseminates there all the art, civilizatior 
dom, or truth which he found here These are the real missionaries to ¢ 
This bill must not become a law. This bold attempt to make it so ought t 
demn, to everlasting infamy every one of the great names that advocaté 
The little men who stand as ciphers to dignify and add to these 
Congress are not, perhaps, so much to blame. But it is pitiful to s« 
minds prostituted to such selfish aims. They pay a poor compliment to t 
telligence of the people of the Pacific coast if they think they are not perf 
understood. No; the Creator of us [all opened the Golden Gate to the 
wide world, Let no man attempt to shut it in the face of his fellow-ma 
“JOAQUIN MILLI 

























































“NEw YorK, February 23, 1879.”’ 


Further on, on page 1522 of the same volume, speaking of the report 


' 
made by Mr. Morton, then a Senator from Indiana, which has be sapaeehnas 0 is arexsie funder an . 
} : } roain lnese and ¢ VO Tal a com 

somewhat disputed and debated about, as to whether Mr. Morton Mr. MORGAN. 1] ; nd a ars +] 

. ° ° . . . ° : = iT Oi LUN. can only say to the sena t atl Hee 5 
ually intended to sign that report or not, after he had visited the Pa : : ‘ 1 } ‘ ! 1 
.o. ‘ . } 1 common information and common belief of the people ol 5 Ul I 
cific coast at the head of a committee, the Senator from Massachusetts : ; ; er , : eieuet ited 

y 7 . States,though matters tl ire not known, I suppose ery d 
[Mr. HoAR] said: I 


I wish also to read inthis connection what Mr. Morton says as his conclus 
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would be very difficult to find the record that would p 
e same time, I think it has been stated that tl x Co 
originated the combination were under and all t I 

gained through tl 





I suppose Mr. Morton will be taken as pretty high authority in 
Republican Senate— 


i 
‘*That they have injuriously interfered with the white people of Califor r nto California, tl 
have done them a serious injury, may wel doubted. The great fi ‘ 
there is to-day and always has been a scarcity of labor on the Pa ; : : 
There is work for all who are there, both white and Mongolian. and the Stat in this body and 
would undoubtedly develop much more rapidly were there more and che é Mr. STEWAI 
labor. There was much intelligent testimony to the fact that the Chines 1 
their labor opened up large avenues and demand for white labor. The Chi: - ~ ‘ - : ‘ 
performed the lowest kind, while the whites monopolized that of a sup: r Mr. MORGAN. Che Se tor see! Ww C the 
aracter. This was well stated by Mr. Crocker, a very intellige: é pose he inform us. 
argely interested in the Central Pacific and Southern California | I Mr. STEWART I will ¢ —— ‘ of 
answer to a question as to what was the effect of Chinese upon wh un ~<a ye os Saeed ; ae roe : ; : 
Mr. MORGAN. What I know about it th 1 I Ca 
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ifornia on two occasions, looking into the subject, I ni mie that 
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whether it was to deprive white men of employment, or had that effect at 
time, he said: ‘I think that they afford white men labor. I think that th 
presence here affords to white men a more elevated clazs of labor. As I said 
before, if you should drive these seventy-five thousand Chinamen off you w : 
take seventy-five thousand white men from an elevated class of work and put | | nited States, at least, became a sé nt, Iw ( t anD- 
them down to doing this low class of labor that the Chinamen are now d : ject to the power of these Six I 
and instead of elevating you would degrade the white labor to that extent Mr. STEWART. From the begin: 

Then again from the same report: Mr. MORGAN. Fromthe! n yw =2 y ( 

‘For any man to ride through California, from one end of the State to the othe here i 
and see the miles upon miles of uncultivated land, and in the mountains: 
ions of acres of timber, and the foothills waiting for some one to g 
vate them, and then talk about there being too much labor her¢ 
is simply nonsense, in my estimation. There is labor for all, a 
the Chinamen are here gives an opportunity to white men to goi 
this land where they could not cultivate it otherwise. Other eviden , 
that by Chinese labor over 1,000,000 acres of tule lands have been reclaimed tracts with them, but you go to the authorized agent of the S ‘ 
This was work of the hardest and most unhealthy character, requiring them to yanies, and | lects t 
work for a large part of the time in mud and water; but the lands, when or cea, de geallies : ‘ ‘ , 
claimed, were occupied and cultivated by white men, furnishing a great m eo ce ees one S % ee 
homes, and were in fact the richest and most productive in California. The everything about them, sees that they i and clothed, a i 
also chiefly performed the work in constructing irrigating canals for 
purposes, and dams and canals for supplying the mines with wat y i eeht ; a 
a very large extent of country was made exceedingly productive, furnishir of this overseer. He goes to the Six oe oe a anny 
homes and employment for thousands of white men, and by which, also, the | se men have placed totheir credit on the ks of the Six Com- 
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pan the nt of money they are entitled to, the deduction for 
clothing, provisions, ete., received, and if they are dead they are sent 
back home « of the money remaining in the hands of the Six Com- 
panies So itis quite an easy thing for a great railroad or any oth 
great corporation or for a powerful man to obtain the influence of th: 

x Compal 1 procuring just as much Chinese labor as he wv 

{ course an individual laborer—an Irishman, a Ger 

or whatever he may be, it makes no difference how industrious o 
ful—has no chance against a gang of that kind—none whatever. |! 
is but on n and they are multitudinous. They comprise the whole 
body of the Chinese in the country, without a single exception. The: 
are of them under the domination of the Six Companies. What 
chance has an ordinary white laborer to obtain employment and main- | 
tain his fai y in the presence of a combination of that kind? 

There is no race of people on this earth who have such slavish in- | 


i 
stincts in respect of their personal liberty as the Chinese. The negro 
ch more independent manthan the Chinaman. I do not think 
d be possible to organize in the Southern States, with all the 


ion? . 
is a iu 


it woul 


uperstition and peculiarities that the negro population have, and all 
their clannish disposition, any such organization as this. You could 
not organize six companies if they had $5,000,000 of capital each to 
work upon. You could not get such control of the negro population 
as these Six Companies have of the Chinese population in California 
( 
lience itis that whenever an individual laborer is seeking employment 
he is met by an avalanche of competition. He can not possibly stand 
it Chere no chance for the man, and while we declaim against 
{ 


these men for being lawless and for holding their meetings and build- 
ing up their political party to such an extent as that they got hold or 
the constitutional convention of the State of California and put just 
ich provisions in the constitution of that State as they chose, some of 
which were very absurd and very injurious—while we complain of 
rest of the States complain of it, and rightfully, neverthe- 
less these men were resisting as best they knew how this powerful mo- 
nopoly of labor in the hands of the Six Chinese Companies on the Pa- 
he men who have been fighting for them on this side 
of the Rocky Mountains have been, through thick and thin time and 
time again, the Democratic party, and the men they have had to resist 
have been the Republican party, with a few exceptions of the gentle- 
men from the Pacific coast who come here. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Wiil the Senator then answer me one question? 
If that is so, why is it that the records of Congress show that since 
i882 the Democratic House of Representatives has not passed a single 
bill upon the subject, while the Republican Senate has reported and 
passed a very fine bill towards restricting Chinese immigration? Why 
is that so, if the Democratic party is doing all this business? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Since when? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Since 1882. 

Mr. MORGAN. Some laws have been passed here that have been 
vetoed by Presidents because they were supposed to be contrary to the 
spirit of our treaties, and it is very possible that some Democrats may 
lave concluded that an effort in that direction would be unavailing until 
we could get a Lemocratic administration to have this thing put upon 
a proper foundation. 

I think it is very likely they have done so. But justas soon as Mr. 
Cleveland came in he commenced negotiations on this subject with the 
Chinese Government, and they resulted in a treaty of absolute exclu- 
sion. There is no human being who can show a more total and com- 
plete reversal of a public policy than is shown by the treaty which was 
negotiated by the present Administration as compared with the Bur- 
lingame treaty and with the successive treaties that were negotiated 
by Mr. Frelinghuysen. This Democratic Administration has accom- 
plished the first step in that direction, and the last step, by putting 
into the body of the treaty negotiated with China the absolute and per- 
emptory exclusion of these laborers, and yet the Senator from Oregon 
is not satisfied. I do not think the Senator and his party ever can be 
satisfied. 

The newspaper that he quotes from so liberally rejoiced, saying that 
it is afraid there is not going to be any such good luck as to have this 
last treaty, that it will not eventuate so as to keep anybody out. If 
it will not you can not frame an agreement between governments that 
will. We have reached to the bottom of the subject; we have re- 
versed the whole of the Burlingame and Seward treaty, and here we 
stand with this treaty now, and we are prepared to go right along and 
pass this bill even before its ratification; and the Senator knows very 
well that the present Democratic House of Representatives have re- 
ported a bill precisely like the one we have got here, and he knowsalso, 
I suppose, that this subject has been brought to the attention of the 
Department of State—this very bill—and its opinion has been asked 
upon this bill, and I hold the letter before me which I will put in the 
RECORD to show that the Department of State recommend the passage 
of the bill. The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 6, 1888 


My Drar Srr: I received this morning your letter of tho 3d instant in re- 
gard to the Chinese restriction bill, with which you send a copy of the bill, as 


Aveust 7, 





you intend to report it to the Committee on Foreign Relations for their con- 


iteration. 


> 

















I have had the bil cor ared with t bill as agreed on by the Com- 
ee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, and with some slight 
inges the two bills seem to be the same Lhe differences between the two 
bills are as follows: 

1. In section 1 the House bill (H. R. 10605) provides “that from and after the 
date of the excl e of ratifications,’’ et« I bill as prepared by you pro- 

les ‘‘that beginning with the date of the exchange of ratifications.”’ etx The 
difference is purely verbal, as you will see, but I think the formula of the House 

| preferable. 

2. In section 2 you leave out lines 28 to 32 of the House bill, as follows: “No 
collector of customs shall receive from the captain of any vessel any sealed 
certificate a foresaid, or permit the landing of any person on the strength of 
such certificate without the accompanying letter above described.”’ This isa 
question of restriction, as to which the Department entertains no definite opin- 
ion. Itis a question for the consideration of your committee whether or not it 

s wise tohave such a clause inserted, This clause was in the original draught 

| of the bill introduced by Mr. BeLmMonrt in the House. 

3. In section 3, line 2, you have the word “subjects” after the word ‘“ Chi- 
nese.’ The word “subjects” is omitted from the House bill; so that the clause 
reads: “That the provisions of this act shall apply to all Chinese, and persons 
of Chinese descent, whether subjects of China or other foreign power.” But 

} the clause as you have it appears to be a little misleading, and it might be inter- 
preted to mean that the exclusion is limited to subjects of China, and not to 
other Chinese subjects of other countries unless they are “ persons of Chinese 

| descent.”’ 

4. Insection 7 you have an amendment inline 36, in which the word “entry ” 
is used. Ought not this be “‘re-entry?’’ The whole s I 


} 





tion reiates totl re- 


entry of the Chinese laborers into the United States. It is “re-entry’’ in the 


House bill. 

I inclose herewith a copy of the bill reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs [H. R. 10605], which, as you will observe, is precisely like the bill of 
which you were good enongh tosend mea copy, except the four points to which 
I have called your attention. 


Very truly, yours, 


G. L. RIVES. 

Hon. J. N. Dotru, ele. 

It looks to me if there was any chance in the world for the Democ- 
racy of this country to make a record that is respectable, that we have 
rather got a good one in all this. 

On March 2, 1882, Mr. Farley, of California, a Democratic Senator, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] were in controversy 
in a general running debate over the bill that was then pending. M 
Farley said in the conclusion of one of his points: 


r. 


Now I ask the honorable Senator from Massachusetts—I put the question 
broadly and squarely to him—if he would be in favor to-day of permitting the 
Chinese to exercise the elective franchise in this country ? 

Mr. Hoar. The Senator from California will pardon me. I was engaged ac- 
cidentally in conversation. 

Mr. FARLEY. Did the Senator hear my question? 

Mr. Hoar. I did not hear the question. 

Mr. Farry. I read from the report of Senator Morton. Iam sorry the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts was engaged, because I wanted an 
answer to my question. Governor Morton, in his report as chairman of t 
committee appointed to investigate the question, made use of this remark—for 
the benefit of the Senator I will read it again, as it is short: 

*“*But before entering upon the discussion of any other principles, I may 
permitted to observe that, in my judgment, the Chinese can not be protected in 
the Pacific States while remaining in their alien condition. Without represe 
tation in the Legislature or Congress, without a voice in the selection of officers 
and surrounded by fierce and, in many respects, unscrupulous enemies, the law 
will be found insufficient to screen them from persecution. Complete protec- 
tion can be given them only by allowing them to beceme citizens and acquire 
the right of suffrage, when their votes would become important in elections, 
and their persecutions, in great part, converted into kindly solicitation.” 

Such was the language of Senator Morton in that celebrated report from which 
the Senator yesterday quoted. I now put the question to the honorable Sen 
ator: Does he indorse that sentiment expressed by Senator Morton? 

Mr. Hoar. Mr. President, it strikes me that is rather an unusual method o 
conducting debate in this body. 

Mr. Fan.ry. The Senator need not answer the question unless he desires to 
do so. 

Mr. Hoar. I was perfectly aware of that when I rose. It strikes me that it 
is rather an unusual method of conducting debate in this body. Imade certain 
points in regard to this question yesterday, as well as I could, and for the Sen- 
ator who replies to me to undertake to call me to stand before the Senate to 
answer his catechism, to state on certain other questions, on which I did not 
touch, what my opinions are, is rather unusual; but I will answer the Senator's 
question if he will first answer mine. Who are the flerce and unserupulous en- 
emies against whom it has been impossible to protect this race to whom Sena- 
tor Morton referred ? 

Mr. Fariey. A very large portion of the class to whom, I suppose, Senator 
Morton referred were persons who had been driven from employment by the 
influx of this population; persons who were unable to earn a livelihood for 
themselves and their families; persons who had become exasperated over w bat 
they believed to be a trampling upon their rights as common laborers. I sup- 

Senator Morton referred to that class. 

Mr. Hoar. Does not Senator Morton distinctly affirm in his report, is it not 
shown by the tables, that the wages of white laborers had risen, and does he not 
say that the influx of these people into this country was a benefit to the white 
laborer of California and an increase of her wealth? 

Mr. FARLEY. Who said so? 

Mr. Hoar. Did not Senator Morton say so in his report? 

Mr. Farry. I do not know whether he said so or not. 

Mr. Hoar. I believe the Senator will find that he said so there. Now I will 
answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. Farvey., I will try to answer yours, also. 

Mr. Hoar. I do indorse that sentiment. 

Mr. Farry. Then I understand the Senator from Massachnsetts takes the 
ground (and that is one of the reasons I suppose why he opposes this bill) that 
he is in favor of the naturalization of Chinese; that he is in favor of giving to 
them the right of suffrage, permitting them to vote at the polls and to be as other 
persons who are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. Hoar. Will the Senator pardon me for interrupting him? 

Mr. Farury,. Certainly. 

Mr. Hoar. Iamin favor ofadmitting to the privileges of American citizenship, 
under proper limitations in case of foreigners who have been educated in attach- 
ment to other governments, every human being—white, black, red, yellow, cop- 
per-colored, or whatever color nature may have seen fit to use in painting men’s 
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termine how far they can and do adjust themselves to those things near a are most disastrous to the lat ga 4 
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Chinese cigar-makers number eight thousand five hundred. A large quantit | 


of tobacco is brought to California from the East, manufactured into cigars b 
Chinamen in San Francisco, and reshipped east, to the amount of sixteen to 
eighteen million cigars a month, thus directly competing with eastern whit« 
Jabor. The white c:gar-makers of California have suffered more from the curs¢ 
of Chinese labor than any other trade, most of whom, despairing of any im 
provement in the future, have left the State or engaged in other employments 

In view of the foregoing facts, we repeat our appeal to the producers of th 
United States to agitate this question when the bill is introduced in the Senat« 
and thus arouse the public to the danger that is threatening white labor through 
out the Union, Unlessstringent measures are adopted to entirely prohibit emi 
gration we are lost, for the evil, although greatest on the Pacific coast, is work 
ing its way eastward, and all large cities now have their Chinese colony. To 
be forewarned is to be forearmed. The experience of the Pacific coast must be 
heeded as a warning to the eastern peopie to crush the evil before it is too late 
By united effort success is assured. Our cause is just, and should prevail.” 


We have very distinguished gentlemen here who took a different 
view of the question; leaders of the Republican party and eminent in 
its councils, occupying its highest positions; among others the honor 
able President of the Senate. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS ]} 
had a proposition to reduce the time for the exclusion of the Chinese 
from twenty to ten years. Mr. MILLER, of California, said: 


I find it will be impossible to get a vote this afternoon. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones} desires to speak on Monday, so the Senator from Kansas 
need not restrict himself at all. 


Whereupon the Senator from Kansas proceeded to say: 


Mr. INGALLS, I will then, Mr. President, briefly and more in the nature of a 
statement, without argument or giving special reasons, suggest two or thre« 
amendments that I think good faith toward the Government of China requires 
to be incorporated in this bill. 

it will be observed, by the language of the article I have read, that this pro- 
hibition shall not be absolute, and that it shall be reasonable, and the first point 
to which I desire to call attention is one suggested by the Senator from Delaware 
{[Mr. SauLspury,] and that is the period prescribed within which this prohib 
tion shall be operative, namely, twenty yearsafter the promulgation of this legis- 
lation, Ishall move toamend the bill in that particular by striking out the word 
“twenty” and inserting ‘‘ten,”’ and for two or three reasons. 

In the first place, it is apparent to my mind that this legislation is invoked 
under the influence of overmastering passions. Whether justly or unjustly, 
public opinion upon the Pacific Slope, by importunate and inflammatory ap 
seals, has been wrought to that heat of passion that we are not at this time, I 
xclieve, capable of taking an entirely unbiased and unprejudiced view of what 
the social and economical requirements of the country in regard to this question 
are. The period of ten years will allow a suflicient time to elapse in which th« 
passions of men will subside. It will allow another census to be taken under 
which we shall be able to contrast the statistics of labor and of production under 
the condition of things as it now exists and that which will obtain when Chines« 
immigration has been prohibited; and beside this it will, in my judgment, com- 
port more absolutely with that fair dealing which we are under obligation to 
observe toward the Government of China, in declaring that this prohibition 
shall not be absolute. The insertion of the period of twenty years appears to 
me to be an infraction of the reement in the first article of this treaty that the 
suspension shall not be absolute. I shall therefore hope that the Senate will 
agree to the modification suggested by the reduction of the period named fron 
twenty years to ten, 


Again, on page 1712 of the same volume, the Senator from Kansas 
farther, in support of his amendment, made the following remarks: 


Mr. President, in support of the amendment that I have offered, it is only 
necessary that I should call the attention of the Senate to the language of the 
fourth article of the treaty: 

“The high contracting powers having agreed upon the foregoing articles, 
whenever the Government of the United States shall adopt legislative measures 
in accordance therewith, such measures will be communicated to the Govern- 
ment of China,”’ 

If those words mean anything, if they have any significance whatever, the 
meaning is that whatever legislation we enact, before itshall become operative 
shall be communicated to the Government of China for the purpose of receiv- 
ing, so far as it may. the approbation of that government, because the section 
proceeds further to say: 

“Ifthe measures as enacted are found to work hardships upon the subjects of 
China the Chinese minister at Washington may bring the matter to the notice 
of the Secretary of State of the United States, who will consider the subject with 
him; and the Chinese foreign officé may also bring the matter to the notice of 
the United States minister at Pekin and consider the subject with him, to the 
end that mutual and unqualified benefit may result.” 

Mr. President, in the interest of good faith to the Government of China, which 
has made in the Burlingame treaty and in the treaty of 1868 concessions that 
were never made to any other people, I ask that this amendment may receive 
the sanction of the Senate, because unless these odious provisions are in some 
way modified it will be impossible for me under the declarations that I have 
previously made to support this bill. I believe there are others who feel the 
same as I do myself, and I believe that those who favor this bill, those who be- 
lieve that the interests of the Pacific States require the passage of the bill, will 
promote the success of this measure by agreeing to such modifications as will 
adapt it to those who believe that public faith requires some essential modifica- 
tion 


Now, Mr. President, I shall read from a Senator to whom we always 
listen with great pleasure and great instruction, the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES], who seems to have imbibed the Massa- 
chusetts idea on this subject, that the best thing you could do for a 
Chinaman was to infuse Christ'anity into him, and the best thing you 
could do for the Massachusetts people in connection with the Chinaman 
was to cheapen his labor, so if you made a Christian of him and got 
his labor cheap he filled the bill exactly. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWEs] said: 

Mr. President, I am aware that the friends of this measure are impatient for 
a vote, and that in their opinion the debate is exhausted. I can not therefore 
expect, however courteous they may be, to receive a very attentive hearing 
from them; but, sir, belie. ing that in nothing are the friends of this measure 
more mistaken than in the belief that they have exhausted and ended the de- 
bate upon the questions which they have raised by this measure, however little 
linay be able to contribute to that debate, lam compelled by a sense of duty 
to utter what [ may, as briefly as under the circumstances it is poSsible for me, 
ju protest against this measure, 
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There is some advantage as well as disadvantage in looking at the subject- 
matter of this debate ata distance. If one does not feel so keenly the evils out 
if which this legislation has sprung, and fails to be affected by the prejudice and 
passion and feeling that control those more closely in contact with it, neverthe- 
less a clearer vision of the character of the proposed remedy and a calmer judg- 
ment upon its nature and its consequences are Some compensation to those who 
ook at it from a distance. 

Mr. President, it is confessed upon the record here by supporters of this leg- 
islation that it “isinvoked under the influence of overmastering passions. 
Whether justly or unjustly, publie opinion upon the Pacific Slope, by impor- 
tunate and inflammatory appeals, has been wrought to that heat of passion that 
we are not at this time,” in the opinion of such supporters, *‘ capable of taking 
an entirely unbiased and unprejudiced view of what the social and economical 
ements of the country in regard to this question are.” 

If this confession of supporters of the measure itself were not furnished us in 
debate here as the lesson, what we have witnessed this morning, sent here over 
the wires from California and Nevada, and Oregon I believe, furnishes ample 
proof of the statement, There can be no doubt that what the supporters of the 
bill eail a white heat pervades that people; whether, as is said, rightly or 
wrongly, its existence can not be ignored and its effect upon our deliberations 
can not be disregarded, What should it teach us? Hasty, unquestioned ac- 
quiescence in demands made under the impulse of overmastering passion, or 
calm, considerate delay, not diminished, if not increased, as one sees that all 
reason or judgment upon existing facts in the locality that invokes this legisla- 
tion atour hands is swallowed upina blind and furious darkening passion? And 
yet what are we told by such supporters of this measure is this lesson, on the 
other hand, to be taught us as a duty here in this Senate Chamber from the 
voice that comes up from out of the heat of an overmastering passion ? 

Such supporters tell us that they are not disposed at this time ‘‘to dwell upon 
what seem ” to their minds to be “the economical and what may be called the 
sentimental objections to this legislation.”’ They tell you, sir, when making 
the very confession to which I have called your attention, that their “ instincts 
revolt at it,’ and that they would “as soon think of destroying all the mules or 
all the domestic animals in the country, or of destroying all the engines and 
labor-saving machinery in the country, as to either expel or repel a class of do- 
cile, patient, obedient, frugal, and industrious laborers, whether skilled or un- 
skilled.”’ 

Mr. MiILuer, of California. Will the Senator allow me to ask whom he is quo- 
ting from? 

Mr. Dawes. Quoting from a Senator here in his seat, declaring that he would 
vote for this measure. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. What Senator was it? 

Mr. Dawes. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGAuus]. The same Senator 
further instructs us as to our duty out of this measure and out of the circum- 
stances under which it comes into existence here before this body. 

“But,” says he, ‘* I pass that, because’’— 

Hear this! 

‘**because conceding to other localities the same rights that I demand for my 
own, and resting upon the maxims and dogmas of local self-government and 
home rule, Iam prepared to say that the communities upen the Pacific coast— 

“Whom I have described as at this moment under an overmastering pas- 
sion ’’— 

‘have a right to judge for themselves as to the propriety in an economical sense 
of this immigration, and when they have spoken through their authorized repre- 
sentatives, with their declaration I shall be content.” 

The only condition upon which such supporters of this legislation have de- 
clared that their support shall be given to it, from which their very instincts 
revolt, is that they shall not be required to stand it over ten years. 

Mr. Teter. I would ask the Senator by what authority he says that no one 
supports the bill except upon that theory? Did he not hear me distinctly an- 
nounce that I did not support it upon any such theory ? 

Mr. Dawes. I have notforgotten the ground the Senator from Colorado took, 
but I should like to inquire of the Senator what he put that question to me for, 

Mr. Te_ier. I put it because the Senator has made the assertion to go to the 
country that nobody supports this bill in this Senate except because the people 
of California want it. That I understand to be his position. 

Mr. Dawes. I regret exceedingly that the Senator did so understand me, be- 
cause I did not say so. I said the only condition that such supporters of this 
measure demanded was that they were not required to endure that at which 
their very instincts revolted longer than ten years. I am aware that the Sena- 
tor from Colorado put his support of this bill upon an entirely different and it 
seems to me quiteas indefegsible a ground, which I hope that I may not forget 
before I get through. 

Mr, TELLER. I hope not. 

Mr. Dawes. So, sir, the voice of these States thus expressed is our command, 
The basis, the ground for this legislation is stated in the bill itself. Those who 
framed it have chosen in their frankness, for which I commend them, to tell 
the world what necessity there is for it; and it is in these brief words: 

‘** Whereas in the opinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
of Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain locali- 
ties within the territory thereof: Therefore, 

** Be it enacted, etc.”’ 

“In the opinion of the Government of the United States.” We are told by 
Senators that instead of taking their own instincts as their guide to their duty 
here as Senators of the United States they are to take an expression of it from 
a locality controlled by an overmastering passion. My friend on my right [Mr. 
Jones, of Nevada] inquires how I know it is a fact. The Senator did not hear 
me read the cenfessiou of supporters of this bill, to which I would add and did 
add the evidence which Senators have themselves produced here this morning 
of a legal holiday enacted on the Pacific coast for the purpose of gathering to- 
gether whatever could be put into the form of a testimony here, and tele- 
graphed to the Senate of the United States as instructions to them upon their 
duty. 

Mr. President, the whole basis of this legislation is that the coming of Chinese 
laborers to this country endangers good order in certain localities. It is not 
that Chinese laborers are here; that Chinese laborers are working evil in the 
midst of any locality in these United States; it is not that any evil has grown 
out of their coming here in the past, for all who have come here, by express 
provision of this bill, up to the time it shall take effect are to remain here un- 
molested, to work out such effect upon our institutions, social and political, as 
they may, undisturbed; but it is the coming of Chinese laborers here that en- 
dangers good order. No one has told us how the coming of Chinese laborers 
here endangers good order; nor does any one tell us whether they endanger 
good order by being themselves the disturbers of order, or whether they endan- 
ger good order merely by being the temptation to some sand-lot irrepressible 
to cast a stone at inoffensive and docile human beings. 

That is notexplained, I have never known produced here as evidence of the 
disturbance of good order in any of these communities that any of these docile 
laborers have ever assaulted any one or committed a breach of the peace against 
any individual; but I have heard everywhere that they have been the occasion 
of other people committing breaches of the peace and disturbing good order, 
and it is on that account thatthey must be removed, upon the principle that the 





justice fined Mr. Jones forgetting Mr. Smith so mad in court that Mr. Smith jue 
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Further along in the debate the Senat from Massachusett M 
r we have 
DAWES] said : 1 
We have promised f ke to legislate we will legisla ‘ t 
reasonable tation of the nner ¢ . 5 . ‘ 
absolutely prohibi und we say in the | 
travening the spirit of the old treaty ‘ t bre i ‘ 
“treaty was that it declared in so many Ww , ut ' \ 
limit, and not only should come without | ed é ” os i 
the enjoyment of every right that ALC OM ‘ 
of protection unde the laws and the s ilways | ed upv 1 
Mr. SLATER I should like to callthe Mr. BECK [ ; ‘ 
to the fact that the limitation in the I y sa ert a j ? 
enjoy in the United States all those 1 i Vir. MORG \ 
tions inr spect to travel and residence + ind I think 3 ave D> ‘ 
and they are found in no other treaty il am. 4 1} ) 3 
Mr. Dawes. That, I think,includes about all thata man could desire, short woe. eres . 
litical privileges andrights. Heshall be protected in his home, in bis residence ponged out the buriinga tre V 
which shall be his castle, and in going to and fro whenever he listeth t g feetation « 1 de eto Ch ‘ t ‘ t 
out the United States. - But the Senator will go along with mea little furthe ‘ ry ' ; ai ta ‘ is 
We have told them, we have solemnly covenanted, as I said, that while we Regnier = ave Spo = , 
put reasonable limitations and regulations upon immigr on, we will not al country a white man can afford to live \ Lda 
solutely prohibit it. In this bill we do notabsolutely prohibit, fortwenty years the competition of some mi i blear-eyed ! 
any Chinese labor from coming; we only declare that if he does come he sha , i ae } ae an) Milne +14 ‘ 
7 : : ' ; pagan Chinaman Che Senator from Maryland 
go to the penitentiary. That isall. We donot absolutely prohibit,from and | ! ie 7 
after this bill takes effect,a Chinese laborer coming to the United States; we | me a report of the late Senato! Mor ) views 
only declare that if he does come he shall go tothe penitentiary. That ‘ Morton,’’ published as Miscellaneous | 
I knew a man once who told his son, ‘‘ I do not absolutely prohibit you ‘| Porty-fourth Cor ess. second sessior Reterre to the ¢ 
going to the circus to-day, but I tell you that if you do I will horsewhip y Serre See oe iin . 7 a ai rs 
Thatisall. That is the legislation in the spirit of the Burlingame treaty N tr orelgn Relations and ordered to be printed, to a mpa 
we will not absolutely prohibit you, but if one of you puts his foot upon thes port No. 689. second sess 1 Forty-fourth Congress I 
of free America, though innocent of guile as a saint, with purpose as praise , 4 " - 5 se, aaah | aa 
worthy as ever actuated an immigrant to these shore, though you come with a | ® HOte Says uae Wm Nowene nae Serer Rem , 
sincere desire to identify yourself with our institutions and obey our laws and | dicated below Section A is missing What | l out to 
make a home for yourself and for your children, if you undertake to do it with | eyrs in section B, on page 4. Mr. Morton said 
the labor of your own hands, you shall find yourself in the penitentiary 5 : 
That is the spirit of the Burlingame treaty! And that, these gentlem« a) ut before entering up the scussion of a 
is, whether it be of the Burlingame treaty or not, the spirit and the letter ne | pe tted to observe that, in my igment, the ¢ 
law we are called upon this day to record our votes in favor of. I do not wor the Pacific States while remaining the ub ie 
der the Senator from Kansas said that his very instincts revolted from it I | ta I egislature or ¢ ess, W ita 
only wonder that he could find it consistent with his duty afterward to say that nds ed by fierce, an respects 3 s 
he would be willing to take it if he were not required to endure it longer than vill be found insufficient to screen them from persecu 
ten years. t ican be given them only by allowing therm ¢ 
Sir, one thing more. It is ‘Chinese laborers”’ that disturb the good order of | the right of suffrage, when their votes would he 
certain localities in the United States. It is not Chinese per se If a Chinaman nd their persecutions, in great part, converted - 
willcome here and only pledge himself to be idle, if he come here clothed Acain. on page 5. in section C. he said 
** purple and fine linen,” if he brings with him an army of adherents, he may —_—" eS ’ 
travel throughout the length and breadth of the land; if he will agree to keep In the const tion of railroads a 
a gambling shop, though it be under the very shadow of the sanctuary, t] } nese have been the greatest ser ¢ 
he and his followers darken the sun with the rabble that come and « py | the labor ‘ st shed ge . 
their dens where they smoke in idleness their opium and play cards and ¢ that withor se la they r . 
ble and toss up upon the venture of the die, though they bring vile wo , | the compar id been compelled to re . 
with them, provided they do not work for a living, they may come so difficult to proc ae oe 1 so costly that the ‘Ss 
Yes, asis suggested by my colleague, they can even join the bands of saints | and, in fact, would not have been fertane \8 
in California that throw stones at Chinese laborers, saying, *‘ None of thi » | Works they we entirely ADIC;, W 1 
ul procul este profani; get behind me, ye hordes of Satan: let the y not given to st ces, and 1 ind 
people of Massachusetts and Rhode Island and the other States of this | 1 | price of labor 
enjoy the elevating influence and pious association of all other Chi t I read again on page &, After a discussion ¢ the Bu 


do not jet them be contaminated by one who is vile enough to earn his living } : Vv } ; j 
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by labor!” Articles V, VI, and VII, Mr. Morton proceeded t Ly 
















































Phat is this bill. Is there not as much danger to society, to social and 1 In the foregoing articles we find a strong recognit 
eal institutions in this land, from the arrival of an idle, worthless, dissipatea slienable right of an to cl ge his ea 4 c 
Mongolian, as there is from the humble, docile laborer who earns his daily subjects, visiting or residing e I ted S s, sha aes 
bread by the sweat of his brow and uses those earnings for what h« nsu ~ eves, immunities de } sas 1 ‘ ¢ 
and what he wears? ects of the st fa it W trea va i 
rr . . ‘ . > ati } . ' ( a it was re arded by the w r i Las a grand i 4 
he Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] on the &th of March, centre Aico ytto * anh hie. tu ' m 
1882, came very near quitting the Republican party on account of this | received an extraordinary ovation as a efact 
measure, Iam sorry tosay. He said | cured to Americans the prote¢ of the ¢ eG 4 
Kj : | e there trade 1 return f ‘ 1 he ad ¢ antic 
Iam told that Iam committed to the passage of this bill tion e | the Chinese in the I i States d for x 8 ‘ 
Republican party to which I belong. I do not so understa I v on of what many called the "g A 
how others may regard it [ speak here to-day for myse t I ina able rig of man change 3 | < i ‘ é 
publican party; but I donot understand that the Republican party is i | nition of this doctrine by the governm«s - Europe w i 
to any such bill as this gotiations er since 
. ° " ‘ ‘ 4 
He understands it now, of course, from its present platform. Thet 
. . . . rm ‘ “a 
is nodifficulty about it now; that is allsquared up. They have 1 { out against us, 
such a tremendous marchsince the Burlingame treaty that they have In section H of this report 
got clear around to the antipodes; they have circumnavigated th: ' ; a , ' P 
: , J I e% r e esta s i ‘ . ‘ 
globe on this question. other. They all come asf en a ‘ 
Mr. PLATT. If the Republican party does right now, it is h ly iny cases they oases 
fair to taunt it with previous delinquencies. ne eee ee er eee ae ba : 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAT1 Lid yn their arriva e mé 4 e or the Six 1 
further: San Francisco, for w 1 they pay an t . ) 
I do not understand thatthe Republican party, which has a glorious r« l Sens Rea S oe : ; 
of having stood allthese long years forthe natural rights of man, having ij? ¢ _ age nie —_ 
itself on the Declaration of Independence, andthe principles there ¢ i sted i they ene : . 
as upon an immovable rock, and said that they should become the guiding s t PEEEANS WEN * a , 
of this Republic, has ever committed itself to any proposition that no: i The re rio } r } ‘ t 
come to this country to labor unless he is white. This is what the Re] an : . . ; 
ot ey : 7 _ they | be pretty ( xt 
party at its convention said : om ’ : . 
‘Since the authority to regulate immigration and intercourse betw t They frequently work tog 
United States and foreign nations rests with the Congress of the United States vho kee Lu 4 
and the treaty-making power, the Republican party, regarding the unres Li « nese w e or 
immigration of the Chinese asa matter of grave concernment, under the ex t arly ‘ 
cise of both these powers, would limit and restrict that immig 1 | ie Ave cor ‘ I 
enactment of such just, humane, and reasonable laws and treaties as w and dispos I 
duce that result.” ‘ nese ‘ € 
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of the structure upon which the Burlingame treaty was formed But Mr. BECK I ask I I \la t 
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casions when they find there is anything to be made by it. they have | migration in 187: 


hi 









































724) C1OyNTG 174 NAT I 
beDU LLNS IVNAL 
™ ' 
' 4 LW } 
\ i i 1 Kentucky 
M } , 1 , i 1 i count t in h 
| y 1 Je ] caers, the d 1ed 
‘ . ‘ > } 
ia ‘ ‘ . ra ‘ dich ‘ 
t the Chinese question In the re t of t 
( a eli ration d on of the Fort 
i ) i ] tt ( l re tb i r 
Mr. } , repre ti { i ity of San F1 
and « the 1 t Vi ! ng t 
{ ‘ ’ Aa l 
I 
4 ( ‘ ‘ ; 
! 
' t { 
j j r th n it that tu 
of thos 1 who were advocates of American { 

M AW] It shows it pertectly clearly. 

M CK Perfectly clear! I can understand why t 
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\ he proceed¢ 1 to submi the ¢ servations, and t] | 
el tro observations, upon the section 16 which was pro | 

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall ad- | 
mit Ch to citizenship; and all | 3 i lict with th i 
I repealed I Senator from C ut [Mr LEY | | 
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Ir. Pr lent I rose t night it wa ith the purpose of s l g | 
nm ve wr upon the oints speci y beforeus. Iconfess 1 regr now 
that | did not se r entertain a purpose to speak upon the bill, that I might 
putin d sh my serious objections to its general character. 1 hall 
not dé n t} - e long, for I know that members are anxious to disp¢ of 
the « tion it is one of such importance that I feel that Iam nota 
guilty of 8s wrong in insisting upon deliberate consideration. 

J admit the doctr that has been forth here, that a nation is in som 
sense a fa >is aright d duty of national self-protection. I 
thir ea . ly denies i No dispute arises upon such a pro- 

I tion until we « 1e to the extent of that principle and the details of proposi- 
tions 

A nat } a right to exe » paupers sentin uponit. That is not a volun- 
tary imn on; itis an us one. It has a right, of course, to exclude 
insar and idiotic persons f samereason. It has aright to exclude crimi- 
nais, for they are sent here to our injury, and in order to relieve other nations 
from their ow ust burdens 

Ifthe British Gove ment, instead of resolutely setting about the suppression 
of thu m, had offered a free passage to thugs to come here and settle with us, 
with ir re ) teaching the duty of murder, of course we should have had 
a righ iat kind of immigration, and we should have been quite jus- 
tified i as offensive action on the part of Great Britain. So ina state 
of war or pr ect of war—that justifies the exercise of extraordinary powers; 
inte rma silent leyes. Laws national or international are set aside if we can 
defend ourselves, and any class of people may be excluded or any foreigners 





? to depart, the measure of the exercise of the power being only 
the degree of the necessity of self-protection. 

r fortimesof peace. We are legislating professedly upon 
t exceptional principles that are to be justified by our 
Constitution, by the spirit of our laws, the national spirit, character, and policy 
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that we have freely and boastfully set forth to the whole world for a century 
wW 1 have 1 the admiration and the pride of all generous souls; which 
are bring »°o vores this very year nearlya million of peop! and which 
are very sensibly modifying the political aspirations and possibilities of all Eu- 
roy in this matter we are to make a chang: 





After some ¢ Noguial debate between Mr. Miller and Mr. HAWLEY, 






































the latter proceeded to say 
all there is of the preambk 
Whereas in t pinion of the Government of the United States the coming 
< { ne horers 

Ch > proposed law says. They might be the mes- 
Bel) messengers of a new gospel better than ours. They had 
ome len rule long before our Christian peoples knew any 
thing of it, or b re there were Christian peoples. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘ho says that ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I 
am reading from him 

rh n, Lany, might be bringing a new gospel here. 

‘Whereas in the opinion of the Government ofthe Unite tates the coming 
of ¢ 3 iborers to this country endangers the good order of certain local 
ties within the territory thereof. 

! is tl ole preamble. It is not pretended therein that they could ex 
‘ i s over the whole country, to poison our people against our 
it ons beliefs, to damage us politically, socially, or commercially, as 
a nat ta t that tl oming endangers the good order of certain locali- 
tic t ist sus implication Mhat if the Chinaman comes our cili 
zens may 1 that they may raise tumults, trample upon law, that per 
haps vy may | him, or perhaps they may forcibly expel him, or they may 
so h him about with fear that he would rush down in despair to the sea- 
cocoa nd beg to be transported home. That isthe implication of the preamble 
His 1ing he + going to make us so angry, so fierce that we will raise up in 
rebellion i trample upon our own laws and wrong this man who is not 
charged with any dang se whatever 

I do not enter upon the argument at this proposed law is in vio 
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lation of the treaty just made, and yet 1 consider it tobe so. My colleague | Mz 
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a zens of the United States visiting or resi 1 China shall enjoy the 





same privileges, immunities, or exemptions in re 
may there be enjoyed by the citizens most favored natior 
And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall 
enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel « 
residence as may there be enjoyed by the citi the most favored 
nat , 

lo gain these things the c 
them; and the civilized wor 

Singularly enough, I 3 
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fifteenth amendment, adopted March 30, 1870, de that no person should 
be forbidden to v« by reason of race, color, or previous condition of serv 
il . 

Our zealous and radical republicanism is fading. Our apostl ‘ 
erous | sanity is to be abdicated. It was before the war thata ! f setts a 
man declared the Declaration “ glittering generalities.”’ He died,sir. Idon . 
remember when he was buried; he died the dax*he said that 

It is seventeen years after a great war for union and liberty and the freeing 
of four million slaves, fourteen years after the assertion of national citizenship 
and some twelve years aftera declaration that no man shall be forbidden to vot 
by reason of race, color, etc,, that we are asked to deny to the Chinaman th 
right he was bombarded into accepting; and upon thatsok ct of legislation e 
we put only the words I have read, saying that his coming laborer is da: 
gerous to good order here. 

Now, on page 1748 of the same volume of the REcorpD will be found 

. . . ‘ 1: ar alana ; 

some remarks of the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who I suppose will be recognized as a Republican leader, although h« 
seems to lead better for somebody else than he does for himself some 
times, but he certainly leads. He said: 

t does seem to me that this bill might have been limited, restrained in su 
terms that it might have prevented the threatened hout seeming to ? 
violate a treaty and to go in hot haste ina new po is foreign to the 
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general habits of our people and of 
still vote for the amendments that have I 
words of this bill. I think a suspension of twer 
spirit of the treaty, as we gather it from the corres; 
table. The treaty itself expressly provides 
‘Whenever, in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the coming 
of Chinese lal to the United States, or their residence therein, affects or 


threatens to affect the interests of that country, or toendanger the good order of 


our country. 
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yn our 


orers 


the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, the Government of 
China agrees that the Government of the United States may regulate, limit, or 
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amalgamation with any of the inferior racesthat God hasmade. These 
wo | lish-speaking nations, which were created to lead this earth, 
and the people who speak English on this globe to-day have more 
power than all the remainder of the world put together; and yet in 


point of numbers they are comparatively few. 
English-speaking people, their power to lead, to control, to command, 
to occupy, to possess, is supreme over the remainder of mankind. And 
even those who are kindred to us in blood, but do not belorfy exactly 
to the woof and warp of the English fabric, have to take the second 
place in this world’s work; and they will have to keep it (that is all 
there is about it) until we voluntarily dispossess ourselves of it. 

Having the pride of that blood in my veins, I can not be blamed if 
I desire to keep 1t pure. And if there is any one thing for which the 
people of the United States ought to be thankful to their women above 
all else, it is for that pure and exquisite virtue that contends for the 
purity of the blood that flows in their veins and always will. We men, 
Mr. President, give way, but in the sanctuary of a woman’s heart is 
preserved the sense of responsibility to God and to posterity, which has 
been the nurturing element of proud strength, and will be the eclipsing 
glory of this people for ages and ages to come. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that there 
should have been anything said in this Chamber of a partisan character 
with regard to this matter. 

I am familiar with the history of this question, and the facts of his- 
tory do not warrant a partisan attack on the Republican party. But 
in view of what has been said I must be pardoned for telling some- 
thing of the history of the Chinese in this country. 

When they first came to California they were a curiosity. They were 
a strange people. They engaged in mining in the ravines and gulches 
which had been previously worked over by the whites, and lived in 
communities by themselves. They did not enter into the economy of 
the country, and very little attention was paid tothem. Labor was then 
scarce. The American people that were there at that time performed 
their own labor in the mines, and the Chinese were not regarded by 
the people generally as an evil, because there was room enough for 
all, Some discussion, however, occasionally occurred as to evils that 
might result from large numbers of Chinese who might come to this 
country, and the State imposed a foreign miners’ tax, which was col- 
lected only from the Chinese. Many leading Democrats from the South 
in early days in California regarded the Chinese as a good substitute 
for slaves, and advocated their importation by the State to be used in the 
reclamation of the swamp lands of the State and in the production of 
rice upon such lands. This suggestion was opposed by the Free-Soil 
element in both political parties, and soon abandoned. The feeling of 
the Democratic party and of the people generally on the Chinese ques- 
tion in early times is illustrated by the following proceedings of the 
State senate of California in 1853, at a time when that body was over- 
whelmingly Democratic, taken from the senate journal: 

Mr. Hager moved a reconsideration of the vote rejecting the resolution rec- 
ommending to the President of the United States some suitable person, from 
this State, for the office of commissioner to China; which was agreed to. 

Mr. Hager moved to amend by striking out all after the word ‘ China,”’ in the 
first resolution; which was agreed to. 

And the resolution, as amended, read as follows: 

‘Whereas California is nearer to the empire of China than any other State 
of the Union, and many thousands of Chinese are now residing in California, 
and intermingled with our people in all theiremployments; and 

Whereas a valuable and increasing commerce already exists between Cali- 
fornia and China, which may hereafter bring a great accession to the wealth of 
the whole American Union through the ports of California and open the way 
to a free intercourse with the secluded nations of Asia: Therefore, 


** Resolved, That, in our opinion, the public interest would be promoted by the 
appointment of a citizen of California to the office of ‘commissioner to China.’ 


But the genius of the 
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| ized. 
| Impropriety of Chinese naturalization. 


* Resolved, That the president of the senate be instructed to forward a copy of | 


” 


the above preamble and resolution to the President of the United States. 
Mr. Sprague moved to amend by adding after the word *‘ China,’’ the words 
“Sandwich Islands, Australia, and the South American Republics.” 


AUGUST 


Free-Soil Whigs and Free-Soil Democrats in California generally r 
gretted the presence of Chinese on the Pacific coast, fearing that they 
would form the basis of a new system of slavery, but, labor being 
scarce, they were not regarded as an inconvenience at the time. They 
deprived no white people of employment. This condition of things 
remained substantially the same until Mr. Burlingame went to China 
and made a treaty. True, observant men saw at this time that there 
might be trouble, but public opinion was not then aroused 
Chinese immigration. Its evils then were not understood even by the 
people of the Pacific coast. 

The Burlingame treaty came to the Senate of the United States for 
ratification, of which I was at the time a member, and Mr. Conness was 
then a Republican Senator from California. The terms of the treaty, 
as we construed it, implied the right of the Chinese to become natural- 
The Republican Senators from the Pacific coast recognized the 
Mr. Conness, to avoid this evil, 
offered an amendment to the treaty prohibiting the naturalization of 
Chinese. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
to adjourn ? 

Mr. STEWART. 
go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoM in the chair). 
ator from Nevada has the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I call the particular attention of Senators to the 
amendment that was proposed by Senator Conness to the treaty and 
adopted in executive session, as the journals of the executive session, 
which are now published, will show. 

The following appears on page 355 of volume 16 of the Executive 
Journal of the Senate: 


e- 


against 


Will the Senator from Nevada yield to a motion 


I am anxious to dispose of this bill and prefer to 


The Sen- 


On motion, by Mr. Conness, to amend the treaty by inserting at the end of 
Article VI the following words, namely: ‘‘ But nothing herein contained shall be 
he!d to confer naturalization upon the citizens of the United States in China, 
nor upon the subjects of China in the United States,” 

It was determined in the affirmative. 

If this amendment, proposed by a Republican Senator, had not been 
adopted, the Chinese question would be to-day one of the most momen- 
tous questions ever presented to the American people. No Democrat pro- 
posed to amend the treaty, but all were willing to accept it as negotiated 
by Mr. Burlingame. The treaty as amended was unanimously adopted. 
It is too late for the Democratic party to complain of its provisions after 
its representatives in the Senate accepted it without one word of objec- 
tion. The only thing that was done in regard to it to protect the peo- 
ple of this country from the naturalization of Chinese was a movement 
on the part of the Republican Senators and adopted in a Republican 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Were the yeas and nays called? 

Mr. STEWART. No, but the record shows that the vote was unan- 
imous. The record says that the treaty was unanimously passed. 

This was in July, 1868. And at this time it will be remembered the 
question of dealing with the colored man was under consideration. ‘The 
Republican party had determined to confer suffrage upon the colored 


man. They saw no other way to place in his hands the means of self- 
protection. They were in favor of extending equal rights to all men, 


and they did not then understand, nor did the Democratic party under- 
stand, the Chinese question, for it was not even understood on the Ia- 
cifie coast. 

To show that it was not understood upon the Pacific coast I beg to call 
the particular attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
and his Democratic associates to what occurred just before the ratifica- 
tion of the Burlingame treaty. The Chinese embassy who negotiated 


| the treaty in Washington and secured its ratification, while in San 


4 | 
On which the yeas and nays were demanded by Messrs, Sprague, Hubbs, and 


Lyons, with the following result: 

Yeas— Messrs. Lott, Lyons, Sprague, Walkup—4. 

Navs—Messrs. Baird, Coffroth, Denver, Gruwell, Hager, Hubbs, Hudspeth, 
Keene, McKibben, Ralston, Roach, Smith, Wade, Wombough—14, 

So the amendment was lost. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of the resolution, and the yeas 
and nays were demanded by Messrs. Sprague Hubbs, and Lyons, with the fol- 
lowing result: 

Yeas— Messrs. Baird, Coffroth, Denver, De la Guerra, Gruwell, Hager, Hubbs, 
Hudspeth, Keene, Lott, Lyons, McKibben, Roach, Smith, Wade, Wombough— 
16 

Nays—Messrs. Ralston, Sprague, Walkup—3. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

(See journal California senate, fourth session, 1853, pages 88 and 89.) 

I was a resident of California at this time and personally acquainted 
with every member of the senate, and my recollection is that all those 
who voted for the resolution above mentioned were Democrats and 
those voting against it were Whigs. Judge J. S. Hager, who moved 
the reconsideration of the vote rejecting the resolution, is a Democrat 
and the present collector of the port of San Francisco, and was formerly 
a Senator of the United States from California. No man now is @ more 
zealous opponent of Chinese immigration than Judge Hager, and he 
was one of the first who discovered the Chinese evil, and his consistency 
in opposition to it can not be questioned. The above quotation is not 
made in disparagement of Judge Hager, but simply for the purpose of 
showing the change of sentiment. 


Francisco, on their way to Washington, were given a grand banquet at 
the Lick House, in the former city, in April, 1868, at which the Demo- 
cratic governor of the State presided. A large number of other distin- 
guished men were present—Democrats and Republicans alike—includ- 
ing ex-Senator Hager, who is now collector of the port at San Francisco, 
General W. S. Rosecrans, ex-Representative in Congress and now Reg- 
ister of the Treasury, Frank McCoppin, then mayor of San Francisco 
and now the commissioner of the United States at the Melbourne Ex- 
position, the late ex-Senator John F. Miller, and F. F. Low, ex-Repub- 
liean governor of California and ex-minister to China. I will incorpo- 
rate in my remarks a communication which recently appeared in the 
Argonaut, a weekly journal of San Francisco, in which a partial list is 
given of the persons who attended that banquet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire that the pa- 
per be read ? 

Mr. STEWART. It isnotnecessary toreadit. It gives the history 
of a grand banquet in which Republicans and Democrats alike partici- 
pated. It happened that the most distinguished men there were Dem- 
ocrats, because the administration of the State government at the time 
was Democratic. Among all the speeches at that banquet there was 
nosuggestion that Chinese immigration was to become an evil. They 


| did not realize the dangers involved in the Chinese yuestion, although 


| 


| the Chinese had been among them for nearly twenty years, and in view 


of this it seems uncharitable to complain of the people of the East for 
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of that banquet rhe very highest of our respected ety 
Now this on w that, in thosed s i ~ 
tched to the e Government, that the Chin $v 
nor e ane | part of the political co rand ‘ 
iat no siu ) ose who welcomec he g vi 
ré sented foreign countries, the United States of America, and San Fri “ 
upon that occasion were known as some of the foremost representative 
of « time and age. Here is a partial list 
Governor Haight, Hon. Anson Burlingame, His Excellency Chil nie 
ister of the second rank; J. McLeary Brown, first secretary of legatio His 
Excellency Sun Tajen, minister of the second rank; E. de Champs, second s« 
retary of legation; Frank MecCoppin, mayor of San Francisco; S. F tte 





. - 2 
worth; Henry Barroilhet, consul of Peru; Don José A. Godoy, consul of Mex 
ico; G. C. Johnson, consul of Norway and Sweden; William L. Booker, consul | 


of the British Empire; Henry W. Halleck, general commanding the division of | 
the Pacific; H. K. Thatcher, admiral commanding the American squad on | 
this coast; Ogden Hoffman, judge of the district court of the United States: | 
Delos Lake, district attorney of the United States; General MeCook, t ted 





States minister tothe Sandwich Islands; Francis Berton, consul of Sw 
Cc, F. Mebius, consul of Bavaria; James de Fremery, consul of Be ] 
Swain, superintendent of the mint; R. G. Sneath, president of the Chamber of 
Commerce; Thomas H. Selby, president of the Merchants’ Exchange; Oliver 
Eldredge, Alvinza Hayward, James P. Pierce, Eugene L. Sulli 
Hager, Edward Tompkins, Brigadier-General Leonard, Maj 

crans, Charles Meinecke, consul of the Republic of Bremen; (¢ 


















in statesmep, and the 


cock, consul of the Hawaiian Islands; Maj.Gen. John F. Miller, collector of the | 

port; ex-Governor F. F. Low, Judge Sawyer, of the supreme court; Judge Cur 
rey, Senators Tubhs and Rose, W. C. Ralston, ex-Congressman William A. How- | 
ard, of Michigan; A. Stanford, Paymasger Doran, Philip W. Stanford, M 
General Ord, Alpheus Bull, and others.” | 
Annexed are extracts from some of the speeches | 
General Halleck: ** Not many years ago these Asiatic nations were ex ed | 
rom the pale of European international jurisprudence. It was held by I | 
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doctrine was advocated by John Quincy Adams 
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Massachusetts, that Christian powers had a right to compel these unchristian | 
powers to trade with them in such articles and on such terms as they mightsee | 
titto dictate. * * * I regard this as the death of this idea, as one of the st | 
important movements of recent times. It has broken down the barriers of ¢ } 
ental d Occidental prejudice, and it will eventually lead to the harmony and | 
civilization ofthe world. * * * Ifthatcivilization, which has so long: ved 


westward with the star of empire, is now purified by the principles of true 
Christianity * * * San Francisco must be made the abutment from wl 





is to be sprung forward the greatinternational law which is to bridge across t 
Pacific Ocean.’ 
Governor Haight: “A vast commerce is to be developed between ¢ : 


the other nations of the earth; and C: 
it.”* 
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that this generous nation is a better exponent of the wishes of the West e- | 
lieve it represents more truly that large and generous spirit which is too 


proud to learn and which is not afraid to t ach; that great spirit wh ! 
















it would exchar goods with China would also exchar th \ ( 3 
that would inqu ef into the cause of that sobriety and indust 
which you have made mention, that would learn something of the 1 g 
ence of that people.”’ 

There was no fee frace hostility in the early days. The ¢ ! W 
looked upon as a useful accessory to our growing civ zat 
we asa nation were disposed to grant almost the utmost privileges which it was 
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There was at the time of the ratification of the Burlingame treaty, and 

there still is, adetermination onthe partof the Republican party to pro- 


tect every man in the United States in his civil and political rights. 
After the fifteenth amendment had been adopted and the Republican 
party was seeking to enforce its provisions, the question of extending 
naturalization to the Chinese was discussed and decided after elaborat« 
debate by a Republican Senate against their naturalization. 
he question came before the Senate in the following mann 

The House had passed a bill amending the naturalization law It 
was received in the Senate and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, then composed of Senators Trumbull, Conkling, EpmuNpDs 
Carpenter, Rice, Thurman, and myself. Mr. Sumner, then Senator 


from Massachusetts, offered another bill, which was to strike out the | 
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Cl eston, C., considering the question of supplanting colored la- 
borers by Chinese coolies. In answer toa question as to how the busi- 
n was conducted I said 
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and if it does not I have no doubt that Congress will pass a bill similar 
to this—treaty or notreaty. Fortunately for the country, both parties 
are agreed that the Chinese should be excluded. There is no differ 

ence of opinion on the subject, and a discussion of the attitude of 
Senators before they were fully informed upon the subject will not ad 

vance the public interest. But since an attempt has been made to dis 

parage the Republican party in connection with this subject, an exam- 
ination of the record will vindicate that party and place it in an hon- 
orableand consistentattitude. The allusions tothe position of General 
Harrison render it proper that his whole record in regard to the Chi 

nese question should be known. 

it is true that General Harrison was opposed to the bill in 1882, 
which was subsequently vetoed by President Arthur on account of its 
conflict with the treaty of 1880, and he consistently voted against the 
twenty-years clause, upon which President Arthur’s veto was mainly 
predicated. It is also true that he voted for the following amend- 
ments, offered by Senator Hoar: 

Provided, That this bill shall not apply to any skilled Jaborer who shall estab- 
lish that he comes to this country without any contract by which his labor is 
the property of any person other than himself. 

Provided further, That any laborer who shall receive a certificate from the 
United States consul at the port where he shall embark that he is an artisan, 
coming to this country at his own expense and of his own free will, and has es- 
tablished such fact to the satisfaction of such consul, shall not be affected by 
this bill.—Congressional Record, volume 13, part 2, first session Forty-seventh 
Congress, pages 1716 and 1717. 

General Harrison at that time, in common with most of the Eastern 
people who had not visited the Pacific coast, was ignorant of the char- 
acter of the Chinese and their tricks and devices to evade our laws, and 
it seemed to him unreasonable to exclude free and independent skilled 
laborers who came to this country of their own accord, and not under 
cooly contracts or contracts for labor. He would certainly have voted 
otherwise if he had been better informed, as his subsequent record 
abundantly proves. 

It is also true he voted against the Farley amendment, which is in 
the following words: 

That hereafter no State court, or court of the United States, shall admit Chinese 
to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.—Rec 
ord, part 2, pages 1481; 1749. 

His vote against this amendment was certainly correct. There was no 
Jaw, and there never has been any, allowing Chinese to be naturalized; 
on the contrary, the right of naturalization was denied to Chinese, as | 


have already shown, by the Conness amendment to the Burlingame | 


treaty; and by the actof July, 1870, the discussion of which I have al- 
ready reviewed, the right of naturalization was confined to white men 
and Africans. Asiatics wereexcluded, Farley’s amendment proposing 
to repeal all laws granting the right of naturalization to Chinese was 
absurd when no such law existed, and ought to have been rejected. 
Senator EpDMUNDs offered the proper amendment on that subject, for 
which General Harrison voted, in the following language: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to change the existing naturalization 
laws so as to admit Chinese persons to citizenship.—-Record, part 4, page 3411. 

Grover’s amendment against which Senator Harrison voted is in the 
following language: 

The words *‘ Chinese laborers,’ wherever used in this act, shall be construed 
to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers, and Chinese employed in mining.— 
Record, part 2, pages 1480; 1750. 

Senator Harrison objected to this definition because it varied the 
language used in the treaty, the object of the legislation being to carry 
the treaty into effect without changing its meaning, and because he 
preferred the amendment offered by Senator EpMUNDs, for which he 
voted, in the following language: 

The words *‘ Chinese laborers,’’ wherever used in this act, shall be construed 
to mean persons usually engaged in manual labor.—Xecord, part 4, page 3411. 

It seems to me that any person seeking to carry into effect the terms 
of the treaty would have preferred the Edmunds amendment, and that 
General Harrison voted correctly. 

Senator Harrison was absent on official business at the Soldiers’ 
Home when the bill passed, but if present would undoubtedly have 
voted against it on account of the twenty-years clause, for he voted 
against passing the bill over the President’s veto on that ground, and 
Senator Maxey stated he regarded himself as paired on the bill with 
Senator Harrison. Immediately after the failure to pass the bill over 
the veto, the bill which had been introduced by Mr. Page, of Califor- 
nia, in the House, prohibiting Chinese immigration for the period of 
ten vears instead of twenty, came to the Senate for action. The Far- 
ley and Grover amendments above quoted were adopted by the Senate 
on the House bill, and the amendments of Mr. EpMuNns, also above 
quoted, were rejected, and for that reason Senator Harrison voted 
against the bill. 

On the passage of the act of 1884 Mr. Harrison was absent and had 
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struction of the treaty. After theact of 1884 had proved defective and 
was continually evaded by the Chinese, both Senators EpMUNDs and 


Harrison favored more radical legislation and supported the Morrow- 





no opportunity to participate in the legislation. Not one word was | 


uttered by him in either 1882 or 1884 indicating that he was not thor- 


oughly in favor of Chinese exclusion. He was a new member, had | 


never been to California, knew nothing person::!!y of the Chinese evil, 
but was endeavoring to legislate in conformity with existing treaties 
and followed the lead of the distinguished Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EpmMuNDs], the Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, in the con- 


Fair bill, to which [have already alluded. This bill was more radical 
than the Democratic House of Representatives was willing to pass, as 
[ have already shown, and consequently the Administration proceeded 
to the negotiation of the pending treaty. Therecan be no doubt ofthe 
views of Senator Harrison in 1886, when the Morrow-Fair bill was 
passed, nor in February, 1888, when he wrote the following letter to a 
friend: 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 29, 1888 

My Dear Sir: Yourkind letter of February 28 has been received. I am very 
much obliged to you for the kind interest which you take in my behalf. You 
knew me well enough while here to know that I am no schemer for place, and 
I have not fallen from grace in that respect since you left here. 

I did vote with the great body of Republicans in the Senate against the Chi- 
nese restriction bill, as it was called. It seemed to me then to be in violation 
of our treaty with China, and it was a little hard for me to let go of the old idea 
that this was the free home of all comers. I think there has been a very gen- 
eral change of sentiment on that subject since. Wedo not need to ask anybody 
to come to this country now, as we formerly did, and [ think we have a right to 
preserve our own institutions by exercising a fair election as to who shall come 
here. I do not like that class of immigration that comes in gangs, that can be 
driven into pens and on shipboard, and hired, not by personal contract, but by 
bosses, and the Chinese immigration is very much of this sort. 

Very truly, yours, 
BENJ. HARRISON. 

Rev. J. S. Brant, St. Louis, Mo. 

The attempt to make it appear that General Harrison is not, and 
was not before his nomination, thoroughly in favor of the absolute ex- 
clusion of Chinese is absurd, and shows to what extremes partisan 
prejudice may be carried in a political contest. 

The quotations made in the speech of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoRGAN] from speeches made by Republican Senators—HoAr, 
DAWES, SHERMAN, INGALLS, HAWLEY, and perhaps others—in op- 
position to what seemed to them to be class legislation against the 
Chinese, were ill-timed. Thése Senators had been for years engaged 
in a grand struggle for the vindication of human rights and equality 
before the law. They were veterans in the great work that liberated 
more than 4,000,000 of slaves and removed the disgrace of human 
slavery from the Republic. They had also been engaged during the 
prime of their manhood in securing for the oppressed freedmen the 
rights of American citizens; they had been leaders in the cause of the 
Union and the restoration of the Southern States to their normal rela- 
tions to this Government; they had been taught to believe that all 
men Within the jurisdiction of the United States were equal before 
the law and entitled to the protection of the law. 

They had not learned the peculiarities of the Asiatic strangers who 


| were invading the Western coast. They had not observed the insidious 


power by which the Chinese undermine, destroy, and subvert Christian 
civilization; that where they come our race can not stay; that they are 
wholly and absolutely antagonistic to our race, and that they are im- 
ported as coolies and slaves, and move in gangs with which white labor 
can not compete and in the presence of which white laborers must 
starve. In ignorance of this condition of things it is creditable to the 
distinguished Republican Senators whose speeches were quoted by the 
Senator from Alabama that they were unwilling to join in what to 
them seemed an unnecessary and cruel opposition to a weak, unwar- 
like, and peaceable race until they had time and opportunity to under- 
stand the conditions and the necessities of excluding the Asiatic hordes 
from our borders. 

No fair-minded man from the Pacific coast will complain of the peo- 
ple of the East because they did not earlier discover the unmitigated 
evil of Chinese immigration. It was unreasonable that it should be 
known in the East as soon as it was in the West. If it took California 
twenty years to discover that the presence of Chinese was dangerous, it 


| was unreasonable to expect that the people of the East should know 


this fact in advance. The opposition of the Democratic party to the 
Chinese was natural. They were in favor of the negro as a slave, but 
were against him asa man. They viewed the Chinese from the same 
standpoint that they did the colored man, Neither had any political 
or civil rights which they respected, and while they did not trouble 
themselves much to secure aflirmative legislation to exclude Chinese, 
they readily voted for any proposition which curtailed the rights of any 
person of color, either black or yellow. 

Now, what is there in all this to make party capital out of? The 
people of the East did not originally understand this question. It was 
along time before the people of the West—-before the people of even 
the Pacific coast understood it. They did not understand it at the 
time the Burlingame treaty was made. They did not understand it at 
the time that Governor Haight and Judge Hager and other leading men 


| were at the Burlingame banquet in San Francisco receiving the Chinese 


embassy with open arms, and congratulating them on the consumma- 
tion of this ‘‘ great work,’’ as they then termed it. I say they did not 
then appreciate it, because the Chinese had generally followed voca- 
tions by themselves. They mined where other people did not wish to 
mine. But when they commenced taking the place of white men. and 
were hired out by the Chinese Six Companies in gangs, and began tak- 
ing the bread ont of the mouths of white men, then all parties on the Pa- 
cific coast became aunit against Chinese naturalization and citizenship. 
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produced i made mainly by Republicans. Republicans have done 
this we 

j > Ww hI have already alluded, and which was 
un } i ya yablic 1 Senate, was satisiac tory wevery- 

t uid have become a law, if the Democratic House 
Tye l it jere WO have been no nece y for the bill under con- 
i nol ty for this treat: 

Mr. MITCHELI ihe senatoi will permit me to say that we would 
be inab position than with this treaty and this law. 

\ ‘Tl. Yes, in a better position if we had that law Bu 
I yt ¢ i to imin ny one on account of the past. All 
parties are now agreed. We under ane the question and the great 
American people are of one accord and ¢ > that we can not afford to 
invite Chir im rration or to tole oa their coming, and that being 
the decree that has gone forth, 1 am satisfied with it. I do not pro- | 
pose to go | and look up the record at atime when some man did 


not understand the question and spoke in behalf of humanity, not 
knowing the situation, who spoke of applying the same principles to 


the Chinese that he applied to other men without knowing the distinc- 
tion aa not knowing the evil they would br ing upon the country. ] 
am not d ed to criticise the m, at 1d I think the Senators on the other 
side will bear me witness that I never have in this Chamber, and I 
never intend to, allude to the past political position of any nator on 
account of any errors he may have made. If he is right to-day, I will 


accept him. 


The assertion that the Republican party is responsible for the Chins 
being here and that the Democratic party has always opposed the 
Chinese is not true. The attempt to make this a political issue and 


charge the Republicans with it is monstrous in view of the facts. The 
Republican party has made every move to prevent the country being 
flooded with Chinese. ‘They raised the alarm. They have gone fur- 
ther, day and night, in season and out of season, from the very first, to 
prevent the coming of Chinese. They commenced, before any Demo- 
crat thought of it, to amend the treaty to prevent naturalization. 
When the proposition to naturalize Chinese was before the Senate the 
Republicans alone made a showing against it, and it was defeated by 
Republican votes. When Chinese immigration became oppressive it 
was the Republican party that moved in the matter. 


I admit that the Demovratic party in pursuance of its traditions has | 


voted against the Chinese. They did so for political purposes. But I 
do deny that they have ever been earnest workers in this great contest 
which has been waged by the Pacific coast for the purpose of preserv- 
ing free institutions and American civilization in thatcountry. I deny 
that they have. I deny that they have been the moving spirits in any 
contest on this floor or in the other House in favor of resc uing that 
country from the inundations of the Chinese. It is not true. Since 
the Republican party has decreed that the Chinese shall not come, the 
world knows that their coming will be stopped. They are earnest and 
they will prevent it. 

1 regret that any Senator here should attempt to manufacture party 
capital out of this question. I would never have alluded in this dis- 
cussion to whateither party had done. I am not inthe habit of doing 
that. I spoke on the Chinese question early in the session and con- 
gratulated the country that there was unanimity of sentiment now, 
but made no allusion to party politics. I never alluded to what one 
party or the other did; but to have a labored speech made here show- 
ing that the Republican party is responsible for this evil that it has 
labored so zealously to prevent can not go unrebuked by me. 

I regret that I have been on the present occasion under the necessity 

f alluding to the action of Judge Thurman; but when he is held up 
as an earnest opponent of the Chinese evil and leading Republicans are 
denounced, I felt it my duty to call attention to his position when the 
principal question regarding the Chinese was settled in the Senate and 
naturalization denied to millions of Asiatics by Republican votes, se- 
cured by Kepublican arguments, against the Trumbull-Thurman scheme 
to stifle debate and accomplish indirectly what the Senator from Ohio, 
Mr. Thurman, would not do directly, and which he freely denounces 
on all public occasions as wicked and outrageous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us havea vote. We are all for the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that we ought to pass a bill here 
at almost quarter after 6 o’clock with only about ten Senators on the 
floor. There is no quorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the unfinished business be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Missouri is right. On 
looking around I think there is no quorum here. 


that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the unfinished business will be laid before the 
Senate before the motion to adjourn is put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business the title of which will be stated. 





" 
ed. 
admission into the Uni f the St - Wroch} : la 
acdcmisslo ito the nion Oi the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestio: upon the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 
Phe motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August &, 1288. 
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ul DAY, LUG t 7, 1555. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the ¢ hay lain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of y lay’s pro lings was read and approved. 
VETO MESSA P. A. LEATHER] \ 


LAKER laid before the House the following message from 


nt of the United Stat which was read, referred to the 








‘ 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 
I return without approval House bill No. 3008, entitled ‘* An act for the re f 
of P. A. Leatl herbury. 

This bill provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to the person 
above named the sum of $601.27, I amount paid by him to Lucy Roberts 





on two pension checks which were afterward recalled and canceled 

The committee of the House to whom this bill was referred report “ that the D 
partment discovered, after the issuing of the checks, that the claim for pension 
was fraudulent, but not until after the purchase, inthe ordinary course of bus 
ness, by Mr. Leatherbury, paying $601.27 therefor, and giving his due-bili for 
the balance, which balance he refused to pay after ascertaining that the check 
was repudiated by the Government.”’ 

Lucy Roberts, a colored woman, filed a claim for pension in 1868, alleging that 
she was the widow of Nelson Roberts, who died in the military service in 1865, 

Her claim was allowed in 1876,and two checks, numbered 6863 and 6864, ag- 
gregating $1,501.27, were issued on account of said pension. Before payment of 
the checks information was received which caused an investigation by the Pen- 
sion Bureau as to the honesty of the claim for pension. This investigation es- 
tablished its utterly fraudulent character, and thereupon the checks were can- 
celed, and the woman’s name was dropped from the pension-rolls. 

Certain important facts are reported to me from the Pension Bureau as hay- 
ing been developed upon the investigation. 

It appears that one Thomas had undertaken to act for the claimant in pro- 
curing her pension under an agree ment that he should have $300 if successful. 





| Mr. Leatherbury was a notary, postmaster, and claim agent, and acted as no- 


tary and general assistant to 7 ‘homs as and the claimant, who was employed at 
Leatherbury’s house. In the month of July, 1876, the same month the claim 
for pension was allowe d,the woman Roberts was indicted for larceny, the com- 
plaining witness being Mr. Leatherbury. Shortly after the issue of the checks 
the woman disappeare: d, and it is reported that certain indications suggested 
that both Leatherbury and Thomas were not entirely ignorant of her where- 
abouts, nor completely disconnected with her disappearance e. The checks were 
obtained from Thomas by Leatherbury, he paying, as he alleges, to Thomasthe 
fee of $300, which had been agreed upon. 

The checks remair#d in Leatherbury’s possession until they were delivered 
by him to the special agent of the Pension Bureau upon the investigation. He 
claimed in his deposition that he considered that what money he had let the 
woman have and the goods she had obtained at his store while she worked for 
him, and the $300 which he had advanced to Thomas, her agent, justified bim 
in holding her indebted to him in the sum of $500, and that he held the checks 
as security for the same, admitting that there was still $700 in her favor, written 
acknowledgment of which he had placed in the hands of his wife. He further 
stated that rather than gain notoriety in the matter he would return the checks 
to the special agent, but he trusted that the Government would pay him the 
$600 which he had sunk in the transaction. 

The woman testified that she did take some goods from Leatherbury at his 
store at his suggestion, after the arrival of the checks and before she left, about 
August 16, 1876, which purchases amounted to no more than $100, and that he 
also advanced her $100 ; that he made no further payment and wrote to her 
that he had to give up the checks, and that she never indorsed the checks nor 
authorized any one todo so. 

Both Les atherbury and Thomas disclaimed any knowledge of the fraudulent 
character of the claim. But the fraudulent claimant lived in the house of one 
of them and he was assisting in procuring her claim to be allowed, while the 
other made an unlawful agreement for a liberal compensation for his services 
if the claim succeeded. The woman was indicted at the instance of Leather- 
bury at about the time of the issuance of the checks and fied, but if she is to be 
believed Leatherbury wrote to her during her absence. After her disappear- 
ance he ventures to pay to Thomas his illegal fee and takes possession of the 
checks. He considers that she owes him $60, and the bill under consideration 
gives him $601.27, the exact amount of the checks less $700. 

Some one with more intelligence than this ignorant colored woman concocted 
the scheme to gain this fraudulent pension; and the circumstances point so sus- 
piciously toward Thomas and Leatherbury, the claim of the latter upon the 
Government is infected with so much illegality, and the amountof his advances 

s arrived at so loosely, that in my opinion he should not at this late day be re- 


lieved. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, August 3, 1888. 

JURY COMMISSIONERS, NEW MEXICO, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter from the United States attorney for New 
Mexico, and submitting an estimate of appropriations for expenses of 
jury commissioners in that Territory; which was referred to the Com- 


; ; oe ; 7 ' . . | mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves | ™'*ee 08 Appro} 7 P 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 


The Cuier CLerk. A bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and | cur in the Senate amendment. 
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senate amendments disagreed to by the House lar : 

Senate insisting upon its amen iments to sa l. ee . Ce - 

The SPEAKER. The conferees on this bill have |! rea “a a : 
pointed on the part of the House. Se oes tice , 

i 
ADDITIONAL Ji SUPRI t VYOMIN( I t se t 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the b S. 1324) } I na ; 
i ranadditional ass ut ticeof t pre coul W ve , I 
and for other purposes; which was read t ferred to the ¢ = erat 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House an order of the Sena this bill that t tiona t ll. t 
adopted August 2, appointing Mr. MANDERSON as aconfereein place of | cipate in this exhibit It is not to appropriate a single ce 
Mr. DAVIs on the bill (S, 2972) authorizing the President to appoint | State of Ohio, not to give asingle penny, but simply that en 
and retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colonel. be appropriated to ena the Denar to \ resp } 

RIGHT OF WAY } LICE ) ie Natu Gove I t 3 | t 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, by unanimous consent, introduced ee gee eee ee ee 
bill (H. 11111 evrantin the right of way to the Pensacola and 4 : ps nae oaae ay ; = 7 | ; 
phis Railroad Company ov nd through the public lands of the Ur 1¢ “ae ‘ 4 
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from Ohio? 
Mr. CANNON. What is the gentleman’s request ? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. To consider this measure now. 
Ir. CANNON. For what length of time? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want the time to be as brief as possible. 

Mr. CANNON, 

utleman from Ohio to let us have, say, two hours for debate or so 
much as is necessary for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does not the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
NON | think that two hours is an objection, and that the House would 
hardly be willing that it should be occupied two hours with the con- 

ideration of this measure ? 

Mr. CANNON. If two hours is not necessary we certainly do not 
need to occupy it. Ido not desire to say a great deal about it; but I 

hould like to be heard. His proposition is to the effect that we are 
to go into this business, and I think we should consider the matter 
fully, as the time seems to have arrived when a stop should be put to 
this business and draw the line somewhere. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Letthe debate run on. I have no objection to 
t. The gentleman can have whatever time he desires. 

Mr. CANNON, I want a portion of 
the time : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, the gentlemancan control one hour, and 
the other hour be lett to my control. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
juestion then is as to ordering the bill to be read the third time. 

Mr. WISE. 
Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


I would suggest two hours. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman | 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the | 
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I will not antagonize by objecting; but I ask the | 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be read a 
third time. . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, heretofore the Government of the 
United States has had exhibits at several expositions and at different 
places. The first, I believe, was at Philadelphia during the centen- 
nial year. The second large one was at New Orleans a year or so ago. 
I think there was a Government exhibit also at Louisvilleand perhaps 
at one or two other places. At this session of Congress we have appro- 
priated in round numbers $150,000 to make an exhibit at Cincinnati. 
Upon investigation it was ascertained that the exposition to be held at 
Cincinnati was to be both national and international, and it was thought 
by both the House and the Senate that, pursuing the policy heretofore 
pursued, an appropriation should be made for a Government exhibit 
there, and it was made. 

It is not necessary for me to speak of the merits of the exposition at 
Cincinnati. Gentlemen know all about it. The Government exhibit 
at Marietta, if it can be called such, was merely an exhibit of some 
documents from the State Department of special interest on that oc- 
casion, There have been several propositions referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, asking that appropriations be made for exposi- 
tions at other points. Among those proposed expositions is one at 


| Augusta, Ga., and another, which was urged with great force, and 


which, I must say, appealed strongly to me as an individual member 
of the House, for an appropriation to aid the colored people to make a 
national exposition at Atlanta to show the progress they have made 
in this country since they acquired their freedom. That, I say, was 
urged with great force and was very fully considered by the commit- 
tee, but it was the sense of a majority of the committee that the ap- 
propriation should not be made, and they declined to recommend it to 


| the House. 


That any surplus arising from the appropriation made to either of the Depart- | 


ments by the act of May 2s, 1888, for participation in the centennial exhibition 
of the Ohio Valley may be transferred and used for the same purpose to partici- 
pate equally in the national exhibitions to be held in the cities of Augusta, Ga., 

i Richmond, Va., during the months of October and November of the pres- 

t year, 

Mr. WISE. Isimply want to add in reference to that amendment, 
that we are not asking for an appropriation any more than the gentle- 

in from Ohio. We are asking that the cities of Richmond and Au- 

ista shall be treated as the cities of Cincinnati, Marietta, and Columbus, 
Ohio. In May last, as the gentleman from Ohio has stated, $147,000 
were appropriated in this way for an exposition at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
celebrating the centennial of the organization of that Territory into 
lL believe that the State of Virginia has as much right to an 
appropriation by this Congress in aid of the exposition at Richmond 
as the State of Ohio or any other Stateinthe Union. Sheis the mother, 
i may say, of those States. The members of this House need not to 
be reminded that it is in consequence of the munificence of Virginia 
that you have that event to celebrate. 

We do not ask for an appropriation. We simply ask that what may 
be left of your appropriation for the expositions at Cincinnati and at 
Marietta, if anything, may be used for a governmental exhibit at 
Richmond, Va., and also for an exhibit at Augusta, Ga. I think we 
are asking but very little, and I trust the House will adopt this amend- 
ment. 

the SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I reserve my time. 

TheSPEAKER. Under the agreement the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE] was to control half the time and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the other half. To whom does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Georgia [Mr. BARNEs]. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to add a few words to 
what has been said by the gentleman from Virginia[Mr. WIsE]. This 
proposition to aid an exposition at Richmond, Va., and another at Au- 
gusta, Ga., simply provides that if there be any surplus left after pay- 
ing the expenses of the Government exhibits at Cincinnati and at 
Marietta, which have already been provided for by an act passed by this 
Congress, that surplus shall be equally divided between the exposition 
at Richmond and that at Augusta,Ga. As tothe exposition at Augusta 
I will say that that city has already raised by private subscriptions a 
larger amount of money for the purposes of the exposition than has 
hitherto been raised anywhere in the South, and has erected a larger 
building forthat purpose. Thatmoney, I say, has been raised by private 
subscriptions, and we are not asking now for any independent appropria- 
tion, but simply that if there be any surplus left aiter paying for the 
Government displays at Cincinnati and at Marietta that surplus shall 
go to the expositions at Augusta and at Richmond, respectively. That 
is all we ask, and I trust that the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Minnesota. Let mesuggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he amend the amendment so as to provide that if there be 
any surplus left in the Treasury of the United States it shail be used 
for this purpose. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BARNES. No, sir; Idonotacceptthatsuggestion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 


States. 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


ee 


The same thing is true with reference to the exposition at Augusta, 
Ga. Anappropriation for that purpose was also urged with much force, 
and undoubtedly the proposition was of considerable merit, but the 
committee did not recommend it. The same thing is true with refer- 
ence to the proposed exposition in Virginia. The committee declined 
to recommend appropriations for either of those three. Thesame thing 
is true also with reference to the exposition at Columbus. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. Did the committee recommend the appropriation for the 
exposition at Cincinnati ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. What is the difference ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will try to explain to the gentleman the differ- 
ence. The committee also recommended, years ago, an appropriation 
for the Philadelphia exposition, and also, later, for the New Orleans 
exposition, because those were both national and international exposi- 
tions, like the one at Cincinnati. 

Mr. OATES. Were not those appropriations also in the nature or 
loans, and did not the Government recover the money loaned at Phil- 
adelphia? 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. OATES. Iam informed that it did. 

Mr. CANNON. I will tell the gentleman exactly how that was. 
The Government did make a loan to Philadelphia, not for the purpose 
of making an exhibit, but for the purpose of assisting in the construc- 
tion of buildings, etc., for the exposition. Every dollar of that loan 
has been repaid. In addition to that, however, the Government of the 
United States through its various Departments made an exhibit there, 
the expense of which was not repaid and was never intended to be re- 
paid. 

The Government loaned a million dollars toward founding the ex- 
position at New Orleans and putting up the building; and it also made 
there an exhibit by the Government Departments, and afterward I 
think paid out nearly a million dollars more, of which it never got 
back a cent, and never will. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to inquire of my friend whether he does not 
think that our experience in these matters, irrespective of any question 
of power, ought to be suflicient to satisfy members of the impropriety 
of making an appropriation of this sort. 

Mr. CANNON. AsI said when I commenced my remarks, the time 
has come for us to determine on a policy touching the exhibitions in 
which the Government shall participate at various places throughout 
the country from one ocean to the other. One reason that the com- 
mittee failed to recommed the appropriation for the Columbus exposi- 
tion was that at Cincinnati within three hours’ railroad ride—I believe 
I am correct—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Add two hours, and say five hours. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, five hours; whatever it may be. Within the 
same State and at a city within five hours’ ride by railway, the Gov- 
ernment has authorized an expenditure of $150,000 for an exposition 
which is proceeding at the same time as the Columbus exposition. 
Now, I doubt the correctness of the policy of engaging in making this 
exhibit at Columbus in the same State with the Cincinnati exposition, 
and going on at the same time. 

Let me mention another reason why the committee failed to recom- 
mend this appropriation. If you go over to the National Museum in 


No, sir. 
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country to another. As iti 
Museum are needed th 
stroy them in a short time. 
and while I have the kindest 
resents it so well and so ibly 
toward the city of Columbus, 
a point where the roads fork, I 
lirection in which gentlemen want to go, or we must enter upon | 
road with our eyes open and say we will amend the bill so as to h 
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Mr. BRUMM. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a quest 
before he takes his seat. 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
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some system, that there ought to be a point at which we should stop; 
but I believe that point is indicated by the nature of the exhibition 
that a id. If itis a national exhibition or an international ex- 
hibition, an exhibition to celebrate some great historical event, and 
to have an educational influence over the country at large, I think we 


ought 1 to hesitate to reasonable appropriation. Bx 


opriations are asked for State institutions or for celebrations 


grant any it 


when app 


such as the one contemplated at Richmond or at Augusta orat Kansas 
City, then I think we can draw the line of demarkation. The propo- 
sition is a very plain one. Whenever the institution is simply a local 
one, I do not think that Congress ought to grant any appropriation, 
but when it is national or international, when it is designed to celebrate 
some great historical event, as for instance the centennial celebration 


at Philadelphia, or the exposition at New Orleans, or the celebration 
at Y« I believe that Congress ought to discriminate and should 
recognize the propriety of sach appropriations, 

I am therefore in favor of this bill, provided the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] be adopted, because 
the exhibition to which it refers is in the line I have indicated. Itisa 
national celebration; itisacelebration byaraceof people, acelebration 
that is not local, butofinterestto the entirecountry. It is designed to 
represent the achievementsof the colored people of the country, and to 
show the country and the world the advance that has been made by 
this race notwithstanding the great difficulties under which they have 
been laboring. 
representatives of the colored people have been assembled there. It is 
true the affair frittered out and did notamounttomuch. Tf would like 
to have a celebration that will not fritter out, one that will amount to 
something. 

But I say I will vote for this bill if you will adopt the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. They are both in 
the line; they are parallel with each other; they are national 
and even international in their nature, and should be adopted. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will now yield for three minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I asked the question a few moments ago 
whether in the case of the Philadelphia Centennial Exposition the aid 
furnished by the Government was not in the nature ofaloan. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] said there was an appropriation in 
part and a loan—I understood him to say, in part. I have the act be- 
fore me, and it provides for a loan to the extent of amillion anda half 
of dollars to aid in the erection of buildings, every dollar of which loan 
was returned to the United States after some litigation, I believe. 

In the case of the exposition at New Orleans a million and a half of 
dollars were taken out of the Treasury of the United States and loaned 
on what was then considered to be sufiicient security for its return, 
but not one dollar ef that appropriation was ever returned into the 
Treasury, which satisfied me of the bad policy of even loaning money 
to aid expositions. ‘The more recent policy seems to be to give the 
money wanted without any promise of areturn. It is not one of the 
constitutional purposes of this Government to make such appropria- 
tions.. It is entirely outside of the powers granted to Congress by the 
framers of the Constitution. I vote against all such propositions. 
The United States Government was never intended to engage in the 
show business. . 

But, sir, | must say that of all the propositions now pending the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] 
is the most meritorious. It proposes an appropriation to enable the 
colored people of the United States to hold an exposition at Atlanta, 
Ga. That amendment, in my candid judgment, is more meritorious 
than the original proposition. They have more recently reached the 
state of responsibility and citizenship, and need much more than the 
white people of Ohio the aid ofan appropriation from the Treasury to 
enable them to exhibit the progress they have made in the mechanic 
arts, domestic and agricultural industry; and while I am opposed to 
appropriating any money which we have not the rightful power to ap- 
propriate, yet if this thing is to be done, right or wrong, then I insist 
on giving the negroes a showing. 

Sir, if this show business at the expense of the whole people is to be 
carried any further, if this bill is to be passed, against which I pro- 
test, I hope the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa will be adopted, 
and the colored people, whose claim is the most equitable, may have 
an equal benefit. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I reserve whatever time I have re- 
maining, and will now yield the floor to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will take the floor, and yield for five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Philadelphia [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I shall refer once 
more to an important fact connected with the great international cen- 
tennial exposition held in the city of Philadelphia in 1876. I have 


rKkKtown, 


same 


done it before, but I think it is only right and necessary to put the 
fact on record wheuever occasion brings the matter to the attention of 
That fact is that the loan on the part of the Government 


the House. 
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of the United States to the centennial exposition of a million and a 
half of dollars was repaid. That was said at the time by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES], but I wish to state now for myself that that centennial 
exposition did not cost the Government of the United States one dol- 
lar except for the expense of sending the exhibits of the various gov- 
ernmental Departments to the city of Philadelphia, and that expense 
was not very great, 

I will say further, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the United 


States came very slowly and grudgingly to allow these exhibits to he 





ee 


sent to that exposition. It was not, perhaps, until the whole world, 
until every nation of the earth, had determined to make an exhibit at 
that centennial exhibition that the Government consented also to 
come in. 

Now, I do not think when Congress made that loan of a million and 
a half of dollars, the intention was it should be collected from those 
who had started that great exhibition at Philadelphia. I am rather 
inclined to think, because it must be a success as everything of that 
kind undertaken by the citizens of Philadelphia or Pennsylvania is a 
success, that the Government would have absolved the centennial 
commission from the repayment of that amount. But it was brought 
forward and the question was taken to court. The lower court de- 
cided in favor of the centennial commission but the Supreme Court 


| of the United States, after hearing argument on each side, decided that 
We have had a colored convention at Indianapolis; | 


the million and a half of dollars should be paid, and the finance com- 
mittee of that centennial exhibition paid it back to the last dollar and 
the last cent. 

Now, sir, there is nothing of which I am prouder.asa Philadelphian 
than the success which attended that exposition at Philadelphia, which 
was, so to speak, the pioneer of all these expositions; and the present 
proposition, although in a less degree, is similar to the plan adopted at 
Philadelphia. The idea started from there when the great centennial 
of our independence was proposed. I repeat, I feel proud of that fact; 
and I as a Philadelphian could do no less than vote the aid of the Gov- 
ernment as far as my vote can go forany such exhibitanywhere within 
the limits of thiscountry. Ido not see why Congress should hesitate 
to make a sufficient appropriation to enable the conveyance from the 
National Museum here to any point in this country of such exhibits 
belonging to that establishment as are now assembled there. I be- 
lieve that I am right in the suggestion that the idea of the erection of 
that National Museum emanated from the centennial exposition at 
Philadelphia, and that the magnificent collection of curiosities and 
treasures of art gathered there from all parts of the world, affording 
an undying subject of interest, attractiveness, and as an educational 
feature unsurpassed in this country to our people, is the outgrowth ot 
the centennial heldat Philadelphia in1876. A large amount of the Gov- 
ernment exhibits were returned to it from that exposition, and it was 
difficult to dispose of them satisfactorily until the idea was originated 
of having a grand national museum here in this city where all such 
works could be treasured up for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, under these circumstances I could not but vote for 
this proposition, because I voted for the appropriation for the Centen- 
nial at Philadelphia, and I voted for the appropriation at New Or- 
leans, although I knew when I voted it that the million of dollars 
then appropriated would never be returned to the Government. I do 
not hesitate to say that I am not disappointed that it has not been re- 
turned. These expositions have been of such great advantage to all 
parts of our country that a million of dollars lost or sunk in one part 
of it, where perhaps there was no success, or possibly no such success- 
ful management of the system as took place in Philadelphia, is no in- 
jury to our people, and I do not feel that I should hesitate to vote for 
this loan of these articles from the National Museum on that account. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WIsE]. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, Ishalladd but a very few words to what 
I have already said in this connection. 

In offering the amendment I have had the honor to offer I wish it 
distinctly understood that I mean no opposition whatever to the bill 
of my friend from Ohio, and if I thought I could benefit him, and the 
interest he has in view, by its withdrawal, I would cheerfully do so. 
I said when I offered the amendment that I thought Virginia had as 
much right to the appropriation for the exposition at Richmond as the 
State of Ohio has for her exposition at Cincinnati and at Marietta. No 
State in this Union bore a more conspicuous part in that event which 
is proposed to be celebrated by this exposition at Cincinnati, at Co- 
lumbus, and at Marietta, than the old Commonwealth of Virginia. 
She not only conveyed to the National Government all her rights and 
interests in the Northwest Territory, but I want here to emphasize the 
fact that in doing so she dedicated it forever to freedom, and made it 
impossible that slavery could with her consent ever exist in that North- 
west Territory. 

I asked my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] why this appropria- 
tion was voted to Cincinnati and not to Columbus, stating what I knew 
to be the fact, that the Legislature of Ohio had requested that it should 
be held at the capital of that State. His reply was that Cincinnati 
had the population. I want to call attention to the fact that in the 
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b vhich an appropriation ude for Cine iti, he also, as a What is s : n 
mem rol that co tté voted an ppropriation tor Marietta l 1 the ‘ af 
Ohio, not more than two hours’ ride from Cincinnati. N S 
Mr. OATES I y a ill to ask the ge leman a questi \ t W 4 \ 
his consent } to « gd I 
Mr. WISI ( l lat i h 
Mr. OATES. I believe your amendment is only—— | West \ 
WISE 1 am just going to explain it | Pennsylvan 
Mr. OATES (continuing). To g t what is left of the appropriation; ection of obj ( 
and I want to ask isif the gentleman thinks anything is going | gathered at tal 
to nt ‘ y ik t i t c I Ail 
Mr. WISE. Now, I want to mention a fact to this House which was e of the peo} t of t 
known «to that committee when they refused this appropriation. | reat ex positior ul 
went to them as a Representative of the State of Virginia, asking ur State and national de I 
a dollar of appropriation, but I told them while they were giving $150 Mr. OATES Will the gentle 
000 for the exposition at Marietta and at Cincinnati, that if they would ypriatin to aid in « 
give the State of Virginia only the naked authority to let the Govern ippropriation outright for th 
ment have an exhibit at this exposition in Richmond, Va., that my Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iw 
people would pay every dollarof the expense themselves. My amend-| difference between a donation 
ment now asks that you will give us that authority. We do not want | used and an appropriation to | 
your money out of the national Treasury. Give us the right to have | In the one instance the Govern: 
the Government represented in the exposition at Richmond and my | the expense of preparing for th« 
people will bear every dollar of the expense. | of various kinds, ete., and mak 
Gentlemen here are asking $200,000 for Ohio, while Virginia asks | conduct of the exposition Nothing 
only the right to pay the expense herself for the Government exposition | people west of the Alleghanies 
in the State. | It was properly askedat New O1 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. But you ask to have what is left. | case under consideration wesay to 
Mr. WISE. Ido not know that anything will be left. o: the West and South have paid 
Another word, Mr. Speaker. My friend from Iowa [Mr. HEND1 buted to collecti it this capit 


SON], to whom I wish now to make my profound acknowledgment fo: 

his kindness in giving me a hearing before his committee, has spoken 

of the proposition to give the colored people at Atlanta an appropr ( 
ation four their exposition. I unite with my friend from Alabama [ M1 
OATES] in saying that I think if any people ought to be recognized, 
they deserve recognition and assistance. We ought to make no dis 
tinction. But I protest in the name of the Constitution, I solemnly 
protest against legislation based, as that is proposed to be based, 


discrimination on accountof color. I would not vote an appropriation 


to any race, as a race, because it is unconstitutional. t] 


I recognize no distinction on account of race, color, or previous « 
dition. If you make the appropriation make it because it is rig 
Let us have none of this class legislation here. I am free to acknow 
edge that it is entitled to as much recognition as mine, but no moré 
and especially do I say this because the gentleman from Iowa says, | 
‘* Those are colored men,’’ and makes that the chief ground of his 
claim. Now, I do not think a colored man is entitled to any mo 
rights than a white man under the Constitution. The gent 
Iowa may think so, but I draw the line right there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you think the colored man is en- | t 
titled to the same rights as the white man ? 

Mr. WISE. I do. 
ment he ought to have more rights than the white man. 
you are just as good as acolored man. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I submit to the House that 
it is a fair proposition that these several bills and amendments stand | 
or fall according to the merit they severally possess; and I submit, fur- | 
ther, that it is hardly fair to attempt to destroy the bill of my col- 
league, by loading it down with amendments which have no other ob 
ject in view than the defeat of the bill to which they are atta 
When I was a member of the Ohio senate I attempted tosecure an ap- 
propriation to erect a monument to perpetuate the memory of a citizen 
of national reputation andinfluence, whose publicservice had been such 
that he deserved well of the entire country; whose career was one of great 
brilliancy. The bill did not pass, and for the reason that each of several 
senators felt called upon to attach to that bill a proposition to erect 
monument to commemorate some successful school teacher or other ex- 
cellent citizen of his neighborhood. Now, theschool teacher might have 
been a number one man; he might have been worthy of being remem | 
bered by his neighbors and associates; but it seemed to me unjust to 
freight down the proposition to erect a monument to Tom Corwin ( whoss 
memory is still and must ever be dear to every Buckeye), because there 
was no wisdom or propriety in erecting a monument toa 
lawyer, or a successful school teacher, albeit they might have been ot 
that class known asGod’s noblemen. If there is merit in the proposi 
tion of my colleague let us vote for it, if not, vote it down. It does not 
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follow because the measure of my colleague proposes an appropriation | bration. I refer 
to defray the expenses of the several Departments in making an exhibit | tion of the Hons« 
in the Mississippi Valley of that which in large part belongs to the peo- | ter, that it has 1 
ple of that region, having been contributed by them or at their cost and | every man here 


expense, that it would be wise to vote for another proposition which is | « 
peculiarly local in its character and influence and has relation solely 
to local enterprise. I am not saying that any of these enterprises are 
local. Their merits can be discussed when we reach them one after 
another. 
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| I I ‘ ‘ to the gentleman from | { great States ha en carved ¥« that \ 1 Con- 
lo ticut and East : the parents of Ohio. We invite you as our 
j ( iM 1] ‘ t gentleman m Ohio has | grandparents to come there d see what your children 
pil j | than that, we in r Ci ar € I out 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH Then J must draw on 1 f 1 {| My rh t] tern States to come to our |} l see what we 
OUTHWAITE] for one or two minutes more. pre j { een away. nd wey Unite ites 
Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. (Jus stionsare raised hereas tothe merit ( mel resented il redu lf i ( tinh ind otner 
c the Cincinnati and Columbus €X positions, and the gentleman from ( { ~ e « I to b Lan occ l { nd 
Virginia claims that those questions have not been answered. Now, hen it is l » probabilities are that there will be but a few 
as to the Cincinnati exposition, I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio people there, and t mmodatio , inty, we say to you, 
{Mr. BuTTeERWORTH | if the State Legislatures and the governors of t come ther 1 we will take care of you; all we want you to 
the different States did not ask us to make an appropriation for that | do is to come th and participate in tl matter, and we will see 
purpose, thus making ita national question And, on the other hand, | that you are properly ag led for.’”?’ And when I say that,about a 
18 it not the fact that the Columbus position is local to the State of | year ago the orga ation known throughout the North as the Grand 
Ohio, excepting in so far as those in charge of it seek to extend it by | Army of the Republie provided for the holding of its annual encamp- 
their own efforts ? ment this year at that place, because it would be the occasion of our 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Ihave not beenasintimately identified with | celebration, you may calculate that there are going to be a few people 
the history of the Columbus exposition as my honored colleague, Mr. | there from all over this Union. 
OuTrHWAITE. My friend, however, is right in saying that the States of It seems to me that when we are asking simply that the Congress 
the West and South, Old Virginia and Pennsylvania, took an interest in | of the United States shall place on exhibition there free of cost to us 


the Cincinnati exposition on account of its historic importance and im- 
parted to it a national characte There is no doubt about that, and 
it is only fair to say that, distinguishing between the two expositions 
that at Cincinnatiand that at Columbus, | insisted that each should stand 
upon itsown merits. The Ohio exposition, however, embraces a large 
range, which was not contemplated in the Cincinnati exposition; hence | 
have favored and now favor an appropriation forthatalso. Sofaras Ma- 
rietta isconcerned, gentlemen know thatcertain articles of historic char- 
acter, intended to be and which are exhibited at Cincinnati were while 
in transitu taken to Marietta. 
the law providing for the departmental exhibits. 

‘Touching the events celebrated at Marietta, Cincinnati, and Colum- 
bus, we drew upon Massachusetts and upon old Virginia and Kentucky 
and other States, and those States responded grandly, and I submit to 


this House that nothing yet contributed to the historical literature of 


this country will outlive the addresses that were delivered at Marietta 
by Mr. Tucker, of Virginia, and by Senators HOAR and EvArts and 
others. ‘The events we were celebrating were grand and historic, and 
the orators and orations worthy of the occasion. 

Now, I beg to call the attention of the House toa remark of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 
when he said that if these expositions had been encouraged and had 
been more frequent in the past, so that the people of different sections 
of this country might have met together and learned more of each other, 
there would not now be an enormous war debt hanging over the Re- 
public. I concur in that remark, and although in dollars and cents 
we apparently lost a couple of millions by the New Orleans enterprise, 
I say to the House that my observation and investigation satisfies me 
that this nation has gained ten dollars for every one she invested there. 

On that occasion the people of the different sections met together and 
there they learned more of each other and of the vast and varied re- 
sources of their common country, not only in natural preducts, but of 
the useful things produced in the arts. There they learned the better 

ys and the best and cheapest methods. 

A single word more. I only ask that this proposition of my colleague 
{Mr. OUTHWAITE] shall not be voted down by reason of the peculiar 
amendments that may be attached to it. If it isa worthy proposition, 
as I certainly think it is, let-ms vote for it. I shall vote for it with 
all my heart. I say again that it is not for Columbus alone, it is not 
for Ohio alone, it is not for Indiana nor for Illinois alone, but it is for 
all that section of country that we ask that the several Departments 
of the Government may contribute by way of an exhibit on this occa- 
sion a small portion of that which those States and that section of the 
country have placed in store at the national capital. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE.  Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BooTHMAN } 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, Ohio is one hundred years old 
this year, and her Representatives upon this floor are entirely willing 


that whenever any State in this Union becomes one hundred years of 


age she may send out her invitations to the other States, and to the 
people of the whole country, to come within her borders and see what 
progress she has made in a century, and that the nation as a whole shall 
also be present, even though it costs a small sum tosecure its presence. 

That is what Ohio has done this year with reference to the United 
States. She does not stand here begging that Congress shall appropri- 
ate any sum of money to assist her in making this celebration or in 
providing this ‘‘cireus,’’ as some gentleman has put it; but she asks 
that the United States Government, through Congress, having hereto- 
fore accepted the invitation at her hands to come into her borders this 
year and see where she stands after one hundred years of growth, 
should simply pay its own expenses in coming there; thatisall. We 
will take care of you after you get there. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a cordial invitation. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. We have said to the people of the United States 
that this is not merely a State affair. We have invited them to come 
there and see the growth of that great Northwest Territory out of whi i 


This was done under the provisions of 


He was peculiarly happy | 


educational value belonging to the Goy- 


the articles of curiosity ant 
ernment, to remain ¥ 


vith us for a while, we are certainly not making, 
upon an occasion of this kind, a great demand, coming as it does from 
a portion of “the people of the country aggregating at Teast one-fifth of 
its whole population. And it does not seem fair to me that these 
other propositions should be tacked on to this measure, perhaps witha 
proper purpose in view, but, as it appears to me, with the object of 


weighting down this measure. I may be wrong; I do not desire to antag- 
onize those several propositions on their separate merits; but it does 
seem to me the Congress of the United States can afford, and ought to 
make this appropriation, and that the representatives of the country 
can afford to come there and see what we are doing It will do us all 
good to get better acquainted. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITI lf gentlemen who are opposing this measure 
have nothing further to say, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. If other gentlemen are through, I de- 
sire to add a word. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I reserve the residue of my time. 

HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I have 
no feeling in regard to this subject, but have conceived it my duty to 
make the House understand the exact situation of the matter. I will 
say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. BooTHMAN], who has just spoken, 
that I have offered my amendment in perfect good faith; and in reply 
to him and his weer [Mr. BUTTERWOR TH J, I desire to say that if 
we are going to dispose of this question of expositions, these other 
measures are certainly entitled to consideration; and the fact that a 
bill has been introduced here which has not even the sanction of a com- 
mittee, which is not accompanied by any report which members can 
examine, should not exclude from fair consideration other propositions 
of greater weight. Now, that the question of appropriation of money 
for expositions is up, I think the whole subject should be fully con- 
sidered. 

I have offered, from a sense of duty, the amendment for the Atlanta 
exposition of the colored people. I believe that if $1 should be given 
to the Columbus exposition, $100,000 should be poms to the Atlanta 
exposition. That is my judgment about the matter. With regard to 
this celebration of the centennial of the Sisthevent Territory, we all 


| appreciate the importance of the event; we all appreciate the State of 





l 


Ohio; we have no feeling against that State, heaven knows. But 
when we gave $150,000 to Cincinnati on the petition of every State 
that was interested in the cession of the Northwest Territory, Cincin- 


| nati having been selected by Ohio and the surrounding States for the 


great centennial-celebration of that event, I think we did enough in 
connection with that matter, and that our action should not be made 
the pretext for every other town or city that may be interested in that 
event to come here and ask the strengthening aid of the General Gov- 
ernment with reference to their local exposition. 

I do not sympathize with the remarks of my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] in calling these exhibitions horse shows, or comparing 
them to John Robinson’s performances. I believein fairs; I believe in 
expositions; I believe in these methods of quickening the intelligence 
of the masses by showing them what the cunning workmen in various 
departments are doing. Put if you are going to come here and ask the 
General Government to aid every State fair, let that be understood by 
the House before we go any farther. I think my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BRuMM] has drawn a correct rule for our action; I believe 
we ought to be governed in our decision by the merits of each particular 
case. I submit that we have fully cove red the just demands of the 
State of Ohio in making the liberal appropriation already made for the 
exposition of Cincinnati. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With pleasure. 

Mr. HERBERT. I belie ve, like the gentleman from Iowa, that fairs 
and expositions are valuable and ought to be encouraged; but I think 
they are matters which should be left to the people in the respeciive 
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Adan 4 
Allen, Mags. 
Anderson, M 


Anderson, Kaus, 


Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
acon, 
Bayne 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Loutelle, 
tjowden, 
Browne, Ind, 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 


Campbell, F.,N 
Campbell,T.J., N.¥ 


Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Jockran, 
Jollins, 
compton, 
Jowles, 
Crain, 
Crouse, 
Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 


~~~ 


Davidson, Ala, 
Davidson, Fla. 


De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 


aw 


NOT 


Dorsey 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Enloe 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
French, 
Funston, 
Gaines 
Gallinger, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Giover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grimes, 


’. Guenther, 


Hare, 
Iiarmer, 
Heard, 
Hires, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 


Hopkins, N.Y. 


Hunter, 


Johnston, Ind. 


Jones, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
laidlaw, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Latham, 
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Lind, 
Lodge, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinney, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O' Neill, Mo. 
Owen, 
Patton, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robertson, 


tock well, 
towland, 
Russell, Conn, 
tussell, Mass, 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 

Sawyer, 

Scott, 

Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
StahIinecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ill. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 

Wade, 
Washington, 
Weber, 

West, 

White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodburn. 


So the motion was not agreed to, no quorum having voted. 


Mr. BREWER. 


I desire to state, in connection with my vote, that 
I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLoUNT, but I 
am assured that he would vote ‘‘no’ 


voted in the negative. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


’ 


is detained at home by reason of sickness. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


reading of the names. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. STone, and will withdraw my vote. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 


I am paired with the gentleman 


on this question, so I have also 
I wish to state that my colleague, Mr. ENLOE, 
The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


I am paired with the gentleman from Missouri, 


from Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, and will also withdraw my vote. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. 


stand I am paired on the pending vote. 


The Clerk announced the following members as being paired until 
further notice: 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 
Mr. McCREARY with Mr. KERR. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 


Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mi. LANE with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
Mr. LATHAM with Mr. KENNEDY. 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Hlinois, with Mr. FARQUHAR, 


Mr. Rusk with Mr. McCoMAs. 


I did not vote on this question, as I under- 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WEsr. 

Mr. BovuTrELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. Hoae with Mr. GALLINGER, 
Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Hrres. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 


Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. YODER with Mr. BooTHMAN. 


Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. Scott with Mr. CLARK. 


Mr. Jones with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. KETCHAM. 


Mr. Biaas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. CoMPTON with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, 
Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr, PATTON. 
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Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomAs, of Illinois. 

Mr. BACON with Mr. KussELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. PENDLETON with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. THomAs H. B. BRowNe. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. SToNE, of Missouri. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. DoRsEy. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, with Mr. CowLzs. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BREWER, until August 17. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, for two weeks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Hirt, on this vote. 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. DAvinpson, of Florida, with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for 
this day. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. GAINES, on this vote. Mr. GAINES would 
vote in the affirmative and Mr, NEWTON in the negative on the pend- 
ing proposition. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WADE, on this vote. 

Mr. MAISH with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. ATKINSON, until Wednesday next. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. MILLIKEN, for this day. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOWDEN, on this vote. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. WEBER, on this vote. 

Mr. RussEvy, of Massachusetts, with Mr. Morrirt, of New York, 
on this vote. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED], but reserved the right to vote to make 
a quorum. ; 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am announced as being paired 
with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YopER], and therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. HOGG. Mr. Speaker, my pair with Mr. GALLINGER was for 
last Saturday only. I vote now in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has already voted. 

Mr. HOGG. I voted, and allow the vote to stand in order to makea 
quorum, 

Mr. McCOMAS. 
may vote in order to preserve a quorum. 
to do so for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done now by unanimous consent, 
as all the rolls have been called that the rule provides for. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

Mr. WISE. I am announced as being paired with the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. When that pair was made an agree- 
ment was entered into that upon several matters in which I was per- 
sonally interested I was at liberty to exercise my right to vote, and I 
do so on the pending question without any violation of our pair. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Being announced as paired, I with- 
draw my vote on this question. 

Mr. OATES. Iam paired with Mr. GUENTHER, but will allow my 
vote to stand in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. MORROW. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Bracs], but 
Iam entitled to vote to make a quorum. If a quorum has not ap- 
peared my vote can stand; but if it isnot necessary to make a quorum 
I will withdraw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


I am paired, but with the understanding that I 
I will vote if I am permitted 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If no quorum votes on this question will it be in 
order to immediately call the roll again ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not, except by unanimous consent. The 
roll has been called as often as the rule permits. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then what will be the condition—— 

Mr. LONG. Will it be in order to move a call of the Houso ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the names of the 
absentees be again called. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 
his secretaries, announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2531) granting a pension to Frederick W. Travis; 

An act (H. R. 2776) grant ng a pension to William Jack; 

An act (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to James T. Bourland; 

An act (H. R. 10527) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River; 

An act (H. R. 3070) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in Montana; 

An act (H. R. 6699) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; 
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An act (H. R. 2625) authorizing the erection of 
Missouri River at Ponca, in Nebraska: 
An act (H. R. 10524) to authorize the construction of a bridge acr 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgi 
An act (H. R. 9420 


a bridge across the 


ing the Houston, Central Arkansas and 





Northern Railway Company to construct and maintain bridges across 
Bayou Bartholomew and across Ouachita, Red, Little, and Sabine Riv- 
ers, in Louisiana; 

Anact/H. Rk. 8355) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-pass nger bridge across the St. John’s Rive vetween De Land 
Landing and Lake Monroe, in the State of Florida 

An act (H. R. 10538) to autho the construction of bridges a 
the Flint and Chattahoochee Rivers; 

An act (H. R. 8354) to authorize the construction and mainte ( 
of a pile bridge over the Halifax River at Daytona, Volusia Count 


Florida; 
An act (H. R. 5095) authoriz 
the Ocmulgee River, 


1 


on of a bridge acro 


} o ‘ 
ng the construet 
in the State of Georgia 


tl 


r ind for other purposes 
An act (H. R. 74 ie Aberdeen, Bismarck and North 
western Railway Company the right toconstuct and maintain a bridge 
across the Missouri River near Winona, Emmons County, Dakota; 

An act (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Bir 
mingham Railroad Company to build bridges across the Black Warrior 
River and the Tombigbee River, in Alabama; 

An act (H. R. 
the Tennessee River at or near Lamb’s Ferry, Alabama, and for other 
purposes; 

An act (H. R. 2170) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near bur- 
lington, in the State of lowa; 

An act (H. R. 9086) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oostenaula River at or near Rome, Ga.; and 

Anact(H. R. 8353) to authorize the construction of arailroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Hillsborough River at a point in 
the town of New Smyrna, in the county of Volusia and State of Flor- 
ida. 


granting 


to 
} 
igi 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that he was una- 
ble to decide. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 83, noes 48. 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The Speaker announced that 38 gentlemen had arisen in support of 


the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
side. 

The SPEAKER announced that 70 gentlemen had risen on the other 
side and 38 on the question of ordering the yeas and nays, more than 
one-fifth of the last vote; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 67, nays 81, not vot- 
ing 176; as follows: 


I call for a count on the other 


YEAS—57. 


Abbott, Cooper, Laffoon, Plumb, 
Bankhead, Cox, Lanham, Pugsley, 
Barnes, Crisp, Lawler, Richardson, 
Boothman, Culberson, Lee, Rogers, 
Bound, Dalzell, Martin, Sayers, 
3owen, Davis, McClammy, Seney, 
Breckinridge,Ky. Hatch, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Brower, Haugen, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 


Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 


Henderson, N, C, 
Herbert, 


Mo pre, © 
Morgan, 


Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Wis. 


Brumm, Hermann, Morrill, Thompson, Ohio 
Buchanan, Hiestand, Neal, Tracey 
Buckalew, Hogg, Newton, Warner 
Candler, Hooker, O’ Ferrall, White, Ind. 
Catchings, Houk, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich, 
Cheadle, Hutton, Perkins, Wise. 
Cobb, Kilgore, Peters, 

NAYS—'1. 
Allen, Mass, Dougherty, Jackson, Smith, 
Allen, Mich. Dunn, Johnston, N, C, Snyder, 


Allen, Miss. Ermentrout, La Follette, Sowden, 


Anderson, Iowa Flood, Lehlbach, Springer 
Anderson, Ll. Forney, Long, Struble, 
Baker, Il. Fuller, Lyman, Symes, 
Bliss, Gear, McCullogh, Thomas, Ky, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Gest, McRae, Townshend, 
Burnes, Hall, Milliken, Vandever, 
Burrows, Hayden, Moffitt, Walker, 
Bynum, Hemphill, Morrow, Washington, 
Campbell, F.,N. ¥. Henderson,Iowa Nelson, Weaver, 
Cannon, Henderson, Ill. O'Donnell, Weber, 
Caruth, Hitt, O'Neill, Pa, Wheeler, 
Caswell, Holman, Osborne, Wilkins, 
Chipman, Holmes, Parker, Wilkinson, 


Cogswell, Hopkins, Ill. Payson, Wilson, Minn, 


Conger, Hopkins, Va. Post, Yardley 
Cothran, Hovey, Rice, 
Cutcheon, Howard, Romeis, 
Dockery, Hunter, Shively, 

NOT VOTING—176, 
Adams, Atkinson, Bayne, Bingham, 
Anderson, Miss. Bacon, Belden, Blanchard, 
Anderson, Kans. Baker, N. Y. Belmont, Bland, 
Arnold, Barry, Biggs, Blount, 


7899) authorizing the construction of a bridge over | 
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So the House refused to adjourn. 
On motion,the reading of the names of members voting w Lisp sed 
VW } 
Che following additional pair was announced 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. LAIDLAW, during this day 
The result of the vote was then announced as above record 


Mr. WEAVER. 
Mr. ROGERS. 
The SPEAKER. 


I move a call of the House. 
I rise toa parlimentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state 

Mr. ROGERS. If the motion for a call of the House is voted dowr 
will it then be in order to move again that the House adjourn 
The SPEAKER. It will. 
‘he motion for a call of the House was not agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move that the House do now adjourn 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that + 
seemed to have it. 

fr. WEAVER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
ihe yeas and nays were refused, only 4 members voting 
Che motion to adjourn was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 
lock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTROD ED AND REFERRED, 


~~ 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were int 
und referred as indicated below: 

iy Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11112) for the relief of H ¥ 
Carson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCSHANE: A bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pension Ire 
Rucker Sheridan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11114) for the relief of 
P. F. Warterfield—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11115) to per n W. H. 
Hendley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11116) to pens 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


ion hebecca bolerjach » the Com- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11117) to pension Amanda He ] © the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ET‘ 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the ¢ 
under the rule, and referred as follows 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of citizens of Monroe ¢ M 
issippi, for certain amendments to the interstate-« to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. D. O’ Neal, of H M ts, and of M 
4. V. Hutchins, widow of A. V. Hu 3s, of M ppi, for reference 
of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the ( mittee on 


| 
Claims. 





By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Pet n C. Ga 1 Mary 
Galley, for payment of their claim m eon ( 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of the county court of oke ¢ 
Virginia, for the relief of the sufferers from the late flood t 


TLATIOL 


pri ; 
By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Shell Rock Pe 
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Army of the Rep of Batler County, Iowa, for the passage of the 
National ‘Tribune | in bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
vy Mr. MCKENNA: Petitien of citizens of San Francisco, for the 
imp ent of J » Sawyer, judge of the United States circuit 
court of ¢ for und George M. Sabin, district judge of Nevada 
to the Committec iT udiciary. 
Mr. McCREALY: Petition of William N. Stokes, administrator 


of Jefferson M r payment of his war claim—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 
by Mr. PETER ns of Harper County, Kansas, 
for « pension for N, Griggsby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of G. P. Neely, heir of Isaiah 


Petition of citiz 


Neely, late of C on County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Clai: to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of Mystic Valley (Conn.) Board 
of ‘l'rade, in favor of the maritime canal bill—to the Committee on 


Conimerce. 

\lso, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of Connecticut, for 
an appropriation for head-stones-—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

.lso, petition of John M. Brewer and others, of Connecticut, in favor 
of repeal of portion of the internal-revenue laws—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

by Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of A. E. Page and others, citi- 
zens of Bates County, Missouri, for certain amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

by Mr. J.D. TAYLOR: Memorial of J. M. MeVay and 36 others, of 
Noble County, Ohio, for certain amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce act—to the Committee 6n Commerce. 

Ry Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Rebecca Bolerjack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iby Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition for the repeal of the internal-revenue 
laws from Mrs. M. Engleman and 15 others, ladies of Miamisburgh, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 
were in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
B10NS: 

iby Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of ex-soldiers and sailors of the Union, 
of Lremer County, Iowa. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 8, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of citizens of Macedon, N. Y., 
praying for the more effectual protection of agriculture by tariff legis- 
lation: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 

A. bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief of William Pfaender; and 

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The House concurrent resolution to print 100,000 
copies of the tariff law and amendments proposed by the Mills bill has 
been considered by the Committee on Finance, and the committee agree 
unanimously that it is better to print the document in the form pro- 
posed and according to the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Printing of the Senate now rather than to postpone it until the Senate 
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scheme in some form or other is presented. The members of the House 
are anxious to have the document printed, and the Committee on Fi- 
nance recommend that the resolution be passed as proposed to be 
amended by the Committee on Printing. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The Cuier CLERK. The amendmentis tostrike out, in the last line 
of the resolution, after ‘‘ printed,’’ the words ‘‘ for the use of the 
House ’”’ and insert ‘‘ 75,000 for the use of the House and 25,090 for the 
a 


ise of the Senate;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 


‘ 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 100,000 
copies of a comparative statement embodying the present tariff law (act of 
March 3, 1883) with the proposed amendments of (H. R, 9051) “An act to re- 
duce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue,’’ to be prepared by the Committee on Ways and Means, be printed, 75,- 
000 for the use of the House and 25,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the resolution and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized te 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended tobe proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was reierred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COMING OF CHINESE LABORERS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1801. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. The Secretary will report the first Order of Business by title. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 1709, a bill (S. 995) for the 
relief of Robley D. Evans and Richard M. Green. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill being in order, the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1801, being the bill (S. 3304) to 
prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope we shall proceed regularly with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar being in order under 

tule VIII, the Senator from Nevada moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1801, being the Chinese restric- 
tion bill. Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. : 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPxH]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylyania [Mr. Quay]. ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I was paired, during his 
absence, with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. He 
has returned, but is not in the Senate Chamber at this time. I think, 
however, that I shall take the liberty of voting, as it is doubtful 
whether there will be a quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. WALTHALL’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was paired with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] at the instance of his colleague [Mr. DAwes]. I 
presume the Senator from Massachusetts, if present, would vote 
**yea.’”? 

Mr. DAWES. I record my vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and 1 presume my colleague 
would vote the same way. If the Senator wishes to vote, of course he 
has the right to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. BROWN. I have announced my pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLpH], but I see his colleague [Mr. MircHELL] voted 
in the affirmative, and I will vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


—- 
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aan ns ‘ a aie. te : a ned at considerable length in the 
Mr. BECK. Youcan vote. My colleague (Mr. BLACKBURN] would | } es ‘s : 1B 
6 39 se 7 , pelleve the pi was n iy pas 
vote *" yea,’’ if present, | know. oe MOR AN. WI! Se the 
Mr. MANDERSON. Then I vote ‘ yea.” | wre PI TT ag grater 
rr ‘ - > j ur. i 4 A i inventl l \ 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 3: as follows aie a 
7 : to ake heavy chai Or Ca 
YEAS—40 ; 
Allison, Davis, Jonesof Nevada, Ransom 
Bate, Dawes, Manderson, Riddieberger, 
Beck, Edmunds, Mitchell Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Morgan, Sherman, 
sowen, Farwell, Paddock, Spooner ; 
Brown, Faulkner, Palmer, Stewart, ‘ 
Call Frye, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, George, Payne, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Wilson o 
( ym, Hiscock, Pu : Wilson of Md 
NAYS—3. 
Berry, Coke, Jones of Arkansas. 
ABSENT—33 
Aldrich, Eustis, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Kenna, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gorman, McPherson, Vance, ‘ 
Butler, Gray, Morril! Vest. . 
( 
{ 


hace 


Hampton, 


Quay, 


Walthall. 





Colquitt, Harris, Reagan, 
Daniel, Hearst, Sabin, 
Dolph, loar, Saulsbury, l 
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say it is an unjust law that will grant it; and I say if it is the law, let | 


these parties go to the Court of Claims and assert their rights there if | 


they have legal rights. 


It isa monstrous proposition that all the employés of the Govern- | 


ment must stop the faculties of their mind and refuse to think and be 
driven along in grooves because if they do think and try to do their 
business well and to improve the Government service they may get a 


patent, and will then come in and claim that the Government must 
remunerate them for the very service they have been performing, for 
which they have already been paid. 

I understand exactly the position of the Senator from Connecticut in 
regard to the mere technicai legal right. ladmit that. I admit the 


court has so decided under existing law; but I say the law onght to be | 


modified. There ought to be a change, and it strikes me that this bill 
presents a most favorable opportunity for putting in an additional sec- 
tion changing the law. Therefore I move, as an additional section, 
and if the amendment is adopted I shall move then to amend the title 
to make it correspond: 


Sec. 2. And that hereafter—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator forward his amend- 
ment in writing to the desk ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will let the bill go over until I can prepare an 
amendment. Let it be passed over until to-morrow without losing its 
place, and I will prepare an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the bill passes from the consideration of the 
Senate I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw my objection so that the Senator 
from Connecticut may make a remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the consideration of bills under 
Rule VIII a Senator can speak but once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will be al- 
lowed to proceed, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say that I do not desire to precipitate now 
a discussion upon the question which has been raised by the Senator 
from Missouri. There is a great deal that can be said in favor of pro- 
tecting to the inventor who is in the service of the Government or in 
the service of an individual an invention which he makes under such 
circumstances; but that question can not be discussed this morning 
under the five-minute rule. If the Senator insists upon proposing his 
amendment the bill ean hardly be considered under this rule. When- 
ever that question shall come up I shall take occasion to differ essen- 
tially from the proposition of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before we pass from this patent question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi can 
proceed by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The bill is still pending. I withdrew my ob- 
jection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Missouri to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdrew my objection to allow the Senator 
from Connecticut to make a remark. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make astatementandaninquiry. Very 
early in the session I introduced in the Senate a bill for the purpose of 
protecting innocent purchasers, bona fide purchasers, for value, in open 
market, of patented articles. The bill was referred to the Committee 
on Patents some four or five monthsago. I had assurances from some 
members of that committee that there would be an early report upon 
the bill. Up to this time the committee has made no report. I de- 
sire to inquire of the chairman of that committee when the Senate may 
expect a report upon that bill, so that the matter of the bill can be 
brought before the Senate for its consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the Committee on Patents [Mr. 
TELLER] has been called away for this week and isnot here to respond. 
I will say, however, that perhaps theSenator from Mississippi has reason 
to make theinquiry, and he has perhapsjustground forcomplaint. Yet 
the subject of the bill has been a matter of several discussions in the 
Committee on Patents, and I promised the committee that I would en- 
deavor to present a bill which embraced my views upon the general 
subject, but the condition of my health and other business have caused 
a delay on my part. If there is any fault it is mine. The committee 
has been anxious to report the bill, and it will be reported during the 
present session in some form. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to say that Ido not wish to impute any 
negligence to any member of the committee or any wish upon their 
part to suppress discussion and investigation of the subject. It isa 
matter to which I have given a good deal of consideration. I believe 
the law as it now stands is one of very great wrong and hardship to 
the people of this country, and I am very anxious that the Senate, 
after full debate and consideration, shall vote upon the subject. I am 
gratified to know from the statement made by the Senator from Con- 
necticut that the matter of the consideration and report of the bill will 
not be much longer delayed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I ask that the bill go over until I can have 


Is there unanimous consent? The 
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an opportunity to confer with the Senator from Connecticut in regard 
to the matter, the bill retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, and the next order of business on the Calendar will be an- 
nounced, 

CEDAR RIVER POINT LIGHT. 

The bill (S. 3229) to establish a light at or near Cedar River Point, 
at the mouth of Cedar River, Green Bay, Michigan, was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER.  Iask that that bill may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

FRONTIER GUARDS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to place on 
file in the War Department the names of the officers and members of 
the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer military service of 
the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, and issue discharges 
to the same; which was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the report long? 
read. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
and then the report. 

Mr. PLATT. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has not yet been read at 
length as in Committee of the Whole. It will be read and afterwards 
the amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs will be stated 
for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were, in line 
7, before the word ‘‘ day,’’ tostrike out ‘‘eighteenth ’’ and insert ‘‘six- 
teenth;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ discharges,’’ to strike out: 


To the same; said discharges to be the same in form and language as those 
issued at that time by James H. Lane, captain of said organization, as he was 
authorized to do by the then Secretary of War. 

And insert: 


To such of them as shall furnish satisfactory proof by affidavits of comrades 
or officers of said organization that they rendered military service and were 
honorably discharged ; said discharges shall be in the form and language used 
by James H. Lane, captain of said Frontier Guards, in issuing discharges there- 
from: Provided, That none of said officers or men shall be entitled to pay or 
allowance or bounty or pension by reason of service in such guards, 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place upon the files of the War Department the names of the 
officers and men of an organization known as the Frontier Guards, regularly 
mustered into the volunteer military service of the United States on the 16th 
day of April, 1861, and issue discharges to such of them as shall furnish satisfac- 
tory proof by affidavits of comrades or officers of said organization that they 
rendered military service and were honorably discharged; said discharges shall 
be in the form and language used by James H. Lane, captain of said Frontier 
Guards, in issuing discharges therefrom: Provided, That none of said officers or 
men shall be entitled to pay or allowance dr bounty or pension by reason of 
service in such guards. 


Mr. PLATT. Ido not ask for the reading of the report. The bill 
explains itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The other amendment, if there be 
no objection, will be agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of War to place on file in the War Department the names 
of the officers and members of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the 
volunteer military service of the United States on the 16th day of April, 
1861, and issue discharges to the same.’’ 


ACCOUNTS WITH STATES, 


The bill (S. 2430) explanatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act to settle 
certain accounts between the United States and the State of Mississippi 
and other States, and for other purposes,’’ was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill had better be laid over. The 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who reported it, is not present, 
and I think it had better not lose its place, but just retain it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There should bea verbal amendment 
in line 6 of the bill, in any event, where it reads: 

Shall, and is hereby, declared, etc. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the reading of the report will explain the 
bill. 


f not, I should like to hear it 


The bill had better be read first. 
Let the bill be read as proposed to be amended, 
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Chere is « point that did not k ‘ 1 t b i 3 
con ‘ e¢ f re to t ( re it 
I see that it give O ¢ ttates here 1 1 indemnity in lieu « 
t] indian reservations now existing The orig | is I see . 
the report, on ‘ nde ty et rest tions be e | 
property d be ed to Lnited St ¢ and the India vere s 
moved Now ti b Si tT j tion, 1n so ( the Territori t 
least, as to whether we shall give them an indemnity for an Immense 

ea of Indian reservation that may remain an Indian reservation ir. M PERSO , t . : 
all time to come . , t New } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator e, DE |] ted and | pon t LT ce t 
rom Missouri to ask that the bill be passed ove vithout prejud N ci the considerat mA 1 the ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be better under the circum 4 t, at some t 
stances, I I tion to pr ed 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Che bill will be passed over. Thi 
next order of business will be stated. Mr. E' 

EORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. u 

The bill (H. R. 4647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennall dient : ~ nee i 
town Railway Company of the District of Columbia was considered os nee nm a es 
in Committee of the Whole. 2 : : a 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ; aia ; , 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. — ” oe —— , oe 

< ea I ( é t 1 ¢ l . 
STEAM RAILROADS IN THE DIS ICT ‘ nsed w } it 

The next business on the Calendar was Order of Business 1727, b i by 

ing the motion of Mr. MorRRILL to commit bills S. 2916 and 8. 2615 | — } VE ( | Treaty bet t] [ ted Stat nd 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. t Br neerning t nter tat f t I tion of O 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore Chis order of business is improperly ) 1818 ned at W rt I \ 15, 1888 

on the Calendar at this place, and will be passed over and follow th PRESIDEN f Cl 1estior on ther n of the 

bills when they are reached on the Calendar. t from A Mr. M AN | to postpone the furth nsid- 
Mr. EVARTS. I give notice that after the final disposition of the of t treat lt Wednesday after th t M y in 








next bill in order on the Calendar, I shall ask leave to go into open ecember next. 
executive session for the consideration of the fisheries treaty ) EVARTS. Mr. President, under ord ry ¢ imstanes - 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. erning the consideration of any ¥ ty 1 r before the Senate, I 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. its t that during t ul ch we 
, ' . , 7 + } ‘ ex . ‘ 1 ¢ 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following , ) paren N 
1 + @ @ > € + » | | 
Ordered, That Mr. Hooker of Mississippi, Mr. CurcHron of Michigan, M tty . : ' 
WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. HENDERSON of Lllinois, Mr. Cox of New York, M ged ednat l th siae S | trated, 80 al 
GROSVENOR of Ohio, and Mr NE of Nebraska be th mimitte it hes « ; em ant & ‘ } ‘ 
part of the House to attend the of General P ) H. Sherida i hat ild ne t P 
operate with the committee on of the S \ 7" 2 as . ' , 
! lertake ne ips to ( t 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED | 
nivy é ( ence o tive -"? 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed ae ee +] ‘ ’ 
° : : . S Ww . aUtK 
the following enrolled bills; and they sre thereupon signed by ti ‘ +} 





President pro tempore + h anethtttee i 6] ¥e { na Tal ] 
A bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of I 





s I do ( I t 
the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion; and ' aa dhen 

A bill (H. R, 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the a aie the & as aia a = Sie dleleahen 
mouth of the Mississippi River. sat onl Bi a ‘ : devations thet atrictiv 


NANCY G. ALEXANDER. ng t lebate ll find ne Senator ranother u1 
The bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander was con nd e aft nother up { ( 3 i $a 1 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole It provides for the payment to lete « mn, su i and suff tly explored 1 
Nancy G. Alexander, of Camberland County, Kentucky, of $259 fo il that pr ice of the wid ! whi t treaty « 
coal taken from her by officers of the United States Navy and used on ( istive treatment 
gunboats on the Cumberland River, during the late war of the 1 [ sh first attempt to dispose of sot pre nary considerat ; 
bellion. é riefly 1 the to take t ti ’ twee the ¢ 

















The bill was reported to the Senate w ut amendment, ¢ red te gard to ’ } nd | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed hate, up to the t en t present Ad tratio1 
STATUES OF RICHARD STOCKTON AND PHILIP KEARNY egot on of this treaty. | uli then propose to , 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a I 2 : ; ib 
° ° . » . 6 ? sot + + as +} 7 it ‘ . ++ + 
communication from rovernor of the State of New Jersey; which ' 
will be read. ; : : , 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: , : = 
’ e 1 ; . ‘ ut » Ithin 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT es 
Trenton, July 2 : ng HIS ¢ 
Srr: I have the honor to inform you that, in response tothe invitation of ¢ . ites t to vet t t trie »tot t 
rress to each of the States “to provide and furnish statues, in marb r br 7 ne t} trueattitude int} future te } f ed | 
of two distinguished persons who have beer ere str 4 . 
their historic renown, or from distingui miilit es,’’ t € . , . 
placed in the old hall of the House of ! ves i ! ul ‘ lhe fanction imparted to t S é€ in the 
United States, the State of New Jersey has furnished a marble stat f Ricl 1 | of treatic is ! t f t l 
Stockton, member of the Continental Congress from New Jersey, and a sig , > ‘ 
of the Declaration of Independence, eminent as a jurist, a patri ind a states : ; 
man; and a bronze statue of Phil p Ke irny, « ‘ ind aior of d eX t or ™ t é itive Ve I pre aed in ft ( 
the war with Mexico, and major-general in the United States volunteer army tution that tl e and ns t of the Senate, at whatever st 
who, distinguished in two continents for his c nspicuous bravery and military , — 1 4 ‘ mt ; , ‘ treat the 
accomplishments, lost his life in the service of his country at Chantilly, Va to be give ae oS ; , — - wows 
September 1, 1862 necessary to convey 1 0 of the Senate in the a 
These statues, now in the National Statuary Hal! in the Capitol, are herewith the Exe tive must be expres 1 bv a two-thirds vote It w 
presented to the Congress of the United States by the State of New Jerse is in 2 h, —p ‘ waver t . nton } ' 
her contribution to the collection of statues of illustrious Americans ; wscivigcted (x : ry ce aaa 
Very respectfully, In ts consequences may be political action and lex 


ROBT. S. GREEN, | the supreme will of this people as reposed in the two Ho ( 


Hon. Joun J. INGALLS es. rress is satisfied to take the results of debates and of wo 


, 7 . : ] = ~ 
President of the Senate of the United States, by a simpie m jority. 
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of the sea, and in our preparation for possession of the sea, this great 
adjacent schoo! for fishermen and school for seamen and school for ship- 
masters aud naval officers, should be secured to the claim and posses- | 


gion of our Government. A deliberate desire was exhibited to exclude 


us; it was plotted for; it was resisted by the negotiators of America. 
They knew then what this fishery was. They had no imagination 


of what the greatness of this nation was to become in a hundred years 
from that date, but they | 
launched upon the stormy sea of human affairs, and it meant to grow 
and it meant to command every range and reach in which it should 
need to grow, and thus should match in all the competitions with great 
nations in the race for wealth and power. Though the insight and the 
far-sighted wisdom of Adams may have first and most firmly insisted 
that with and as a part of our independence there should be incorpo- 
rated in our national frame this fishery right, that no persuasion, no 
postponement, no prevarications, should permit for a moment even 
any separation of this property in the fisheries from independence itself, 
and from our title to our territory, the other negotiators were scarcely 
behind in sagacity and patriotism. Laurens was of the same firm view. 
John Jay said in words that if this fishery right was not included in 
the preliminary terms of peace and in the definitive arrangement ‘‘it 
would not be a treaty, but an insidious truce.’’ Indeed, there is no 
doubt if this object of desire and of competition had been left out, to 
our injury, and to the calculation and to the intrigue of these great 
powers, how long would it have been before the same attitude would 
have been taken about the fisheries that was taken abuut the post- 
ponement of the delivery of the outposts of the western country? 

Are we, then, ready to say as to these fisheries thus measured in their 
national boundaries, 900 leagues from the coast of Great Britain—are 
we ready to say now that it is a matter of debate what is proper treat- 
ment for the preservation of these 
our enjoyment of them is less important to us as toward foreign na- 
tions? Are we tosay that patriotism has declined, so that everything 
now is local, that the very work that has been prognosticated by evil 
eyes for its necessary operation in the distribution of power and the 
distribution of interests in our system of government should end in 
our people taking no common interest for the general welfare, but only 
for particular interests of particular sections? Are the fishermen to be 
counted in their numbers and the fisheries in their product? Are we 
' to suppose that if we have through untoward influences been swept 
from the ocean in our foreign commerce (though our domestic commerce 
and coastwise commerce now are so vast) we shall leave the last oppor- 
tunity of keeping alive the fisheries and our naval power? It must 
indeed, Mr. President, be a confession of this if we are to follow the in- 
dications that are presented to us on the other side of the Chamber. 

If it be true that we do not value the fisheries; if it be true that we do 
not value their maintenance; if it be true that we do not care for pre- 
serving our historic claims that we have never yet abandoned, then let 
it openly be a matter of merchandise and sell it for what it is worth—a 
large subject of transfer if we are ready to part with it. But we are 
not ready to part with it, to tear off and reduce it, and expose it to all 
the irritating influences that belong to the occupation of the coast, to 
find only some paltry recompense not of added benefit to our fisheries, 
but of diminution, as well, of what we claim of our rights and interests 
outside of the fisheries. 

Now, who are the owners of these fisheries? 
Provinces; certainly not the State of Maine and the State of Massa- 
chusetts. They are the property of the United States of America and 
of the United Kingdom, and they have so remained from the treaty o! 
1783 till now, subject only to disposition and control by action between 
those powers by treaty and not by law. When we have made a treaty 
as between nations, can laws, either imperial or provincial, diminish 
our rights or encroach upon our enjoyment? 

No publicis st, no public man has ever denied that when encroach- 
ments in fact or by legislation overreach our possession and impair our 
enjoyment of it, the authority for it must be found in some stipulation 
that we have signed. It must be hidden, it must lurk under the terms 
of the treaty of 1783 or in the treaty of 1818, because by absorption by 
the shore population or by usurpation of imperial power our share can 
not be taken away but by our signature. We acquired the natural 
fisheries as they stood then, and with the power that then made their 
partition with us as a part of our independence, and from that time to 
this I challenge it as an inquiry and debate that our powers and our 
enjoyment are to be treated always as they stood in their original prop- 
ositions and in theiroriginal enjoyment until the signature of the United 
States can be shown to something in derogation or diminution either 
of the range of the fisheries or of the method and degree of our enjoy- 
ment of them. 

What, then, have been the dealings of the United States and of the 
United Kingdom on the subject of the fisheries? They date from the 
treaty of 1783, and as rapidly as possible I shall endeavor to present 
what I regard as the true treatment of this subject hitherto between 
the two governments. 

The treaty of 1783 is a very simple, a very intelligent treaty. It is 
one of those treaties that do not neetl to beinterpreted. All logicians, 
as well as forensic reasoners, demand that when a text does not need to 


Certainly not the 


cnew that it was independent, that at last it was | 


fisheries to this country, and that | 
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e interpreted it shall not be interpreted away. One must find in its 
own elements something to demand interpretation that is left undis- 
posed of or else incomplete or ambiguous in expression. The treaty 
of 1783 is a very simple treaty. 

It is agreed that the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy— 

That is not a concession, it is a statement of fact, that when we be- 
came independent the ps art of our independence which belonged to us 
in this enjoyment belonged to us by right. 

Shall continue to enjoy unmolested. 


‘‘Unmolested”’ isalarge word. The framersof the treaty knew what 
it meant. They did not need to enlarge upon it. It meant that we 
should have it without let or hindrance, and without any molestation 
after the separation between the governments. Thatis what that great 
word means. You may enlarge upon it as long as you please, you can 
not make a better word, and you can not more definitely draw the line 
between two great nations when they use that word, that when one is 
confronted with ‘‘ molestation ’’ it is a violation of the treaty. 

Each aggrieved power is the judge of what molestation is, and the 
parties de not alter the treaty until after the question of molestation 
is determined. It is, like other differences that may arise, to be dis- 
posed of. We say and you agree that we are not to be molested; but 
we say this is molestation; that it is an encroachment with a purpose 
of diminishing our fisheries and enlarging your own; it is a purpose of 
diminishing the fruits, the opportunities, the largeness and freedom 
of our enjoyment under that one word ‘‘ unmolested,’’ and we will not 
endure molestation. We will not cut and carve with you as to how 
many fishermen are molested, how many voyages are defeated, how 
much our market is defrauded. We want no molestation. We use it 
on our side without molestation to you, and you must use it on your 
side without molestation to us. 

I insist upon the view that I take of the subsisting treaty arrange- 
ment between Great Britain and the United States, that the treaty of 
1783 is in force and is only subject to such reduction and modification 
in point of substance and in point of duration as was made by the 
treaty of 1818. It is a deliberate and well-considered enlargement as 
to the freedom of our fisheries that they shall not be molested, and is 
still subsisting. 

To enjoy unmolested the right to take fish of every kind on the Grand Bank, 
and on all the other banks of Newfoundland ; also in the Gulf of St. Lawrence 
and at all other places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used 
at any time heretofore fish. 

This substantially relates to what is called the deep-sea fishing, for 
a subsequent clause takes up under a new form or phrase of ‘‘liberty”’ 
an enlargement of what is thus before treated as matter of right. But 
it must be considered that this deep-sea fishery, which has not been 
curtailed by the treaty of 1818 and now subsists by the confession of 
public authorities, was determined on the part of Great Britain as to 
be still in force, still unrepealed by the war of 1812. 

‘I ask your attention to our right to have this deep-sea fishery re- 
served unmolested. I shall hereafter point out what a fishery means, 


; and what molestation or freedom or security from molestation means; 


| 


but whatever belongs to the enjoyment of this fishery as a fishery in 
these regions belongs to us to be unmolested. 

Now I come to what is spoken of as a question of liberty in the 
treaty of 1783: 

And also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have liberty to take 
fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as British fisher- 
men shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on that island), and also on the 
coasts, bays,and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in 
America, 

Then comes the right to dry and cure: 

And that the American fishermen shall have liberty to dry and cure fish in 
any ofthe unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Scotia, Magdalen Islands, 
and Labrador so long as the same shall remain unsettled; but as soon as the 
same or either of them shall be settled, it shail not be lawful for the said fisher- 
men to dry or cure fish at such settlement, without a previous agreement for 
that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground, 

What was the durability of those provisions? Were any of them 
subject to curtailment by parliamentary legislation, by provincial 
legislation, by custom, by interest of the shore population? There 
was no possibility of it. Expressio unius est exclusio alterius. What 
was the possibility—for there was an element of limitation to ‘‘un- 
settled coasts,’’ where we had the right to cure and dry? What was 
to happen to us when these coasts became settled? Was our right ex- 
cluded ? Was the progress of settlement to reduce our enjoyment? 
Was municipal regulation, domestic policy, the interest of the settle- 
ments, to interfere with our rights? No, all the curtailment and di- 
minution that came upon our thus stipulated enjoyment by the prog- 
ress of population was that we must then treat it as settled in private 
proprietorship, as meum et tuum, between man and man, not that we 
were excluded from the populated region by treaty or by law, but by 
stipulation in our own treaty thus to be regulated, that when popula- 
tion spreads we would recognize private property and ownership, and 
that we could not engage in drying and curing, on their grounds, with- 
out an agreement with the private owners. 

What more distinct and powerful statement can you have of the per- 
manent condition, unrestrained by imperial or provincial legislation, 
than that our powers were not to be encroached upon by public au- 
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thority, but that within the present range, that is now a possibility, 
the individual owners that take possession shall have the ordinary 
right of making bargaius for the possession and enjoyment of their own 
lands? 

The whole critical exposition of any of the phrases either in 1818 or 
in 1783 is of the phrases that ere used here. The same words in the 
several treaties mean the same thing. 


Now, what was our ‘‘ right ’’ or our “‘ libérty ? 





” 


Ii was— 


To take fish of every kind on such part of the coastof Newfoundland as Brit- 
ish fishermen shall use 


Here comes in this pececant preposition ‘‘on:”’ 

And also on the coasts, bays,and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majes 
ty’s dominions in America 

Does the phrase ‘‘ on bays’’ mean outside of a line drawn across the 
headlands of a bay? Here, originally and wholly undisputed, you 
have an elliptical expression, if you please, under which lurks a doubt 
not for that treaty but for the same phrases in other treaties. When, 
therefore, it is said ‘‘on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as 
British fishermen shall use,’’ it may have been a discrimination be- 
tween those and the French fishermen. 


‘ 


And also on the coasts, bays and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty's 
cominions in America. 

When we come to going ashore then this phrase is used: 

And thatthe American fishermen shall have liberty to dry and cure fish in 
any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks. 

That means that what was in the shore possession and shore enjoy- 
ment in all these bays, creeks, and harbors we should have this right 
so long as these appurtenances of the land, these inclusions of the sea 
shall remaiu unsettled on shore. 

We have therefore here an absolute, an admitted right to fish up to 
the shore-line. How do we get it? We getit under a liberty given to 
us to fish on the coasts, bays, and creeks, not using the word ‘‘in’’ or 
“inside them ’’ at all. It, then, is a necessary provision, ex abundanti 
cauiela, that when you come to a description of these shores you are to 
exclude a conclusion or pretension that ‘‘ coast ’’ stops with the open- 
ing of a bay, or stops even with the opening of a creek, or stops with 
the opening of a harbor, but that the coast-line follows from the trend 
of the coast into all its bays, harbors, and creeks, and our right of fish- 
ing is as clear up to the shore-line, inside as outside, and all under the 
preposition *‘ on.”’ 

Does ‘‘on a bay,’’ as used in the treaties, mean outside of a line 
drawn across the sea at the opening of the bay? Unless you can im- 
port this meaning into the treaty of 1818 from this briefand elliptical use 
of the preposition ‘‘on’’ in the treaty of 1783, you have an absolute 
evidence that the sinuosities are provided for ex abundanti cautela, as 
included in the coast-line. 

In regard to Newfoundland, in the treaty, when no such words of in 
clusion of bays, ete., are used, have we not a right to go inside the 
bays of Newfoundland? But our only right there was ‘‘on such part 


of the coast of Newioundland as British fishermen shall use.’’ If coast- 
line is different from and does not include bays, etc., then we had no 
right on the Newfoundland trend of the coast whenever we came to a 
bay or other inlet 

But, Mr. President, there was no occasion for insisting upon specific 
use or distribution of the preposition, as between ‘‘on’’ and ‘‘in,”’ 
under the treaty of 1783, until you come to say where you should have 
a right to land; that was given in these bays by limitation of them, 
and was introduced only to show for what purpose it might be done. 

In the treaty of 1818 what is the situation and its relation to the treaty 
of 1783? In 1818 we made another treaty. Up to that time, by the 
American claim, the treaty of 1783 was in full force. The British 
claimed that the treaty, made immediately after the war, not having 
restored any rights of the fisheries, the war itself had abrogated the 
treaty of 1783. Upon this British pretension we were under need 
of making a new treaty stipulation in respect of our enjoyment of the 
fisheries. This British pretension was soon abandoned in regard to 
what is called the sea fishing, which, it was admitted, was not revoca- 
ble. It might be said on the part of the British that clause of the 
treaty of 1783 was only securing to us what by the law of nations we 
had aright to. At any rate, that treaty remained in force and is now 
admitted to be in force in reference to the deep-sea fishing. Whether 
we could rest upon and be satisfied with the law of nations in that re- 
gard, the treaty of 1783 still subsists beyond contention as respects the 
sea fishing proper. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator object to my interrupting him with 
a question that I may understand him more clearly? I wish to ask 
the Senator from New York if we are to understand that our right to 
fish upon the Grand Banks and those other places in the ocean men- 
tioned in the treaty of 1783 is, in his opinion, stil! dependent upon the 
concessions or stipulations of that treaty. It may be a misunderstand- 
ing on my part. 

Mr. EVARTS. It never was dependent upon that. All that was 
stipulated to us was that, by our independence, we carried with us that 
right in those fisheries; and if, by the law of nations, now or then, we 


had no occasion for that stipulation, whatever force or need there is is | 


still left in force in that treaty. 
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Mr. GRAY I wish to as r¢ other ques } Sen ! 
x , aril lulge me I if tha = on . 

i ention that the tre 1783 is no opera ) 
nose. and ia not so far as being aia ,< ' La 
ex 1 ed, and annulled 

Mr. |] ARTS shall have « s \ I att ! ‘ 

} oO prese ut oO t in anot 3 
pect, but in this p r aspect e is no ut 
holds a double title, one of th S 1 
olfigation—when that covenanted ob ition ‘ vu 1 th the 
COLGaIbIO in te ns that wes ull 1olest 1 
we have two titles we do not propose to relin . t one 
molested ’’ enjoyment was included in the covenant, then w 
driven to a recourse to the rule of the law of nations to dete 

ne of demarkation between our ‘‘unn t 
pportunities and temptations for molestatior 

But I might not think it of importance enough for the preset t 
ition to insist ve nuch upon t p ‘ exce] har i ‘ 

what s | happen if the treaty of 1818 should be ) ited 

What did we T lerta to do 1818 i } ten - 
et us expres full: . contentio nthe part of G t l 
by the war of 1812 the fishery ause of t treaty 17R3 w 
nulled, at an end Che contention of the An ; t tit was 
the partition of empire, and a perpetual agree t 
agreements fundamental and incorporated in the very « 
independence, incapable of repeal 

However, I shall not quarrel for the moment as to whether tiis or 
that contention was sound, or whether in intermediate space wv and 
an agreement Che British gave up the prete yn that w as « 
pressed as our ‘‘right’’ was revoe yuut hung upon the word - 
erty,’’ and that it was not a description of right, but w I 1- 
trued between the nations as an interpretation or expre yn of con- 

3sion That we alwavs denied 

What did the negotiators do when they got t ther What did 
they take up? Did they take up the situation as it stood between the 

itions as if the treaty of 1783 was not in fore It was in fore ill 

pects, except their pretension of its partial abrogation and oul - 
er contention that it was unaffected by the war How did the 

up? Did they begin by saying, ‘‘ Whereas the treaty of 1743 has 
been annulled by the war of 1812, and there are now or may be dis- 
putations as to our share in the fishing between t two countri 
therefore we will make an original treaty to take the place of Not 
atall. No negotiator of this country would have signed at t 
that recital. No negotiator of Great Britain ever pretended to 
as a part of the renewed negotiat on an admission on our pa t 
the treaty had been repealed in any jot or tittle of it by t ir of 
l Did they then take it up as annulled? Let us see. I t 
rticle of the treaty of 1818 begins ollow 

W ere es have arisen f tl 7 i t l 

tes nhabdita § tie t< ‘ vy iad € i 

Ul use were dispute und ¢ itions avout a ae it i It 

s of a living treaty, opposite contentions about that treaty,“which 
were to be appeased by undertak an interpretation and limitation 
of that right. 

What did we gain here? The limitation was upon the text and 
body of the treaty of 1783 as it stood. ‘* Differences have 

cting the liberty’ under that treaty Let it be becanse we timed 
it was in full force and they denied it, but this treats the treat 
its incorporation with the new arrangement as a treaty in subsistence 
Chis is our agreement: 

That the inhabitants of the said United States shall have forever 

A dispute had arisen under the treaty of 1783. ‘The word “* for " 
is not found in that treaty, and we gained the word “‘ forever to be 
putin. ButI must say that ‘‘forever’’ used in a treaty neve itlive 
the treaty. Ihave never heardof a posthumous arrangement |! vhich 
when a treaty was dead one of its provisions survived However, it is 
another of those instances where we thought we would have in this 
provincial meddling about us a word in, so that if it turned on the 
question whether a subsequent war would affect it or not, this wor 


‘**forever’’ would stand in the way 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, and we renounced it ‘* forever 

Mr. EVARTS. I can not speak of all the clauses of the treaty ) 
et codem flatu. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon 









Mr. EVARTS. f the Senator will fix his mind on the parts as I 
am discussing them he will see whether anything is omitted o1 
Mr. GRAY. Iam giving the Senator my best attention. 
Mr. EVARTS. The treaty of 1818 proceeded 
forever, in common with the subjects of His Britannic Majesty, the to 
fish of every kind on at part of the southern coast of Newfo d 
which extends from Cape Ray to the Ramean Islands 


That is, this south red mark [indicating upon the map] 
on the western and northern coast of Newfoundland, from the said ¢ e Ray 
to the Quirpon Islands 

‘That carries us clear up to the northernmost point [indicating |— 


on the shores of the Magdalen Islands, 
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| 
‘sn i 
between shores and bays? Is there any dif- | 


What is the « ‘ 
ference? We understand what they both mean. Geographically they 
obtain tl me I t. Theshore is in its etymological root ‘‘shear.’’ 
Vhat ¢ i | from the sea is the shore. The coast-line is 
what tween sea and land. It may not mean at 
any time iy less than that, so far as the use of the words 
ther ve ah f tificial limitations of rights may come 


v- 


out o neral rule particular countries or the law of nations, every 
en the coast and the water and be 





be i! KHOW y re ih ,ilit iS betw 
t th e i the water, and they are the same thing. 
ve ¢ to ' oht j 
y l cure { vy of the unsetiled bays, harbors, and creeks of the | 
f rn } tl P indland herein above described, and of the | 
coast of Labrador; | s0 soon as the same or any portion thereof shall! be set- 
tied, it shall not be | for the said fishermen todry or cure fish at such por- | 
tio »settied witl reviou greement for such purpose with the inhabi- | 
tar proj I sof the ground. | 
Phat it will requ from each fisherman a private arrangement 
with the private proprietor concerning the land. 
Here we have the same change from ‘‘on’’ to ‘‘in.’? When the | 
treaty reads to what is accorded to us, we have the right to fish ‘‘ on 
the coasts, |} harbors, and creeks from Mount Joly,’’ ete. 
Does that mean on the coast, not inclusive of bays, harbors, and | 
ere ? Unl you can give this limitation to the right gained to fish | 
on the coast, and not giving that rightin the sinuosities of the harbors, | 
crecks, and bays, as still coast-line, you do not get a right to fish in | 
any of tho Your ’? must mean outside of a bay, in that con- 


tention, If you are to hold that when you come to the 3-mile belt it is 


the 3 miles outs 


de the bay sea-line. 


Now we come to the renunciation. It is historically true that, ap- 
parently, this definition and expression of our rights and liberties in 
the premises might have terminated without any negative limitations 





of exclusion. Undcramotive which prompted our negotiators to show 
that this curtailment of our privilege did not rest upon the right of 
Great Britain, but on our exchange of our rights or our privileges as 
well as theirs, they provided these few lines, apparently unnecessary, 
except tosecure this equality of righton each side in dealing in negotia- 
tion 

And the United Sta hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed 


or claimed 


Following the same question of dispute about them 


3 thereof to ts 
ts, bavs, creel 


ike, dry, or cure fish on or within 3 marine miles 
s, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty's domin- 
1in the above-mentioned limits. 

(he above-mentioned limits’’ were on the surface of the globe. 
The limits were geographical. The description of limits from Cape 
Ray to the Rameau Islands,and so on, was geographical, not limitations 
of enjoyment or of the penetration of that enjoyment into the sinuos- 
ities. Having thus the region definitely described,we proceed to de- 
scribe, in the same sense and in the same language, our renunciation 
within geographical limits of others not included in the geographical 
limits that are thus settled as between us as a continued privilege of 
ours, gud we use no single phrase or word of limitation except the 3 
miles. We renounce this— 


Within three marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His 
Britannie Majesty’s dominions in America not included within the above-men- 
tioned limits, 


After we had renounced the fishing thus definitely geographically 
described, in dealing with the question of coasts, bays, creeks, or har- 
bors, asa definition of the line, it is provided that our fishermen 
shall not enter into those bays, to wit, into that coast from which we 
had precluded ourseives. We had precluded ourselves from the coast. 
We had described the coastin the same language in which it had been 
described in 1783, as to what the right was ; but after having thus ex- 
cluded ourselves from 3 miles within the coastway including sinu- 
osities, including harbors and bays, whatever they might be, we then 
said, but, even as towards those bays from which, as parts of the coast, 
we are precluded from fishing within 3 miles, weare to be allowed to | 
enter— 
for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing | 
wood, and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. 


Now comes the first assertion of any reserved right of either imperial 
er municipal or provincial legislation on the subject; but in regard to 
this limited entrance into the portions of bays, where we could only | 
go for hospitality and protection, the restrictions shall be such— 
as may be necessary to prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or 
in any other manner whatever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them, | 

Therefore there is no restriction in regard to any port that we have 
recourse to for fishing in the bays or creeks that we have recourse to | 
for drying and curing, because we have these privileges of hospitality on | 
those coasts. In regard to bays in which we have renounced the right, 
either of drying or curing or fishing, it is claimed that we have re- 
nounced all privileges of unmolested hospitality which are appurtenant 
to our rights conceded in the treaties. 

Now, what did these restrictions mean? 


by the inhabit 
of any of the coa 
ions in America not included wit 

ee 








I shall not enlarge upon 


them; I shall not dwell upon them; but it is incontestable that ihe 
situation between the two countries, at the time, was of absolute in- 
terdict in trade, not only a limitation of exchanges of subjects, or by 
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| encroachment on prohibited trade. 


| and ward and constant lookout for the recurring tempests. 
| right to shelter, not only against the storm when it comes, but during 
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bottoms or what not, but an absolute interdict of any approach of trade 
into any of the dominions of these Provinces as a part of the general 
policy of the empire of Great Britain. The fishery is a privilege in 
every degree, if you please, whenever it comes to trespass upon trade. 
It is an enlargement of privilege when no privilege at all was accorded 
for trade to anybody else. 

What was the reason why these fishing vessels which thus went for 
shelter, or repairs, for wood and water, were subjected not only to ex- 
press and éxtensive limitations, but to a reserve of legislation to pro- 
It was not on account of the necessity of preventing fish- 
ror drying fish. Those could be protected against abuse 
in the fisheries inside, within the 3 miles. The whole point was to 
preserve the trade intact, and that was only in the interest of Great 
Britain and not of the Provinces. It was wholly in the interest of 
keeping up the circuit of trade by which whatever was to be in the 
nature of commercial intercommunication between the United States 
and the Provinces should go the circuit of sending over to England 
and from England sending to the Provinces. 

Therefore this was all in regard to smuggling; it was allin regard to 
I can understand it perfectly well. 
But, out of that restriction and the allowance of regulations to secure 
them against smuggling or trading has grown a strict limitation of 
our fishing rights of hospitality. I am not now speaking of our claim 
of enlargement of hospitality under the commercial arrangements now 
covering, as we say, all vessels, including those engaged in the fisheries. 
But I ask your attention to the hospitality in its proper construction, 
in the judgment, I think, of every lawyer and of every publicist. What 
does it mean when fishing vessels engaged in their pursuit on the neigh- 
boring shores of another nation—what does it mean when by friendly 
and open stipulation there is secured a right for the purpose of ‘‘shelter, 
and repairing damages therein,'of purchasing wood and obtaining water, 
and for no other purpose?’ ' 

What were those purposes? They were all the purposes that fisher- 
men in their pursuit needed. All other purposes were of mere trade. 
But whether the fishermen could carry tobacco; whether they could 
exchange this, that, or the other, or break into the circuit which 
Great Britain tenaciously adhered to as to all trade of different out- 
lying colonies, was another question. When it comes to a fishing 
smack, that is to pursue the business of fishing between friendly na- 
tions, of which the shores are contiguous, and the home of the fishing 
vessel and of the fishermen is remote, what did we need in the proper 
sense of the language used between two great nations, the United 
States and Great Britain, what did these fishing smacks want of ‘‘sup- 
plies???’ They took from home whatever they needed for their voyages 
that should be uninterrupted and unprolonged by disaster. But wood 
and water they could not carry, They could not take a supply of 
water fora three months’ fishing, and they could not take wood for all 
the occasions of their cruises. Therefore ‘‘ wood and water’’ were a 
description of what they needed in that regard. 

As to the matter of bait, at that time they could catch bait. There 
was nobody there to catch it for them. It was an unsettled region, 
and when wood and water were provided for, it was saying that ‘* not- 
withstanding the absolute interdict of any comer in entering a harbor 
for trade, you, by the same token that you have a right to fish, coming 
from your foreign home, shall have a right to find wood and water 
there, without stint and without limit.’’ 

What else did we secure against the vicissitudes of the sea? Was it 
against the tempestonly, or wasit for protection during the periods when 
fishing was interrupted by the habits and the vagaries of thefish? The 
vessels are to go there for the purpose of shelter. Itis now said that this 
means we have only aright toscud before the storm, get ‘‘shelter,’’ and 
leave when the tempestis over; and we must bein the open sea during the 
long intervals of the activity of our fishing interests, with all the watch 
We have a 


the interval that our fishing does not occupy us, that we must in the open 
sea watch the storm. This is an answer for a great and friendly na- 
tion to make to us when our fishing is to be maintained, or disparaged 
by the hospitality essential to it or its denial. I believe by this new 
treaty we can only stay in shelter twenty-four hours. 

Mr. FRYE. Not more than twenty-four hours upon entering at the 
custom-house. 

Mr. EVARTS. That is, we have not the privilege of fishing. We 
can not stay there more than twenty-four hours. 

Now, let us look and see whether we find in the Government of Great 

3ritain a disposition thus to narrow and limit the broad meaning of our 
stipulated facilities in our fishing interests. 

And for repairing damages therein. 

What are ‘‘damages?’’ Who limits the damages? The tempests 
and the waves limit the damages. And when we go in there under a 
stipulated treaty with a great nation that within the shelter of those 
bays we shall repair, do they mean by that that we shall have in stock, 
on board every one of these fishing sloops, a blacksmith shop and a 
hardware store, and all the provisions for repair? Why, a prime min- 
ister of England that would haggle about that thing could face no Par- 
liament with that pretense. It means that we are to be there with 
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llow me, I would like toc 
ly provides for, in regard to the n 
ter of which he has just been speaking. I will call his attention 
t] ay that the treat now proposed to the Senate, being a treaty o! 


interpretation of the treaty of 1318, mentions neither wood nor « 





as the generic term for both. But the liberty and privi 
lege and license to buy coal or wood or any fuel is fully provi 
in the stipulation which allows fishing vessels on all occasions w 
ever to buy such supplies as are needed by traders. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I understand perfectly well, but we are to } 
for it all. Wemake a new bargain for it all. We throw away « 
own fisheries, we give up our coasts, we do everything except give a 
free market. We keep that one thing, but when you stand on the 
terpretation of our right, and our right to ‘‘ wood’’ and wood on 
sti'l comes in even after the question of including ‘‘ coal’’ has been 
raised, 

Ir. GRAY. DolI understand the Senator from New York to say 
that the word ‘‘ wood ’’ is used in the treaty now before the Senate? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Where isit? I have not seen it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Well 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Delaware understand that there 
is any right in this treaty for our fishing vessels to buy whatever they 
please, as he states? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there not a limitation to a homeward voyage when 
the vessel is under distress? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not understand that there is any such limitation. 

Mr. FRYE. That is avery strange construction of the treaty, then. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator from New York will indulge me, I would 
like to say a word in reply to the question propounded by the Senator 
from Maine as to whether I contended that there was any right in 
fishing vessels to buy fuel and all other supplies. I say unquestion- 
ably, under Article XI of the treaty now propounded, theright is at- 
tempted to be secured, and, if this treaty were ratified, would be se- 
cured, to fishing vessels upon all occasions whatever, to buy all need- 
ful supplies such as are usually sold to trading vessels, and that is the 
interpretation put upon it by the President, who sends the treaty to 
the Senate and comments upon it ; it is theinterpretation put upon it 
by the negotiators, and it is the interpretation that the language of the 
article justifies. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, Mr. President, I simply desire to deny that. I 
say that no such interpretation is justified by the language; that if i 
is, the language in itself is utterly absurd. There is no provision there 
made for our vessels unless they are in distress and on the homeward 
voyage, and if the same vessel happens there again in distress and is on 
the homeward voyage she may receive that same provision that is made 








there—such provision as the Fiji Islanders would give us without any | su 


teeaty. Ido not want to have any further controversy about it. 
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occasion of strife or of torce, when the powers of the United States and 
Great Britain were drawn into requisition to watch and protect the 
fishery rights, that was never according to the heart or the purpose of 
the Provinces; but that all should bediverted from a solution, and our 
country and Great Lritain be inclined, under a treatment of provincial 
interesis, to make arrangements and experiments of another kind and 
intent that should sabordinate the line of demarkation in fishing to the 
prosperous and provident arrangement in their interest by which these 
other ulterior commercial operations would come into play. 

From 1815 to1843 itcan not be said, in any proper sense, that the fish- 


erles Were a prominent occasion of marauding or acharge of marauding. 
Oi: course the beginning may be dated back to 1839, In 1843 the sit- 
uation was produced, but it was on the part of the Provincials in prep- 
aration for an attempt to get reciprocity for a fish market. That went 
on until this Government declined entering into such an arrangement, 
and the Provinces, greatly irritated to be sure, succumbed; and trom 
1645 to 1851 diplomatic correspondence on the subject of the fisheries 
passes outofourview. In 1847the Provinces had undertaken to prof- 
jer, by reciprocal legislation, a provision by which the natural products 
of the sea and of the coterminous region, that isof their territory and 
ours, should be interchanged. They passed a law in 1847, but Con- 
gress refused the desired reciprocal legislation. That irritated the 
Provinces still more, and they undertook to cause us some annoyance. 


Then the teasing began, and Great Britain began to insist upon her in- 


terpretation. Then came the debate in the Senate and the letter of 
Mr. Webster in 1852, until the end was gained—not of determining 


what the line was of interpretation of the treaty of 1818, but of over- 
looking it and making an arrangement about trade that swallowed up 
the treaty right and swamped the treaty interests on either side. In 
1x51 we made the treaty of reciprocity. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether he 
can cite any case or authority for saying that we had rejected overtures 

iprocity before 1854 made to us in diplomatic form by the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain? 

Mr. EVARTS., 

Mr. MORGAN, 

Mr. EVARTS. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
not believe it exists. 
procity in 1854. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not say anything about it; whether I could say 
it is another thing. I adhere to what | have said; but that all the ir- 
ritation tended on their side to reciprocity and that there was no such 
tendency upon our partis plain. I have brought thattothetest. In 1847, 
despairing of treaty arrangements, they undertook in comity and good 
neighborhood to have reciprocal legislation. In 1847 they passed a 
law that should have effect when we passed a corresponding law, and 
we refused reciprocity. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I understand the Senator from New York, his 
position is that the Government of the United States in 1854 was wor- 
ried by the Canadians into the reciprocity arrangement, that they 
were ‘‘teasing,’’ as the Senator has expressed it, and “‘iritating’’ and 
pressing until after awhile they worried this Government into the re- 
ciprocity arrangement. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the way of it? 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand that the system of worrying was al- 
ways brought into play whenever we asserted our rights in fishing, 
and they asserted their contravention of it, in order to bring us to a 
departure from the fishing interests to the trading and commercial in- 
terests. There never has been adoubtof it. Whenever this irritation 
and ‘easing in the interests of trade induced the governments to try 
experiments of reciprocal interchange, then this resort merged the 
causes of irritation, and any adjudications or determinations were also 
merged therein for the time. 

At every stage when the Dominion undertook to enforce the line of 
a bay or a headland line, or anything else, the British Government 
declined, and there never was an attitude of practical enforcement that 
the British Government were ready to assume towards us of the head- 
land or the bay line in question. The matter passed off, the question 
passed off, on the partof the Provinces when they found that the Brit- 
ish Government would not back them up, and merged the question 
into reciprocal trade. 

In 1843, when an urgent political situation existed, seizure was made, 
outside of 3 miles, of the Washington and the Argus. That was set- 
tled. How long, how little time, between nations are instances to be 
submitted to arbitration as settling a principle withoutits being settled, 
when it is determined and the award is paid? How in dur courts— 
how in this great court, the supreme tribunal here—how is a ques- 
tion settled between private parties by suits between A and B to 
determine whether a law of a State or a law of the United States is 
unconstitutional? And when the court determines that question by 
releasing the defendant from liasility, or holding him, the instance 
settles the proposition. The Governmentof England has never shown 


o 


No. 

The Senator can not do it? 

I do not say that I can nut do it. I only say—— 

I have never seen anything of the kind and I do 
I believe the proposition came from us for reci- 


any alacrity to discuss the question whether these seizures were within 
8 miles or 10 miles or within headlands or within bay—but as nothing 
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but a decision whether it was within 3 miles. 
been made since without that belt. 

Now, let me ask attention to what the British Government did. 
In 1842, or thereabouts, some legal opinions were given by the law ad- 
visers of the Crown. In 1842 what did Lord Stanley write to Lord 
Falkland when the agitation was flagrant on the subject? Was Lord 
Stanley in a hurry in communicating the opinions to the governor- 
general? They were finally forwarded in November, 1842, accom- 
paffied by a letter to Lord Falkland stating that— 

The subject has frequently engaged the attention of myself and my colleagues 
with the view of adopting further measures, if necessary, for the protection of 
sritish interests in accordance with the law as laid down in the opinion. We 
have, however, on full consideration, come to the conclusion, as regards the 
fisheries of Nova Scotia, that the precautions taken by the provincial legislature 
appear adequate for the purpose, and that being practically admitted by the 
Americans, no further measures are required. 

And the British Government took no further measures. 

What was the next step? In 1843 the question was raised by the 
seizureof the Washington and of the Argus, and the umpire, Mr. Bates, 
an eminent and able man, a native of Boston and an American citizen, 
was fixed upon as an arbitrator by the British Government and acceded 
to by us, and that arbitrament is before the Senate and has been com- 
mented on—and commented on in such communication between the 
Governments as might be. My comment on that is that the British 
Government had before practically taken the position and the point 
that these decisions of the umpire were, practically, decisive on the 
subject of the 3-mile limit and are yet undisturbed. 

Then Mr, Everett and Lord Aberdeen and Lord Stanley went on and 
the British Government were on the point of consenting to a final and 
peremptory communication to the Provincial authorities that they were 
not going to insist on any line outside of the 3 miles. Mr. Everett wrote 
home that that communication was to be made, and that communica- 
tion was prepared to be made. Then the Provinces undertook a teas- 
ing, again, of Great Britain, with regard to their interests, and a with- 
holding of that deliberate opinion and conclusion and concession—to 
worry through their interests, if they could. And in 1854 that worry- 
ing ended in the reciprocity treaty. 

Now, look at the immediate effect on these friends of ours—our amica- 
ble neighbors—tior they can only be found fault with for too great zeal 
in their own interests, as, for instance, by construing ‘‘ wood ’’ as not 
equivalent to fuel—from the making of the reciprocity treaty until 
its abrogation. 

Nova Scotia increased in wealth and prosperity at a most extraordinary rate, 
From its abrogation until the present— 

This was written in 1869— 
we have retrograded with the most frightful rapidity. 

That is the attitude. Who would not fight for unexampled pros- 
perity against frightful calamities? Our friends have never in the 
agitation been ready to meet the awkwardness of the interpretation, 
nor has Great Britain ever been willing to stand a challenge to adhere 
to it. This process, this method of the Provinces is an impetration 
upon us in the absence of logic. As Hudibras says, it works— 

Not by force of carnal reason, 
But indefatigable teasing. 

And it has been very successful. You can tease a great and power- 
ful and neighboring nation with prosperity open all aroundus. When 
we are brought into a critical period of resisting rights, then, under the 
anomalous condition by which England, inits relation toits Provinces, 
has always undertaken to treat with us, as it were, per interpositam 
personam, it is left for the Provinces to make trouble, to make com- 
plaints, to make the teasing and the imputations, and then they say 
to the Canadians, in effect, ‘‘ Well, we can not back you up in these 
methods, but we will let you run along if you can prevail on your 
great neighbor to give what you seek,’’ and that is, reciprocity and a 
free market. 

The convention of 1854 was an experiment which might be antici- 
pated as to result in benefits one way or the other. It was an honest 
arrangement, made and adhered to, which we were beguiled into mak- 
ing. It was not imposed upon us. What was called reciprocity and 
equality in phrases may not be equality in substance. They said ‘‘Give 
us markets for all the things we can raise, and we will give you mar- 
kets for the same things.’’ Well, what a proposition! What market 
had they therefor us? What a market had we hereftorthem! Differ- 
ent industries, a different population, a different distribution of gains, 
of wages, of independence, of conditions of life. I waive all that, but 
our market is illimitable. We are told that it is reciprocity to say 
‘*we will buy of you if you will buy of us.’’ 

In order to make reciprocity equal we should say, ‘‘ We will buy as 
much of you as you buy of us,’’ and until we come to a fair and full 
understanding with the Dominion upon the tariff and upon the fisher- 
ies and upon reciprocity in productions, we can understand what spe- 
cific exchange of markets, to be equal, must be and no more. ‘* We 
will buy as much of you as you will buy of us.’”’ But to say that it 
is equality to give up our omnivorous market for the limited, the 
stinted consumption on the other side is but a phrase-monger’s equality. 

Mr. GRAY. I am very loth to interrupt the Senator from New 
York, but I will call his attention to the fact that the statistics of trade 


And not a seizure has 
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re ciprocity treaty show that the balance of trade was on the side 
United States, and that we sold the Canadians more than we bou 
of them. 

Mr. EVARTS. We tried it for twelve years, and we were satisfied 
which side the balance of advantage was. That does notalter the pro 
gressive opportunity of an illimitable market. It is only limited by 
their power of producing. They built themselvesup. They did build 
thems lves up through the reciprocity, as I have read to you. An ex 
ample of prosperity and an alarming rapidity of decline on the abroga 
tion—that is what the experience of reciprocity showed. 

Mr. President, it may be tairly said that from 1845 until 1885, which 
is forty years, or if you take it more peremptorily, from 1854—thirty 
years—there has been a modus vivendi created out of reciprocity between 
the Provinces and ourselves. It has been our withdrawal of their in 
terest of interference with our fisheries, by the great benefits conferred 
upon them of the reciprocity granted by this treaty. We may,therefore, 
treat the attitude of the new Administration when it came into power 
and had occasion in the spring of 1885 to take up the actual attitude, 
as having before them between the two countries a long period of from 
thirty to forty years, in which the acerbities and the irritation between 
the two countries on the question of the fisheries was neither evident 
nor obtrusive. 

I do not omit from consideration the interval of four or five years be- 
tween the termination of the reciprocity treaty of 1854 (that is, from 
1866) and the renewal of reciprocity by the treaty of 1871. There was 
an easing off at any rate and a contrivance of a modus virendi by our 
fishermen purchasing licenses, which were expected to work favorably 
and usefully to the exchequer of the Provinces, and which was calcu- 
lated to assuage the irritation growing out of the termination of the 
treaty of 1854. But that scheme proved a complete failure. There 
were some thousands of dollars, I believe, paid in licenses when $2 per 
ton was charged, when $1 was charged, and when 50 cents was charged. 

That came toan end. It was a wicker-work of bullrushes against 
the tide of our prosperity. Then came the treaty of 1871, in regard 
to which this is to be said, that the treaty of 1871 was prompted and 
occupied by much greater questions than the fisheries. No more be- 
nevolent or far-sighted diplomacy wasever pat in motion between two 
great nations than that which was started from this side of the water, 
under the direction of Governor Seward, to extract a grievance which 
would, if not assuaged, have been an irremediable wound between 
them. 


between Canada and the United States during the existence of the 
| le of the 


Thursday, August 9, 1888. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had undertaken to expose to the 
consideration of the Senate, yesterday, the tenor and treatment be- 
tween the two governments touching upon this fishery privilege and 
right, its exercise, and its obstruction, and had brought myselt to the 
last treaty bearing upon this matter, and that is the treaty of 1871; 
but I will, for a moment, complete any references that I needed to 
make as to the attitude of the British Government tothese pretensions 
on the part of the Canadians and towards the United States whenever 
the topic became critical and pressing. 

I think I did not refer to what occurred in 1852 on the eve of the 
events which led to the treaty of 1854. Things being ripe between 
the governments for action in these fishing regions, orders were given 
to Sir Thomas Hardy merely to prevent Americans from fishing within 
3 miles from the shore. At that time the matter thus stood, and until 
the decision of the umpire in 1853. When we were approaching the 
period immediately antecedent to the treaty of 1871, this was the final 
treatment on this subject by Earl Kimberley, the secretary for the 
colonies in 1871, in a letter to Lord Lisgar: 

The exclusion of American fishermen from resorting to Canadian ports, ex- 
cept for the purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, purchasi 
wood and of obtaining water, might be warranted by the letter of the treaty of 
1818 and by the terms of the Imperial act, 59 George III, chapter 38, but Her Ma 
esty’s Government fee! bound to state that it seems to them an extreme meas- 
ure, inconsistent with the general policy of the empire, and say they are dis- 
posed to concede this point to the United States Government, under such re- 
strictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling, and to guard against any 
substantial invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing which may be reserved to 
British subjects. 

Mr. President, although the British Government has spoken with 
reserve in its communications with provincial authorities by saying 
that this or that might be the strict letter or construction, the British 
Government has never announced as towards this Government that it 
would insist upon any such interpretation and conclusion to be put in 
action; and this polite intercourse between the ministry abroad and 
the authorities of the Provinces means only this: Whatever you may 
urge upon Great Britain in adoption of these extreme interpretations 
and these harsh exactions and enforcements, we wish you to under- 
stand that the British Government has undertaken to enter into no 
such situation and no such engagements in your favor towards the 
United States. 

Now, a little out of order, perhaps, and yet as bearing upon the 
question as to whether the course of the Provinces has been followed 
as a means of aggravating and molesting the fishermen of the United 
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States in the exercise of their pursuits, I will call the attention of the | 
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The Sec retary proceeds 
When I wrote this I hardly expected that the motives I suggest¢ 
1 imputed, would be admitted by the authorities of the Provinces, and w 
entirely unprepared for a distinct avowal thereof, not only as regards t 
struction of deep-sea fishing operations by r fishermen, but also in re t 
their independent commercial intercourse, vet it will be seen that the Canadian 
ster of justice avers that it is most prejudicial to the interests 
vinces ‘‘that United States fishermen should be permitted to come into their 


rs on any pretext 


Now, in the politeness of this diplomatic intercourse it is easy to ap- 
preciate what penetration had discovered before, but it was perhaps not 

» demonstrated as to justify the suggestion of what I have a!leged as 
the object, as the motive, as the instigation, as the stimulant of the 
treatment we receive in molestation of our enjoyments, the restriction 
of our secured treaty privileges. The object is an ulterior one, that 
there shall not be an adequate and an impartial devision between us of 
the stipulated rights of fishery under the treaty of 1818, but that th 
Provinces are determined that by such use, according to a very famous 
phrase, of ‘‘the means that God and nature have put into th 
they mean to exclude and to disparage and to enfeeble and impoverish 


the profits and enjoyments of our fishing industry 
Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator gets away from the ] 


view of the case which he has just been presenting, I think 

fair to him to say that for the statement of the British attitude upon 
the subject of the bays and the headlands I rely upon the confidentia 
memorandum for the use of the commissioners on the part of the United 
States in the American-British Joint High Commission that 

municated to our commissioners by the Secretary of State, an the 
statement is made at the close of a verv long historical narrative of 
events connected with this treaty of 1818, to inform our commi ner 


of what was the trne attitude of the British contention 

Mr. EVARTS. Does the Senater mean the present commiss 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I meanthe commissioners of i371. This && 
less has escaped the Senator’s attention, but our Government 
derstand it, in this matter had committed itself in 1571 absolute 
a recognition of what the British contention was and laid it be 
commissioners, and presented the attitude of that government tow 
ours on the subject of the headland theory and the interpretation o: 
the words ‘‘ bays, creeks, and harbors”’ in the treaty of 1818 

On June 3, 1870, says Mr. Fish to the commissioners: 











Mr. Thornton communicated officially to the Department the str 
sued to the commander of the British naval forces, by which it la ear 
that, notwithstanding the decision of the umpir nis Hier Majesty's 
ment in 1866 were “clearly of the opinion that y the conve on f 
United States have renounced the right of fishing not « y withi: 
the colonial shores, but within 3 miles of a line drawn a ss the mout 
British bay or creek; but that they are not disposed, for the present 
what they regard as their rights Forcign Relations, 1% page 419 

The whole correspondence in the book last cited, from page 407 to ; i 
bears directly upon the issues now raised 

Mr. Thornton informed Mr. Fish that he had “ rece 1 
Eari Granville to explain to Mr. Fish that the instru 3 spect t 

vithin which the proh 1 of fishing is to be enf ‘ st i 
States ffshermen are not to be considered as constituting a iran 
tween the governments of the United St f 
dian rights are waived, or the United States t 

It appears to me that that is athorougch committal on the part of 
Government to its own commissioners in regard to the attituds 
British Government, and it was left in that condition 

Mr. EVARTS. There is nothing in the statement which my f i 
from bama reads that at all interferes with the propositions | 
laid I have allowed that the British Government permitt 
Provincials —I will nut say to hold 1 tevrorem over tne United tates, 
ut that they should use it as a make-weight, as far as th ‘ 1, to 
press forward to the ultimate object, which was the «a tion of our 


market by the Canadian fishermen and the participation of the reci- 
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procity of pre 


ts on each side of theline. The statement read that 








the British Governme hed to reserve, that they had not committed 
themselves to a waiver of these pretensions, I find nothing in force o1 
in terms that in that state nt varies from that which I have adduced 
is the attitude and feeling of the British Government whenever t! 
critical point was reached as to whether this or that practic al enforce- 
tv » be insisted upon. 
r MORGAN Will the ho abl« enator from New York in- 
dulge me one mon t 
Mr. EVARTS. Ye r. 
fr. MORGAN. I wish get the record right about this. When 
the treaty of Washi in full force in 1874, *‘A draught of a treat; 
fe he reciprocal 1 lations of the commerce and trade between th 
United States and Canada, with provisions for the enlargement of the 
Canadian « } use by the United States vessels on terms 
of « with ] h vessels, together with a report from the Secre- 
tary of é \ in by President Grant June 18, 1874. 

The was read and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign | it treaty contained, as I count, one hundred and forty 
art irticles for reciprocal interchange between the 
Unit inada without paying duty in either country, and 

tha ar led fish of all kinds, fish products, and all other 
creat vil he water, except fish preserved in oil. Phat 1 ld 
inc] 1] General Gi ant in sending that treaty to the Senat 
accompanied it with the following message: 

To the Senat fthe United Siates 

The plenipotentiaries of Her Britannic Majesty at Washington have submitt d 
to the Seere y of State, for my consideration, a draught of a treaty for the re 
ciprocal regulation of the commerce and trade between the United States and 
Canada, with provisions for the enlargement of the Canadian canals and f. v 
the ruse by United States vesse is on terms of equality with British vessels. I 
transmit herewith a report from the Secretary ofState, witha copy ofthe draught 


thus pannel, 


J am of the opinion that a proper treaty for such purposes would result bene- 
ficially to the United States. net would not only open or enlarge marke tafor our 
productions, but it would incre » the facilities of transportation from the grain- 
prowing States of the West to th 1e seaboard, 

Che proposed draught has many features to commend it to ourfavorable con- 


sideration; but whether it makes all the concessions which could justly be re- 
quired of Great Britain, or whether it calls for more concessions from the United 
States than we sho ld yield, I am not prepared to say. 

Among its provisions are articles proposing to dispense with the arbitration 
respecting fisheries, which was provided for by the treaty of Washington in the 
event of the usion and ratification of a treaty, and the passage of all the 
necessary legislation to enforce it. 

These provisions, as well as other considerations, make it desirable that this 
subject should receive attention betore the close ofthe present session. I there- 
fore express an earnest wish that the Senate may be able to consider and de- 
termine, before the adjournment of Congress, whether it will give its constitu- 
tional concurrence to the conclusion of a treaty with Great Britain for the pur- 
poses already named, either in such form as is proposed by the British plenipo- 
tentiaries or in such other more acceptable form as the Senate may prefer. 

. S. GRANT, 


» cone) 


WASHINGTON, June 18, 1874. 


I do not know, Mr. President, that anybody ever held a higher rela- 
tion of authority and influence in the Republican party than General 
Grant, and I do not believe that you ever had a man who deserved 
more. He was 2 very wise and able man; I always have thought so. 
I understand that message to be a distinct avowai on his part not only 
in favor of general reciprocity with Canada, but to include what had 
never before been included in any treaty, fish of all kinds, including 
even shell-fish and the animals of the sea of every kind, to be exchanged 
reciprocally between these two countries. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from New York to that fact, because I shall rely upon 
it in remarks that I shall have to make on this treaty hereafter in 


Ri 
E 
: 


showing both the attitude of the Republican party and the real state of 


the question. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishall not occupy myself further, nor have I very 
much so done hitherto, with the topic of what the action of the differ- 
ent parties had been on matters of negotiation. The record of them 
all is open to all. The conduct of affairs until 1860 was in Demo- 
cratic hands, with the exception only of the period of President Har- 
rison in 1841, followed by President Tyler filling out his term, and 
then the term of President Taylor filled out by President Fillmore. 
The treatment by Democratic Administrations included the Presiden- 
cies of Monroe, of Adams, of Jackson, of Van Buren, of Polk, of Pierce, 
and Buchanan, all of whose administrations were periods of Demo- 
cratic conduct and responsibility. 

In 1860 it can be very well understood that other matters occupied 
the attention of this Government than the pressure of interests con- 
nected with the fisheries; and when a conclusion of the civil war was 
reached and the process of reconstruction, we come to a period when, 
as I stated yesterday, the very benevolent and very far sighted di- 
plomacy of Governor Seward took up the situation between these two 
Governments as produced by the grievances we had suffered from the 
course pursued by the British Government and the British public while 
our civil war was raging. 

That grievance Mr. Seward thought, that grievance I think now, all 
sober and thoughtful minds that had been in loyal relation to the 
Government in suppressing the rebellion felt must be extracted from 
between the Governments or that it would produce, as I stated yester- 
day, an immedicable wound. What then was the situation? To bring 
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this great nation, this great friendly nation, into such a diseussion by 
xeason and byarbitration that should solve and measure this grievance 
and extract it. Undoubtedly the British Government was very re- 
tant to enter into such a solution. Nor did their public men imag- 

at the outset that they could be brought by any considerations 
whatever to that disposition; but they were brought to it under a ae 
sistent, a mild and persuasive, but a convincing, diplomatic correspond- 
ence that made it apparent thi at when th ere was ‘an opportunity between 
these nations to consider in calmness and in peace this antec« dent trans- 


ine 





on, they must need to treat it, wae unhappy provocation to it 

ight q , by a much heavier, a n st « alamitous arbitrament. 
lwo eae 3 then were made, t - the Senate rejected them as not 
earryil g the obligation of the British Government far enough. Then, 
under the wise administration of General Grant and the we e and pros- 
perous conduct of our foreign relations by Secretary Fish, there was 


brought about an assemblage of grave questions that a the sub- 
jects of the treaty of Washington. Whatever may be thought defect- 
ive, or Whatever may have been disappoin - «1 in reference to the infe- 
rior topic of the fisheries there embraced, this was as great a treaty as 
ever was made between great Christian ad friendly nations, resulting 
in composing a strife that, but for the large reach and the civil pru- 
dence shown on both sides that was brought into play, would never 
have been disposed of without breaking the peace of the world. 

When General Grant had taken the attitude by an announcement 
that this Government would acquire by purchase and payment the pri- 
vate grievances inflicted upon our shipping on the seas, and thus the 
U nited States should stand face to face with Great Britain in the pros- 
ecution of all these rights, both of citizens and their maritime prop- 
erty and of the United States in its national grievances, there came 
about a disposition, honorable on both sides, to make this treaty dis- 
pose of, as well, this great and direct contention as other inferior 
matters still unadjusted between the countries. The great subject of 
the Vancouver Straits, the division there that had never been settled, 
was brought into the assemblage and the ever-present fishery dispute 
put into this budget and was disposed of. 

Senators will understand, and the public men of England and the 
publie men of the United States, understood that the treaty of 1871 
was not brought about between these two countries for the purpose 
of renewing and settling the fishery troubles. They formed but an 
item of easement to the great and principal topics, greater than were 
ever before placed between two great countries, and of course, when 
the dignity and the pride andthe reason of Great Britain were brought 
into an arrangement for leaving to other great nations what her con- 
duct had been and her responsibility in the matter, this other great 
question becoming pressing of the division of the straits on the north- 
west, of course if this would seem to be or should be an item of ar- 
rangement and consultation, why should it not be embraced? And 
when we came to the suggestion that this matter of the great fisheries 
might also be included, when this proposition was made, the fisheries 
matter bore its part in the great settlement. When we came to that 
minor topic, when the great and principal questions had been arranged 
for according to the reasonable, but yet the firm demands of the United 
States, it might readily excuse in the negotiations a facility and a gen- 
erosity on our part in regard to this lasting and favorite topic, not of 
Great Britain, but of the Provinces. 

There were several advantages that grew out of the actual treatment 
of the fishery question under the treaty of 1871. In the first place this 
treatment illustrates the unbounded audacity of the Provinces in pre- 
tensions which they put forward in regard to the values of what they 
had to exchange with us for what they desired from us. The vast ad- 
vantages to them that were to be communicated by us in exchange for 
what they had to part with and without which the treaty would be of 
no value to them, I mean our market, were apparent. but as soon as 
this market was conceded under their demand of this condition as the 
only exchange of equivalents that could compensate the Provinces for 
the immense concessions they wished us to understand they would have 
made in exchange for our market—when this was gained the whole 
tone and estimate of these equivalents was changed. 

When we came to weigh and estimate these respective advantages of 
free fish on the one side and inshore fishing on the other, the Provinces 
took the ground that there was really no advantage at all to them in 
the free fishing; that this fiscal arrangement was as important, if not 
more important, tousthanitwastothem. Butacomparison of values 
between inshore fishery and the free market for the Canadians in our 
consumption, seemed to show this was an absurd proposition. How 
can you contend for a moment, we answered, that any make-weight 
should be thrown in for the inshore fisheries, beyond the advantage 
of the free market? Well, the matter was good-naturedly disposed of, 
apparently, upon the notion pressed upon us, as most satisfactory to 
the Provinces if, at least, it shall be shown them there has been an 
impartial examination provided for into this comparison of the equiva- 
lents that were exchanged, to determine whether 2 make-weight was 
necessary in the nature of owelty of partition. Under this easy 
complaisance on our part we were served with a demand on the part 
of the Provinces of $15,000,000 for the enjoyment of the inshore fish- 
eries for the twelve years, as a make-weigkt to be counted and meas- 
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Che British commissioners replied that this proposal was one on which tl : . , 
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free ! 1 fish-oil b eA ners; but 
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fhe American commissioners replied that they were willing, subject to the 
action of Congress, to concede free fish and fish-oil as an equivalent for the use 
of the inshore fisheries, and to make t arrang nt for a term of years; that 
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the British commissioners hav y referred the last proposal to t ( er : 
ment, and received instructions toa vt it, the y Articles XVIII to XXV , ; 
were agreed to at the conference on the 22d of April. 1gZo l t ngot neé 


I understand that was a proposition coming from us to give them 
free fish and free oil. last! n, thereis 

Mr. EVARTS. 1 yielded the floor to the Senator for an i uLry the proprietary yvern 
but certainly the Senator can hardly have supposed that I was not fa- | the res. Wha { 





miliar with that pretocol and everything connected with it. It has no Ww 1f comes 
more to do with the progress of my debate than all the other examin- | s 3, measured fro 
ations that have been made on all sides of this Chamber as to the | I t Chen, in regard 


tory of the relations between the two governments. ,t -mile s 
Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon for the interru i 
Mr. President. I will not renew it, of course. I understcod the Sen- uted, of explicit ar 
ator to say that the proposition for free fish had been forced on our | ment in regard to ports an 
Government all the time by the anxious and determined worrying, as | seas asthe common poss natio 
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General Grant and this protocol both offered free fish. erely natural and geo 
Mr. EVARTS. WhateverI said isinthe record. Itisa service and | original belt of 3 miles, 
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to intrude into a speech documents to support an opposite opinion doe: the nations making up 
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Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York is an able and expe- n of ti 
rienced statesmen, and he made a statement yesterday and to-dav that | 1 l and reasona conceded by the n 
I think is contradicted by the record with which he says he is entire! 1 retirement from what should be 
familiar. and to treated as appropriated for th 
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that really they reserve these bays and ports for occupation for land 
purposes, and as the necessary protection of their system of customs 
and of trade. 

What was the extent of deference for these3 miles? Is it pretended 
that the ownership within the 3 miles is conceded to the nation whose 
shores are washed? Has the nation a right to exclude for the purposes 
of navigation those 3 miles? This never has been pretended; it never 
has been claimed, and it never has been conceded; it never will be con- 
ceded. This belt is high seas for navigation, and there is no conces- 
sion within 3 miles, co nomine, in respect of peaceful navigation, by the 
nations ofthe earth. Thereis adegreeof deference—when the superior 
requirement for the ownership and dominion of the land demands the 
land’s protection in favor of the nation which occupies it—on the part 
of the nations of the world and they recede for that 3 miles, but re- 
specting only the reasonable degree and measure and force of this special 
enjoyment, and of the exclusion and diminution of the general and com- 
mon enjoyment of the high seas. 

All this can be included in two propositions as to the concession, ad- 
vantage, and enjoyment on the part of the littoral control over this belt. 
First, in time of war nations have a right, if they are belligerents, to 
expect such protection of their approaches as befits them, and when 
war rages only between other belligerents, the neutral nations require 
that the war shall not be prosecuted within that belt. Do they deny 
that the war ships of belligerents can pursue their navigation within 
the belt? Never. Do they hold that a war ship can not enter within 
the belt to escape from an enemy and enjoy that advantage? Their 
proposition is that the war shall not be introduced within the 3-mile 
belt, and that if an enemy is pursued within the belt and is captured, 
the littoral nation shall hold itself responsible for that invasion, make 
itself responsible for not preventing it. That practice is almost all 
there is in regard to this general subject. 

Then there is a deference in regard to fishing, and that is a general 
deference, that within 3 miles of the shores, which means the coast, 
which means the shore, which means the same belt, whether it follows 
sinuosities or whether it belongs to the trend of the coast, 3 miles 
from the land is the concession by the law of nations for a ship, and 
when bays and harbors are to be enlarged into exclusion of foreign 
fishing without the line of 3 miles from land, then it must be under 
the deference that has the domestic purposes of trade. The popula- 
tion around the bays that are thus appropriated has secured the right 
to them by the progress of influence that secures the control from a 
foreign nation. Was it ever pretended that the assumption of exclu- 
sion from bays for fishing was to depend on a geographer or a map- 
maker because it was called a bay instead of being calleda gulf? Are 
Baflin’s and Hudson Bay taken from the high seas because the geog- 
raphers have called them bays and not gulfs or seas? Notatall. It 
is precisely this deference of concession and depending entirely on 
whether the overbalancing demands in the particular localities should 
require us to retire from the high seas in favor of advantages to the 
shores. 

Now here is the Bay of Chaleurs, here is Ascension Bay, here is Mir- 
amichi Bay, here are non-enumerated bays on this coast, called bays 
instead of gulfs, and because they now are classed as bays is that the 
enumeration that is included in any of the demarkation of liberties to 
us under the treaty of 1783 or the treaty of 1818? Not in the least. 
It is not a harbor, it is not a port; it is not surrounded by population 
where exclusive control is necessary for the purposes of customs and 
for the protection of the port or excluding the crowd of fishermen from 
interfering with the commerce of the sea-going vessels. Not in the 
least. This is [indicating on the map] I do not know how many miles 
wide. All of that is high sea. 

Whence does this right come, that under any of the rules governing 
nations a bay is to be made a bay simply by its geographical name? 
No; in the treaties of 1814 and 1783 unoccupied coasts when excluded 
from fishing are only to be excluded by the 3-mile limit and nothing 
else, because they are parts of shores and nothing else. There is not 
any right to exclude other fishermen because the littoral ownership de- 
sires that they shall have the sole occupation of fishing. 

They must find, then, in the description of these treaties something 
besides geography before nations are to be concluded by concession of 
the high seas unless they can find some principle or other in which 
the seas themselves were locus in quo, are determinable and separable 
from the right to fish and the right to enjoy as a part of the high seas. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield to me right there? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly, 

Mr. GRAY. I beg to ask the Senator from New York if, while he 

_is discussing this most interesting topic of debate, he will give us his 
conclusions in regard to the definition which Mr. Webster, when Sec- 
retary of State and engaged in this very subject-matter, made of the 
word “‘bay,’’ to wit: 

A bay, is as usually understood, is an arm or recess of the sea entering from 
the ocean between capes or headlands, and the term is app!ied equally to large 
and small tracts of water thus situated. 

Mr. Webster at that time being engaged in an investigation of this 
very treaty of 1818. I hope I have not interrupted the line of* the 
Senator’s remarks. 
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Mr. EVARTS. Nota bit. Mr. Webster took precisely the same 
view that I have advanced here, that geographies and maps may call 
great areas of water ‘* bays,’’ but in the question of expropriation from 
the high seas and appropriation to the advantages of ports and bays and 
harbors when you are dealing with a demarkation between the high 
seas and their enzagement with the appropriation to the greater needs, 
it is not the greater needs of fishing, but it is the greater needs of land 
occupation and of land subordination of these inlets of the high seas. 
‘* Bay ’’ is to be treated in the treaty of 1818 and in the treaty of 1783 
on the principle of nascitur a sociis, bays, harbors, ports, creeks; and now 
we are told that this is to run clear out all over the seas whenever any- 
thing by a geographer or a map-maker has been called a bay which is 
an area of the high seas. This course of argument, if it is to be used, 
would include Baffin’s Bay and Hudson’s Bay, and the Bay of Biscay 
foraughtI know. No,when we are are dealing with a nation friendly 
in participation and friendly therefore in demarkation it follows that 
what by the law of nations is the theory and principle, and that is of 
deference, whenever you set up that for shore occupation, you are to 
convert these inlets of seas into a subordination to the land. Then we 
give it up for uses of the high seas, but you do not get a condition or a 
privilege or a power to extend your appropriation of use of the high 
seas to exclude us from ours. 

There can not be found anywhere any principle in the law of nations 
that allows a nation to extend its privileges of the land occupation be- 
cause it wants a larger and larger share of the high seas for the use of 
its people. A definition has been given, so far as it can be given, on 
so large a subject. The very largest interpretation of bays under the 
treaty of 1783 and the treaty of 1818 is what is embraced by the land, 
and does not remain therefore a part of the high seas. That is what it 
means, and a friendly nation, the nation of Great Britain, when brought 
to face that proposition, will never hold that by the law of nations one 
nation can enlarge its possessions of fishery or anything else on the high 
seas, unless the concession is made of retirement for deference that the 
greater occasion to your nation makes the land dominant over this ad- 


jacent sea and we abandon it for that purpose. 


Now, Mr. President, I am able to present, fortunately, not a case 
arising not in connection with these shores or waters, but a case of the 
greatest importance arising in the courts of Great Britain, and then 
followed by a statute of right. (Ch. 73, 41 and 42 Vict.) 

This case may have attracted the attention of my friend, the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, and my friend, the Senator from Alabama; and, 
fortunately, we find in this reported case not mere speculations, not mere 
appeals to the unwritten law of nations, and argumentative discrimi- 
nation between individual appropriations by nations as conceded or as 
disputed. This case arose in this way: The Franconia, a German ship, 
sailing within the belt and only distant about 2 miles from the coast 
of Dover, in the British Channel, by collision with an English ship 
within that belt, the Strathclyde, not only inflicted injury to the ship 
itself, but caused the death of several persons on board the English 
ship. The master of the German ship, the Franconia, was indicted 
for manslaughter, and was tried and convicted of the offense as being 
committed, as it was claimed, within the British jurisdiction of the 
3-mile belt. 

Of course, some questions arose turning upon existing legislation, as 
a footing for judicial exercise of national jurisdiction, for the courts of 
every nation are obliged to conform to the political legislation that 
shall determine that a crime, committed in the place and of the nature, 
shall be judiciable in a particular court. In the absence, however, of 
any such political determination, the courts of England were bound to 
decide whether under the admiralty jurisdiction the criminal jurisdic- 
tion established and conceded by the law of nations would take cogni- 
zance of and punish the crime perpetrated under the circumstances. 
There was no doubt but that the court in that case had the full admi- 
ralty jurisdiction conferred by the laws of the realm. In the volume 
which I hold in my hand (L. R. Exch., division 2, page 63), there this 
question was a reserved Crown case and it was heard by fourteen jndges 
of England. All the great lights of jurisprudence were included on 
that bench, the lord chief-justice of England, Sir Alexander Cockburn, 
the lord chief+justice of the common pleas, Lord Coleridge, Phillimore, 
the admiralty judge, Chief Baron Kelley, and all the famous judges of 
the king’s bench and of the other courts sat in that case, namely, Kram- 
well, J. A.; Lush and Field, J. J.; Pollock, B.; Brett and Amphlett, 
J. J. A.; Grove, Denman, and Lindley, J. J. 

Judge Archibald, one of the judges, died before the judgment, but 
he was known to concur with the majority, and when the majority was 
counted it was found to be a division of 7 and 6. But what was the 
contention? That there was nosuch thing as proprietorship in that belt 
of the sea on the high seas within one marine league of the coast meas 
ured from low water-mark and that the concession of the law of nations 
governing this 3-mile zone was a concession of deference proceeding on 
the principles that I have ventured to illustrate, and that that was 
properly described, as publicists describe it, ‘‘Linea de respectu’’ that 
the limit and extent, though measured for 3 miles, was not a conces- 
sion of a rightful interference with navigation as an ordinary disturb- 
ance of the occupation and pursuit of navigation within the 3 miles, 
but that it was limited to these principal points which I have sug- 
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gested of the 3-mile zone for purposes of defensive protection to the 
shores, in preclusion of belligerent occupation of that space, and of pres- 
ervation of the littoral fisheries against intrusion. 
pretension that by the law of nations this belt of 3 miles, co nomine, 
and by that concession was anything more than the ribbon, as it were, 
drawn along the shores with all their sinuosities. No question arose, 
no question was disposed of as to what concession could be applied or 
could be found, except by explicit convention as to rights inside of 
harbors and bays on the principle I have alluded to. 

A nation has no right to exclude foreign nations from the enjoyment 
of the high seas anywhere except by that concession of deference to 
the occasions of one power just as properly might be required of an- 
éther under similar circumstances. The question of deierential con- 
cession is not what it ought to be; the question is, what was by the 
law of nations and had been accepted. In respect of belligerency and 
in respect of fishing, the 3 miles belt drawn along the shores was the 
only rule that has ever been by a consensus of nations laid down. 
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but there was no | 


Lord Cairns, then lord chancellor, considering this a very grave | 


decision, important to British interests, and, therefore, quite important 
to foreign interests, too, brought in a bill not long after for the action 
of Parliament on the subject, which in due course was passed. 

Let me call particular attention, then, to this, the only parliament- 
ary imperial law on the subject of designation and demand of exten- 
sion of peculiar privileges on littoral waters of the high seas. This is 
chapter 73, of 41 and 42 Victoria. This proceeds to extend this juris- 
diction of punishment, and the only point interesting to us is to as- 
certain how far this imperial assertion proposed for foreign nations to 
consider and itself thought right to go. By this act of Parliament the 
jurisdiction of the admiralty, for the purpose in view, is described, and 
then the operative clause of the act proceeds: 

“The territorial waters of Her Majesty's dominions,” in reference to the sea, 
means such part of the sea adjacent to the coastof the United Kingdom, or the 
coast of some other part of Her Majesty’s dominions as are deemed by interna- 
tional law to be within the territorial sovereignty of Her Majesty: and for the 
purpose of any offense declared by this act to be within the jurisdiction of the 
admiral, any part of the open sea within 1 marine league of the coast meas- 
ured from low-water mark shall be deemed to be open sea within the territo- 
rial waters of Her Majesty’s dominions. 

Here, then, we have an explicit statement by an imperial statute of 
what the law of nations is supposed to concede in regard to the strip 
of the high sea. 

This provision extends to all the possessions of the United Kingdom 
all over the world, and is an assertion here of a right to apply penal 
provisions on foreign vessels within the 3-mile limits. But, mark, this 
authority was not set forth as a right and power to be exercised as other 
criminal jurisdictions are, proprio vigore, by mere force of indictment 
and appeal to judicial authority. It is expressly provided, in restraint 
of any such conclusion, that— 

Proceedings for the trial and punishment of a person who is not a subject of 
Her Majesty, and who is charged with any such offense as is declared by this 
act to be within the jurisdiction of the admiral, shall not be instituted in any 
court of the United Kingdom, except with the consent of one of Her Majesty's 
principal secretaries of state, and on his certificate that the institution of such 
proceedings is in his opinion expedient, and shall not be instituted in any of 
the dominions of Her Majesty out of the United Kingdom, except with the leave 
of the governor of the part of the dominions in which such proceedings are pro- 


posed to be instituted, and on his certificate that it is expedient that such pro- 
ceedings should be instituted. 


It was not an assertion of complete authority over the crime, but it 


so asserted only with the qualification that no such course of law should 


be taken without the approval of one of Her Majesty’s principal sec- 
retaries of state or the governor-generals in other of her dominions of the 
world. That this should not be done, we can readily conceive, until the 
government itself concluded that it was a case of jurisdiction and of 
enforcement of authority that should be subject to the concessions that 
should be made under the laws of nations by the foreign power. 

For instance, if on board an American ship a murder should be com- 
mitted while it was sailing within 3 miles of the British dominion in 
any part of the world, and then that ship should pursue its navigation 
and bring its burden of witnesses and accused to the courts of this coun- 
try, where we would have full jurisdiction under our Constitution and 
our laws, can it be pretended that if an indictment should be found in 
a British court a demand would be made against this Government for 
a surrender of the criminal under the extradition treaty of 1442? 

This statute, considering it as stopping short, both in area and in de- 
mand, as I have stated it, has gone too far and too fast, probably, for 
the concessions of foreign nations. Whenever acase shall arise the cau- 
tionary provisions of this statute require that the peremptory course of 
Jaw shall not take place until one of the principal secretaries of state 
shall consider it and thus bring the government face to face with a for- 
eign nation before that government should undertake to execute that 
law against the subject of a foreign jurisdiction. 

Nor would this country ever tolerate, in my opinion, such an execu- 
tion of criminal law upon ~» citizen of the United States for a crime 


happening on an American ship sailing within 3 miles of the coast of | 


Dover or any other part of the United Kingdom. 
I have dwelt upon this case, and the consequent legislation, Mr. 


President, as the best result and deliberate examination of the true | 


scope and meaning of this vague notion of recession from its rights on 
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t gh seas that « I n makes in deference to littoral p: 
ip Now I will say a word about bays and harbors. | 
ibed them ficiently. I have alluded to what has been 
p here in debate ether the Delaware Bay or the Chesapeake b 
or this or that bay or inlet upon our shore is by the lawof nations a 
cessible by toreign nations, or whether they can be excluded there- 
from. Che principle I have laid down is adequate for all our harbors 


and all our inlets. 





We claim that on the seas between t capes of elaware there 
isa shore occupation, a com! ‘] nee ot iterests, and 
of trade and of custom laws, and all that marks a shore occupation by 
our populations, which make it impossible that we should ow the 
course of these uses of the bay to be treated as still open, ; ll. to 
general and equal use of all nations as of the high seas 

We claim that the waters of this bay are embraced within the iand, 


held infer fauces terrx, and the foreign nations concede it, if it seems 


reasonable to them; and if it does not seem reasonable to them, then 
they raise the question about it and try conclusions with us, and upon 
reconsideration, if we still insist upon that authority, undoubtedly it 
would be conceded. 

I wish Senators would bring themselves back to these seas and these 


| shores, at the date of the treaty of 1783 and of the treaty of 1818, nay, 


| ary ‘‘jaw”’ of the land to the other ‘‘jaw”’ 


even to the littoral possessions as they are now occupied by the since 
expanded populations of the Provinces. I beg you to understand that 
we are not kept out of ‘‘a bay’’ under the descriptive “‘ bay ’’ of the 
geographer or the map-maker. In other words, there has been no ap- 
propriation by that mere name and description of the waters in ques- 
tion to the purposes of the interests of the land. What under heaven 
is there to affect the question of fishing within this bay, Egmont Bay 
[indicating on the map]? There we have 17} miles from one imagin- 
of the land, the interven- 
ing water open to the storm, a wide reach to invite the tempest and 
not to protect people against it. 

Now, upon the headland question, since [am here atthe map. Here 
was our partition wall [indicating]. That is a harbor, a bay in the 
sense of harbor or shelter, of expropriation from the high seas. Draw 
a line from this point to that [indicating]. There is another [indicat- 
ing]. Itisaharbor. It is a little one. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator give the names as he indicates the 
points, so that the reporter may take them down ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Thatis Mira Bay. [Indicating.] Here is thegreat 
Fortune Bay. [Indicating.] Here are the fishing waters of that bay. 
[Indicating.] Here is a bay on these lines. [Indicating.] There is 
shore population. [Indicating.] Does that mean custom-house and 
trade to be protected? No; the pretension is to draw lines that shall 
diminish our fishing rights on the high seas, in order that they may en- 
large their own area of exclusive possession of the high seas. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New York cal] the waters of 
Fortune Bay the high seas? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; everything is the high seas below low-water 
mark, and our fishing rights are still ours outside 3 miles seaward be- 
low low-water mark. 

Mr. GRAY. Doyou call the waters of the Chesapeake Bay the high 


seas ? 


Mr. EVARTS. 
Mr. GRAY. 


Ls 


I have considered that subiec . 
I know. I only ask if you do. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not need to go over it again, 

Mr. GRAY. All right. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is high sea down to low-water mark. That is 
what it is, and that is what the statute of 41 Victoria says, and that is 
what thenationssay. The questionis, therefore, whether a nation by 
littoral occupation and its just occasions shall encroach upon the high 
seas, and whether another nation having rights on the high seas shall 
retire therefrom. 

I shall call attention now to the opinions that were given by the law 
hat the extentofour exclusion was under 

head- 


: 
[t is illustrated very 


officers of Great Britain as to w 
the treaty of 1818. Weare here brought face to face to what the 
land’’ contention is and out of what it sprung. 
well on the crescent shape of this northern coast of Prince Edward 
Island. [Indicating.] The proposition of a headland line there [indi 
cating | isso absurd that nobody has ever been able not to understand its 


absurdity. The fewer headlands you find the larger the area of the 
hich seas from whic] » would be excluded. This is a good illu 

high seas from which we woul be excluded, 0 is @ good ia 

tration, and in principle a fair one, of the provincial claim. | Indicat- 
ing.| The distance is nearly a hundred miles, perhaps, between these 
so-called headlands. [Indicating.] Whatare cailed headlands? Head- 
lands that hugand embrace a harbor, fauces terrx, that conquer and in- 
closeand imprison the high seas? Then we extend this chord from head 


land to headland, and we have 30 miles of high seas distance from the 
subjacent coast from which we are thus to be excluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘hey have made a claim on that very poin 
shore of Prince Edward Island. 

Mr. EVARTS. Nobody could claim this headland theory with a 
grave face. I have never heard it resounding across the ocean from 
Great Britain that when along the coast they had no intervening har- 


| bors, there was a reach to be taken from he adland to headland to in- 
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close the high seas as a mareclausum. Read the statute-book of Great 


Britain that I have read and see whether there is any pretension any- 
where of British dominion over such an area of fishing waters as that, 
or of an interpretation that would give to the use of the word ‘‘ head- 
Jand’’ such an inclusion. 

Ii this inclusion is to be made it is to be made because it is a harbor 
ora portora bay. Is that a bay [indicating]? They can thus make 
} ny where, and if you have your headlands a thousand miles apart 


i n you would on th t 


pretension close the whole sea under the claim 


of bays, harbors, havens, ports, creeks. What a monstrous proposi- 

. ' 

i 

Now, apply this hea ul claim to Cape Smoke and Point Aconi and 
f Anne b there was to be found a *‘ bay, harbor, or port,’’ in 
1 ense of the trea Is t » any place here to enter and escape 
th orm? Why did t ot draw the line there? What is the reason? 
Lhe theo ould car there If they have a right to do so, very 
well; but there is nothing in the treaty that can indicate it. Here is } 
vyhere the Argus was zed {indicating | 


Mr. GRAY. Where was that? 
Mr. EVARTS. Here at the other side of that point [indicating]. 
Mr. GRAY. Would the Senator object if I showed exactly where ? 
nd to whom I showed the chart fixed just the position of the Argus 
as shown in the affidavit. 
Ir. EVARTS. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. About ona » from that point [indicating] to that 
[indicating] on the bank of St. Anne, and not in St. Anne Bay, That 
is how contusion was made, 

Mr. EVARTS. We will not dispute about it in interruption of my 
current of observation. ‘The only witness that I have read says it was 
about 15 miles from land. 

Mr. GRAY. Twenty-three. 

Mr. EVARTS. Did he say 23? 

Mr. GRAY. I think so. 

Mr. EVARTS. He said it was 15, I think, and he said that that was 
not within the bay, and the boarding officer said it was within 3 miles 
outside of that 15-mile line. It is not a pleasant thing for a fisherman 
to have to draw a line between two water lines, one 15 miles from the 
land and one 18 miles from the land, and have confiscation proceed 
upon any fault in thediscrimination. These are sufficient illustrations 
from the map. I shall remark upon these, what I must consider as 
purely fictitious lines, when the treaty is taken up in detail. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New York will pardon an interrup- 
tion, as of course he wants to be accurate. 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave in my hand a copy of an affidavit of the crew 
of the Argus, taken from the files of the State Department, and this is 
the affidavit of the captain: 

We were at the time of the capture 28 miles— 

I said 23— 

We were at the time of the capture 28 miles from the nearest land, both by 
our charts and the charts of the Queen’s attorney in Halifax. Cape Smoke was 
the nearest land, bearing west and northwest 28 miles distance. We were on 
the line between Cow Head and the North Cape of Cape Breton Island. 

That is where I got mv idea. I knew the Senator would like to have 
it stated exactly. 

Mr. EVARTS. It does not affect my argument in the least. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all, but I think you would like to be accurate 
about the facts. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now, let us look at the learned English lawyers, the 
espousers and advocates of the ‘* headlands.’’? AsI said, they are not in 
the treaty anywhere. ‘These were mere inventions of the Provincials 
in order to enlarge the area of their exclusive fishery, and a reduction 
of our fishing waters under the law of nations, as well as the treaties. 
This intrudes upon the deep-sea fishing. This is the region covered by 
the high seas in every sense, outside of harbors, outside of 3 miles, 
and mere invention of headlands to usurp upon the open seas. Does 
any one pretend now that, in our discussions with the United King- 
dom, we are to be led upon a pretension that the headlands are to em- 
brace the high seas, the area to be wholly determinable by the shape 
of the coast and the distance between the headlands? Ishould think 
not. 

Now, let us see what all this pretension rests upon, in the opinion of 
these learned law advisers of the British Government on the other side 
of the sea. A formal ‘‘case’’ was submitted, and a formal disposition 
of every question was given by the law advisers of the British Govern- 
ment. Listen, now, to the responses of these jurisprudents on the 
“‘bay’’ question: 

Except within certain defined limits— 

That is, geographical limits— 

Except within certain defined limits, to which the query put to us does not ap- 
ply, we are of opinion that by the terms of the treaty American citizens are ex- 
cluded from the right of fishing within 3 miles of the coast of British America; 
and that the prescribed distance of 3 miles is to be measured from the head- 


lands or extreme points of land next the sea of the coasts, or of the entrance of 
the bays— 


That is, the headlands of the bays. You can not make a bay by find- 
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youcan find headlands out of which to make bays over night, then you 
can have them created at the will of all littoral proprietors— 
and not from the interior of such bays or inlets of the coast, and consequently 
that no right exists on the part of American citizens to enter the bays of Nova 
Scotia, there to take fish, although the fishing, being within the bay, may be at 
a greater distance than 3 miles from the shore of the bay— 
Now comes the reason, and that proposition of the law officers rests 
upon nothing but the following reason that they give. Let me read it: 
As we are of opinion that the term “ headland” is used in the treaty to express 
the part of the land we have before mentioned, excluding the interior of the 
bays and inlets of the coasts. 





No lawyer, no court has ever undertaken to construe our treaties, as 
they read, as having any reference to headlands either of bays or of 
headlands at large. The whole argument is, you can not fish inside the 
bays within 3 miles from shore, because the ‘‘ use ofthe term ‘headland’ 

{ ything happened 
ay of interpre- 
ption that the 






tation, that has not been based upon this bold assum 
term ‘*headland’’ was used in the treaty of 1818? 
Before leaving entirely this imperial statute I ought to say that 
when this bill was passing in the House of Lords Lord Cairns was 
asked whether this otherwise disposed of the question of jurisdiction 
in bays. An admiralty officer, the Duke of Somerset, I think, asked 
if it touched a crime committed on board a national vessel, a war vessel. 


| The lord chancellor replied, ‘* Neither of those subjects is touched.”’ 
| That is true. There has never been such an attempt by general legis- 


| 


| 
| 
} 


lation outside of the 3-mile belt, and I apprehend it will be a long 
while with the intercommunication introduced between great commer- 
cial nations before the British Parliament will undertake to say what 
are bays in the sense of expropriation of the high seas outside the 
3-mile belt and appropriation to the land. Every case is to arise upon 
its own merits, and the nation that is exterior to the power that exerts 
this authority and this pretension stands in the forum of nations just 
as free and just as rightiul in its denial of its being a bay within the 
deference that these principles apply. But unquestionably the 3-mile 
belt of the statute of 41 Victoria follows into all the sinuosities of the 
coast, including all indentations of every nature all over the world. 
Mr. President, I have said all that I need to say of what I consider 
the relation under the treaty and under the conduct between the two 
nations, Great Britain and the United States, of the mere fishery rights, 
until I come to an examinatiun of the present treaty that is before us. 
We have a proposed treaty with Great Britain, not with the Prov- 
inces as you see, although the Provinces asa part and an important 
part of Great Britain come in for a share on the subject. We have 


| great interests with Great Britain besides the fisheries, and those are 


the commercial rights, commercial privileges, commercial hospitalities, 
commercial equality, and that deference between nations which enables 
them to treat politically what shall be their pretensions and not be 
submitted to treaty. 

We areconstitutionally in our habits repugnant to treaties. No good 
comes of encroaching upon our customs laws and duties by entangling 


| treaties—noné whatever. Let us govern, let Great Britain govern, let 
| every other nation govern its own interior arrangements of trade. Let 


| it mark its own hospitalities. Let it mark its own duties. Let it 


mark its own deference to the rights of others. We will do the same 
for ourselves, too. That is the way to conduct politically these rela- 
tions of commerce, of hospitality, of deference, of self-respect, of im- 
partial treatment. 

That is the great subject outside of the fishery, but when this prev- 
alent and extending hospitality of trade has reached everything ex- 
cept our fishing vessels and our fishermen, when it has included and 
embraced every fishing vessel and every fisherman of Great Britain in 
this extension of commercial reciprocity and commercial hospitality, 
it is said that by virtue of the clauses of the treaty of 1818 and the 
treaty of 1783 we have covenanted forever that fishermen are outside 
of progressive hospitality, pretending that covenant proscription for 
this gallant and favored pursuit and all who pursue it can not be ame- 
liorated. They would say that when all others may warm themselves 
in the hospitality that is wide opento commerce all over these shores, 
with the United States to everybody else, we have covenanted our fish- 
ermen to be outside of that progress, and we must submit to it. 

The covenant was not of proscription, not of exclusion. All com- 
mercial relations excluded everything but the fishermen, and they 
were expressly allowed what was meant to be, and what should have 
been, insisted upon from the beginning, hospitality to them according 
to the whole reach that they needed or desired qua fishermen. 

The difficulty was that they were not so much afraid that these fish- 
ing vessels and fishermenavould have the means of buying there. There 
was nothing to sell noranybody to sell to them for the most part, and 
there was no local interest to exclude a traflic that would bring money 
for what they had to sell. The trouble was that the imperial power 
excluded all importation, and that these fishing vessels, having this 
hospitality as extensive as their fishing needs, should not, in the re- 
fusal of all other commercial admission, be the means of smuggling and 
bringing there to sell tobacco or spirits or any of those items that the 
United Kingdom intended to preserve for revenue purposes. 


ing headlands; you must identify headlands as purtenant toa bay. If| Senators will understand what a difference there was between fish- 
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The next element is of the relation of s} s tot 
nation that owns the shores has certain advantages in the | 
> adjacent waters, and gn n i 
are at a disadvantage in that re 
nent is the marke ybody « i 
s full of them, and 1 t ~ 
if there is no é ) s 
> three elem one shing waters fe 
+ — ; | ' 
participation between the Provinces and our people, within such lines 3 enu to 
of limitation as may be, we willsay. They gre shared with u v ul esa I 
enjoying only such limited access as the treaties allow But we l t 
the marketand they havenot. Thereisthe trouble. Marketsabroad, rainst our market, it was « 
common to us both, they really yve us out of by their adv 1 ) s ¢ 
iting the fisheries and the fishing shores, so that they ply | tations of rec g 
could pursue their industries, and what was once an extensive and ( men advis ( 
profitable commerce to our early settlements on our coast—I mean of | 1 vould wish that t 
the West Indies, of Spain, ete.—they could successfully compete with | | lown for the six 
us and drive us out, yly by ulvantage. Of this, their adva t ) é 





tage, we make no complaint. la Ln r a fishing v I ] i 
Now they wish by treaty to get a concession from us of this third es- | int asa i in « 


t 
sential dominant elementin thecircuit of the three—our market. That we COl 
s what they want. Do we propose to gi to tl 





ive it 






eries by the same rule in the | |] lt rt 

yng run n foreign markets in competi- | 

tion. Itis not necessary tospeculate uponit. It isasplainasthe nose | 1 l we made up o 

on your face. Our fishermen need to make an output of their fishing | « rom it inter That i ' 

vessels from our home and distant Our fishermen and outfit | nt 4 3 notl 

plan for a foreign voyage to bri: the fruits of their pursuit in t pl , inl I I t t 

this fishery, the right in which | ;to us. We must bring them f th as well as all over tl i 

home by a returning voyage and we must find a m: that is our r. Pi nt, 1 

own. | ot] y. I t 
And thus by completing that circuit of our fishing, and only thereby, | ca ’ well % ed. Inl } 6 

we can maintain a competition withthe shore fishermen. Thisindustry | treaty of 1571, 1 ( 

is not in the condition by which domestic products are protected aga d their 1 ls that t I 

foreign importations. We raise these on land at home, near by th t in order to y r } 

narket. We have the protection of foreign importations necessary to 


i »them? If w 
to them we exclude ourselves from the f 
i Zt ae 


that we have been excluded fro 














compete with them (irrespective of the tariff, for I leave that out). | ¢ ait does not suit t 
But here we have a double voyage upon us—to bring back our fishing— | l, but the her . 
for these Provincials start out laden with the fish, b I ig 





1 led } } } ‘ tha } 


market if they have it, and return laden with commercial trade in our uit for t 
ports. | Now, we went there had t t 1 I ; 





Why will Senators close their eyes to this peculiar situation of our | done |} during th 
interests and the enjoyment of our countrymen in th jac ishe ait I 1S 1 7 
Throw in our fishing interests on some principle of equality v those Chet t { 


of the Provincials! Why do they not throw in the other items of | striction of 1783 and of 1814 f 

equality, one of which is that the farmer may go a fishing the: 1} asi l 

the plow and from the hayfield, when he sees the fish coming in? | | year after year of I 

What can wedo? We may have to wait there for weeks before we | industry of catching herri: in 

catch our fish and then we are dependent on vigissitudes that can not | De iber, 1 , this { 

be accurately foreseen or measured. | whether it is not cheaper 1 is to than t tinue to 
There, then, is the contention. Let us understand it. The market they waited 





they wanted. What could they give us furit? Three elements of cal- ' herring 1 eno! 
culation they had in their hands. One the inshore fisheries that | Very a our tyne [wenty-o 


longed to them, properly described, whatever they may be, and we miss l there for some three weeks to get sight ‘ 

the interchange of natural products on each side of the line, of equiva- ] of that fish, they thought t t ; 
lent or similar character on each side; that is reciprocity. The third | erring came in. 

(and it has proved the greatest) is molestation. Those are the three } they went in to catch the herring and l res 
items that they have of exchanging with us in order to get our market. or four of th vessels ncluded in great rse-nets | 
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as bait for all these twenty-one vessels. Now, what happened? The 
shore neighborhood were not offended at the violation of Sunday. They 
violated the institution of the Sabbath, and international and national 
law, and hospitality, and peace, and all the virtues of Christianity and 
civilization all atonce. What was the point then? Not that they 


could catch these fish on Monday, for they knew that fish were very un- | 


certain in their movements; but, like Demetrius and the silversmith, 
so jealous for the shrine of Diana, their ‘‘craft’’ was indanger. What 
was their craft? Selling to us bait that, as insisted, we had no right 


do. That was the incident of Fortune Bay. 

The importance of this incident of injury to these fishermen was en- 
tirely swallowed up in the grounds of objection taken by Lord Salis- 
bury in his reply to my application for a due consideration of this out- 
rage and for indemnification. 

He putiton the ground that our fishermen had broken three Provin- 
cial laws, and our Government could have no recovery or recourse for 
that reason. One was a law, there, that we could not fish on Sunday; 
another one was that we could not fish within a close season; and an- 
other one was that we could not use as large seines as we had used. 
These were the Provincial arrangements, by local laws. 

I struck at the core of it at once—that we had bought the half of a 
fishery owned by the British Empire, that no Provincial legislation 
could curb or restrict or diminish our half in fisheries that belonged to 
the two nations, except by some remission of our 1ights signed by our 
treaty-makers. 

Mr. GRAY. That is by the treaty of 1871 you mean. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes—any treaty. 

Now, I brought Lord Salisbury at last to the concession that they had 
not the right after any treaty made with us securing our privileges— 
that they had not the right either by subsequent imperial or provincial 
legislation to encroach upon our treaty privilege. How would a nation 
that must pursue a fishery from the outside—that is, a foreign nation 
with a foreign equipment—submit their participation to be regulated 
upon the occasions and the interests and the facilities ofshore fishermen ? 
We divided the fishery between us, whatever the fishery was, and thereby 
had a share init. But this would not have been an equal share if our 
share was subject to being pared and frittered away by in-shore fishery 
regulations encroaching upon our foreign privileges. 

But as regards previous statutes, the great nation of Great Britain 
was placed towards us, by the distinction taken by Lord Salisbury, in 
the predicament that they had sold us an apparent fishery, for which 
we had paid in gross five and a half millions of dollars and our free 
market for twelve years, and were to enjoy it burdened under liens and 
regulations of local legislation. 

[ rejected this as an inadmissible interpretation, and the distinction 
between prior and subsequent legislation will not stand examination 
for a moment. However this may be, if, ex concessu, the then new 
treaty of ours could not be invaded after 1871 by imperial or local legis. 
lation, then our rights under the treaty of 1818 can not be invaded by 
imperial or provincial legislation that has taken place since 1818. You 
can not escape from Lord Salisbury’s admission that subsequent local 
legislation or imperial legislation can not reduce our share and priv- 
ilege that a treaty has guarantied. And that is the value of the For- 
tune Bay incident, and it is of such value andimportance that I dwell 
for a moment on that incident, in particular reference that I shall make 
to one of the articles of the present treaty, which undertakes, for the 
first time, to submit our neck forever to the yoke of actual and future 
legislation by the Canadian provinces. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from New York if Lord 
Salisbury ever denied the liability of the British Government for that 
trespass? 

Mr. EVARTS. Lord Salisbury sent his final letter just as he was 
going out of power, just as his ministry was giving place to a Liberal 
ministry—he delaying it a very long time—and sending his conclusion 
in reference to which I took the ground that if we were to have a long 
debate on that subject, we had better be collecting the fish duties in 
the meanwhile at home. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe his answer was delayed from the time of 
your letter in January to September, was it not? 

Mr. EVARTS. No, I think it was longer than that. April, 1880, 
was the time of his last letter. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the first one, I understand—— 

Mr. EVARTS. Perhaps you have not looked at the letter of April 
3, I think, 1880, which is not in the same connection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not the letter before me, but I have always 
understood that, immediately upon your presenting the case of the tres- 
pass in Fortune Bay, Lord Salisbury confessed the liability of the Brit- 
ish Government for whatever damages had been sustained. 

Mr. EVARTS. Lord Salisbury ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. . 

Mr. EVARTS. Never; he never admitted a dollar of liability. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, his successor? 

Mr. EVARTS. Lord Salisbury said that we were trespassers, had 
violated the law and should not be heard; that we had bought a fish- 
ery burdened with these restrictions and liens. He then went out of 
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office. I reported to the President the result of the British interpre- 
tation of our treaty, and that if insisted upon it would be an abro- 
gation; that, in the meanwhile, the $5,500,000 having been paid as 
the continuous consideration of a free-fish market was being paid,we 
might as well reimpose our fish duties. Congress was then recom- 
mended by the President to take that course, and the British Gov- 
ernment by the new ministry, Lord Granville being secretary of for- 
eign affairs, took the matter up promptly and paid the indemnity at the 


| amount settled upon. 
to buy, and stopping us from fishing for bait, which we had a right to | 


Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator from New York will pardon me a 
moment I desire to get at what I suppose to be the facts in this matter. 
I notice that in the quotation from a letter of Lord Salisbury in the 
report made by the honorable Senator, when Secretary of State, to the 
President, the following language occurs. Lord Salisbury says: 

Her Majesty’s Government prefer the view that the law enacted by the legis- 
lature of the country, whatever it may be, ought to be obeyed by natives and 
foreigners alike who are sojourning within the territorial limits of its jurisdic- 
tion, but that if a law has been inadvertently passed which is in any degree or 
respect at variance with rights conferred on a foreign power by treaty, the cor- 
rection of the mistake as committed, at the earliest period after its existence. sliall 
have been asceriained and recognized, is a matter of international obligation. 

Whereupon the then Secretary of State, the present honorable Sena- 
tor from New York, proceeded to inform the President as follows: 


This dispatch was received by me in November, and on the 23d of the same 
month the payment of the award of the Halifax Cominission was made at the 
date provided in the treaty. The further consideration of the Fortune Bay 
claims seemed to require only the veritication of the facts on the part of our 
claimants, so far as they were drawn in question by, or were at variance with, 
the report made to the British Government by its officers, and the communica- 
tion to that government of the results as finally insisted upon by us as the basis 
and measure of our claims. 


Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me. An 
interval passed after that before recourse was had to undertaking to 
reimpose the fish duties here. The last reply of Lord Salisbury, just 
as he was going out of power, was, I think, on the 3d of April, 1880, 
which, the Senator will see, is quite distant from the dates to which 
he refers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. EVARTS. But what I desired to say is, that I omitted from 
this mention of the Fortune Bay incident the details in order to shorten 
my observations, and have asked permission to include in my remarks 
what I want toinsert. I would like, therefore, not to have to give way 
to what I would perhaps like to dwell on myself if I were at liberty to 
do so, 

We come then to the consideration of the stage we had reached in 
the relations, return the two governments and the tenor of diplomatic 
intercourse up to the time when the new Administration came into 
power. 

Lawyers conversant with maritime collisions, and conversant with 
the public punishment of crimes at sea, have learned this, that a great 
proportion of those collisions between vessels, and the mayhems, hom- 
icides, and murders on board a ship take place at a time of the change 
of the watch. There you have the old watch going below and the new 
watch coming on deck; then is the opportunity, if you are in danger 
of collision, or if you are exposed to murderous crimes on board—that 
is the time that lends an opportunity. This Administration had come 
into power and the Republicans had left the deck and the Democratic 
authorities had assumed it, and what do we find happens? I say this 
not in any derogation—I speak of it as a situation—the change trom a 
party that had pursued and conducted these matters up to this point, 
and its deposit, in a new exercise of authority, in the hands of a new 
administration. 

Immediately the British Government, the Provincials, Lord Gran- 
ville, Sir Lionel West, and all the susceptibilities of the British nation 
were aroused to protect our fishermen, and Sir Lionel proposed to our 
Administration: ‘‘Why, don’t you see that the time of terminating 
this treaty is, unfortunately, on the 1st of July, when all these seas 
willswarm with fishermen?’’ And our Secretary of State said, ‘‘ Why, 
that is so.’’ ‘‘Well, now,’’ said Sir Lionel, ‘‘ we will do this, for this 
season: We will protect you for six months if you will agree to under- 
take to enter upon and, so far as your counsel and your policy will go, 
aid us to get a free market and reciprocity.’’ And so, these poor fish- 
ermen, like outcasts from their homes, are to be taken up by the British 
Government and Lord Granville, and this was done out of express 
good will to the United States! God help us! Where should we be 
had we to deal with Great Britain when not with good will and with 
pity to the forlorn and deserted condition of our fishermen! 

Now, what was the fact? Here our fishermen, as I have already 
pointed out to you, had been praying for six years that this abrogation 
of the treaty should be reached as soonas possible, throwing in the five 
million anda half dollars. They were looking with ambition and hope 
to the time when our right to terminate this arrangementshould arrive; 
and it did arrive; and the President of the United States issued a 
proclamation six months before the Ist of July, giving notice to every 
fisherman and every fish-vessel owner, to every trader, to every mer- 
chant, that the fishing duties on foreign fish came into play the 1st of 
July. And they prayed day and night to hasten the day. For when 
they caught anything after the Ist of July they had a market. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether, 
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British Government to dispense with the treaty of 1871? 





Mr. EVARTS I communicated directly, in estimating the value of 
our fisheries and our interests, the fact that we should be willing to 
terminate it at that halfway period and throw in the award for the 
whole , 

Mre MOI LN. And they declined to do it‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. They did not listen toit. I put ively 

cours y knew very well what they would do 

Mr. MORGAN. Were tl h of the ad- 


there no means within the reac 
m tration of President Hayes | 

serious incumbrance on the fishery right of our people’ 
ir. EVARTS. None except to denounce t 
Mr. MORGAN. He did not denounce it. 
ir. EVARTS. No, he had no right or power to doso. We had 
l reaty and we had to stand up toit, and we did. We paid 


1: 1 1 of } 
yy which he could have got rid of th 


1 


1@ arrangement. 


every way; we were bleeding at every pore in our interests; no counte! 
poise but the one-quarter or one-half of the mackerel catch inside 3 





miles; t was all. When it came to the first opportunity we termi- 
ted i 
{ have said that there was solicitude on the part of Sir Lionel West, 
d Granville, the British Government, and the Provincial popu 


ition because of the forlorn condition which these Yankee fishermen 
would be in wl the Ist of July should come. But these Yank 





ai 

there so as to be ready to catch, on the Ist of July, fish 
that had a market for them—a market that was restored to them by 
the termination of the treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the honorable Senator will allow me, I think | 
shall be able before the debate closes to furnish very strong evidence ot 
n earnest request made to this present Administration for the exten- 
sion through that fishing season of the privileges of the treaty of 1871 

Mr. HOAR. From whom ? 

Mr. MORGAN, From the fishermen; from those men engaged in 
fishing on the New England coast, and from there up to the British 
waters. 

Mr. EVARTS. 
we were under. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes 
public demonstrations. 

Mr. EVARTS. Well, Yankees are ready, of course, to take both 
sides of the bargain if they can. [Laugbhter. ] 

Mr. GRAY. Thatisit. You have struck it there. 

Mr. EVARTS. And if they got the fishery treaty at an end, and the 
fishing duties on the provincials, and then they could fish without mo 
lestation, they would be all right, for, as | pointed out, molestation was 
all that was meant by the provinces. All these fishermen, when I had 
the conduct of foreign affairs, on my consulting with them, deliberately 
said they would like to terminate the fishery privilege midway, not- 
withstanding the $5,500,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that correspondence on file in the Department ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Oh, Ido not know how much would be found in 
letter and how much in consultation. At any rate it was sufficient 
for me to act upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I only wanted to know if I could get access to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. It was not an authority that I could cite now. 

I am reminded of what I should not have omitted, that this action 
of the President was called forth by the announcement of the vote of 
both Houses of Congress behind his proclamation, and yet these foreign 
guardians of our fisheries, fishermen, and interests, thought that this 
nation was asleep and they thought that the Ist of July was expected 
to happen, I suppose, about the middle of December, and that there 
was need of this succor. 

Now, what happened? There was nothing in this repose or in the 
need of this repose except as an entering wedge, a hold of good feeling, 
of protection on the part of Great Britain, to getatour market. That 
is what they were at, and the Administration accepted and entered into 
that conciliation, and was accorded and accepted, on our side, upon the 
proposition of undertaking to produce, so faras the policy and the right 
ful authority of the Administration could, reciprocity and free fish. 
There is no denying that. Read the papers. 

In the mean while, the matter having proceeded thus far, a commu- 
nication was made by the Executive to Congress of the stage that had 
been reached, and that he desired a commission appointed to take up, 
entertain, and execute, it might be, this benevolent disposition that 
was opened to us by Great Britain. The answer was of entire respect 
but of unequivocal import: ‘‘ We do not wish a commission at all; we 
do not desire to enter into these subjects, andeit is delusive and dis: 
spectful to Great Britain to hold out a commission that is to accom 
plish results such as are there foreshadowed when we have fio design 
or purpose of favoring such a result.” 

But this was persevered in. Our answer, then, went further. There 
is one province that is not to be arranged, nor is the true province of 
arrangements between two great nations by diplomatic correspondence 
or by treaty. That is to be cared for by political action of nation 
toward nation, and that is by legislation concerning that equality, that | 
freedom, that largeness, that advantageous liberality of commerce, of | 


ecrmen were 








There was no public demonstration of a stress that 


I will produce resolutions to show that also, 
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ition between Great Britain and us, and the substance ¢ if 
that we will treat politically the question of equality of hospi- 
l equa ty of ri i Lif y } Oo Oo 
negotiations on the other subject, of a free market I we ha 
our minds to the contrary; our people have made up their 
ey have had sufficient experience and they ar 1 of one mi 
30 far as concerns the fisheries themsel v« 1 the free mar 
you find advantage i ling t D pat ) 
eign fishermen for that | that att 
terest of our fishermen yu s es, « ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ) 
* minds and I see no change in them I have no fear that el 
the exploration given to this subject of the fisher and of the depe 
ence of our fair share of that great possession, on the score o eed 
yur market to put us on an equality with the Provincial 
I have no fear that free fish will ever play a part in our system ‘ 
It is but fa I sl li cat I po rht | 
ol I i € 3 bet en é ( é ) 
3 subject of molestation. We should ir ! 
is are, that we have always re ted tl t t t 
» not tolerate the right to make a bay by calling ita bay, tl 
part out of our fisheries and transi ne to theirs. and we do 
on the 3-mile line and its sinuosities, and we w | ow 
to know, if Great Britain objects to it, what its claim is That 
ascertained, then there m: y be or may not be an oppor unit 
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but if that wer not proper then our rights and their J 
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When our demand, or their demand, shall meet with resistance. then 











it is to be provided for, as these nations are always providing r ime 
dents in their intercourse as occasions ‘ [ do not } ‘ g 
ing occasions of disadvantage, but as ( Ss) 1 fact arise liow 
many cases have there been of complaints with Me 
Spain, « ynplaints with France, complaint 
any nation ever declared war against the United St > We e been 
a nation a hundred years. Has y nation of t irth val 
against us? We once declared war against (ir Britain t tain 
our right to be neutral, but no na ( i ‘ 

Nothing in the system of our « zat ! d of our commerce and 
of our amity with all the great tions-of the globe tolerates, 
t area ol irresponsible debate, an agit m of any suc us 
that Mexico, Congress decided by its act. w at war i 

took up the quarrel at that stage. Wedid not declare wa 
Mexico, but treated it as coming about by acts which made it war. 
Mexico had not declared war: we did not declare war: but fin ¢ one 
subsisting we thought we would carry it on, and we did 

But the point I make is that no nation has ever declared war against 
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the United State Where does this talk about war come from? War | 
is a very wide area War has very extensive weapons; war has losses; 
war has ex] var has resentments; war has interruptions of com- 
merce; war has scouring the seas; war has intercepting food for the 


What attack 


ople who tend the machines, 





he pe 
can be made uponus? Whoexpects to make a footing onourterrito1 
by a hostile fleet to wrest any portion of our territory from us? What 
} table intercourse, filling the poe ofall the great nations of Europe 
desi to cut off our market, aithough itclimbsoveratariff? It is the 
best market, though climbingover our tariff, for Great Britain anywhere 
{ would 1 intro uch a topic as this for all the world. It fi 
no place he I can not understand why itis interposed in this pea 
fui consideration as to whether we find a proposed treaty acceptable or 
not acceptable. What is the casus belli? While we are proposing to 
go under the t1 1518, it would present a very extraordinary casus 
belli, that we will not make a new treaty, that we think the treaty as 
it comes down to us with all the explanations it has received in the 
past is better than a new treaty that has manifold the difficulties in 


it compared with that we have had seventy years to interpret as the 
existing one. Is that a casus belli It might be a casus belli against 
China when that Empire would not make a treaty to let in opium, but 
L do not think it i belli that we wish to adhere to a treaty that 
is seventy years old, and not to make a new one. Away, then; witl 
‘ uch proposition of umbrage or resentment on the part of Grea 
Britain. 

If you want to undertake a course of diplomatic understandings and 
conventions about the protection of fishing on each side of this line 
between us, why not do as the English have done with the French in 
their competing fishing? Cape St. John is not noted on the map be- 
fore us, but Cape St. John is at this headland on the east coast of New- 
foundiand [indicating The outer headland there is Cape St. John. 
‘The French fishing goes up north, turns the point, and comes down on 
the west coast to Cape Ray. France and Great Britain in dealing with 
those fishery arrangements are face to face to one another across the 
Ptraits of Dover. 

Let me ask attention to whatis very interesting, the convention which 
was concluded between France and Great Britain concerning the New- 
foundland fisheries November 14,1885. There were the fisheries and 
there were these nations, and there was a treaty arrangement to which 
I shall call your attention to see what was provided; how important 
it was, when it was worth while, to understand that the enjoyment of 
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ARTICLE X 
the event of the nati s y orm t 1 t ir acts, the 
dr % id ring of fish and in general the dive: 

Ifere is the point— 
the diverse operations which de; l upon the « e of tl French fish- 
eries on the coast of Newfoundland. 

Their right was to fish there, and ‘‘ the diverse operations’’ are t be 
protected. Then ay} ovision is made for the iepts, the taking ol 
evide and ¢ il i na t 

4 XVII. 

The French f ! the > 1 ecapelin 
on lar . New ind i @ ent 

yi rt rth ol car ‘ und ft ing 

Son 

That is a line that two great nations can take in hand, and if we are 
to enter upon the execution of the treaty of 1818, that is the method 
of proceeding. It will not do for us to be so careless of our rights and 

| interests, and indulgent as we have been. It will not do; it will not 


be adequate for us merely to say, ‘‘ We speak the same tongue, and 
live on the same continent, and are of the same lineage, and of the 
same institutions, and good neighborhood is: of equal importance to 
both.’’ We now need to have our rights, as we regard them, respect- 
fully treated, until they are adjusted under the law of nations. As I 
understand it, there is just as good a right for us, if a provincial cruiser 
undertakes to seize one of our fishing vessels outside of the 3 miles, 
and the fact so determines it, to treat it as a marine tort, and to visit 
it upon the marauding vessel, whatever authority it may carry at its 
masthead. We take the responsibility for it, of course. 

Mr. GRAY. Witl the Senator pardon me for an interruption? I 
hope he will intimate if he has the slightest objection, because I know 
how fatigued he must be, but it isa simple question. ‘The treaty to 
which he has just called our attention between Great Britain and 
France in 1885 refers to the regulation of a common fishery on the 
western and eastern coasts of Newfoundland. We also have a com- 
mon fishery regulation with Great Britain on the western and south- 
ern coasts of Newfoundland. Has the Senator from New York ever 
heard of any complaint from any American fisherman exercising that 
common fishery of being molested or interrupted in his right by the 
inhabitants or anthorities of Newfoundland, because, if he will per- 

















| mit me to add, the questions which we are discussing and to which 


fishery rights depended upon their administration, upon their impartial | 


administration, between two nations, and not by unilateral supervis- 
ion and regulation. 1 shall not read allof these articles, but following 
the ‘‘arrangement’’ so called which I read, I will call attention to 
some points in various articles. 


The undersigned commissioners, delegated by the Governments of France and 
Great Britain, to the end of seeking—apart from the treaties now in force which 
they are not authorized cither to modify or to interpret— 


You got down to the point of how the competing interests are to be 
administered — 
the means of preventing and settling differences relative to the use of the fish- 


this treaty refers are not the regulation of common fisheries, but the 
interpretation of a treaty which excludes us from territorial waters? 
Mr. EVARTS. Then thedispute with usis where that lineis. That 


| is the point that comes in; and that line is to be patrolled, and that 


eries on the coasts of Newfoundland, have drawn up by common accord, under | 
foundation, provides: 


reserve of the approbation of their respective governments, the following en- 
gagements, 


lfere are articles, twenty in number, providing various regulations. 


ARTICLE I. | 


The Government of ler Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland engage to conform to the hereinafter expressed provisions 
for assuring to French fishermen, in the execution of existing treaties and par- 
ticularly the declaration of 1783— 

lor they had a subsisting treaty of that date— 
the free exercise of their industry upon the coasts of Newfoundland without 
hinderance or obstacle of any kind on the part of British subjects. 

Observe, now, these regulations do not either change or interpret 
the treaties, but the occasions of complaint and of difference are to be 
provided for. These are very explicit, and I call the attention of the 
Senate to allofthem. There are some of them, more important than 
others, that I should like to read—that is, more important to our present 
situation. 

AnTIcLe IV. 

It isagreed that the French shall retain, to the fullest extent, upon all that 
part of the const comprised between Cape St. John and Cape Ray, and as it is 
defined by the treat es, the right to take, dry, and cure fish, as well as the right 
to cu 
ing-stages, cabins, and fishing vessels. 

ARTICLE VY. 

The surveillance and police of the fisheries shall be exercised by vesse!s of the 
military marine of the two countries, under the conditions hereinafter laid 
down the commanders of the cruisers having, under these condit ions, sole au- 
thority and competence in all matters concerning the fisheries and the opera- 
tions pertaining thereto, 

It is not the courts on shore; it is this police regulation exercised by 
the public vessels of the two powers. Then— 

Articie VIII, 

The cruising vessels of the two countries shall be competent to ascertain any 

infractions of existing treaties, particularly of the declaration of 1783, by the 





terms whereof the British subjects shall not “interrupt in any manner, by their | 


competition, the fishery of the French during the temporary exercise of it which 
is granted to them, upon the coasts of the Island of Newfoundland, 


And so on. 


t, anywhere save in inclosed properties, the wood necessary for their dry- | 


line is to be administered by international regulation, not at the will 
of the authorities of the shore fishermen. 

I thank the Senator, it wasno interruption, because it recalls my at- 
tention to what I had overlooked and is a part of my argument, and 
that is the clauses of these French treaties. I callattention to the liber 
ality with which the convention I have commented on recognizes rights 
which spring out of simple words of the treaty, and are provided for, 
and the respectful manner in which they are treated. 

The treaty of 1713, which is the treaty of Utrecht, and lies at th« 


3ut itshall be allowed to the subjects of France to catch fish and to dry them 


| on land, in that part only, and in no other besides that, of the said island of New- 





foundland which stretches from the place called Cape Bonavista to the north- 
ern point of the said island, and from thence, running down by the western side, 
reaches as far as the place called Point Riche. 

Those points are not on this map, and it is not important whether 
they are the Quirpon Islands, and St. John’sand Cape Ray or not; but 
the right is accorded only in those general terms to catch fish and dry 


| them. 


sy the treaty of 1763, which is the treaty of Paris, it is provided: 

V. The subjects of France shall have the liberty of fishing and drying, on a 
part of the coasts of the island of Newfoundland, such as it is specified in Article 
XIII of the treaty of Utrecht; which article is renewed and confirmed by the 
present treaty (except what relates to the island of Cape Breton, as well as the 
other islands and coasts in the mouth and in the Gulf of St. Lawrence). And 
liis Britannic Majesty consents to leave to the subjects of the Most Christian 
King the liberty of fishing in the Gulf of St. Lawrence on condition that the sub- 
jects of France do not exercise the said fishery but at the distance of 3 leagues. 


In the treaty of 1783, between these powers, it is provided: 


V. His Majesty, the Most Christian King, in order to prevent the quarrels 
which have hitherto arisen between the two nations of England and France— 

Because quarrels arose— 
consents to renounce the right of fishing, which belongs to him in virtue of the 
aforesaid article of the treaty of Utrecht, from Cape Bonavista to Cape St. John, 
situated on the eastern coast of Newfoundland, in 50° north latitude; and His 
Majesty the King of Great Britain consents on his part that the fishery assigned 
to the subjects of His Most Christian Majesty, beginning at the said Cape St. 
John, passing to the north and ascending by the western coast of the island of 
Newfoundland, shall extend to the place called Cape Raye, situated in 47° 50’ 
latitude, The French fishermen shall enjoy the fishery which is assigned to 
them by the present article as they had the right to enjoy that which was as- 
signed to them by the treaty of Utrecht. 


The point of this, if Senators will allow me, is that under treaty 
rights, expressed in general terms, the treatment, between these nations 


| of the diverse interests concerning the corroboration and enjoyment of 
the fishery, when the right is regarded as fixed by the treaty-power 
conceding it, that power is underobligation to provide an international 
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Of course, the Senate is the master of that question; and the Admin- 
istration Senators are masters for themselves of the question whether 
he President and the Secretary of State have not told the people 


enough and they do not need to hear from the other side. 


A ccord- 


ingly we, on our side, have full liberty of opinion that this ex part 
information and discussion on the part of the Executive is not enough 


for our people. 
be a free and open communication on the one side and the 
rights and duties of our people. 

Now, one subject further and I am through. 
bama has lamented this report from the Committee on For 
tions, for I believe it is a report of the comm 
of a portion of the committee; itis a 
duced by the major opinions; and the minorit 
l Ours isa report of th 
a report of the organ of the Senate, and to the Senate. 
there has been an assumption and an arr 
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statement refutes any such imputation. 
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country, 
this treaty, to the proposition that the opportunity f 
has passed and can not be renewed. 
anything but what we base upon the conduct of the t 
That is what we report. 
after quoting the communication of the President, under 
December, 1386, to Congress, the committee says: 
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APPENDIX, 
Mr. Evarts to Mr. Welsh. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, September 27, 1878, 

Sin: Iam directed by the President to present to the attention of Her Maj- 
esty's Government the sentiments of this Government respecting the result of 
the deliberations of the commission lately sitting at Halifax for the determina- 
tion of the question submitted to it under the articles of the treaty of Washing 
ton relating to the fisheries. It is the purpose of the present communication to 
ee you fully in possession of these sentiments, that you may impart them to 

rd Salisbury with the same frankness that they are disclosed to yourself. 

It is a matter of sincere regret to the President that the actual result of the de- 
liberations of this commission has been such as to require from this Government 
the course of observation upon the same which it becomes my duty to submit to 
the consideration of Her Majesty's Government. For reasons of paramount im- 
portance to the interests of the two countries, in their future treatment of the 
subject of the fisheries, a candid statement of the views of this Government, as 
to the position in which the action of the commission has placed those interests, 
is due alike to the British Government and ourselves. 

Nor are these views expressive only of the sentiments of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government. Upon the papers being laid before Congress, for its 
necessary action, upon the question of making an appropriation from tlie Treas- 
ury to meet what should prove to be the proper obligations of the Government 
under the treaty,Congress, with great unanimity, concurred with the Executive 
in the opinion that the attention of the British Governmentshould be invited to 
the subject of the award, as looked upon by this Government, in advance of the 
final action of the Executive in reference to its payment. Accordingly, thesum 
appropriated by Congress to meet the award is, by the appropriation act, 
“placed under the direction of the President of the United States with which to 
pay the Government of Her Britannic Majesty the amount awarded by the 
Fisheries Commission, lately assembled at Halifax, in pursuance of the treaty 
of Washington, if, after correspondence with the British Government on the 
subject of the conformity of the award to the requirements of the treaty, and to 
the terms of the question thereby submitted to the commission, the President 
shall deem it his duty to make the payment without further communication 
with Congress.”’ 

The occasion for this correspondence with the Britisn Government arises 
from the great importance of reaching a complete and explicit understanding 
between the two Governments as to the conformity of the award made by the 
commission to the terms of the treaty of Washington, by which its authority 
and jurisdiction are communicated and defined. If the award in respect of the 
fisheries had relation only to the sum of the payment involved, considerable as 
that is, this Government might prefer to waive any discussion which could af- 
fect no continuing and permanent interest of the two countries, and would, 
therefore, comprehend only such considerations as would touch the principles 
or elements of computation applied by the commission in arriving at a pecuniary 
amount, the payment of which carried no consequences. It is true, even in 
such case, the indisputable right of the parties to an arbitration, public or pri- 
vate, to examine an award in respect of its covering only the very matter sub- 
mitted, should not be too readily relinquished from mere repugnance to ques- 
tion a result which, at least, if undisturbed, serves the good purpose of closing 
the controversy. If the benevolent method of arbitration between nations is 
to commend itself as a discreet and practical disposition of international dis- 
putes, it must be by a due maintenance of the safety and integrity of the trans- 
action, in the essential point of the awards, observing the limits of the submis- 
Bion, 

But this Government is not at liberty to treat the fisheries award as of this 
limited interest and operation in the relations of the two countries to the im- 
portant, permanent, and difficult contention on the subject of the fisheries, 
which for sixty years has, at intervals, pressed itself upon the attention of the 
two Governments and disquieted their people. The temporary arrangement 
of the fisheries by tre treaty of Washington is terminable, at the pleasure of 
either party, in less than seven years from now. The fisheries award, upon 
such termination of the treaty arrangements, will have exhausted its force as 
compensation for a supposed equivalent and terminated privilege. If this Gov- 
ernment, by silent payment of the award, should seem to have recognized the 
principles upon which iv proceeds, as they may then be assumed or asser ed by 
Her Majesty's Government, it will at once have prejudiced its own rights, when 
it shall become necessary to insist upon them, and seem to have concealed or 
dissembled its objections to the award, when Great Britain was entitled to an 
immediate and open avowal of them. 

Upon these considerations the President and Congress have required that the 
sentiments of this Government respecting the fisheries award be set before Her 
Majesty’s Government, to the end that a full interchange of views, ina friendly 
spirit, between the two Governments, should leave no uncertainty as to the de- 
gree of concurrence or of difference in their respective estimates of this trans- 
action, 

It is greatly to be regretted that the protocols of the conrmission make no 
record of the steps by which the majority reached the conclusion which they 
announced as the award of the commission, and the dissenting commissioner, 
on the other hand, arrived at so widely different a result. Had the records dis- 
closed the methods of reasoning, or the processes of calculation respecting 
either of the privileges which, under the submission of the treaty, were to be 
measured and compared, upon which the divergent results of their delibera- 
tions were reached, the task of exposing the manner and extent in which, in 
the opinion of the Government, the award transcends the submission of the 
treaty would be much simpler. 

Indeed, in the view which this Government takes of the narrow and well-de- 
fined question submitted to the commission by the treaty, and of the indisput- 
able result of the evidence pertinent thereto, there seems little reason to doubt 
that ifthe protocols exhibited a trace, even, of the elements of computation by 
which the two concurring commissioners made up their judgment, they would 
inevitably disclose the infirmity of the actual award, and make any careful 
demonstration of the same superfluous. 

I desire that you will first call Lord Salisbury’s attention to the nature of the 
question submitted to the Halifax Commission, as adjusted through the diplo- 
matic conferences of the Joint High Commission and expressed in the treaty. 

In the first place, the United States, in the fishery articles of the treaty of 
Washington, did not intend to, and did not, waive or curtail in the least the 
construction of the fishery and appurtenant privileges accorded in the first 
article of the convention of 1818, as claimed by them, and actually possessed 
and enjoyed by them under such claim, at and before the negotiation of the 
treaty of Washington. Neitherthe protocols of the conferences of the joint high 
commissioners, nor the text of the treaty negotiated by them, indicate any in- 
tention of submitting to the interruption of the Halifax Commission the degree 
of privilege accorded to the Uni States by the convention of 1818. On the 
other hand, it is manifest from the instructions to Her Majesty's high commis- 
sioners, as well as from the protocols of the conferences, that a settlement of the 
disputed interpretation of the convention of 1818 was contemplated as possible 
only by the diplomatic deliberations of the Joint High Commission, and such 
conclusions thereon as they might find it in their power toembody in the treaty 
of Washington. 

This task, however, they did not undertake, but provided only for a tempo- 
rary possessory privilege t should supersede, —s its continuance, any de- 

isposition of the subject, 


termination of such disputed interpretation, In this 
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it would seem quite beyond the scope of the jurisdiction of the Hahfax Coia- 
niission to include in any measure of the additional privilege accorded to the 
United States by Article XVIII of the treaty of Washington, any contribution 
for the enjoyment of the privileges accorded to the United States by the con- 
vention of 1418, as claimed and actually possessed by them at the time of the ne- 
gotiation of the treaty of Washington. A reference to document No. 15, filed 
with the Halifax Commission, in support of the case of Her Britannic Majesty’s 
Government, and found at page 238 of the Congressional publication of the pro- 
ceedings of the Halifax Commission will substantiate this proposition. 

I do not regard this point of serious importance in the exposition of the sub- 
ject, except that I desire to preclude, in behalf of the United States, any implica- 
tion, or argument hereafter, to be drawn from my passing over, without criti- 
cism, this possible element in the admeasurement of the award, The United 
States still maintains its interpretation of the privilege secured by the conven- 
tion of 1818,and protests against any implication from the magnitude of the 
award of the Halifax Commission, or otherwise from its proceedings under the 
treaty of Washington, that the United States have sanctioned or acquiesced in, 
or by the payment of that award would sanction or acquiesce in, any lesser 
measure of the privileges secured to the United States under the convention of 
1818,than,as is well known to Her Majesty’s Government, they have always 
insisted upon. 

In the next place, the United States did not submit to the Halifax Commis- 
sion, under the fishery articles of the treaty of Washington, any valuation of 
any general economic or political advantages which grow out of access to fish- 
ing grounds for the development of a mercantile or naval marine, and which, 
therefore, it might be argued, would be enhanced by adding the area of the in- 
shore fisheries of the Gulf of St. Lawrence tothe fields for that enterprise, from 
the earliest period open to and occupied by the bold and bardy seamen of this 
country. Still less did the United Staves submit to that commission a pecuniary 
measurement of the removal of occasions of strife between the fishermen, or 
misunderstanding between the governments of the two countries, by the tem- 
porary obliteration of a restrictive line, dividing the inshore from the deep-sea 
fisheries on portions of the coast of British North America. 

Both of these subjects are considerations, governmental in their nature, suit- 
able to be entertained, with many others, in the diplomatic negotiations which 
ended in the treaty. They are neither of them computable in money. That 
which relates to the maintenance of good understanding and good neighbor- 
hood betw. en the United States and the British North American provinces can, 
least of all things, be admitted as an estimable element in a pecuniary compu- 
tation. The importance of such maintenance of good understanding and good 
neighborbood the United States will never undervalue. In this interest large 
fiseal concessions were made by the United States in the adjustments of the 
treaty of Washington. After such concessions, the superadded s:bmission to 
the Halifax Commission of the question of equalizing, by a pecuniary measure, 
those concessions with eappeced equivalent concessions by Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment, was entertained and agreed to by the United States, mainly, if not 
entirely, in the disposition to meet any just interest of the British North Amer- 
ican provinces to be assured of the equality of these intended equivalents. 

But the maintenance of these good relations is of common iuterest tothe two 
countries, and can never be made the occasion of pecuniary tribute as if of 
more importance to one than to the other. Nosuch calculation entered into 
the enlightened and conciliatory motives which antmated and shaped the im- 
portant series of negotiations which produced the treaty of Washington. In 
the definition of whatever unadjusted computation was referred, for pecuniary 
settlement, to the Halifax Commission, care was taken to include nothing 
which, suitably to the honor of both countries, was not measurable by a scale 
of industrial and commercial profits. If these plain considerations shall be 
viewed in this light by Her Majesty’s Government, it is hoped that a concur- 
rence of opinion as to the nature of the question actually submitted to a pecu- 
niary measure, by the Halifax Commission, mav be easily reached. 

It can not be very material to recall Lord Salisbury’s attention to the histori- 
cal attitude of the two governments toward the subject in contention as to the 
fisheries by any present exposition of the matter. The sources of knowledge 
on this subject are common to the public cognizance of the two governments. 
Our diplomatic intercourse has unfolded the views of successive British and 
American cabinets upon the conflicting claims of mere rights, on the one side 
aud the other, and at the same time evinced, on both sides, an amicable pre- 
ference for practical and peaceful enjoyment of the fisheries, compatibly with 
a common interest, rather than a sacrifice of such common interest to a pur- 
pose of insisting upon extreme right at a loss, on both sides, of what was to 
each the advantage sought by the contention. In this disposition the two 
countries have inclined, more and more, to retire from irreconcilable disputa- 
tions as to the true intent covered by the somewhat careless and, certainly, in- 
complete text of the convention of 1814,and to look at the true elements of 
profits and prosperity in the fisheries themselves, which alone, to the one side 
or the other, made the shares of their respective participation therein worthy 
of dispute. 

This sensible and friendly view of the matter in dispute was greatly assisted 
by the experience of the Provincial populations of a period of common enjoy- 
ment of the fisheries without attention to any sea-line of demarkation, but 
with a certain distribution of industrial and economical advantages in the pros- 
ecution and the product of this common enjoyment. The form of this ex 
rience was twofold: First, for the period of twelve years, under the reciprocity 
arrangement of trade between the United States and those Provinces; and, 
second, for a briefer period after the termination of the Reciprocity Treaty, 
under a system of licenses which obliterated the sea-line of circumscription to 
our fishing fleet, upon the payment of fees deemed adequate by the Provincial 
Governments. 

in this disposition, and with this experience, the negotiations of the Treaty of 
Washington were taken up, and produced the fishery articles of that compre- 
hensive treaty. The results of this experience, and the influence of this dispo- 
— are plainly marked in the pertinent protocols and in the text of the 
articles, 

At the outset it was apparent that neither a confirmation nor a rectification 
of the old sea-line of exclusion, or the adoption of a new one, had any place in 
the counsels or purposes of Her Majesty’s Government, or in the interests or 
objects of Her esty’s Provincial subjects. It had become thoroughly un- 
derstood that the line of the convention of 1818 had become inapplicable, and, 
in some respects, insufferable, to the common interests. 

The mackerel, always an inshore as well as a deep-sea fish off our coasts, at 
the date of the convention of 1818, and for twenty years after, as an object of 
pursuit to our fishermen, was confined to the coast of the United States, and 
that fishery was substantially unknown in any commercial sense in the Provin- 
cial waters. Either a change of habits in the fish or an extension of the enter- 

rise of our fishermen had opened up the mackerel fishery of the Guif of St. 

wrence to our pursuit. The gradual increase of the fishing-coast population 
ofthe Provinces had supplied the fishermen and excited the local interest for 
the prosecution from the shore, as the base of its operations, of the new industry 
of ivshore mackerel fishing. 

Upon the concurrence of these circumstantial changes it was natural enough 
for the coast population and the public men of the provinces to conclude that 
the territorial authority, which, under the convention of 1818, gave to the prov- 
inces the monopoly of the inshore mackerel fishery, only needed to be insisted 
—_ by a vigorous exclusion of our fishermen, to be fruitful of great local pros- 
peri y. 
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endured, settlements thrived and wealth increased When it was withdraw 
population shrank and wealth declined, and, but for the hope of its renewal, a 
destruction of this industry seemed imminent. 
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participation in the inshore fisheriesof the Gulf of St. Lawrence was no e ‘ 
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duty-free competing imports, in freight, ocean or inland, insurance and interest 
and factorage. But here, what passes for our | 1e product is acquired upor 
the very shore of our foreign comp Its pursuit is at the expense of a 
extended vovage, with costly « id large investment, at great risk, wit! 
long delay, measured by heavy i ce and accruing interest Bringing 
to what is called the home market volves the return voyage and the atiend 


ant burdens of expense. 

fhe farmer-fishermen of the pr ial coasts leave the plow in the furrow 
and the hay-cart in the field, and e to the simpleimplements and open boats 
with which fishing from th ‘eis prosecuted when the mackerel show them 
selves. They cure their catch as a part of their home labor, and ship it, at low 
rates, to our market by bottoms which make a returning commercial freight 
At these odds, the share of the inshore mackerel fishery of the Gulf of St. Law 
rence seemed to our fishermen but a poor addition to their former extensive 
rights to be purchased by so great a disadvantage in their general fishing i: 
dustry on our own coasts, and in the deep-sea as well asthe inshore fisheries 
the provincial waters. 

These views, too, were confirmed by our experience during the reciprocity 
arrangement and after its close. Both periods, unmistakably, marked the po 
icy of an open market for the products of the provincial fisheries as disastrous 
to our fishing industry. 

With these opinions and these experiences, on the one side and on the other, 
the High Commissioners undertook an adjustment of the opposing interests 
upon the principle of obliterating the sea-line between the fishermen of the two 
countries, and find such compensation for this concession as might seem equal 
and just. | 

In the conferences of the Joint High Commission, it is veryapparent that our 
High Commissioners regarded the obliteration of the sea-line as of no great p« 
cuniary value to our fishing industry. Accordingly, they offered but a million | 
of dollars for this concession, in perpetuity. Nodoubt, politically and in thein- | 
terest of good neighborhood, this Government did regard, and atalltimes would | 


























regard, the restoration of the relations between the two countries, in the com- 
mon enjoyment of these fisheries, to the ancient footing of the treaty of 1783, as 
most grateful in sentiment and as a most valuable guaranty against any re- 
newal of strife. These considerations, for reasons already stated, could not be 
worthily entertained upon either side as an element of the pecuniary measure 
of the privileges to be accorded. 

In these conferences it is not less apparent that Her Majesty’s High Commis 
sioners recognized the possession of our market for the product of the prov 
cial fisheries as the one thing essential to the prosperity ot those fisheries, wh 
could not be dispensed with or replaced by any money purchase. This com 
mercial advantage was, of course, both practically and suitably to the dignit 
of the negotiation, measurable in money. Itseemed to our High Commissioners 
to exceed in value to the provinces, as it unquestionably did in loss to us, ar 
reasonable estimate of the value of the privilege our fishermen were to acquir 
This basis, however, of freedom of the fishing grounds to our fishermen, and the 
freedom of our market to the fishermen of the provinces, in simplicity and ra 
tional equivalency, presented advantages which might well have dispensed 
with any nice calculation of comparative pecuniary values in the exchange 

Her Majesty’s High Commissioners, however, thought that this exchange of 
privileges, even with the added concession on our part of throwing open tothe 
provincial fishermen unrestricted participation in the valuable inshore fisheries 
of our own coasts above the thirty-ninth parallel, left still a claim for a pecu- 
niary make-weight in favor of the provinces in the nature of owelty of parti- 
tion. This led to the constitution of the Halifax Commission, to consider and 
decide the single question whether, and how much, the pecuniary measure of 
the new fishing privilege opened to the United States fishermen exceeded the pe- | 
cuniary measure of the new fishing privilege opened to the provincial fisher 
men and of the possession of our market, free of duty, for all the products of th 
provinciaifisheries. This difference between thetwo pecuniary valuations was, | 
in the nature of the problem, no less than by the terms of the treaty, to be ex- | 
pressed and paid in money, } 

Upon the conclusion of the labors of the Halifax Commission and the com- | 
munication of the concurring judgment of the two commissioners, awarding 
the sum of $5,500,000 as the amount to be paid by the United States under the 
fishery articles of the treaty, and the judgment of the dissenting commissioner 
that no sum whatever was payable by the United States under those articles, it 
became the duty of this Government to compare this result with the authority 
imparted to the commission by the treaty, and to determine whether it com- 
ported with or transcended such authority. 

It will not, I think, be questioned by Her Majesty’s Government that, upon | 
the proofs and arguments, in whatever form submitted by the two Governments | 
to the commission, the practical measure of the concession to the United States, 
under Article X VIII of the treaty, was simply of a free and equal right to take 
part in the fisheries of the Gulf of St. Lawrence within the 3-miles line, instead 
of being excluded therefrom, as we were under the convention of 1818. Nor do 
I anticipate that you will find any dissent on the part of Lord Salisbury from 
the proposition that the proofs fully show that the fishery thus opened to us 
was the mackerel fishery within that line. 

While both Governments must regret that the sure footing for a concurrence 
of views between them, which might have been furnished by a careful system 
of protocols of the conferences of the commission, is wanting, yet the proofs on 
both sides leave this proposition in no doubt. Indeed, since the publication by 
Parliament of the ‘‘ Correspondence respecting the Halifax Fisheries Commis 
sion” has disclosed the advices given, from time to time, to Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment by Mr. Ford, the very intelligent and circumspect British agent in at- 
tendance upon the commission, of the developments of the real subject for 
valuation, there seems no room for any difference of views between the two 
Governments on this point. Thus,in his dispatch of September 10, 1877, pre- 
senting the position, upon the completion of the British evidence, and before 
the opening of the proofs on the part of the United States, Mr. Ford says: “The 
mackerel fishery, being that most extensively pursued by Americans in British | 
waters, is the branch of inquiry to which the greatest attention was devoted.’ 
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It was established, upon provincial testimony, that the price which mackerel 
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bore in the provinces, cured and packed ready for exportation, was $3.75 per bar- 





rel, and this would give as the value, eured and packed, of the United States in- 
shore catch for five years, the sum of $472,353, Butin this value are included the 
barrel, the salt, the expense of catching, curing, and packing, which must all be 


deducted before the profit, which measures the value of the fishery privilege, is 
reached, Upon the evidence, a dollar a barrel would be an excessive estimate 
of net profit, and this would give a profit to our fishermen, from the enjoyment 
for these five seasons of the fishery privilege conceded under Article XVILI, of 
but $25,000 a year, or for the whole treaty period of twelve years of $300,000, 

Although there would seem to be no reason for distrusting this commercial 
and pecuniary measure of the privilege in question, yet if it should be pretended 
tbat the provincial value should not be taken, but the value in the market of 
the United States; and, further, that an extravagant rate of $10 per barrel should 
be assumed as that value, and, again, beyond all bounds of even capricious esti- 
mate, @ conjectural profit of 50 percent. should be assigned tothe fishing adven- 
tures, we should have but $125,000a year, or $1,500,000 for the entire twelve years 
of the treaty, for the gross valuation of the concession to the United States by 
Article XVIII, undiminished, by a penny, for the counter-concessions of the 
United States of Articles XiX and XXI. Yet this sum, thus reached, is but lit- 
tle more than one-quarter of the award of the’concurring commissioners, after 
taking into account the deductions required for the privileges of Articles XIX 
and X XI, 

‘The proofs disclose another wholly independent criterion of the value of the 
privilege conceded to our fishermen by Article X VLII of the treaty, drawn from 
the experience of some years intervening between the abrogation of the reci- 
procity treaty aud the negotiation of the treaty of Washington. The provincial 
government in these years adopted a license system by which vessels of the 


United States were admitted to the inshore fishery upon the payment of fees 
for the season, rated by the ton. The experience of this system showed that 
underan exaction of 50 cents per ton our fishing-fleet generally took out licenses; 


that when the fee was raised to $1 per ton, the number of licenses fell off about 
one-half; and when a fee of $2 per ton was exacted, but few licinses were taken 
out, ‘The fairness of this measure of the value of the privilege is obvious. It 
furnishes a compensatory rate between opposing interests, suggested and acted 
upon by them without coercion, and by concurring consent. 

The tonnage, taking out licenses under the first and lowest rate, was about 
32,000 tons. Assuming, contrary to experience, that this tonnage would have 
borne the highest rate of $2 per ton, the sum of $64,000 per annum would have 
measured the value of the privilege in question, and would have yielded for the 
treaty period of twelve years $768,000. By this method the valuation of the 
= ilege of Article X VIII (without deducting a penny for the counter-privi- 

eges of Articles XLX and XX1) would be but about 14 per cent, of the award of 
the concurring commissioners, after they had taken into account these privi- 
leges. 

You will say, then,to Lord Salisbury, that with every anxiety to find some 
rational explanation of the enormous disparity between the pecuniary compu- 
tations of the evidence and the pecuniary measure announced by the concur- 
ring commissioners, this Government has been unable to do so upon any other 
hypothesis than that the very matter defined in Article X VIII, and to which the 
proofs on both sides were applied, and the very matter measured by the award 
of the concurring commissioners, were not identical nor even similar, and that 
such award, upon this reason, transcends the submission. 

The demonstration at which I have aimed appears so conclusive upon the 
mere consideration of the concession of Article VIL, as to supersede, so far 
as the immediate argument goes, an exhibition of the reduction even of the 
moderate sum above assigned as the true appraisal of the concession of that ar- 
ticle by the pecuniary value, as laid before the commission, of the counter-con- 
cessions of Articles XIX and XXI. Buta brief statement of the views of this 
Government on the treatment of these counter-concessions in the deliberations 
of the Halifax Commission is requisite both to the completeness and the frank- 
ness of this exposition, 

In brief, it may be said that Her Majesty’s Government formally insisted in 
their “Case"’ and in their “ Reply,” laid before the commission, that the con- 
cession of Article XLX, whereby British subjects are admitted to the freedom of 
our coast fisheries north of the thirty-ninth parallel, is, to quote the language 
of the ‘‘ Case,”’ “absolutely valueless; ’’ and that the concession of Article XXI, 
admitting fish and fish-oil, the product of the provincial fisheries, to our mar- 
kets duty free, to quote the language of the *‘ Reply,’ ** has not resulted in pe- 
cuniary profit to the British fishermen, but, on the contrary, to the American 
dealer or consumer.’ 

if I have been at all successful in showing the enormous disproportion be- 
tween the gum of $5,500,000 announced as their award by the concurring com- 
missioners, aud the pecuniary value which the evidence assigns to the conces- 
sions of Article X VILI, by itself considered, I need spend little time in showing 
that these commissioners must have accepted the views of Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment that nothing was to be aliowed for countervailing value to the con- 
cessions of Articles X1X and XXI, or that these commissioners had in their 
rninds a measure for the concession of Article, XVIII still more inconsistent 
with the true treaty definition of the subject described in that article and sub- 
mitted to the appraisement of the commission, 

If the coneession of Article XIX was held by these commissioners to be “ ab- 
solutely valueless,” as asserted in the “case” of Her Majesty’s Government, it 
must bave been because the pecuniary profit to the provincial fishermen of the 
privilege, as actually enjoyed by them, was the true measure of estimation of 
the value of the concession. In this view, the immense value of these fisheries, 
as shown in the evidence, all went for nothing, because the population, capital, 
or enterprise in the provinces could not carry on what to them were remote 
tisheries in competition with our own coast population. Withoutinsisting upon 
the unreasonableness of measuring the value of our fishing grounds by the in- 
eapacity of Provincial resources to engage in the fishery opened to them, this 
disposition of the value of the concession of Article XI recognizes the whole 
force and result of the reasoning by which I have assigned the true criteria of 
value for the privileges of Article X VILL, under the experience of the actual five 
years’ enjoyment thereof by our fishermen, who were able to take advantage of 
the privilege, and did so to the furthest extent compatible with profit. The vice 
of the reasoning by which a right of fishing, valuable in its own capacity, is 
measured by the tenant’s incapacity to fish, is obvious. It furnishes no true 
criterion of the rent value of a fishery, which ts what was needed to be got at, 
both under Article XVIII and Article XIX. Under Article XVIII wefurnished 
a true criterion by the experience of a tenant, confessedly willing and able to 
improve the fishery to the a actually doing so. 

I now desire you to present to Lord Salisbury’s attention the subject of the 
concession of a free market in the UnitedsStates for the products of the provin- 
cial fisheries as made by Article XXL The value of this privilege to the prov- 
inces was required by the treaty to be measured by the Halifax Commission and 
deducted from their appraisement of the concession of Article XVIII in favor 
of the United States. 

The statistics of the importation under this pri showed that at the rate 
of duty prevalent before that concession, a'revenue of about $200,000 per annum 
on mackerel alone, and of more than $300,000 on all kinds of fish (mackerel in- 
cluded) and fish oil, would have accrued to the United States, For the purpose 
of argument, conceditg that but one-half of this annual sum of $300,000 should 
be set down as pecuntary — to the Provincial interests, the sum of $1,300,000 
would need to be deducted on the seore of Article XXI from the true valuation 
of the privilege conceded by Article XVIII. If I have assigned correctly the 
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highest possible measure of the privilege of Article X VIII, upon the evidence, 
as being not more than $1,500,000, this low valuation of the privilege of Article 
XXI more than extinguishes it. 

Whatever disposition the concurring commissioners made of this countervail- 
ing concession of Article XXI—whether they gave ita value commensurate with 
the statistical evidence of the revenue loss to the United States and market gain 
to the Provincial interest, or considered it absolutely valueless—the matter is 
one of much moment. 

If these concurring commissioners gave the sum of $5,500,000as the appraisement 
of the concession of Article X VIII, after deducting some $2,000,000 for the coun- 
tervailing concession of Article X XI, the argument, as it seems to this Govern- 
ment, adequate before, becomes still more conclusive that the measurement, thus 
enhanced to some $7,500,000, was not applied and confined to the very subject 
submitted to the appraisement of the commission by Article XVIII, 

But, it may be said, these concurring commissioners may have treated the con- 
cession of Article X XI as absolutely valueless to the provincial interests, and it 
was competent to them to do so. But this alternative is little consistent with 
the whole tenor of the views of Her Majesty’s Government as maintained by 
successive cabinets and insisted upon in responsible negotiations, by their most 
eminent representatives, through along course of years. Certainly,ever since 
1851, when Lord Elgin, as governor-general of Canada, communicated through 
the British minister at Washington, Sir Henry Bulwer, to Mr. Webster, Secre- 
tary of State, the opinion of the British Government that the admission of the 
product of the provincial fisheries duty free to our market was the one indis- 
pensable condition to our participation in the inshore fisheries of the provinces, 
down to the negotiations of the treaty of Washington, the attitude of the British 
Government on this point has been explicit and unequivocal, 

Lord Elgin declared : 

‘* Her Majesty’s Government are prepared, on certain conditions and with cer- 
tain reservations, to make the concession to which so much importance seems 
to have been attached by Mr. Clayton, namely, to throw open to the fishermen 
of the United States the fisheries in the waters_of the British North American 
colonies, with permission to those fishermen to land on the coast of those colo- 
nies for the purpose of drying their nets and curing their fish, provided that in 
so doing they do not interfere with the owners of private property or with the 
operations of British fishermen. 

‘* Her Majesty’s Government would require, as the indispensable condition in 
return for this concession, that all fish, either fresh or cured, imported into the 
United States from the British North American possessions, in vessels of any 
nation or description, should be admitted into the United States duty free, and 
upon terms inall respects of equality with fish imported by citizens of the United 
States.” 

The deliberations of the Joint High Commission, as presented in the protocols 
of their conferences on the fisheries, exhibit with perfeet distinctness the British 
opinion as to a free market for the product of theP rovincial fisheries being a 
value to provincial interests which could not be missed or replaced by a pecu- 
niary substitute in any settlement of the question. Thus, our high commis- 
sioners stated “‘that if the value of the inshore fisheries could be ascertained 
the United States might prefer to purchase for a sum of money the right to en- 
joy in perpetuity the use of those inshore fisheries in common with British fish- 
ermen, and mentioned $1,000,000 as the sum they were prepared to offer.’”’_ The 
British high commissioners replied “ that this offer was, they thought, wholly 
inadequate, and that no arrangement would be acceptable of which the admis- 
sion into the United States, free of duty, of fish the produce of the British fish- 
eries, did not form a part.”’ 

After a consideration of commercial equivalents,in which the offers of our 
high commissioners were not accepted by the British high commissioners, all 
such propositions on our part were withdrawn, and our commissioners re- 
newed their proposal to pay a money equivalent for the use of the inshore fish- 
eries, and further proposed that, in ease the two Governments should not be able 
to agree upon the sum to be paid as an equivalent,the matter should be re- 
ferred to an impartial commission for determination. To this the British high 
commissioners replied ‘‘ that it would not be possible for them to come to any 
arrangement except one for a term of years,and involving the concession of 
free fish and fish oil by our commissioners; but that if free fish and fish oil were 
conceded, they would inquire of their Government whether they were prepared 
to assent to a reference to arbitration as to money payment.”’ Our high com- 
missioners replied ‘‘ that they were of opinion that free fish and fish oil would 
be more than an equivalent for those fisheries, but that they were also willing 
to agree to a reference to determine that question and the amount of any money 
payment that might be found necessary to complete an equivalent.”” Hereupon, 
as stated in the protocol, “the British commissioners having referred the last 
proposal to their Government and received,instructions to accept it,” the fish- 
ery articles of the treaty were agreed to. 

These opinions of Her Majesty’s Government were entirely in accord with 
the views of the leading Provincial statesmen. Mr. Stewart Campbell, of Nova 
Scotia, declared that, ‘‘ under the reciprocity treaty, the total exemption from 
duty of all fish exported from the maritime provinces to the markets of the 
United States was also a boon of inestimable value to the very large class of 
British subjects directly and indirectly connected with our fisheries and its re- 
sulting trade.” Sir John Macdonald said, in the Parliament of the Dominion, 
** the only market for the Canadian No, 1 mackerel in the world is the United 
States. That is our only market, and we are practically excluded from it by 
the present duty. The consequence of that duty is that our fishermen are at 
the mercy of the American fishermen. They are made the hewers of wood and 
the drawers of water for the Americans. They are obliged to sell their fish at 
the American’s Own price. The American fishermen purchase their fish at a 
nominal value and control the American market. The great profits of the 
trade are handed over to the American fishermen or the American merchants 
engaged in the trade, and they profit to the loss of our own industry and our 
own people.” 

It may be that Her Majesty’s Government has surrendered these opinions, 
and that the statesmen of the Dominion and the people of the provinces now 
think that the possession of our market for the products of the provincial fish- 





eries is of no pecun advantage to these Provincial interests. In such case, 
in any future negotiations r cting the fisheries, this Government would ex- 
pect no stressto be laid upon this question of the possession of ourewn markets. 


If Her Majesty's Government accepts the award of these concurring commis- 
sioners as carrying the necessary consequence that the concession of Article X XI 
is of no value to British or provincial interests, that element of calculation will 
disappear from any possible exchange of equivalents that the exigencies of any 
future friendly negotiations may need to find at theirservice. A privilege that 
is valueless when granted to and as by a beneficiary may well be reserved 
and withheld without the charge of its being even ungracious to do so. 

If, on the other hand, Her Majesty’s Government adheres to the views of the 
value of our market for the product of the provincial fisheries, so often and se 
earnestly upon the attention of this Government, and asserts that tho 
award of the concurring commissioners must be held, upon n reason- 


ecessary 

ing, to have measured and deducted this great value of free market from the 

appraisement of the concession of free fishing to us, made by them under Article 
VIL, this Government will expect the more ready acceptance by Her Majesty's 

Government of the pro tion, that these concurring commissioners, in their 

award, mistook thesu submitted by Article to their pecuniary meas- 

urement, and the authority under which the commission acted. 
You will, however, very earnestly press upon Lord Salisbury’s attention, in 
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That the American captains were setting and putting out seines and 
g on Sunday, the 6th January, in direct violation of sec- 
of the act passed 26th April, 1876, entitled ‘ Anacttoamendt 
to the coast fisheries, namely » person shall, between the hours 
f on Saturday night and 12 o’clock on Sunday night, haul or take 
any herring, capli or squid, with nets, seines, bunts, orany such contrivance 
for the purpose of hauling or taking 

“Third, Tha I 
the ume act, Title XX VII, chapter 102, section 1, of the consolidated statutes « 
Newfoundland rat any time use a seine or other contrivance for the catch- 
ing or taking of herrings, except by way of shooting and forthwith hauling the 
same,’ 

‘* Fourth. That contrary to the terms of the treaty of Washington, in which it is 
expressly provided that they do not interfere with the rights of private property 
or with British fishermen in the peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in 
their occupancy for the same purpose (see Article X VIII of the above-named 
treaty), they were fishing illegally, interfering with the rights of British fisher 
men and their peaceable use of that part of the coast then occupied by them, 
and of which they were actually in possession, their seinesand boats, their huts 
gardens, and land granted by gevernment being situated thereon.” 

The facts which enter into the offenses imputed underthe first, second, and third 
heads of Captain Sulivan’s statement, and such offenses thus made out, would 
seem to be the only warrant for his conclusion under his fourth head, that the 
United States fishermen have exceeded their treaty right, and in their actual 
prosecution of their fishing were,when interrupted by the force complained of 
interfering with the rights of private property or with British fishermen in t 
peaceable use of that part of the coast then being in their occupancy for the 
same purpose, contrary to the proviso of Article X VIII of the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

It is no part of my present purpose to point out that this alleged infrac 












































tion of 
the reserved rights of the local fishermen does not justify the method or 
rection or redress used to drive off our fishermen and break up elr prosecu 








tion of the fishing. This may be reserved also for discussion when both y 
ernments have a fuller knowledge of the actual circumstances of the transa 
tion, 

In transmitting to you a copy of Captain Sulivan’s report, Lord Salis 
says: “‘ You will perceive that the report in question appears to demons 
conclusively that the United States fishermen on this occasion had co ritt 
three distinct breaches of the law.”’ 

In this observation of Lord Salisbury this Government can not fail to s« : 
necessary implication that Her Majesty's Government conceives that in the pros 
ecution of the right of fishing accorded to the United States by Article X VIII o 
the treaty, our fishermen are subject to the local reguiations which govern the 
coast population of Newfoundland in their prosecution of their fishing industry, 
whatever those regulations may be, and whether enacted before or since the 
treaty of Washington. 


The three particulars in which our fishermen are supposed to be constrained 
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maintain it if he beli to be in accordance with treaty. As the points in 
issue are frequently subtie, and require considerable legal knowledge, nothing 
but confusion and disorder could result from such a mode of deciding the in- 
terpretation of the treaty. 

Her Majesty's Government prefer the view that the law enacted by the legis 
lature of the country, whatever it may be—ought to be obeyed by natives and 
foreigners alike who are sojourning within the territorial limits of its jurisdic- 
tion; but that if a law has been inadvertently passed which is in any degree or 
respect at variance with rights conferred on a foreign power by treaty, the-cor- 
rection of the mistake so committed, at the earliest period after its existence 
shall have been ascertained and recognized, is a matter of international obli- 
gation, 

it is not explicitly stated in Mr. Evarts’s dispatch that he eonsiders any recent 
acts of the coionial legislature to be inconsistent with the rigists acquired by the 
United States under the treaty of Washington. But if that is the case, Her 
Majesty’s Government will in a friendly spirit consider any representations he 
may think it right lo make upon the subject, with the hope of coming to a satis- 
factory understanding 


ves it 















Mr, Welsh to Lord Salisbury. 
LEGATION OF THE UnNrTep Srates, London, November 21, 1878. 


My Lorp: I have been instructed by the President of the United States to 
tender to Her Majesty’s Government the sum of $5,500,000 in gold coin, this be- 
ing the sum named by the two concurring members of the Fisheries Commis- 
sion (lately sitiing at Halifax, under authority imparted thereto by the treaty 
of Washington) to be paid by the Government of the United States to the Gov- 
ernment of Her Britannic Majesty. 

iam also instructed by the President to say that such payment is made upon 
the ground that the Government of the United States desires to place the main- 
tenance of good faith in treaties and the security and value of arbitration be- 
tween nations above all questions in its relations with Her Britannic Majesty's 
Government as with all other governments, 

Under this motive the Government of the United States decides to separate 
the questions of withholding payment from the considerations touching the ob- 
ligation of this payment which have been presented to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in correspondence and which it reserves and insists upon. 

lam, besides, instructed by the President to say that the Government of the 
United States deems it of the greatest importance to the common and friendly 
interests of the two Governments in all future treatment of any questions re- 
lating to the North American fisheries that Her Britannic Majesty’s Govern- 
ment should be distinctly advised that the Governmentof the United States can 
not accept the result of the Halifax Commission as furnishing any just measure 
of the value of a participation by our citizens in the inshore fisheries of the Brit- 
ish Provinces, and it protests against the actual payment now made being con- 
sidered by Her Majesty's Government as in any sense an acquiescence in such 
measure or as warranting any inference to that effect. 

I have, ete., 


JOHN WELSH. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 17, 1880. 
To the President : 

The Secretary of State, to whom were referred the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 27th of April, ultimo, requesting the President, “if not 
inconsistent with the public interest, to transmit to this House copies of all cor- 
respondence, not now communicated, with the English Government relating 
to the alleged interference with American fishermen in Fortune Bay, on the 6th 
of January, 1878,’’ and a resolution of the Senate of the 28th of the same month 
on the same subject, has the honor to lay before the President the correspon- 
dence as called for. 

In connection with these papers, and for the better understanding of the sub- 
ject to which this correspondence relates, I submit for your consideration the 
valuable report of Collector F. J. Babson and Alfred D. Foster, esq., of their 
visit on board the naval steam-ship Kearsarge, to the provincial inshore fisheries 
under the instructions of the Department during the summer of last year, as we!l 
as their instructions under which this cruise of the Kearsarge was planned. 
This correspondence with the British Government, and this intelligent expo- 
sition of the attempted exercise by our fishermen of the freedom of the inshore 
fisheries as secured to them by the treaty of Washington, whose violent inter- 
ruption gave occasion to this discussion between the two governments of the 
true measure of this treaty right, will, it is believed, with the record of the pro- 
ceedings of the Halifax Commission,and the correspondence and protest which 
preceded and attended our payment of the award, furnish complete materials 
upon which the judgmentof Congress can be formed and its action determined 
in the juncture of this fishery contention now demanding its serious consider- 
ation, 

The very grave occurrence at Fortune Bay in January, 1878, was brought by 
me to the attention of the British Government in March of that year, with the 
view of obtaining redress for our fishermen for the gross violence and serious 
loss they suffered in their expulsion from this inshore fishery which they 
were prosecuting under the treaty of Washington. The reply of the British 
Government did not reach me until September 4 of that year. It disclosed 
possible grounds for the rejection of our claims which put upon our rights in 
the inshore fisheries such limitations of subserviency to British provincial or 
imperial legislation asseemed to me wholly inadmissible, These grounds were 
that our fishermen were pursuing their industry on Sunday, contrary to a law 
of Newfoundland, hacer subsequent to the treaty of Washington; that they 
were using seines to take herring, contrary toa law of Newfoundland proscrib- 
ing that method of fishing for the six months of the year between October 
and April; that they were using such seines in a manner arom ames at any sea- 
son of the year by a statute which precluded catching herrings by means of 
seines “except by way of shooting and forthwith hauling the same.” 

In communicating the report of the evidence which was intended to show the 
time and manner at and in which our fishermen were pursuing their right, as a 
justification for their interruption in it, Lord Salisbury observed : “You will 
perceive that the report in question appears to demonstrate conclusively that 
the United States fishermen on this oceasion had committed three distinct 
breaches of the law.” To this intimation, even, that the freedom of the fishery 
accorded by an imperial treaty either had been subtracted by past or could be 
curtailed by future provincial legislation, I lost no time in opposing an explicit 
and unconditional rejection of such an interpretation ofthetreaty. Ina dispatch 
to Mr. Welsh, on the 28th of September, I communicated to the British Govern- 
ment the views of this Government, as follows: 

“In this observation of Lord Salisbury this Government can not fail to see a 
necessary implication that Her Majesty’s Government conceives that in the 

rosecution of the right of fishing accorded to the United States by Article 
Rvil of the treaty, our fishermen are subject to the local regulations which 

overn the coast population of Newfoundland in their prosecution of their fish- 
ng industry, whatever those regulations may be, and whether enacted before 
or since the treaty of Washington, s 

“The three particulars in which our fishermen are supposed to be constrained 
by actual legislation of the province cover in principle every degree of regula- 
tion of our fishing industry within the 3-mile line which can well be con- 
ceived. But they are in themselves so important and so serious a limitation of 
the rights secured the treaty as practically to exclude our fishermen from 


b 
any profitable pursuit of the right, which, I need not add, is equivalent to an- 
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nulling or canceling, by the provincial government, the privilege accorded by 
the treaty with the British Government. 

if our fishing fleet is subject to the Sunday laws of Newfoundland, made for 
the coast population; if it is excluded from the fishing-grounds for half the 





year, from October to April; if our “ seines and other contrivances” for catch- 
ing fish are subject to the regulations of the legislature of Newfoundland, it is 
not easy to see what firm or valuable measure for the privilege of Article 
XVIII as conceded to the United States this Government can promise to its 





citizens under the guaranty of the treaty. It would not underany circum- 
stances be admissible for one government to subject the persons, the property, 
and the interests of its fishermen to the unregulated regulation of another gov- 
ernment upon the suggestion that such authority will not be oppressively or 
capriciously exercised, nor would any government accept, as an adequate guar- 
anty of the proper exercise of such authority over its citizens by a foreign 
government that, presumptively, regulations would be uniform in their opera- 
tion upon the subjects of both governments in similar case. If there are to be 
regulations of a common enjoyment, they must be authenticated by a common 
or joint authority. 

‘But most manifestly the subject of the regulation of the enjoyment of the 
shore fishery by the resident provincial population, and of the inshore fishery 
by our fleet of fishing cruisers, does not tolerate the control of so divergent and 
competing interests by the domestic legislation of the provinces. Protecting 
and nursing the domestic interest at the expense of the foreign interest, on the 
ordinary motives of human conduct, necessarily shape and animate the local 
legislation. The evidence before the Halifax Commission makes it obvious 
that to exclude our fishermen from catching bait, and thus compel them to go 
without bait, or buy bait at the will and price of the provincial fishermen, is 
the interest of the local fishermen, and will be the guide and motive of such 
domestic legislation as is now brought to the notice of this Government. 

“You will therefore say to Lord Salisbury that this Government can not but 
express its entire dissent from the view of the subject that his lordship’s note 
This Government conceives that the fishery rights of the 
United States, conceded by the treaty of Washington, are to be exercised wholly 
free from the restraints and regulations of the statutes of Newfoundland, now 
set up as authority over our fishermen, and from any other regulations of fish- 
ing now in force, or that may hereafter be enacted by that government. 

“It may be said that a just participation in this common fishery by the two 
parties entitled thereto may,in the common interest of preserving the fishery 
and preventing conflicts between the fishermen, require regulation by some 
competent authority. This may be conceded; but shou!d such occasion pre- 
sent itself to the common appreciation of the two governments, it need not be 
said that such competent authority can only be found in a joint convention that 
shall receive the approval of Her Majesty’s Government and ourown. Until 
this arrangement shall be consummated, this Government must regard the pre- 
tension that the legislation of Newfoundland can regulate our fishermen’s en- 
joyment of the treaty right as striking at the treaty itself. 

“It asserts an authority on one side and a submission on the other, which has 
not been proposed to us by Her Majesty’s Government, and has not been ac- 
cepted by this Government, I can not doubt that lord Salisbury will agree 
that the insertion of any such element in the treaty of Washington would never 
have been accepted by this Government if it could reasonably be thought pos- 
sible that it could have been proposed by Her Majesty’s Government. The in- 
sertion of any such proposition by construction now is equally at variance with 
the views of this Government. 

‘The representation made to this Government by the interests of our citizens 
affected leave no room to doubt that this assertion of authority is as serious and 
The rude application made 
to the twenty vessels in Fortune Bay, of this asserted authority, in January last, 
drove them from the profitable prosecution of their projected cruises. By the 
same reason the entire inshore fishery is held by us upon the same tenure of de- 
pendence upon the Parliament of the Dominion or the legislatures of the several 
provinces, 

* + * * * * » 

“*In the opinion of this Government, it is essential that we should at once in- 
vite the attention of Lord Salisbury to the question of provincial control over 
the fishermen of the United States in their prosecution of the privilege secured 
to them by thetreaty. So grave a question, in its bearing upon the obligations 
of this Government under the treaty, makes it necessary that the President 
should ask from Her Majesty's Government a frank avowal or disavowal of the 
paramount authority of provincial legislation to regulate the enjoyment by our 
people of the inshore fishery, which seems to be intimated, if not asserted, in 
Lord Salisbury’s note. 

‘* Before the receipt of a reply from Her Majesty’s Government, it would be 
premature to consider what should be the course of this Government should 
this limitation upon the treaty privileges of the United States be insisted upon 
by the British Government as their construction of the treaty.” 

In answer to this unequivocal presentation, both of the freedom of the fish- 
ery as this Government interpreted the concession of the treaty, and of the 
absolute suppression of this treaty right, as a matter of practical value to our 
fishermen by this actual provincial legislation, Lord Salisbury replied with less 
distinctness, no doubt, but yetin a sense which I could not but regard as dis- 
claiming any right to qualify the treaty by municipal legislation previous or 
subsequent to its date. After intimating a dissent from the doctrine, if I had 
intended to assert it, ‘‘ that no British authority bas any right to pass any kind 
of law binding Americans who are fishing in British waters,” Lord Salisbury 
says: 

**On the other hand, Her Majesty’s Government will readily admit what is, 
indeed, self-evident, that British sovereignty,as regards these matters, is limited 
in its scope by the engagements of the treaty of Washington, which can not be 
modified or affected by any municipal legislation. Ican not anticipate that with 
regard to these principles, any difference will be found to exist between the views 
of the two governments. If, however, it be admitted that the Newfoundland 
legislators have the right of binding Americans who fish within their waters, 
by any laws which do not contravene existing treaties, it must further be con- 
sidered that the duty of determining the existence of any such contravention 
must be undertaken by the governments, and can not be remitted to the dis- 
cretion of each individual fisherman, for such a discretion, if exercised on one 
side, can hardly be refused on the other. * * * 

‘* Her Majesty’s Government prefer the view that the law enacted by the leg- 
islature of the country, whatever it may be, ought to be obeyed by natives and 
foreigners alike who are sojourning within the territorial limits of its jurisdic- 
tion, but that if a law has been inadvertently passed which is in any degree or 
respect at variance with rights conferred on a foreign power by treaty, the cor- 
rection of the mistake as committed, at the earliest period after its existence 
shall have been ascertained and recognized, is a matter of international obli- 

ation. 

- This dispatch was received by me in November, and on the 23d of the same 
month the payment of the award of the Halifax Commission was made at the 
date provided in the treaty. The further consideration of the Fortune Bay 
claims seemed to require only the verification of the facts on the part of our 
claimants, so far as they were drawn in question by, or were at variance with, 
the report made to the British Government by its officers, and the communica- 
tion to that government of the results as finally insisted upon by us as the 
basis and measure of our claims. The correspondence called for by Congress 
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the two Governments together in a computation before the Halifax Commis 
sion of the sture, extent, and benefit of the inshore provincial fishery. 

rh lerations for the British concession were threefold. First, an equiv- 
alent ‘ry concession on our own coasts; second, exemption of provincial 
fish | rom duties, or the concession of our free market; third, such sup- 
plem ioney payment as the nature, extent, and value of the British fish- 
ery « mm, in the judgment of the Halifax Commission, would warrant or 
require It would be enough to say that the present pretensions of the British 
or nmentin redu »n of the grant were not presented in depreciation of the 
price we were to pay, nor was any subjection of the natural fishery to political 
or municipal disparagement advanced by us in reduction of the money value 
with which were to be charged. Butthe British and provincial governments 


ul ecluded from the present pretensions not by silence alone as to these lat- 
ent imitations and incumbrances upon the grant, when its price was being ad- 
ted by the Halifax award. 
‘The “ case’’ of the British Government presents in the most open and une- 
quivocal terms the measure of the grant, in the sense both of benefit to the 
nited States and of injury to the provincial fishermen. The conduct of the 


contention throughout maintained the freedom of the fishery tothe methods | 


and oceasions of our fishing enterprise and skill, and insisted upon the right ac- 
corded (which might exhaust and destroy the fisheries so as to depreciate their 
benelit to the coast population, even beyond the treaty period), and not its ac- 
tual exercise by our fishermen, as the standard of estimate by which our 
money payment was to be fixed, 

In ‘the case of Her Majesty’s Government,” submitted to the Halifax Com- 
mission, the following language is used to illustrate and enforce the advantage 
in the extent and method of fishing secured by the treaty of 1871 over the re- 
strictions of the convention of 1818: 

rhe convention of 1818 entitled United States citizens to fish on the shores 
of the Magdalen Islands, but denied them the privilege of landing there. With- 
out such permission the practical use of the inshore fisheries was impossible. 
Aithough such permission has tacitly existed, asa matter of sufferance, it might 
at any moment have been withdrawn, and the operationsof United States fish- 
ermen in that locality would thus have been rendered ineffectual. The value 
of these inshore fisheries is great; mackerel, herring, halibut, capelin, and 


Jaunece abound, and are caught inside of the principal bays and harbors, where | 


they resort to spawn. Between three hundred and four hundred United States 
fishing vessels yearly frequent the waters of this group, and take large quanti- 
ties of fish, both for curing and bait. A single seine has been known to take at 
one haul enough of herring to fill 3,000 barrels, Seining mackerel is similarly 
productive. During the spring and summer fishery of the year 1875, when the 
mackerel were closer inshore than usual, the comparative failure of the Amer- 
ican fishermen was owing to their being unprepared with suitable hauling nets 
and small boats, their vessels being unable to approach close enough to the 
beaches. 

**In the case of the remaining portions of the seaboard of Canada, the terms 
of the convention of 1818 debarred United States citizens from landing at any 
part for the pursuit of operations connected with fishing. This privilege is es- 
sential to the successful prosecution of both the inshore and the deep-sea fish- 
eries. By it they would be enabled to prepare their fish in a superior manner, 
in a salubrious climate, as well as more expeditiously, and they would be re- 
lieved of a serious embarrassment as regards the disposition of fish offals, by 
curing on shore the fish which otherwise would have been dressed on board 
their vessels, and the refuse thrown overboard. 

“All the advantages above detailed have been secured for a period of twelve 
years to United States fishermen. Without them, fishing operations on many 
parts of the coast would be not only unremunerative but impossible; and they 
may therefore be claimed as an important item in the valuation of the liberties 
granted to the United States under Article X VIII of the treaty of Washington.”’ 
(Halifax Commission, volume I, page 93.) 

And again: 

“4. Formation of fishing establishments. 

“The privilege of establishing permanent fishing stations on the shores of 
Canadian bays, creeks, and harbors, akin to that of landing to dry and cure 
fish, is of material advantage to United States citizens. 

* . * * . + » 

“There are further advantages derivable from permanent establishments 
ashore, such as the accumulation of stock and fresh fish preserved in snow or 
ice, and others kept in frozen and fresh state by artificial freezing.” (Ibid, 
vagwes 04, 95.) 

: in that portion of the same “ case’? which specially regards the character of 
the Newfoundland fishery, and points out with elaborate precision the rights 
of the United States fishermen on the shores of that island and the compensa- 
tion demanded therefor, the British Government says: 


“TI. The entire freedom of the inshore fisheries. 

* Newfoundland, from that part of its coast now thrown open to United States 
fishermen, yearly extracts, at the lowest estimate, $5,000,000 worth of fish and 
fish-oil, and when the value of fish used for bait and local consumption for food 
and agricultural purposes, ot which there are no returns, is taken into account, 
the total may be fairly stated at $6,000,000 annually. 

‘It may possibly be contended on the part of the United States that their fish- 
ermen have notin the past availed themselves of the Newfoundland inshore 
fisheries, with but few exceptions, and that they would and do resort to the 
coasts of that island only for the purpose of procuring bait for the bank fishery. 
This may up to the present time to some extent be true as s codfish, but 
not as regards herring, turbot, and halibut. It is not at all probable that, pos- 
sessing as they now do the right to take herring and capelin for themselves on 
all parts of the Newfoundland coasts, they will continue to purchase as hereto- 
fore, and they will thus prevent the local fishermen, especially those of Fortune 
Bay, from engaging in a very lucrative employment, which formerly occupied 
them during a portion of the winter season for the supply of the United States 
market, 

‘The words of the treaty of Washington, in dealing with the question of com- 
pensation, make no allusion to what use the United States may or do make of 
the privileges granted them, but simply state that, inasmuch as it is asserted by 
Her Majesty’s Government that the privileges accorded to the citizens of the 
United States under Article XVIII are of greater value than those accorded by 
Articles XIX and XXI to the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, and this is not 
admitted by the United States, it is further agreed that a commission shall be 
appointed, having regard to the privileges accorded by the United States to 
Her Britannic Majesty’s subjects in Articles Nos. XIX and XXI, the amount of 
any compensation to be paid by the Government of the United States to that 
of Her Majesty in return for the privileges accorded to the United States under 
Article XVIII, * 

‘It is asserted, on the part of Her Majesty’s Government, that the actual use 
which may be made of this privilege at the present moment is not so much in 
question as the actual value of it to those who may, if they will, use it. It is 
possible and even probable, that United States fishermen may at any moment 
avail themsé¢lves of the privilege of fishing in Newfoundland inshore waters to 
a much larger extent than they do at present; but even if they should not do so, 
it would not relieve them from the obligation of making the just payment for 
a right which they have acquired subject to the condition of making that pay- 
ment. The ease may be not inavtly illustrated by the somewhatanalogous one 





of a tenaney of shooting or fishing privileges; it is not because the tenant fails 
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to exercise the rights which he has acquired by virtue of his lease that the pro- 


prietor should be debarred from the recovery of his rent. 


“There is a marked contrast, to the advantage of the United States citizens, 


| between the privilege of access to fisheries the most valuable and productive in 





the world, and the barren right accorded to the inhabitants of Newfoundland of 


| fishing in the exhausted and preoceupied waters of the United States north of 


the thirty-ninth parallel of north latitude,in which there is no field for luera- 
tive operations even if British subjects desired to resort to them; and there are 
strong grounds for believing that year by year, as United States fishermen re- 
sort in greater numbers to the coasts of Newfoundland for the purpose of pro- 
curing bait and supplies, they will become more intimately acquainted with 
the resources of the inshore fisheries and their unlimited capacity for exten- 
sion and development. As a matter of fact, United States vessels have, since 
the Washington treaty came into operation, been successfully engaged in these 
fisheries; and it is but reasonable to anticipate that, as the advantages to be de- 
rived from them become more widely known, larger numbers of United States 
fishermen will engage in them. 

“A participation by fishermen of the United States in the freedom of these 
waters must, notwithstanding their wonderfully reproductive capacity, tell 
materially on the local catch, and, while affording to the United States fisher- 
men a profitable employment, must seriously interfere with local success. The 
extra amount of bait also which is required for the supply of the United States 
demand for the bank fishery must have the effect of diminishing the supply of 
cod for the inshores, as it is well known that the presence of that fish is caused 








| by the attraction offered by a large quantity of bait fishes, and as this quantity 


diminishes the cod will resort in fewer number to the coast. The effect of this 
diminution may not in all probability be apparent for some years to come, and 
whilst Unitea States fishermen will have the liberty of enjoying the fisheries 
for several years in their present teeming and remunerative state, the effects of 
overfishing may, after their right to participate in them has lapsed, become seri- 
ously prejudicial to the interests of the local fishermen. (Jb., pp. 108, 104.) 

* * - * * * « 

‘It is impossible to offer more convincing testimony as to the value to United 
States fishermen of securing the right to use the coast of Newfoundland asa basis 
of operations for the bank fisheries than is contained in the declaration of one 
who has been for six years so occupied, sailing from the portsof Salem and Glou- 


| cester, in Massachusetts, and who declares that it is of the greatest importance 


to United States fishermen to procure from Newfoundland the bait necessary for 
those fisheries, and that such benefit can hardly be overestimated ; that ihere 
will be during the season of 1876 upward of two hundred United States vessels 
in Fortune Bay for bait, and that there will be upward of three hundred vessels 
from the United States engaged in the Grand Bank fishery; that, owing to the 
great advantage of being able to run into Newfoundland for bait of different 
kinds, they are enabled to make four trips during the season; that the capelin, 


| which may be considered as a bait peculiar to Newfoundland, is the best which 


can be used for this fishery, and that a vessel would probably be enabled to make 
two trips during the capelin season, which extends over a period of about six 
weeks, The same experienced deponent is of opinion that the bank fisheries 
are capable of immense expansion and development, and that the privilege of 
getting bait on the coast of Newfoundland is indispensable for the accomplish- 
ment of this object. 

“As an instance of the demand for bait supplies derived from the Newfound- 
land inshore fisheries, it may be useful to state that the average amount of this 
article consumed by the French fishermen, who only prosecute the bank fish- 
eries during a period of about six monthsof the year, is from $120,000 to $160,000 
annually. The herring, capelin, and squid amply meet these requirements, and 
are supplied by the people of Fortune and Placentia Bays, the produce of the 
islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon being insuflicient to meet the demand. 

“It is evident from the above consideration that not only are the United 
States fishermen almost entirely dependent on the bait supply from Newfound- 
land, now open to them, for the successful prosecution of the bank fisheries, 
but also that they are enabled, through the privileges conceded to them by the 
treaty of Washington, to largely increase the number of their trips, and thus 


| considerably augment the profits of the enterprise. This substantial advantage 


is secured at the risk, as before mentioned, of hereafter depleting the bait sup- 
plies of the Newfoundland inshores, and it is but just that a substantial equiva- 
lent should be paid by those who profit thereby. 

‘*We are therefore warranted in submitting to the commissioners that not 
only should the present actual advantages derived on this head by United States 
fishermen be taken into consideration, but also the probable effect of the con- 
cessions made in their favor. The inevitable consequence of these concessions 
will be to attracta larger amount of United States capital and enterprise follow- 
ing the profits already made in this direction, and the effect will be to inflict an 
injury on the local fishermen, both by the increased demand on their sources of 
supply and by competition with them in their trade with foreign markets. (Ib., 
pages 105, 106.) 

* * * * * + . 
** CONCLUSION. 

“Tt has thus been shown that under the treaty of Washington there has been 
conceded to the United States— 

** First. The privilege of an equal participation ina fishery vast in area, teem- 
ing with fish, continuously increasing in productiveness,and now yielding to 
operatives, very limited in number when considered with reference to the field 
of labor, the large annual return of upwards of $6,000,000, of which 20 per cent. 
may be estimated at net profit, or $1,200,000, 

“Tt is believed that the claim on the part of Newfoundland in respect of this 

rtion of the privileges acquired by United States citizens under the treaty of 

ashington will be confined to the most moderate dimensions when estimated 
at one-tenth of this amount, namely, $120,000 per annum, or, for the twelve years 
of the operation of the treaty, a total sum of $1,440,000,"" (15., pages 107, 108.) 

To this ‘“‘case”’ the United States Government filed an answer, and the Brit- 
ish Government filed a reply to the answer, in which it repeated its conten- 
tion: 

“The words ‘for no other purpose whatever’ are studiously omitted by the 
framers of the last-named treaty, and the privilege in common with the sub- 
jects of Her Britannic Majesty, to take fish and to land for fishing purposes, 
clearly includes the liberty to purchase bait and supplies, transship cargoes, 
ete., for which Her Majesty’s Government contend it has a right to claim com- 
pensation. 

“It is clear that these privileges were not enjoyed under the convention of 
1818, and it is equally evident that they are enjoyed under the treaty of Wash- 
ington. (J0., page 173.) 

+. * a . * - + 

“As regards the herring fishery on the coast of Newfoundland, it is availed of 
to a considerable extent by United States fishermen, and evidence will be ad- 
duced of large exportations by them in American vessels, eee from For- 
tune Bay and the neighborhood, both to European and their own markets. 

“ The presence of United States fishermen upon the coast of Newfoundland, 
so far from being an advantage, as is assumed in the answer, operates most pre- 
judicially to Newfoundland fishermen. Bait is not thrown overboard to attract 
the fish, as asserted, but the United States bank fishing vessels, visiting the coast 
in such large numbers as they do for the purpose of obtaining bait, sweep the 
coves, creeks, and inlets, thereby diminishing the supply of bait for local catch 
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fish products The Ha ix ra 000, r the Dominion of Canada and cea ene ft th t 
Newfoundland together, has been divided between them bythe British Gov ‘ y ' . 

ment hesum of $1.000.000 has been receive »y Newfoundland as its share land grant ( v ent z 
of th y payme made by the United States under t treaty. Yours. < tain this a } 

It wi : observed that t tish view of the exposure of our fisher ‘ ; . "3 an 
men at Fortune y toth i ons of the provincial laws, while ‘ . 3 imposs = @ ‘ 2 
they were enjoying in th nand that of this Government the full | Ga, Sulivan’s 1 ; 
freeiiom of the fiskery ac« t , there is no pretense that the vi 2 e 1s of th : 
lence offered them and the wanton destruction of their lishing property and | a;,, ‘ at : ; es 
spoliation of their draught of fishes find any warrs the supremacy of vio ated 1 to this Gove ~ . 3 
lated iaws under color of which the British Government has refused them any United at ; 9 g 
indemnity. eouducted a t 

In this attitude of the British Government, as taken in the correspond : that the la ave of Lord S : 
the violent expulsion of our fishermen from their fishery on the 6th of Jan “ in sted the t t 1 of Her MI 
1878, by the coast fisherm« of Newfoundland, seems to be justified if not « ounes ‘ 
poused. This position, too, of that Government necessarily carries a warning ~ t g . 7 t 
that any future attem} ur fishermen to exercise t treaty privilege, « aie < : 
cept in conformity to the local fishing regulations, will be resisted by t > the . ' 
thority of the British Government, as well as exposed to the violence of the sarw that 4 : 
coast fishermen. : aia cate 

Under tiis unhappy and unexpected failure of accord between the two Gov- . . 
ernments as to the measure of the inshore fishing privilege secured to our fis! - 
ermen by the treaty of Washington, as developed in this correspondence, it So is 
becomes the imperative duty of this Government to consider what measures ' ou ¢ ‘ . ‘ 
should be taken to maintain the rights of our people under the treaty, as we ay F 
understand them, and to obtain redress for their expulsion from the enjoymen 7 ‘ & Olnnt 4 ‘ 
of their rights. ee oe a, See 7 

So far as this diminution of these privileges calls for a reconsideration of t ner ee , ae , 
treaty equivalents already paried with by this Government and received . — o, 2 a : yo te 
Great Britain, as suitable to the failure of the privileges thus purchased and paid “- gained lor M , S 
for, by this denial of their exercise so as to be valuable or desirable to ou age tit em 
ple, that subject necessarily must be remitted to diplomatic correspondence - aaa ; . 

‘The only continuing consideration the United States is paying for the tre a oo ; 

period, for the expected enjoyment of the treaty concession, is the remission of . : . i. 
our customs duties upon the fish products of the provincial share in these fish- | , - we ; 

eries. I respectfully advise that it be recommended to Congress to reimpose the : bse 

duties upon fish and fish-oil, the products of the provincial fisheries, as they ex- | ‘ 7 ta = deh . 

isted before the treaty of Washington came into operation, to so continu ee ene 

the two Governments shall be in accord as to the interpretation an xecuti eee 7 

of the fishery articles of the treaty of Washington, and in the adjustment of t sae _ 7 

grievance of our fishermen from the infractions of their rights under that treaty, | S'/e¢ration of these «i 

This measure will give to our fishermen, while excluded from the enjoyment 7 se : 
of the inshore fisheries under the continued enforcement of the British inter- ao He ot et aes ; : 
pretation of the treaty, a restoration of the domestic market for the products of | 4 eae ee , ae : 
their own fishing industry, as it stood before its freedom was thrown open to | C&P" acts oft : Stat a ee : 
the provincial fishermen in exchange for the free fishery opened to our fisher- | + a - . gp > sate bananas gente hag a 
men, — ee a 7 : 

I respectfully advise, also, submitting to the consideration of Congress the | #05 He may a 
propriety of authorizing the examination and auditing of the claims of ou ip | eS Seer? ; 
ermen for injuries suffered by the infraction or denial of their treaty privileg . _— : 
with the view of some ultimate provision by convention with Great Britain or | ‘8 2¢y May be sub 7 
by this Government for their indemnity. 5 . eee eee eee , 

WM. M. EVARTS. ys ri ants rey pi 
Mr. Evarts to Mr. Welsh. ed by the tr Ansa tio “ * ortu Bay on 
DEPARTMENT OF Srarr, Washington, August 1, 1879, Before doing so ea . 
Lu! Sary issues, to « ‘ l . 

Sim: You will readily understand that t! ess of rr business, es- | the vs of this ¢ € é \ i i Sa 
pecially during the regular and specia! s Congress, has prevented so | 2} , : ] : for 1. affairsof Her 
immediate attention to the claims of th >» Bay tishermen, as definitely f , it > ad tt vewf 
laid before me in their proofs completed the ses n, as would enable | right of r A rica vho fish w t 
me to give, in reply,a fall consideration to the dispatch of Lord Salisbury of not : ex g treat . ‘ 
the date of November 7, 1878, in reply to mine to you of 28th September, of deter rt ‘ ‘ 60 

But other and stronger reasons have also induced me to postpone until now | rovernments, and 1 not ber to 





any discussion of the questions arising out of the occurrences to which these | fisherma For s liscretion ‘ cis 
dispatches referred. her. 
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believes to be contrary to treaty, a Newfoundland fisherman may violently 
maintain it if he believes it to be in accordance with treaty.” 

liis lordship can scarcely have intended this last proposition to be taken in 
its literal significance. An infraction of law may be accompanied by violence 
which affects the person or property of an individual, and that individual may 
be warranted in resisting such illega! violence, so far as it directly affects him, 
without reference to the relation of the act of violence to the law which it in- 
fringes, but simply asa forcible invasion of his rights of person or property. 
but that the infraction of a general municipal law, with or without violence, 
can be corrected and punished by a mob, without official character or direction, 
and who assume both to interpret and administer the law in controversy, is a 
proposition which does not require the reply of elaborate argument between 
two governments whose daily life depends upon the steady application of the 
sound and safe principles of English jurisprudence. However this may be, the 
Government of the United States can not for amoment admit that the conduct 
of the United States fishermen in Fortune Bay was in any—the remotest de- 
gree—a violent breach of law 

Granting any and all the force which may be claimed for the colonial legisla- 
tion, the action of the United States fishermen was the peaceable prosecution of 
an innocent industry, to which they thought they were entitled, Its pursuit 
invaded no man’s rights, committed violence upon no man’s person, and if tres- 
passing beyond iis lawful limits could have been promptly and quietly stopped 
by the interference and representations of the lawfuliy constituted authorities. 
They were acting under the provisions of the very statute which they are al- 
xed to have violated, for it seems to have escaped the attention of Lord Salis- 
iry that section 28 of the title of the consolidated acts referred to contains the 
vision that ‘* Nothing in this chapter shall affect the rights and privileges 
ted by treaty to the subjects of any state or power in amity with Her Maj- 
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‘hey were engaged,as I shall hereafter demonstrate,in a lawful industry, 
guarantied by the treaty of 1871, in a method which was recognized as legit- 
imate by the award of the Halifax Commission, the privilege to exercise which 
their Government had agreed to pay for. They were forcibly stopped, not by 
legal authority, but by mob violence, They made no resistance, withdrew 
from the fishing grounds, and represented the outrage to their Government, 
thus acting in entire conformity wit. the principle as justly stated by Lord Salis- 
bury himself, that— 

if it be admitted, however, that the Newfoundland Legislature have the 
right of binding Americans who fish within their waters by any laws which do 
not contravene existing treaties, it must be further conceded that the duty of 
determining the existence of such contravention must be undertaken by the 
Governiments, and can not be remitted to the judgment of each individual fish- 
erman,” 

Chere is another passage of Lord Salisbury’s dispatch to which I should call 
your attention. Lord Salisbury says: 

‘l hardly believe, however, that Mr. Evarts would in discussion adhere to 
the broad doctrine, which some portion of his language would appear to con- 
vey, that no British authority has a right to pass any kind of laws binding 
Americans who are fishing in British waters; for if that contention be just the 
same disability applies a fortiori to any other powers, and the waters must be 
delivered over to anarchy.” 

| certainly can not recall any language of mine in this correspondence which 
is capable of so extraordinary a constructiom I have nowhere taken any posi- 
tion larger or broader than that which Lord Salisbury says: 

“ Iler Majesty's Government wi!l readily admit, what is, indeed, self-evident, 
that British sovereignty, as regards these waters, is limited in its scope by the 
engagements of the treaty of Washington, which can not be affected or modified 
by any municipal legislature,” 

I have never denied the full authority and jurisdiction, either of the imperial 
or colonial governments, over their territorial waters, except so far as by treaty 
that authority and jurisdiction have been deliberately limited by these govern- 
ments themselves. Under no claim or authority suggested or advocated by me 
eould any other government demand exemption from the provisions of British 
or colonial law, unless that exemption was secured by treaty; and if these waters 
must be delivered over to anarchy, it will not be in consequence of any preten- 
sions of the United States Government, but because the British Government 
has, by its own treaties, to use Lord Salisbury’s phrase, limited the scope of 

tritish sovereignty. Iam not aware of any such treaty engagements with 
other powers, but if there are, it would be neither my privilege nor duty to con- 
sider or criticise their consequences where the interests of the United States are 
not concerned, 

After careful comparison of all the depositions furnished to both govern- 
ments, the United States Government is of opinion that the following facts will 
not be disputed 

|, That twenty-two vessels belonging to citizens of the United States, namely, 
Fred. P. Frye, Maryand M., Lizzie and Namari, Edward E. Webster, W. E. Mc- 
Donald, Crest of the Wave, F. A. Smith, Hereward, Moses Adams, Charles E. 
Warren, Moro Castle, Wildfire, Maud and Effie. Isaac Rich, Bunker Hill, Bo- 
nanza, I. M. Rogers, Moses Know!iton, John W. Bray, Maud B. Wetherell, New 
England, and Ontario, went from Gloucester,a town in Massachusett-, United 
States, to Fortune Bay, in Newfoundland, in the winter of 1877-78, for the pur- 
pose of procuring herring 

2. That these vessels waited at Fortune Bay for several weeks (from about 
jvecember 15, 1877, to January 6, 1878), for the expected arrival of schoo!s of her- 
ring in that harbor. 

3. That on Sunday, January 6, 1878, the herring entered the bay in great num- 
bers, and that four of the vessels sent their boats with seines to commence fish- 
ing operations, and the others were proceeding to follow. 

{. That the parties thus seining were compelled, by a large and violent mob 
of the inhabitants of Newfoundland, to take up their seines, discharge the fish 
already inclosed, aud abandon their fishery, and that in one case, at least, the 
seine was absolutely destroyed. 

5. That these seines were being used in the interest of all the United States 
vessels waiting for cargoes in the harbor, and that the catch undisturbed would 
have been sufficient to load all of them with profitable cargoes, The great 
quantity of fish in the harbor, and the fact that the United States vessels if per- 
mitted to fish would all have obtained full cargoes, is admitted in the British 
depositions, 

“If the Americans had been allowed to secure all the herrings in the bay for 
themselves, which they could have done that day, they would have filled all 
their vessels, and the neighboring fishermen would have lost all chance on the 
following week day. (Deposition of James Searwell.) 

“The Americans by hauling herring that day, when the Englishmen could 
not, were robbing them of their lawful and just chance of securing their share 
in them; and further, had they secured all they had barred, they would, I be- 
lieve, have filled every vessel of theirs in the bay.’’ (Deposition of John Chutt.) 

See also affidavits of the United States captains. 

6. That in consequence of this violence all the vessels abandoned the fishing 
grounds, some without cargoes, some with very small cargoes, purchased from 
the natives, and their voyages were a loss to their owners. 

7. That the seining was conducted at a distance from any land or fishing priv- 
jlege or the occupation of any British subject. (See affidavits of Willard G. 
Rode, Charles Doyle, and Michael B. Murray.) 

8. That none of the United States vessels made any further attempts to fish, 
but three or four which were delayed in the neighborhood purchased small sup- 
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plies of herring. (See British depositions of John Saunders and Silas Fudge, 
wherein is stated that the United States vessels only remained a few days, and 
that after January 6 no fish came into the harbor.) 

All the United States affidavits show thatthe United States vessels were afraid 
to use their seines after this, and that they left almost immediately, most of 
them coming home in ballast. 

The provisions of the treaty of Washington (1471), by whichthe right to pros- 
ecute this fishery was secured to the citizens of the United States, are very sim- 
ple and very explicit. 

The language of the treaty is as follows: 

“XVIIL. it is agreed by the high contracting parties that in addition to the 
liberties secured to the United States fishermen by the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain, signed at London on the 20th day of October, 
1818, of taking, curing, and drying fish on certain coasts of the British North 
American colonies, therein defined, the inhabitants of the United States shall 
have, in common with the subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, the liberty for the 
term of years mentioned in Article X XXIII of this treaty to take fish of every 
kind, except shell-fish, on the sea coast and shores and in the bays, harbors, and 
creeks of the provinces of Quebec, etc. 

“XXXII. It is further agreed that the provisions and stipulations of Articles 
XVIII to XXV of this treaty, inclusive, shall extend to the colony of Newfound- 
land, so far as they are applicable.” 

a XXVIII, chapter 102, of the consolidated acts of Newfoundland, pro- 
vides: 

“Sec. 1. That no person shall take herring on the coast of Newfoundland by 
a seine or other such contrivance, at any time between the 20th day of October 
and the 12th day of April, in any year, or at any time use a seine except by way 
of shooting and forthwith hauling the seine. 

“Sec. 2. That no person shall, at any time, between the 20th day of Decem- 
ber and the Ist day of April, in any year, catch or take herring with seines of 
less than 2? inches mesh, ete. 

“Sic. 4. No person shall, between the 20th day of April and the 20th day of 
October, in any year, haul, catch, or take herring or other bait for exportation 
within 1 mile, measured by the shore across the water, of any settlement situated 
between Cape Chapeau Rouge and Point Emajer, near Cape Ray.” 

The act of 1876 provides that— 

“No person shall, between the hours of 12 o’clock on Saturday night and 12 
o’clock on Sunday night, haul or take any herring, caplin, or squid, with net, 
seine, bunts, or any such contrivance for the purpose of such hauling or taking.” 

It seemed searcely necessary to do more than place the provisions of the treaty 
and the provisions of these Jaws in contrast, and apply the principle so pre- 
cisely and justly announced by Lord Salisbury as self-evident, “‘that British 
sovereignty, as regards those waters, is limited in its scope by the engagements 
of the treaty of Washington, which can not be modified or affected by any 
municipal legislation.” For it will not be denied that the treaty privilege of 
“taking fish of every kind,exceptshell-fish, on the seacoast and shores, and in the 
bays, harbors, and creeks” of Newfoundland is both seriously ‘“‘ modified” and 
injuriously affected by municipal legislation, which closes such fishery abso- 
lutely for seven months of the year, prescribes a special method of exercise, 
forbids exportation for five months, and, in certain localities, absolutely limits 
the 3-mile area, which it was the express purpose of the treaty to open, 

But this is not all. When the treaty of 1871 was negotiated, the British Gov- 
ernment contended that the privilege extended to United States fishermen of 
free fishing within the 3-mile territorial limit was so much more valuable than 
the equivaient offered in the treaty that a money compensation should be added 
to equalize the exchange. The Halifax Commission was appointed for the spe- 
cial purpose of determining that compensation, and, in order to do so, instituted 
an exhaustive examination of the history and value of the colonial fisheries, in- 
cluding the herring fishery of Newfoundland. 

Before that commission, the United States Government contended that the 
frozen-herring fishery in Fortune Bay, Newfoundland, the very fishery now un- 
der discussion, was not a fishery, but a traffic; that the United States vessels 
which went there for herring always took out trading permits from the United 
States custom-house, which no other fishermen did; that the herring were 
caught by the natives in their nets and sold to the vessels, the captains of which 
froze the herring after purchase, and transported them to market, and that con- 
sequently this was a trade, a commerce beneficial to the Newfoundlanders, and 
not to be debited to the United States account of advantages gained by the 
treaty. 

To this the British Government replied, that whatever the character of the 
business had been, the treaty now gave the United States fishermen the right 
to catch as well as purchase herring; that the superior character of the United 
States vessels, the larger capacity and more efficient instrumentality of the 
seines used by the United States fishermen, together with their enterprise and 
energy, would all induce the United States fishermen to catch herring for them- 
selves, and thus the treaty gave certain privileges to the United States fisher- 
men, which inflicted upon the original proprietor a certain amount of loss and 
damage, from this dangerous competition, which, in justice to their interests, 
required compensation. The exercise of these privileges, therefore, as stated 
in the British case, as evidenced in the British testimony, as maintained in the 
British argument, for which the British Government demanded and received 
compensation, is the British construction of the extent of the liberty to fish in 
common, guarantied by the treaty. 

Mr. Whiteway, then attorney-general of Newfoundland, and one of the British 
counsel before the commission, said in his argument: 

*‘And now one word with regard tothe winter herring fishery in Fortune Bay. 
It appearsthat from forty to fifty United States vessels proceed there between the 
months of November and February, taking from thence cargoes of frozen her- 
ring of from 500 to 800 or 1,000 barrels. According to the evidence, these her- 
rings have hithertogenerally been obtained by purchase. Itis hardly possible, 
then, to conceive that the Americans will continue to buy, possessing as they 
now do the right to catch.” 

The British case states the argument as to the Newfoundland fisheries in the 
following language: 

**It is asserted on the part of Her Majesty’s Government that the actual use 
which may be made of this privilege at the present moment is not so much in 
question as the actual value of it to those who may, if they will, use it. It is 
possible, and even probable, that the United States fishermen may at any mo- 
mentavail themselves ofthe privilege of fishing in Newfoundland inshore waters 
to a much larger extent than they do at present; but even if they should notdo 
so, it would not relieve them from the obligation of making the just payment 
for a right which they have acquired subject to the condition of making that 
payment, The case may be not inaptly illustrated by the somewhat analogous 
one of a tenancy of shooting or fishing privileges; it is not because the tenant 
fails to exercise the rights which he has acquired by virtue of his lease that the 
proprietor should be debarred from the recovery of his rent. 

“ There is a marked contrast to the advantage of the United States citizens 
between the privilege of access to fisheries the most valuable and productive 
in the world and the barren right accorded to the inhabitants of Newfoundland, 
of fishing in the exhausted and preoccupied waters of the United States, north 
of the thirty-ninth parallel of north latitude, in which there is no field for lucra- 
tive operations, even if British subjects desired to resort to them; and there 
are strong grounds for believing that year by year, as United States fishermen 
resort in greater numbers to the coasts of Newfoundland forthe purpose of pro- 
curing bait and supplies, they will become more intimately acquainted with 
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is attested by the statement of competent witnesses, wh« evidence will be la a a t : ¥< nu : . 7 
before the commission :”’ : 
And in the reply of the British Government, referring to the same Newfound a et 
land fisheries, is the following declaration \ Ml 
‘As rewards the herring fishery on the coast of Newfoundland, it is av Inc . 
of to a conside e extent by the United States fi n, evidence will 
be adducted « e exportations by them in American vessels, particularly The M M 
from Fortune and the neighborhood, both to European and their ow ‘ 
markcts. . d 
‘The presence of United S fishermen upon the coast of Newfoundlar Sin: 4 te w ilhad toa es t 
so far from being an advantage, as is assumed in the answer, oper sn t it WwW : t e has ‘ 
prejudicially to Newfoundland fisherm Bait is not thrown over urd to at- | Her Majesty’s Governm« vere to re Mr. Welsh’s 
tract the fish, as asserted, but the United States bank fishing vessels, visit ‘ Lor A ist, in W 1 he} erre it art 5 G ‘ 
the coast in such large numbers as they do for the purpose of obta , vlU aS Ce ens 1 to se { ed States fishe 
sweep the coast, creeks, and inlets, thereby diminishing the supply of bait es state 7 ae t 1s uined byt t 
local catch and scaring it from the grounds, where it would otherwise be ana y K place at Fort ‘ Nev i, on : 
raction for cod.’ 5 i Ay W i Saris is en ¢ is t : 
In support of these views, the most abundant testimony was produced by the | § & avery caretu juiry into ‘ imstan f the case 
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This Government can not anticipate that the British Government will now New ind lon the th M s 
contend that the time and method for which it asked and received npensa- | sa eries on the coast la l t : 
tion are forbidden by the terms or the very treaty under which it mad New i, passe i i st se 
claim and received the payment. Indeed, the language of Lord Salisbury 3 t of her ¥ a seine 
tifies the Government of the United States in drawing the conclusion that day of April f ] t 
tween itself and Her Britannie Majesty’s Government there s ntial py ose of bart I ‘ 
difference in the construction of the privileges of the treaty of ind that in e treat Ws C 
the future the colonial reguiation of the fisheries with which, fs s their ts ‘ 1 
own interests are concerned, we have neither right nor desire to intermedd! Ww I 
will not be allowed to modify or affect the rights which have been guarantied The United States f 
to citizens of the United States Fickle Beacl 1 us ‘ 
You will therefore say to Lord Salisbury that the Government of the United viths sf rt re « ed e ¢ 
States considers the engagements of the treaty of 1871 contravened by the lox ‘ { 
legislation of Newfoundland, by the prohibition of the use of seines, by H Majesty’s Gove t I r 
closing of the fishery with seines between October and April, by the forbix ng | t of t nguage « t i ! t 
of fishing for the purpose of exportation between December and April, ! y f i up t 4 
proh. bition to fish on Sunday, by the allowance of nets of only a specified ! ~ 1 is which j t ' 
and by the limitation of the area of fishing between Cape Ray and Cs Cha ests and to the fishery ‘ 
peau Rouge. Of course this is only upon the supposition that such iaws are An excess on the part of t 
considered as applying to United States fishermen. As local regulations for | t rights sect lto glit 
native fishermen we have no concern with them. The contravention consists | f but the present \ 
in excluding United States fishermen during the very times in which they hav fr Lo sion Ww 1 Was ‘ f 
been used to pursue this industry, and forbidding the methods by which alone | Majesty’s Gover: 
it can be properly carried on. f 
The exclusion of the time from October to April covers the only season 4 t 
which frozen herring can be procured, while the prohibition of the seines would s of er fisherme 
interfere with the vessels, who, oc upied in cod-fishing during t } r 3 S t 
to Fortune Bay in the winter, and would consequently have to make a t i t , 
plete change in their fishing gear, or depend entirely upon purchas t t ed ensat 
natives for their supply. The prohibition of work on Sunday is .* ‘ mnt t ‘5 
under the conditions of the fishery. The vessels must be at Fortu 
certain time, and leave for market at a certain time. The entrance of f M t ( 
schools of herring ts uncertain, and the time they stay equally so. W 
they come they must be caught, and the evidence in this very case show 
after Sunday, the 6th of January, there was no other influx of these fish, and that 
prohibition on that day would have been equivalent to shutting out the fish« 
men for the season. t . 
If I am correctin the views hitherto expressed, it follows that the United States | tages s ed by t ty tot ects « be tl 
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! 
legislature ‘ t date to the treaty of Washington has trenched upon 
the rights « l e citizens of the United States in virtue of that instru 
ment, Her M ernment will consider a communication addressed 
to them inthat 1 acordial and anxious desire to remove all just grou 
fic i 

j p 
SALISBURY 
M YI \\ nator yield to 1 moment? 
M J Aiud } I 
Mr. FRY J ‘ edin ot i enator h nt 
now certair Ove! hour 
Mr. EVAR’ Three hours. 
Ir. FRYI ild like to ask the Senator from New York whether 
he would not rather continue on another day. 
Mr. EVARTS. have ] srhap rone as far as I feel able to-day. 
r, MORGAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me toa 
him quest , 
The PRESID L pro tem) Does the Senator from New York 
vield 3 
Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from New York think that we 


were worried into the treaty of 1871 and teased into it, as he says we 
were into the treaty of 1854? 


Mr. EVART [ was just entering on that. It had just come to 

my ps 
FRYE. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- | 
sideration of ordinary legislative business 
mo 1 Vv eed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration | 


of St. Francis and State of amen, * the 


[ESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that he had been directed to return to the Senate the | 
bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
P aa building thereon at Omaha, Nebr., and the conference report on 

d bill. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
ame ndment of the Senate to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon-bridge across the | 
Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; further insisted on its 
amen dm nt to the bill; asked a conference with the Senate on the dis- | 


agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Crisp 
M:« AS DERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. PHELAN managers at the conference 


on the part of the hea 
ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the | 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the heat is so intense and the at- | 
mosphere so oppressive that I think we shall do the public more good | 
by adjourning than by going on with that bill now, and I therefore | 
move that the Senate a 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont to with- | 
draw that motion for a moment in order that we may have a brief ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it for that purpose. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA. 

Mr. MANDERSON., ask the Chair to place before the Senate a 
bill received from the House of Representatives on which a conference 
is desired, being a bill for a public building at Omaha. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives farther insisting upon its amendments to,| 
the bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection | 
of a public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr., and asking a further con- | 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 
thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the absence of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[ Mr. SPOONER], who has that bill in charge, and for him, I move that 
the Senateinsist upon its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to the bill and that another conference be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
Quay, and Mr. VEsT were appointed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

The President pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the ae of the Senate 
to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1701) authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River, at or 
near Sioux City, Iowa, further insisting on its amendment to the bill, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I knowitis the purpose of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to move insistance on the Senate amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri so noti- 
fied the Chair. 
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Mr. WILS flowa. I make that mot 
‘The motion was agers i to. 
unanimous consent, the President pro tem; was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
1 Mr. W ) I wv ypointed 
[ENDMENT I RAL cll i LI 
Mr. VANCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
EX riv! ION 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proc ed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
mn the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 9, 1888, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 8, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 
se L. Cravens, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Arkansas, in the place of Jesse L. Craveas, 
whose commission expired June 26, 1888. 
Mary E. Winfield, to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the county 
appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 158s. 
Henry Jayne, to be postmaster at Taylorville, in the county of 





| Christian and State of Illinois, in the place of Charles V. Rockwell, 


deceased. 

Philip Heinkel, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the county of O’ Brien 
and State of Iowa, in place of Jeremiah J. Hartenbower, resigned. 

John W. Beatty, to be postmaster at Mexico, in the county of Au- 
drain and State of Missouri, in the place of Daniel D. Woodward, re- 
signed. 

Frank P. Thompson, to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county of 
Carlton and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1888, 

Thomas Bees} ey, to be postmaster at Provo City, in county of Utah 
and Territory of Utah, in the place of James G. Kenney, resigned. 

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING. 

Capt. Winfield Scott Schley, a resident of Maryland, to be Chief of 
= Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting in the Department of the 

Navy, with the relative rank of commodore, from the 6th of Septem- 
ber, 1888. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 

William Ford Arnold, a resident of Tennessee, and George Augustus 
| Lung, a resident of New York, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
to fill vacancies existing in that grade. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, August 8, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MiLBurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GALLINGER, until September 15, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. HALL, for four days, on account of the death of a friend. 

To Mr. STOCKDALE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

WILLIAM L. BRADFORD. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3178) to remove the 
political disabilities of William L. Bradford; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River; and 

A bill (H. R. 1508) tor the relief of certain appointed or enlisted men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend Mi ECKIN I 
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ments House bills of the following titles; requested a conference with ay 
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l, respectively: ( 


A bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of Anthony L. Woodson—conferees Mi MAN. I 
Mr. SPOONER, Mr. MITCH! JONES. -ECKINRI 
A bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of al William F. Smit ttorney. and , 
conferees, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. CAMERON, and Mr. COCKRELL. ttee: that be ' use. Iw ite ¢ nd 
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part of the Senate conferees as indicate 














The message also annou the Senate had passed joint reso it complicat uch 1 than t ey 
lution and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the | to ex n to the Hous . 
House was requested: extent of a ; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 56) granting permission to officers and en- | order of the Hous 
listed men of the Army of the United States, members of the Society of Mr GROS ( 





the Cincinnati, the Aztec Society, the National Association of Veterans SPEAKER rl 
of the Mexican War, the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the Mr. GROSVENOR i 














United States, and the Gra Army of the Republic to wear the ba { Louse Up to this t 
adopted by those orders it is I nding hefo t 
A bill (8. 2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journa t rentl man from A 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, and to provide for t I -EAKER | Cha 
distribution; n the floo 
A bill (S. 3162) providing for the printi Mr. GROSVI R ( ‘ 3 
tions upon private orders; p ' t 
A bill (S. 3163) to provide for the « The sS AKER 
i the use and accommodation of the post-o at . | submitt L re} ym t 
in the Yellowstone National Park; ease of ( 
A bill (S. 3181) to remove the political disabilities of Julian Myers ‘ 1 


A bill (S. 3196) for 


the relief of Joseph G. Swank. v6 man from A! 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
members addressed the Chair. | LECKIN i 


: 
Mr. BURNES. I now demand the regular order. ra 






EXPENSES OF “ TRUST INVESTIGATION. 







I rise to submit a privileged report from th 
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Mr. Bacon submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the ¥ ene ee 
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regard—have been solely in the payment of expenses and fees of wit- 
ness«s; and I will state to the House that so far as the counsel to whom 
I have just referred is concerned, his fee is left solely to the discretion 
of the committee, and the Ilouse need not have any doubt or hesitation 
on that score. ; 

ir. (LOLMAD Has the fee been fixed ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It has not been fixed by the 
committ that I know of. The chairman is at present unable to be 
here, and I, as a member of the committee, am only able to give such 
within my own personal knowledge, which is doubt- 


information as i 


le not so complete in details as might have been afforded to the 
House if the chairman of the committee himself were able to be 
present. 


Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas, 
with his permission, ifthe committee has taken any testimony regard- 
ing the sugar trust? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I will state in reply 
to the gentleman from Michigan that extensive testimony has been taken 
in this regard, and, in the opinion of the committee, it has been cov- 
ered adequately The committee has made a preliminary report to the 
House conveying the information obtained so far upon that and other 
subjects, That document will be subject to the order of the members 
of the House, I suppose, in a few days, as soon as the printing can be 
done. I will state jurther to the gentleman that if he or any other 
member desires for immediate use a printed copy of the testimony 
taken so far, there are a few copies, some fifty or sixty in all, in the com- 
mittee-room, but of course not enough for general distribution. 

Mr. BREWER. Has not the committee proceeded far enough so as 
to present some bill to the House to meet this question of trusts? 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not think so, and I will 
supplement that opinion by this statement: That trusts are of various 
characters. ‘There are such trusts, for instance, as the Standard Oil 
trust, which is.in no wise affected by foreign competition, or need not 
be. There are such trusts as the sugar trust that exist wholly under 
what we know as our protective system of taxation; and there is fur- 
ther such a trust as the whisky trust that is popularly supposed to ex- 
ist under the internal-revenue system of taxation. The committee has 
made inquiry into the Standard Oil and sugar trusts, two very exten- 
sive inquiries, and on yesterday the committee concluded what I con- 
sider the final examination into the question of the whisky trust. 
That testimony has yet to be printed, and until it has all been obtained, 
and perhaps also until the additional subject of these commercial com- 
hinations known as ‘‘dealing in futures’’ and matters of that charac- 
ter, until these have been gone over it may be impossible for the com- 
mittee to make a report in as comprehensive a way as any gentleman 
who has served in connection with the subject will consent that the re- 
port ought to be made. 

Mr. BREWER. I will ask the gentleman if he will not yield to me 
for three minutes to have read a letter in regard to the sugar trust, 
which I desire to have laid before the House at this time? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will yield that time to the 
gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. BREWER. L ask to have this letter read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LANSING, Micn., August 4, 1888, 


DeaAR Sir: As that great ‘octopus,’ the sugar trust, has advanced price of 
sugar in the past six months more than 33 per cent., would not Congress be 
warranted in passing a bill for the relief of the people, allowing sugar to come 
in duty free for sixty or ninety days? Certainly this or something else should 
be done by Congress to relieve the masses as well as the manufacturers in this 
country. We have a small institution here making condensed milk. Ten 
months ago we were paying 5} to Philadelphia and New York refineries for 
Crown A granulated sugar delivered here. Now they are charging us 8} forthe 
same article, and as our trade is largely with South America, China, Mexico, and 
the East and West Indies, we are necessarily competitors of the Swiss and En- 
glish manufacturers, who are buying sugar at the oldrates. The tax now put 
upon us amounts to over $100 per day, which makes it very difficult for us to 
continue in business, Of course Congress should take no action looking to our 
relief; but if the effect is as above on a little concern like ours, what must it be 
upon the great masses, none of whom can get along without sugar. We are 
paying the farmers in this country more than twice the amount they ever re- 
ceived before for milk, our price this year being equivalent to wheat at,at least, 
$2 per bushel; so it is not only important for us but for the farming community 
depending upon usfor a market that we should continue the business. But we 
shall be forced to close up unless the grip of the sugar trust isloosened. If Con- 
gress would allow the public to bring in sugar duty free for. say, ninety days, 
they could then protect themselves, Unless some action is taken such concerns 
as ours will be either obliged toclose upor join the procession and become mo- 
nopolists themselves We could form a condensed-milk trust and continue to 
live, but the best way is to strangle the sugar trust, and leave all such business 
open to healthy competition. 

Yours, truly, 
MIcnIGAN CONDENSED MILK CoMPANY. 
JAMES M. TURNER, 
Hon. MARK 8S. BREWER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to state that the gentle- 
man who writes that letter, being the president of the company, is well 
informed on this business. It is a very large business in my district, 


and I have simply had the letter read for the purpose of showing the 
result arising from this great sugar trust. not only upon this one in- 
dustry but upon all the industries of the country, and it seems to me 
that that committee which has so fully investigated this subject-matter 
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| ought to be able to report some measure for the purpose of meeting it. 
| I desire to ask the gentleman if the committee have also investigated 


i nent 


the question as to the adulteration of sugar and the use of glucose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They have. Mr. Speaker, I 
would state in connection with the observations of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BREWER] that the interesting letter which he submits 
calls attention to one character of trusts andsuggestsaremedy. Now, 
as indicated by what I previously said, there are more kinds of trusts 
than one. The sugar trust is precisely the same as the pig-iron asso- 
ciation in its effect upon prices, and as the steel-rail association, and 
the bagging pool or trust that has in the past few days put up the price 
of bagging to the full extent of the tariff limit, as the oil-cloth trust, 
and forty other trusts or associations that we have in the country. It 
is one of the multitude of trusts which exist under the tariff, and is not 
one of those equally objectionable trusts which exist outside of the tariff 
and in commodities which can not be imported, in commodities in re- 
gard to which we can not invoke international competition as a regu- 
lator, because of not being produced abroad. The remedy is another 
question. Ninety days on the free-list would undoubtedly stop the 
matter for ninety days, 

The bill that passed the House the other day, known as the Mills 
bill, cuts the profits of the sugar trust and cuts the margin of protec- 
tion over $11,000,000, independent of the reduction of revenue. If that 
bill had simply reduced the raw sugar and refined sugar upon identi- 
cally parallel lines it would have left the sugar trust with the same 
margin of profit conferred by law and the same extent of power over 
prices that it possesses to-day; but although the margin of protection 
was increased by the tariff act of 1883, and it was stated by experts and 
sustained by our friends on the other side of the House as being in no 
sense too much, yet we cut the margin of protection at least 30 cents 
on the hundred pounds upon an average. Now, the remedy for a trust 
of that character is to cut the margin of protection, as has been done, 
and not simply for ninety days, but permanently, and to cuit to the 
point at which the competition of the world may be invoked, not suffi- 
cient to destroy the industries of this country, but to leave them only 
that protection which is necessary for their support, and to destroy the 
power to needlessly extort money from the people of thiscountry. That 
step has been taken to a degree by the bill which just passed the House, 
but not to that degree which would amount to free trade in sugar. 

We do not need to touch raw sugar to stop the oppression of the trust; 
but only to lessen the margin between the lower tax on rawsugarand the 
higher tax on refined sugar. Whatever report the Committee on Manu- 
factures must make, will have to deal not only with the sugar trust and 
with trusts like unto the sugar trust, but also with trusts like unto the 
Standard Oil trust, and like unto the whisky trust and others that yet 
may be looked into and about which I am not prepared to state any- 
thing, although some are very plain as to remedy and all that now, 
until they have received the attention of the committee. The con- 
stituent of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] is upon the 
right line of remedy for the kind of trust he deals with, only that he 
needs to put only refined sugar on the free-list; but it is a question of 
degree, and I hope the committee will give cordial support to what 
is necessary to give substantial relief to the people of this country. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
but before doing that, if the gentleman will excuse me, I promised to 
yield to a question by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER. The point upon which I wanted information from 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is whether or not 
he spoke of the examination, among other questions, of dealing in fut- 
ures as being among the duties which would devolve upon this com- 
mittee. I wish to inquire whether there has been an investigation to 
any extent upon this subject; and, if so, whether the committee has 
come to any conclusion upon the question of the power of the Congress 
of the United States to inhibit this dealing in fatures, which so mate- 
rially interferes with the price in the regular open market. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say to the gentleman 
that that line of inquiry is doubtless covered by the duties imposed 
upon the committee; but that division of the inquiry has not yet been 
taken up. They will probably pass to the consideration of it when 
they next meet and have summarized their proceedings down to date. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield at this point 
for an inquiry ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] indicated that he desired to ask a question. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have the gentleman yield me 
three or four minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ithought the gentleman wished 
to ask a question. 1 will gladly yield him time after others to whom 
I have promised to yield. I understand that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER] desires now to make an inquiry. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ar- 
konsas whether the Committee on Manufactures have had their atten- 
tion called to a trust recently formed as to the subject of cotton bag- 
ging. The gentleman isaware that when the Committee on Waysand 
Means gave some attention to that subject not longago cotton bagging 
was worth about 6} cents a yard. Now it is reported that it has been 
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stated by ch ind by1 cet reports, and I presume it Is tru 

l it idoubtedly be a propel matter for the committee to ; 
attention to, if the position involved is not already sufficiently cov- 
ere yy other inquiries. Gentlemen can readily see that it is not 
‘ for the mittee to stigate every trust of a gi ( 
for if they undertook to do that they would occupy not only t 

this Congress but ve ry likely the whole of the time of the con 0 
Congress in making what would be practically duplicated invest 
tions. When we have gotten a typical organization of a part 


class, that will probably be as far as it is necessary for the comn 








to cons » time or to entail expense in that direction 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkans 
wheth¢r the tariff has been changed so as to cause this rise in the price 
of cotton bagging since the Committee on iys and Means were con 





sulted on the subject? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In reply to the gentleman’ 
question I will say that the present tariff affords to the manufacturers 
of cotton bagging a protection of 3 cents a yard, and that a few weeks 
ago they were not in a pool or a trust, the former one being broken up, 
and they were getting along very well at prices which were less than 
foreign bagging of the same weight could be laid down here for, judg 
ing from the prices of similar articles. 

rhe Committee on Ways and Means thought that these manufact- 
urers were able to get along without any duty, but the claims for some 
protection were urged upon various grounds with so much evidence of 
sincerity of belief and so much earnestness that the committee put 
into the bill a protection, not of 3 cents a yard, but of three-quarters 
of 1 cent a yard; and it is in the face of this proposed reduction, not 
increase, that the bagging manufacturers have formed this pool and 
put up the price from 7} and 8 cents a yard to 11 cents, so as to take 
the entire 3 cents a yard protection which the law at this time permits 
to them, but which of course will not be permitted if the bill which 
we have passed becomes law. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I understand the gentleman to say that the 
prospective decrease in the tariff has been the means of raising the price 
of cotton bagging so suddenly and so largely ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
to me I think he would have understood me to say just the reverse of 
that. They hastened to reform the trust or pool so as to grab while 
they can. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is no answer to my question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
of the tariff embargo against competition from 3 cents to three-fourths of 
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If the gentleman had listened | 


It is the prospective decrease | 


a cent a yard that has caused them hastily to rush together and grab | 


~ 


all the bounty the tariff now gives them and will continue to give them 
while you and your associates permit it to exist in its present form. | 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
BREWER] has asked whether any bill has been prepared by the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures looking to the suppression of trusts. I be- 
lieve the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has answered 
that no billhas yet been prepared bythatcommittee. I desire to state 
to the House that during the past winter I spent some time in consid- 
ering a proposition of that kind, which I introduced here a few weeks 
ago in the form of a bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

That bill is quite short, and I wish to ask attention to its provis- 
ions. I will ask the Clerk to read it, and gentlemen will see that it 
provides for taxing the product of trusts to the extent of 40 per cent. 
of their value, so that if the bill should become a law trusts would 
cease to exist from and after its passage. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any merchandise, manufacture, commodity, 
or product manufactured or produced in the United States shall be manufact- 
ured or produced by persons, partnerships, or corporations who shall be parties 
to any agreement or agreements, combination or combinations, trust or trusts 
for the purpose of limiting the supply or production thereof, and whenever 
any merchandise, manufacture, commodity, or product shall be purchased or 
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This bill proposes to impose upon the produ of ‘‘ trust n- 
ternal-revenue tax equal to 40 per cent. of the value of those p ts. 
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the purpose of procuring a rise in the market, ¢ ef Pp e of 
rnering’’ the market. If a measure of this kind be pass Mr 
Speaker, its effect will be instantaneous, and the remed ear 
to the bottom of this whole d 
Chere is precedent in the legislation of Congress for a procedure of 
this kind. Some years ago a tax of 10 per cent. was placed upon the 
rculating notes of the State banks That tax never produced any 





revenue; but it did stop the circulation of such notes; so that there 


has never been any note of that description circulated in this country 


since that tax wasimposed. This bill, | presume, will notraiseany revy- 





enue; but it will put a stop tothe *‘ trusts’’ which exist in this coun- 
| try; for after they have paid 40 per ec pon the products which they 
create they will not be able to exist the ration of this bill. 
I give notice that as soon as the pe resol m is disposed of I 
shall a unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of th 
bill 

Mr. DOCKERY Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether tl t- 
t which has been pursuing the inqu into the s ct ts 
has made any investigation of the ‘‘ cattle trust*’ of Chicag vhich 

two or three years past has been depressing the pr ( 
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market of the entire West to the great detriment of the farm 
é and I trust, sir, that this committee will make its inqu 
o as to be able to offer a ren ly that willa ord our pe e the 
relief. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will state to the gent l 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY | that the Committee on Manu ’ 
as he will see when he comes to read the testimon has gone era 

t deal of ground; that the question of the meat and cattle t t has 
been spoken of, but has not yet been a subject of inquiry [t is, of 
course, a very important subject; but gentlemen of the Hou vould 
hardly justify the committee, nor would a long-suffering country jus- 

fy us in taking up time to make so exhaustive an inquiry as would 
be necessary to determine everything relating to every in the 
country. 


I ask the Clerk to read the | 


held by parties, partnerships, or corporations who shall be parties toany agree- | 


ment or agreements, combination or combinations, trust or trusts for the pur- 
pose of controlling the prices thereof, or the market therefor, on all such mer- 
chandise, manufactures, commodities, and products manufactured, produced 
purchased, or held by said parties there shall be, during the continuance of such 
agreement or agreements, combination or combinations, trust or trusts, assessed 
and collected in addition to all other taxes now imposed by law, internal taxes 
to be paid by the manufacturer, producer, or holder thereof, equal in amount to 
40 per cent. of the value of such manufacture, commodity, or product. 

Sec. 2. That all the provisions of existing law in reference to internal-revenue 
taxes and their assessment and collection, and all fines, forfeitures, penalties, and 
liens prescribed in such laws, shall, so far as applicable, extend to, include, and 
apply to the taxes imposed by this act, and to the persons, partnerships, and 
corporations upon whom they are imposed. Whenever such agreement, com- 
bination, or trust shall cease to exist the internal taxes imposed by this act shall 


Sir, no one can cast his eye over the industrial signs of the times, or 
observe the conclusive proofs wnich we have upon eve ind, and fail 
to see that the people of our country have ina large measure had their 
estates put in liquidation by the operations of these trusts and of the 
laws now on the statute-books which encourage, protect, and permit 
them; and if there was ever on the face of the « 1a people against 
whom consolidations have been organized, with powers guarantied and 
conveyed, to oppress and plunder the people, then in this nineteenth 
century and under the genius of our present peculiar statutes that is 
the fate and condition of the American people to-day. What we need 


i 
at this time is to get sufficient data in r 





rard to the different classes of 
and when we find a broad and sound basis upon 
which to generalize, then we can, with what I trust will be conclu- 
sive proof, urge measures which will reach down to the lowest roots 
of these organizations, and of all similar existing class legislation, and 
leave the country unshackled and free. 

I now yield for a moment to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER]. 
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tl ‘ 1 they are now making and whi 
¢ ited truct the Hous vd 1 intry. I] 
the ( ( I ! no T Com itt l 
A, mnt ] « considered disconnected from any prop 

t ) ) 3 and objects as that of the gen- 
the n f ‘ 

s I 1 not intend to move my proposition a 
amend t ry lution. ly gave notice that a 
t J ‘ sk unayr 10 it to h > my meas 
CO ec ‘ 
BRECK! I of At i I now yield five or six mi | 
utes to tl { I i Ne | Mr j OLA 
CAN ) \ t t yi 1 to this side of the Hor ? 
ir. BRI . 1G of A A is Ll w not fo the ge 
} from I ir. Ca yN ] } ule the only req i 
i 1 hi f H ‘ 
Ir PINO]I e 1 now to the gent in from I] 
j CAND 
Mr. CA ) O »on 
SPIN \ er, I am here asa member of this H 
n pecul { ns in reference to questions of this character. 
‘ vho me to speak for them have taken decided grounds 
’ ist a t ) ery character, and it is in their name and in 
th behalf that I ask the indulgence of the House for a few minutes. 
dn r | the resolution now pending, but I heard the bill 
of my friend from | 3|Mr. SPRINGER]. I believe there is but on: 
v to deal \ t tru and that is.to declare them contra- 
band of the pu erest and against the public good Declare them 
to be illegal by act of Congress Attach a penalty to the cireulation of 


se trusts when they are issued. 


porations | e been formed, I + yuld frame tl » law in such a way that 
it would b ilar to the law against the counterfeiting of Government 
note I would render it a penal offense to pass from hand to hand 
certificates of tru 3; formed by any one of these corporations or asso- 
ciations. I would render it impossible, as far as the law could do it, to 


circulate any certificates of trusts, 
trust. 

} 1 fo definite: tiw ~hararter it ) r 

something must be done of adefinite and positive character in order 


to meet the growing evil now presenting itself for the consideration of 


whether sugar trusts or any oth 


ti ople of the country. 

We may be told this question can be reached by the modification of 
the tarif , Sir; no tariff can reach this question. It must be 
reached, if at all, by imposing a heavy penalty upon those who attempt 
to lin the « cates of any one of these trusts, so that those who 
i? in i : f thing will know that whatever money they put 


i tions will be lost to them just so soon as their deal- 
ing in them 1 letected. 


Ltnese co Ol 


refore, M peaker, I would be in favor of any measure that 
would look in that direction. Iam opposed to the passage of any bill 
wl! will recognize trusts in any way or give them the slightest legal 
recognition, directly or indirectly. I remember during the war that 
Congress passed a law taxing lotteries. Most of the States had enacted 


laws of their own declaring lotteries to be illegal, and yet, under the act 
a tax on lotteries, it was claimed they thereby 
yanizations under that act, and contrary to the State 
1d sold their tickets and slips and robbed and skinned 
\merica out of millions of dollars. 

e treated alike. Every one of these trusts should 
is. All of them are against public interest 
By act of Congress they should be so declared. 
) that far will have my vote on the floor of this 
which has been introduced and which the gentleman 





same 





ill which will 
Lhe bill 


Any 
House. 
from Illinois has suggested he will ask for the consideration and adop- 


tion of, when it comes up regularly I give notice now I will then ask 


that it shall be amended to protect the people as far as possible on the 
part of Congress against this entire illegal and outrageous evil. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Illinois 
desires to be heard, and I ask him what time he wishes. 

Mr. CANNO? I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I yield tothe gentleman from 
Illinois for five minutes. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of giving to the Com- 


After these cor- | 














omething has been Lb leag ' GER ] 1 all 
entiemen o have t Kea ) y of legisla- 
that v | » these co } forma i 
ier ** trust he genti in from A Mr. B | - 
E| see f opinion tl ( Manutacture 
ot taken sul i: a e and l t con- 
eration to jt 1 i a y po ig 
of a bill 

rrom tes f ) é committees 

‘ ‘ 1 gen } ’ { I , l ‘4 it ha el- 

( le i ? 1} on, ¢ ! | i ted that 

1a ) e ¢ ] I l 1 wh sk 

trust m ih ¢ Li l bond pro- 
vision That motio . b ( tariff bill 

hen it was under cons ib | rue | Mr 
H rj}, and was ¥ i down | su i e of the Dem- 
ocratic majority I i bie ican 
n ity. 

The gentleman from is| Mr. ] } tes that the 
sugar ‘* tru has it l 1 and lives by virtue 
of our revenue laws alone. It is true that it lis breathes, and has 

being in the revenue laws; but it ot true that in any proper 

in fact or theory, that it comes within the list of our protected 

iustul . m0 lar as 1t goes 16 cons ite tariff near to the Demo- 

tic plank—a tariff for revenue only. Wedo not need the income 

vnicn it yl the very moment we i¢ late t ) give to the pe )- 
free i1ent tl 1a rust’? « 

When tl li was being considered in the House my Repub- 

in collea Iowa [Mr. kULLER] moved ana dment to take 

| duty off The Republicans su voted for it and the” 
D erats »( lid against it,and you still have the sugar trust 
ith you.. Then the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] moved 
to reduce the duty on sugar one-half, which would have largely broken 
down the trust. Again the Republicans almost solid voted ‘‘ay’’ and 
he Democrats voted solid ‘‘no.’’ Various amendments were offered 
: ; 


yy myself and others that would have given th peopie cheaper sugal 





ind broken down the ‘‘trust,’’ the Republicans voting ‘‘ay’’ and the 
nocrats invariably voting solid ‘‘no 
Mr. Speaker, I tell the gentlemen the count action, wise 
legislation touching all these matters, and the gentlemen do not fool 
anybody when they fail to propose proper legisiation and defeat apt 
legislation when we propose it, and then turn around and vex the air 
by mere words 
Che gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. BRECKINR | compares the 
ugar trust with the alleged iron and st trust,’? but they are 
not on all fours at all. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, there is more du llected annually upon 
| sugar—almost strictly revenue duty at that—than there is upou the 


| this country annually is_$1,000,000,000. 


hundreds of articles on the chemical schedule, drugs, dyes, and med- 
icines, upon all wool imported and manufactures thereof, and upon 
iron and steel and all manufactures thereof combined. 

The sugar produced in this country annually is of the value of $12,- 
000,000, while the value of the other articles mentioned produced in 
At the same time the pro- 


| duction of these articles give employment te millions of our citizens, 


and their value by home competition has been greatly reduced to the 
msumer since their production was promoted by protection. And yet, 
Mr. Speaker, we are told that they rest upon all fours with sugar. 

Mr. Speaker, we know far more about what is proper legislation 
touching some of these matters called ‘‘trus ? in my opinion, than 
the gentleman from Arkansas has been willing to admit. But there 
is a disposition not to utilize the knowledge we have, and to putaction 
over on the plea of further investigation, to get knowledge about things 
with regard to which we do not fully know, while in reference to the 
things with regard to which we have knowledge we might proceed to 
legislate without further delay. 

Now, then, I did not intend to discuss the tariff. 


’ 
, 





I did not intend 


to say a word about the subject, and would not have done so were it 


not that gentlemen as it seemed to me wer king to place matters 


in a false light. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan 
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I now yield to the gentleman 


| from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, the House should by all means vote 
this additional sum recommended by the Committee on Accounts to 
enable the Committee on Manufactures to further prosecute its in- 


| quiry concerning trusts. 


mittee on Manufactures whatever sums of money may be necessary to | 
enable it to prosecute efficiently the investigation with which it is 
charged by the resolution of the House touching “‘ trusts.’’ 


The subject of trusts is not by any means a new one in the history 
of the commercial world. In the days following the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, Sir John Culpepper said in the English Parliament that 
the trusts and similar monopolies had overrun England like vermin, 
and that country was compelled to pass what was known as the ‘‘ Bub- 
ble act,’? and as far back in English jurisprudence as the time when 
Lord Coke was Lord Chief-Justice of England, his decision in the fa- 
mous monopoly cases, reported in the 11th Coke, was to the effect that 
these combinations or trusts were in restraint of trade and therefore 
illegal and not to be tolerated. 
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sugar could stand a corresponding reduction. 
fairly consider the whole or any part of this step in 
could do more. Wecould see if the margin of protection betwee 
and refin e greater than need be, 
ag 


Only five years ago your party said it was not big enough, and 
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of that monopoly 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] which provides for laying a tax upon 
every trust in this country. The manufacturers did not consider that 
the internal-revenue tax was a subsidy when they came here and got 
every dollar of the internal-revenue taxes repealed except those which 
ky and tobacco and beer. If this internal-reve- 
isa help why were not the others ? 
taxes a8 an Oppression, as a burden upon wealth, and they procured 
their repeal And, sir, I venture to say that when the question comes 
up the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and his party friends 
will not vote to reduce the tariff taxes that do foster the pig-iron asso- 
ciation and the steel rails, or any other of the protected products which 
lay a burden of ten dollars upon the public for every dollar they put 
into the Treasury. The whisky and spirit trust is fostered by the $2 
per gallon import tax against 90 cents a gallon internal-revenue tax. 

There is, I said, one whisky trust which makes from 85 to 90 per 
cent, of the whisky and alcohol that are produced in thiscountry. That 
is not the small business donein the State of Kentucky. Some twelve 
or fifteen million gallons are made in Kentucky; but nearly 100,000,000 
gallons are madeinthe whole country. Whereisthe trust whose ‘‘ joint 
behests’’ demand that that everybody else says is a burden in their 
business and has had repealed? ‘That trust has its headquarters and 
its largest distilleries at Peoria, Ill., a State represented in part by the 
gentleman | Mr, CANNON] himself, and yet whenever he speaks here 
of trusts or of ** the whisky trust,’’ he points to another part of the 
map. 

Mr. SHAW. I now demand the previous question on the passage of 
the resolution. ° 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SHAW moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


} 


exist to-day upon whi 
nue tax l I 


TAXATION OF TRUSTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Ways and Means be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill which I have sent to the desk, and that it be im- 
mediately considered in the House. 

Mr. LONG. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has not been reported. There has been no 
meeting of the Committee of Ways and Means since the bill was referred 
to it. My motion is that that committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the 
House. 

Mr. LONG. Regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the left [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. Isimply want to save the time. 

Mr. DUNN. He wants to save the time and the trusts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I hope the gentleman from 
Illineis [Mr. CANNON] will persuade his friend from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Lona] to let this bill be considered at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will get the Committee of 
Ways and Means, of which he is a member and to which this bill has 
been referred, to report it to this House, so that we can enforce its con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
demands the regular order, which is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, it is not known who objected to the 
bill of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. LONG ] objected. 


The bill will be read. 


Is there a report from any committee upon 


Who demands the regular 


The gentleman from Massachusetts 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURNES. I again ask unanimous consent that the morning 
hour for the presentation of reports be dispensed with, and that commit- 
tees have leave to file their reporis at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to call the committees for re- 
ports. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested, a concurrent resolution of the House to 
print 100,000 copies of a comparative statement embodying the present 
tariff law (act of March 3, 1883) with proposed amendments of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) known as “the Mills bill,’’ asked a conference with 


They clamored about those | 
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or trust, then vote for the bill of the gentleman | 


Aveust 8, 


the House on the said resolution and amendments, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, 


| and Mr. GORMAN. 





The message also announced that the Senate has passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railroad Company of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Nancy x. Alexander. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to place 
on file in the War Department the names of the officers and members 
of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer military service 
of the United States on the 16th day of April, 1861, and issue dis- 
charges to the same; and 

A bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the 
United States, 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back, 
with the amendments of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 10540) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, as 
follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10540) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, together with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the same, beg leave to 
report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 
9, 80, 84, 85, 86, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 118, 122, 
123, 129, 130,141, 148, 153, 154, 169, 170, 171,172, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 
182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 191, 192, 193, 194, 196, 208, 216, 226, 227, 228, 229, 
230, 252, 235, 241, 245, 246, 247, 249, 250, 251, 252, and 253. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,6, 7, 
8, 10, 1i, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34,35, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49,50, 51, 52, 53, 54,55, 56,57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 83, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 
105, 106, 107, 108,109, 110, 116, 117, 119, 120, 121, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 
136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 149, 150, 151, 152, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 
161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 173, 190, 195, 197, 198 , 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 
207, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221 , 222, 223, 224, 225, 231, 233, 234,236, 
237, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257. 

They recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 19, with an 
amendment as follows: 

On page 5 of the bill, after line 10, insert the following: 

‘For court-house and post-office at Opelousas, La.: For purchase of site and 
commencement of building, $25,000,”’ 


STREET RAILWAY BETWEEN EL PASO AND PASO DEL NORTE. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 11070 a bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the 
construction of a street railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande 
between the city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 11070 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

SECURITY OF LIFE AND PROPERTY ON THE HIGH SEAS. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported as a substitute for House bill No. 4282 a bill (H. R. 11119) 
to provide for the better security of life and property on the high seas 
and navigable waters of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 4282 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

JOEL B. ELLIS. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10139) placing the name of Joel B. 
Ellis on the roll of Company H, Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 





MARTHA SPENCER. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7125) for the relief of Martha Spencer; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TREATY OBLIGATIONS WITH POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported as a 
substitute for House bill No. 4488 a bill (H. R. 11120) to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to carry out and perform the treaty obliga- 
tions of the United States with the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 4488 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

FIDEL GATES. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 








4 






























































<4 


“cau? 


aC BRC A 


i 
% 
, 








1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
NANCY J. COTNER. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10881) granting a pension to 
Nancy J. Cotner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JANE ROBINSON. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane 
Robinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM GALLAGHER, 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the 
pension of William Gallagher; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. A. E. JOHNSON. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 6003) granting a pension to Mrs. 
A. E. Johnson; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON L. RECORDS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 10226) granting a pension to 
Thompson L. Records; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH F. HAWKINS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 508) for the relief of Sarah F. 
Hawkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

W. A. SHAPPEE. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, reported back favorable the bill (S. 1873) increasing the rate of 


pension of W. A. Shappee; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA A, MAGILL. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, ad- 
ministratrix; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9623 
to provide for printing the Government securities in the highest style 
of art; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

““CAPRON’’ COLLECTION OF JAPANESE WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2215) providing for the purchase 
of the ‘‘Capron’’ collection of Japanese works of art; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PETER LINER. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Peter Liner; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STARKEY R. POWELL. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- | 


vorably the bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pension to Lieut. Starkey R. 


Powell, of Black Hawk war; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- | 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 
SUSAN E. LATTURE. 
Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 


vorably the bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
KEYES P. COOL. 
Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
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i tl bill (S. 3219) to increase the pension of Key | 

h was referred to the Co ttee of the Whole House on t I 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to he ]} ted 
SA » A NS MIN \ ANDS 

Mi ACKSON. } Co ee on I Land 1 com- 
| ance wit rey sent, su litted t ews of the minority of 
that committee on ll (S. 117¢ to authorize 1e sale to alice s of 
certain mineral lands; which were ordered to be printed with the re- 
port of the majority of the committee 
STREET RAILWAY AND WAGON BRIDGE A 

Mr. LANHAM I ask by unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 





mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11118) reported as a substit 
House bill 11070, to authorize the construction of a street railway 1 
wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the « ity of El Paso, ‘Tex 
and Paso del Norte, Mexico, and to take it up for consideration at . 
time. It will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and itis 
ordered accordingly. 

rhe bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, et That the consent s here ven t Santa 

Street Railway Company, ” corporati zed and created 
by virtue of the lawsof the State of Texas, to construct, own, maint i 
operate a street railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, bet 
city of El Paso, in the State of Texas, and Paso del Norte, State of Chihuah 


Mexico, at such point as may be most c« 


nvenient to said corporation 
and connect a street railway to be constructed by it in the said city of El Paso 


with any street railway that may be constructed by any person, persons 

































npany in said Paso del No and to buildand lay on and across said bridge 
ways for the passage of animals, foot passengers, and vehicles of all ki and 
e transit of freight, goods, wares, and merchandise, for which said corp 
ym may charge a reasona rate, which ch e shall be subject to revision 
ind regulation from time to time by the Secretary of War 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall be built of good, substantial material, and of 
such strength and dimensions as may be sufticient to render the passage of all 
such vehicles, animals, and persons as are herein mentioned perfectly 
iny and all times 

a . That said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation of said 
river nd in case of any litigation arising from an obstruction or an alleged « 
struction to free navigation thereof, caused or alleged to be caused by said 
bridge, the case may be tried before the circuit or district court of the | ed 
States for the State in which any portion of idge may be situated 

Sec, 4. That equal privileges in the use of said bridge may be granted t 
telegraph companies, and the United States reserves the right for the establish 
nent of a postal telegraph across said bridge 

Sec. 5. That the consent of the State of Chihuahua, 1 ted States of M« o, 
and of the proper authorities of the Republie of Mexico, shall be obta 
fore said bridge shall be built or commenced 

Sec. 6. That unless the construction of said bridge be commenced wit ne 
year and finished within three years from the date of the passage of t sa 
provisions of this act shall be null and void. 

Sec. 7. That Congress reserves the right to withdraw the authority and 
conferred by this act in case the free navigati« {fs i riv sh < 
stantially and materially obstructed by said bridge, and for : othe 
a to direct the removal or necessary modification thereof at the cost 
pense of the owners of said bridge; and Congress may ai any time alter 
or amend this act 

The report (by Mr. Cri was read, as follows: 

T Cc ee on Commerce, to whom was referred H. R. 1107 \ to 
auth nstruction of a street railway and wagon-road ove t Rio 
Grand en the city of El Paso, Te ind Paso del Norte, Mex 
had the same under consideration, and beg leave to report as follows 

rhe bridge contemplated in this act is to be built across the Rio Gran the 
boundary stream between the United States of America and the United Sta 
of Mexico, and has for its object the accommodation of a large amount of t 
and travel, which is increasing daily, between the two cities of Paso del N 
and El Paso, the two border towns of the United States of Mexico and of the 
United States of America, respectively, and the adjacent countries 

he joint consent of the Congress of the United States and the proper auth - 
ties of the United States of Mexico is necessary before the construction of said 
bridge can be undertaken 

Your committee was shown duly-authenticated documentary evide 
the consent of the Mexican Government, that of tl ate Chihua ‘ i 
that of the municipality of Paso del Norte has be K ed to one Felipe 
Arellano, as representative of the Santa Fé Sireet Railway Company, to con- 
struct and operate such street railway bridge and its approaches as may 
rate 1 Mexican territory, and to connect witha s ir WwW < esta shed on 
United States territory by said Santa Fé Street Ra 

ts referred to being 

First. A contract made between eral Carlos Pach secretar 
vorks, representing the executive power of the uni and Mr. Felipe Arel- 
lano for the construction of an internationa Rio Grar und 
two iron tracks across the same | ige, wh ct with the ‘ 
ways of Paso del Norte 

Second. An edict of Sefior Don Lauro Carr », substitute constitutio 
ernor of the free and sovereign State of Chihuahua pro tlrmming to the 

| itants thereof the ratification by the constitutional congress of that S . 
| concession granted by the executive of the State of ¢ iahua to I 
lano for the construction and operation of two lines of street railway Paso 
| del Norte 
Third. An ordinance of the council of the city of Pa lel Norte g 
| right of way to Felipe Arellano 
Your committee was further furnished proofs that the inta Fé Street Ra 
| way Company is a corporation duly organized under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of Texas, and that it has been granted right of way by the « 
| council of El Paso Tex., for passengers and freight rhe consent of the ¢ 
gress of the United States is thereiore the only condition prerequisite t 
construction of this bridge 

Your committee, being deeply impressed with the fact that the int 3 f 

commerce will be greatly subserved by the proposed bridge, and conv 
| the navigation of the river will not suffer by its construction, beg I 
| ommend the passage of the bill reported as a substitute for H. R 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 





7362 CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. LA [AM »ved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pa ad: ; OV that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
a 
table 

‘ 1 to. 
i Ol I 

Mr. BURNES. I now demand the regular order. 

vir, WILKINS Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment to 
ask inimous consent to take up a bill, as I am going away ? 

Mr. BURNES. On that account I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILKINS I ask unanimous consent to consider at this time 
the bill (S. 1) to provide jor the erection of a public building in the 


city of Zanesville, Ohio. 


The SPEAKER pro t uv The bill will be read, subject to the | 


right of objection. 
he bill was read at length. 
Mr. McMILLIN [ think we had better have the regular order. 
Mr. WILKINS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that now. 
Mr. McMILLIN, ‘This is one of the bills heretofore vetoed, and 
upon which the Ho has taken action adversely. I regret to do 


anything in opposition to the views of my friend from Ohio, but I am 
con lled in this ¢ : to make objection. 
Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
t< the Whole to further consider appropriation bills. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege 


y 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I send to the desk and ask to have 
read an article which appears in the Philadelphia Press of this date. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


QUEER PUBLIC DOCUMENTS—A MISSISSIPPI CONGRESSMAN'’S NAME CARRIES PAT- 
ENT-MEDICINE “ADS FREE—A BOSTON COMPANY'S ECONOMY—SUCH VIOLA- 
TION OF THE FRANKING PRIVILEGE A MISDEMEANOR PUNISHABLE BY HEAVY 
FINES—A POSTAL OFFICIAL’S COMMENTS, 

A scheme has just leaked out in this city under which the franking privilege | 
of a member of Congress has been used to send patent-medicine advertisements 
through the mail free of postage. This is indirect violation of the United States | 


statutes on the subject, which imposes a fine for each and every offense. 

D.'T. McCool is a dealer in second-hand furniture at 1827 South Eighth Street. 
He is an active Republican and takes as much interest in national politics as he 
does in local fights. About 9 o'clock on Monday morning the letter-carrier on 
that route walked into McCool’s little store and handed Mr. McCool a big offi- 
cial-looking envelope. It was about 12 inches long by 9 inches wide. U pin 
one corner was printed: *‘ Public Document, House of Representatives, U.S. 
Part of Cong. Record. Free.” In the other corner was written “J. M. Allen,’’ 
and underneath the name were the printed letters “*M.C.” It was the regula- 
tion envelope to be used for just the purpose that appeared on its face. Mr. 
McCool wondered why he should receive such a document from Congressman 
Allen, and on tearing open the envelope, which was sealed up,he was more 
surprised than ever. 

The inclosure was not a part of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, nor did it in any 
Way pertain to the National Government, unless Uncle Sam has taken an inter- 
est in a patent-medicine manufactory. It wastwo copies of Dam’s Herald, pub- 
lished by Dam’s Remedy Company, 397 Main street, Charlestown district, Bos- 
ton, Mass. The papers dilated on the merits of Dam’s vegetable remedy, how- 
ever, admitting that the remedy did not cure everything. On the back of each 
of the papers was a long string of testimonials from people living in this city, 
looking as though this edition had been expressly printed for circulation in the 
city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. McCool jumped right away to the conclusion that such matter had no 
business to be sent through the mails. He did not say anything to the letter- 
carrier as to what he had found inside the big envelope, but merely asked him 


if he carried any similar envelopes along his route. The letter-carrier said he | 


had not, but added that some of the other men had been pretty well loaded 
down with them. The envelope had the post-office stamp on the back, show- 
ing it had been received here at 6 a, m. Monday morning. 

Assistant Postmaster Drake was seen later in the day and asked if he could 
explain how it was that a Congressman’s frank should be used to save patent- 
medicine advertisements from having to pay postage. He said thatsuach an act 


was indirect violation ofthe law. With acopy of the Post-Office Laws and Regu- 


lations in his hand he explained that the franking privilege granted to mem- 
bers of Congress was restricted by law to three articles, These were public 
documents, CONGRESSIONAL Recorps, and seeds for agricultural purposes. A 
violation of the law was punishable as a misdemeanor under the act of March 3, 
1879, and the guilty party was liable to a fine not exceeding $100 for each offense. 


TlOW IT MIGHT HAVE HAPPENED, 


Members of Congress, he said, are allowed to send matter which is covered 
by their franks in bulk, the separate packets being undirected. This, he said, 
was where violations of the law were apt to happen. A person might send to 
a Congressman for a number of copies of a certain speech, saying that he wanted 
to mail them to different people. The Congressman would send the speeches 
in a bundle, each copy in its separate envelope, not directed, but with the leg- 
islator’s frank up in the corner. If the person receiving the bundle was so dis- 
posed the speeches could be extracted, anything else substituted and sent through 
the mails free of postage. 

As these particular envelopes had been sealed and so treated as first-class 
matter, Mr. Drake was unable to say just how many had gone through the 
Philadelphia post-office. He promised, however, to have i inquiries made among 
the carriers, who would be apt to remember on account of the large size of the 
enve opes. 

Theonly J. M. ALLEN at present in Congress is Joun M. ALLEN, who represents 
the First Mississippi district in the House of Representatives. This is his second 
term. He served in the Confederate army during the late war, and was at one 
time district attorney for the first judicial district of Mississippi. He is a Dem- 
ocrat. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I now ask the Clerk to read the edi- 
torial comment, found on the other side. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RISE UP, JOHN ALLEN, AND EXPLAIN. 
The franking privilege, whose abuse has so often stirred up public indigna- 
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| tion, still survives in the right of Congressmen to send free through the mails 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorps, public documents, and seeds, the same to be attested 
y the signature of the sender on the envelope or wrapper. An enterprising 
patent-medicine firm is at the present time defrauding the mails and enriching 
themselves b ending circulars over the mnt i virtues of their 
lrugundert 1¢ frank of Hon, JoHN M. Attan,e Der ) resentative from 
the First Mississippi district. 
The verv enterprising patent medicine proy 





ate al 


ors are liable toa fine of $100 












‘or each envelope so used, but without wait >» imposition of that fine it 
is in order for Congressman ALLEN to rise and explain. Is he sellinghis frank, 
or has he affixed his signature in an idle moment to thousands of ¢€ nve lopes on 
. chance of their being useful, and has his young man found them a negotiable 
col lity? Nodoubt the blame will be laid on the young man it always 
is tthe evidence is cumulative that it is impossible for Congressmen to enjoy 
the frankiny privilege, even to a limited extent, without the privilege being 
grossly abused. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago this 

| paper was shown me. [I feel thatit is due this House and myself that 

| 1 should make the only expl ination ican make, and that is that I 

| know absolutely nothing about the matter except what I see in this 

| paper, and to further sav that if any such use has been made of what 
purports to be my frank, it has been done without any knowledge on 
my part or authority from me. I never heard of ‘‘ Dam’s patent med- 
icines ’’ or ‘‘ Dam’s Herald ’’ before in my life. [Laughter.] I have 
not ‘‘in idle moments affixed my signature to thousands of envelopes’’ 
and left them lying around where anybody could use them. The 

| truth is I am exceedingly cautious about aflixing my signature, hav- 
ing had some trouble in my life growing out of affixing my signature 
to papers. [ Laughter. ] 

I can not understand how the ‘‘ patent-medicine’’ men came to se- 
lect my frank for the purpose of perpetrating a fraud on the Govern- 
ment and on me, unless it was because ot the great demand for my 
tariff speeches throughout the whole country. They thought my name 

| might be used with less cause of suspicio n th: in that of any one else 
| [Laughter. ] 
| I shall eall the attention of the Post-Office Department to this mat- 
| ter, and ask them to investigate fully and let us know how it occurred. 
I would also be obliged if the Post-Ofiice Committee of the House would 
make a thorough investigation of the whole subject. It is evident that 
a fraud is being perpetrated upon the Government, as well as upon my- 
| self, and I hope the facts will be thoroughly ascertained. 

I have been accused ofa good many things in my life; but this is the 
first time I was ever accused of being a partner in crime witha ‘‘Dam”’ 
patent-mediciue man. This paper says I was a Confederate soldier 
that Iam a Democrat, and amember of Congress. ‘These are certainly 
charges enough to bring against one man in the same article. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Have you used any of these patent medicines? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Never any of Dam’s [laughter], and 
| the insinuation contained in this editorial that I had sold or author- 
| ized my frank to be used in this way, and that I would “‘ lay it on the 
| young man”’ is a ‘‘Dam’’ vegetable remedy lie. [Laughter and ap- 
| plause.}] I will not put it on any one, young or old, until it is inves- 
tigated, and then I hope the guilty party may be discovered, and until 
then I ask the House to release me on my own recognizance. 

WITHDRAWAL OF A MOTION. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, I ask unanimous consent of the House to withdraw a motion 
entered by me, and found on page 7849 of the REcoRD, to reconsider 
the action of the House touching the conference report on Senate bill 
182. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the motion will be 
| withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILWAUKEE. 

Mr. DIBBLE, I rise to make a privileged report on the conference 
of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 154) for the 
erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis. 

The report was re: d, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Sens votes of the tw o Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Milwaukee, Wis., having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments tothe said bill, and agree tothe 
same with the following amendments: 

1, In second line, first page, before the word “ purchase,” insert the words 
“sequire by ;’? and after the word *‘ purchase,”’ in same line, insert the words 
* condemnation or otherwise.”’ 

. In eleventh line, first page, before the word ‘‘and,” insert the words 
the cost of said site shall not exceed the sum of $400,000.”’ 

3. In fifteenth line, second page, afterthe word “city,” insert the words “ at 
a cost, however, not exceeding $300,000,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


| 





” “ 


and 


SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
C. NEWTON, 
S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
We, managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the House amendment to the bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public 
building at Milwaukee, Wis., respectfully submit, with the conference report, 
the following statement: 
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Mr. LONG. I rise toa 

The SPEAKER prot rhe gentleman will 

Mr. LONG, in ca t p vi S l yn is ordered, will th ‘ 
be fifteen minutes’ debate on either ? 

he SPEAKE! ) ] h een debated 
tosome extent, and the Chair do t e would be ds 

ir. DIBBLE, I ask | le ¢ 11ere ep t ™ 
day, in order that the ot usiness may go on. OW 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the withdra ae 
of the report? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so r | 
ordered 

ORDER OF BUSINES 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con 
sideration of appropriation bills. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself ( 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Cor ee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill the title of which the Clerk will report 

ihe Clerk reported the title of the bill, as fo 

bill (I. R. 10896) making appropriati st ¢ 1@ ay = 
priations for the fiscal year ending J $2 prior years, and for o ‘ 
pu! oses 

Mr. WARNER. Before proceeding with the consideration of that bi 
I desire to make a request, and I shall preface that by : two 
It is this. We have had under consideration and ly eda 
bill of considerable interest to the country, and it e« ily isi : 

: ; 2 


tant, if it is to be considered at all this session, to get it into the S 


in order that it may be acted Ipon iy measure to which I ré¢ 





the bill to establish the Territory of Oklahoma. I therefore ask unan 
imous consent that the bill now before the ttee be laid ide fi 
the present. Certain it is that no one will from any d 
consideration of that bill. There is ampl for it, and 0 
1 amner 
4 u sy ‘ A 





bill is of great importance to the peopl 
ask that the deficiency bill be laid aside 
Mr. HOOKER. If Imay be permitted to say a word, I th 
the bill for the establishment of the Territory of Oklahoma is 
important bill, and I do not think it is thoroughly und 
louse. It needs, in my judgment, a most elaborate investiga 
fore the House comes to any conclusion, and I object to the r 
the gentleman. Whenever that bill passes it will have to be } 
a quorum of this House. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of th 
man from Missouri | Mr. WARNER] that the deficiency bill be! 
Mr. HOOKER. I object. 
Mr. WARNER. Would it be in order to move that it be lai 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the committee will now rise and | 
report this objection to the House. | agreed to. 
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Mr. BURNES. 
on page 34, 
‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— HOUSE. 


Page 34, after line 20, insert: “To pay W.O. Arnold in addition to the sum of 
£7) allowed him in the sundry civil appropriation act for expenses incurred in | 
his election contest, $) 000,” 


There being no objection, the amendment was received and was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to 
come in after the amendment just adopted. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After the amendment just adopted insert: ‘‘To pay C. N. Felton and Frank 
J, Sullivan in full for expenses of election contest in the Fiftieth Congress $2,000 
each; in all, $4,000. 


There being no objection, the amendment was received and was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask leave to have printed in the RECORD corre- 
spondence with the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral concerning the amendments which have just been adopted. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The correspondence is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., August 4, 1888, 
Sir: Referring to page 3, lines 17 and 18, of the general deficiency bill I beg 
leave to suggest a change of phraseology, by striking out the words “ within a 
reasonable time, say one year,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words * within 
the period of one year after landing or entry.” 
rhe language now employed in the bill might be regarded as so ambiguous 
and indefinite as to embarrass the Department in the enforcement of the pro- 
posed amendment of the law. 
Respectfully yours, 
C, 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
Hon, James N,. BURNEsS, 
Chairman Subcominitlee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 





Post-OFrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-~GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., August 7, 1888. 


Sir: I have the honor to inclose a letter from the Superintendent of the Free- 
Delivery System of the Post-Oflice Department requesting that an appropria- 
tion of $1,000 be recommended for an additional clerk to be assigned to his divis- 
ion,the necessity for which being the large increase of work on account of the 
enactment of the eight-hour law for letter-carriers and the general increase of 
the free-delivery business. 

fhe application of the superintendent meets with my approval, and I respect- 
fully recommend that the appropriation asked for be made. 

Very respectfully, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon, JAMEs N. BURNES, 
Chairman of the committee having in charge the deficiency bill, 
Washington D. C. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF THE First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., August 7, 1888. 


Sir: I have the honor to request that you recommend to Congress that an ap- 
propriation of $1,000 be made at this session for an additional clerk, to be per- 
manently assigned to the Free-Delivery Division of the Post-Office Department. 
‘This appropriation is imperatively necessary on account of the immense addi- 
tion te the work of the division, connected with the eight-hour law for letter- 
carriers and the constant increase in the free-delivery business generally. 

Very respectfully, 
J. F. BATES, 
Superintendent Free- Delivery Sysiem. 
Hon, Don M, Dickinson, 
Postmaster-General, 

On motion of Mr. CANNON unanimous consent was given to mem- 
bers to print remarks on the pending bill. 

Mr. BURNES. Resuming the debate, I will yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THompson ]. 

[Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. LONG. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. SHaw. } 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, the consideration and discussion of the 
French spoliation claims, beginning in 1802, have continued almost 
without intermission from that time to the presentday. The original 
claimants, their children, and many of their grandchildren have passed 
away, but the claims live on with the vigor and strength of youth, 
which neither time nor neglect have abated or destroyed. Having sur- 
vived the vetoes of two Presidents, these claims to-day find favor in 
the popular mind as to their justness and equity, and their extraordi- 
nary vitality can only be accounted for in their remarkable character 
and history. : 

Based upon the treaty with France of 1778, which treaty made our 
independence possible, they are indissolubly linked with the names 
and events which make our early history illustrious and grand. Yet, 
notwithstanding these claims were the first in point of time, the most 
interesting in matter of history, and the greatest in amount of all the 
spoliations by foreign nations on our commerce, they are the last to be 
recognized and satisfied. ; 

From Great Britain, from Spain, Naples, Denmark, Mexico, South 
America, and again from Great Britain our merchants have recovered 
their claims for spoliation of their ships and cargoes. Every foreign 
power has been made to do justice and render indemnification in this 
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I desire also to offer another amendment to come in | behalf, and France too was called to account and permitted to set off her 


claims against the United States for these individual claims, yet the 
sufferers are still without compensation, although the duty of indem- 
nity was transferred from France to the United States. 

The story of these claims isa chapter in our national history of which 
we have no cause to be proud. Originating in an alleged mistake, 
which confounded American with British ships, on account of the same 
language of the sailors which manned them, the outrages by the French 
to flag and ship and persons multiplied until they involved our citi- 
zens in the loss of many millions of dollars. But afew years anterior 
to these occurrences France had, at an enormous outlay, contributed 
largely of the treasure and blood of her people to the successof Amer- 
ican independence. In the dark days of Valley Forge, France espoused 
our cause, and from that day until the sun of Yorktown rose on the 
victorious armies of America her zeal and help knew neither abatement 
nor cessation. 

While the American Army atValley Forge stood on the very verge of 
dissolution, ‘‘barefooted and otherwise naked,’’ with their hunger 
threatening to ‘‘ break through a stone wall,’’ and Washington present- 
ing to Congress the dread alternative of the Army ‘‘ to starve, dissolve 
or disappear,’’ the plenipotentiaries of France and the United States 
executed the treaties of guaranty and of alliance and commerce of Feb- 
ruary, 1778. The treaty of guaranty was one of mutual guaranty— 
France guarantying our independence and conquests, and the United 
States guarantying the colonial possessions of France—and the pledge 
of guaranty was forever. The terms of the guaranty it is well to state 
in its own words: 


The two parties guaranty mutually for the present time and forever, against 
all other powers, to wit, the United States to His Most Christian Majesty the 
present possessions of the crown of France in America, as well as those it may 
acquire by the future treaty of peace. And His Most Christian Majesty guaran- 
ties, on his part, to the United States their liberty, sovereignty, and independ- 
ence, as well in matters of government as commerce, and the additions and con- 
quests that their confederation may obtain during the war from any of the 

omains now or heretofore possessed by Great Britain in North America. 


And it was further stipulated that— 

In case of rupture between France and England the reciprocal guaranty shall 
have full force and effect the moment such war shail break out; or if no rupture 
take place then the guaranty shall not take place until the moment of the cessa- 
tion of the present war between the United States and England shall have ascer- 
tained their possessions. 

The possessions of France in America at that day were the Islands 
of Saint Domingo, Martinique, Guadaloupe, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent, 
Tobago, Désirade, Mariegalante, Saint Pierre, Miquelon, Grenada, and, 
on the mainland, Cayenne. All of these the United States guarantied 
to France forever by acontinuing guaranty. All these possessions, the 
historian Alison says, were swept from France in thirty days without 
material loss to England, and, he might have added, without any effort 
on our part to make good the guaranty of the treaties, 

This treaty of amity and commerce was a mutual stipulation by 
which the United States solemnly pledged itself, first, to protect and 
defend the ships and cargoes of French subjects ‘‘ against all attacks, 
force, and violence ’’ in the same manner as they ought to protect and 
defend ‘‘the vessels of citizens of the United States.’? We undertook 
and bound ourselves to know no difference between the commerce of 
France and that of the United States. Second, the United States 
stipulated— 


To open their ports to French ships of war and privateers with their prizes 
and to close them against any power at war with France, except when such 
power should be driven by stress of weather into our ports, and then “ all proper 
—— shall be vigorously used so that they go out and retire as soon as possi- 

And third, the United States stipulated to allow French privateers 
‘*to fit their ships, to sell what they had taken, or in any manner 
whatsoever to exchange their ships, merchandise, or any other lading,’’ 
and to forbid privateers in enmity to France even to victual in ports 
of the United States; and later in the same year the United States en- 
tered into a consular convention with France, that French consuls and 
vice-consuls in the United States should have and exercise power and 
jurisdiction on board French vessels in civil matters. 

These treaties were the voluntary stipulations by the United States 
with France for her aid and assistance in securing and maintaining our 
national life, independence, and liberty. 

What was the actual cost to France of these treaties? Omitting 
from the calculation all consideration of life and suffering which our 
war of independence cost France, and confining the estimate to dollars 
and cents, France expended in our behalf $280,000,000. This sum 
measures the counter-claim which France in after years justly set up 
as an offset to the claims of our citizens now under consideration. 

I have heretofore stated what the United States pledged to France in 
1778. Six years after, on November 17, 1794, by the Jay treaty with 
Great Britain, every pledge and promise theretofore made to France was 
willfully and deliberately nullified. By that treaty we consented to 
receive British ships into our ports at a time when Great Britain was 
at war with France, and thus extended to our ancient enemy the hos- 
pitality and privileges we had pledged solely to our first friend. 

The United States was then at peace and prospering, but not so 
with her ally and friend. All Europe banded together, surrounded 


France with their armies, and girdled her people with the fires of war 
and devastation. The navies of England blockaded her ports and to 


4 











the horrors of war added I of starvation toa whole nation. 
In this extremity of her people we abandoned our former ally, and in 
violation of our treaty pledges, on the 22d of May, 1793, proclaimed 
our neutrality. 

The first unfriendly acts committed by the French had been apolo- 
gized for and indemnity promised, but the fitful, passionate, and ex 
cited national convention responded to President Washington’s *‘ proc- 
lamation of neutrality ’’ with a decree retaliatory on England’s effort 
to starve France, arresting all neutral vessels laden with provisions 
and destined to an enemy’s port. The decree avowed its violation ot 
neutral rights, but justified itself by a promise of ‘‘ indemnity to neu- 
trals who might suffer by its operation.’’ American commerce, fright- 
ened by this decree, hesitated to take the sea and encounter the dan 
gers that crowned every wave and lurked in every breeze. To reas 
sure our people and revive our commerce, the Secretary of State, M1 
Jefferson, came forward voluntarily with the assurance of protection and 


redress in his circular of 27th August, 1793, and the President, in his 
message of December 5, 1793, iterated the promise that 
Due measures should taken to « iin redress of the past and more effectual 





provision against the ft 





Thusat the very beginning of thesespoliations France promised indem 
nity and the United States pledged its honor that ‘‘ proper proceedings 
should be adopted for the relief of her citizens,’’ and thus betore the Jay 
treaty was signed the ancient friendship between France and the United 
States stood guarantor for indemnification for unintentional and un- 
avoidable outrages upon ourcommerve. But the bad faith on our part, 
which France recognized in our treaty with our ancient foe and her ad- 
versary, and the deliberate abandonment of all our pledges and prom 
ises to her by the *‘ condescension of the American Government to the 
wishes of its ancient tyrant,’’ caused her to unleash her cruisers to prey 
upon our commerce, and the declaration went forth that 

The French Republic will treat neutral vessels, either as to « 


searches, orcaptures, in the same manneras they shall sufferthe Engli 
them, 





Edict followed edict in rapid succession, while the protestations ot 
diplomacy failed to effect either relief or remedy. Our relations thus 
continued until a more imposing diplomatic effort was made in 1797 
by the special mission of Mr. Pinckney, Mr. Marshall, and Mr. Gerry 


In respect to the depredations on our commerce 


mn 

The— 
principal object of which was to agree on an equitable mode of examinin 
and deciding the claims of our citizens and the manner and period of making 


compensation, 

And the plenipotentiaries were instructed 

Not to renounce these claims of our citizens nor to stipulate that they be as 
sumed by the United States Government. 

Thus again were all these claims recognized by our Government and 
placed under the protection of our diplomacy. 

That mission of eminent citizens in its efforts for indemnification 
encountered the masterly ability of Talleyrand, who, in reply to the 
statement of the claims of American citizens, brought forward the *‘ na- 
tional’’ counter-claims of France, and against the value of despoiled 
commerce and confiscated vessels, valued at $50,000,000, proffered the 
$280,000,000 which our war of independence had cost France. But 
while thus putting forward the counter-claims of France, Mr. Talley- 
rand admitted the justice of our claims, and inquired ‘* whether, if they 
were acknowledged by France, we could not givea credit as to payment, 
say, for two years? ”’ 

That diplomatic commission returned home withoutsatisfaction, and 
the Congress set on foot preparations for war to vindicate our commer- 
cial rights and to protect our people against like spoliations. Wash- 
ington was made Lieutenant-General, and by act of May 28, 1798, de- 
fensive naval measures were authorized to prevent depredations ou 
vessels belonging to our merchants. In a further effort to stop ‘*dep- 
redations on American commerce,’’ the act of June 13, 1798, suspended 
commercial relations with France, and by act of June 25, 1798, Amer- 
ican merchant vessels were authorized to resist search or seizure by any 
French vessel, and finally, by act of July 7, 1798, the treaties of 1778 
with France were declared annulled because ‘‘the just claim of the 
United States for reparation of injuries had been refused.”’ 

These were some of the vigorous measures set on foot by this Gov- 
ernment to assert and maintain the rights of these claimants, and they 
had the effect of inducing the French Directory to invite the reopening 
of negotiations. President Adams, availing himself of the overture, 
appointed Chief-Justice Ellsworth, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Van Murray 
plenipotentiaries to France, and instructed them that— 


The principal points, indeed all the points, were, first, indemnity for spolia- 
tions of American commerce; second, the unquestionable wrong of seizing 
American vessels for want of a réle d’équipage, or descriptive-list of the crew 
third, the refusal to renew the treaty guaranty of the French West Indies. 


These were the ultimata intrusted to our negotiators, who were in- 
structed to open negotiations with the positive and emphatic announce 
ment that the ‘‘ indispensable condition of the treaty ’’ was to be “‘ full 
compensation for all our losses and damages’’ sustained by illegal cap- 
tures and condemnation, and the instructions end as they began, with 
the injunction to bind ‘‘ France to pay or secure payment of the sums 
which shall be awarded.”’ 
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ese ‘‘ views,’’ submitted by a portion of the Co littee on A 
itions in the 'rench spoliation cases reported in the deticien 
are so directly opposed to the conclusions arrived at in the 

| rts of committees of previous Congresses, and ») Variant with the 
findings of the Court of Claims after twice hearing arguments in these 

ises, that only new evidence since discovered could justify and sustain 
this radical departure from the accepted history of these claims 

But a close examination of these ‘‘ views’”’ discloses no newe 

rainst the istice of these claims, nor do they present any rea 

upon their history and evidence which was not presented to the Court 
of Claims by the attorneys who so ably represented the United States 
before that court. 

The voluminous history of these claims and of the negotiations be- 
tween France and the United States for their settlement has been so 
often and so fully reviewed by committees of Congress, and has been 
30 exhaustively investigated in the threé opinions of the Court of 
Claims, that it would seem useless to consume more time in an effort 


to make more clear their justice and equity. 

But the ‘‘ views’’ presented by a majority 
titled to consideration, more from respect due 
them than for the reasons and arguments pre 
sumé embodiesconclusions unfavorable to the 
and though unaccompanied with recommend: 








derstood in any other way than as arguments for striking these 
priations from the bill. 

The very large interests held by citizens of Maryland in the | 
findings of the court, as well as in those which are yet 
Court of Claims, make it my duty to state the reasons wh me 
to differ with the majority of the committee, f vhose opinions I en- 
tertain the greatest respect. The conclusions of th view may be 
condensed as follows: 

First. That the claimants under the most ible argument 1 
be entitled only to the pecuniary value of the claims at the date of 1 
treaty in 1800, and that these claims had noappreciable value be 
France would not pay them and the United Stat yald not compel 
her to do so. 

It is doing a manifest injustice to the great stat n of that period 
of the history of our country to suppose that ext nary atic 
missions composed of Pinckney, Marshall and Gerry, and afterwards 


of Ellsworth, Chief-Justice of the United States, Davis, and Murray 
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would have been superadded to the efforts of Minister Morris, as well 
as to those of Minister Monroe, to obtain a settlement of claims which 
had no appreciable value, or that the long negotiations, supplemented 
by extensive preparations for war, would have been permitted to widen 
the friendly relations existing between France and the United States | 
about claims which France would not recognize nor could be made to 
pay. In the first part of the “‘views’’ an ‘‘appreciable value’’ in 
these claims is set down at the exaggerated estimate of $40,000,000, 
and throughout the argument $5,000,000 is assumed as the amount 
always heretofore recognized by committees of Congress. 

For more than eighty years public sentiment has not only recog- 
nized an ‘‘appreciable value’ in these claims, but unmistakably de- 
clared for their recognition and payment by the United States; and 
lastly the Court of Claims, the arbiter selected by Congress and gov- 
erned by the rules of evidence, bas found an “‘ appreciable value’’ for 
a portion of these claims, which this House ordered last December to | 
be put upon the deficiency bill for its consideration. 

Second. The ‘‘ views’’ further hold that the United States Senate, | 
by striking the second clause from the treaty of 1800, abandoned the 
further prosecution of these claims without agreement, settlement, or 
acknowledgment of demands on either side, and that there was no 
valuable consideration to the United States in the abandonment by 
France of her pretensions as to the treaties of 1778, because those pre- 
tensions had been annulled by the unfriendly acts of France, by the 
abrogation act of Congress of July, 1798, and by the existence of actual 
war. 

‘These are the very questions which have heen at issue from 1800 to 
the present time, and with the weight and influence of the ‘*‘ views ”’ 
the country will consider the forty-five reports of committees and the 
deliberate findings of the Court of Claims. It was to judicially de- 
termine these identical issues that the Court of Claims was empowered 
to consider these claims, and for their elucidation before that court 
the United States appeared by able attorneys, and the Congress au- 
thorized the appointment of the distinguished commission, composed 
of Mr. Broadhead and Mr. Tuck, to visit France and her ancient col- 
onies and collect evidence to be used by the Court of Claims in judi- 
cially determining the very questions which the ‘‘ views’’ again invoke 
to cloud our judgment. After the follest argument and the most care- 
ful consideration the Court of Claims has rendered its judgment against 
each and every position taken in the ‘‘ views.”’ 

The second clause of the proposed treaty of 1800 was in these words: 

The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to agree at 
present respecting the treaty of alliance of the 6th February, 1778, the treaty otf 
amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of the l4th Novem- | 
ber, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties will 
negotiate further on these subjects at a convenient time, and until they may 


have agreed upon these points the said treaties and convention shall have no | 
operation and the relations of the two countries shall be regulated as follows. 


This the court holds to have been a ‘‘compromise’’ forced by the 
French Government and accepted by our ministers, but admitting all 
that was claimed under the old treaties as open to discussion and not 
providing for the indemnities, The Senate in advising the ratification 
of the treaty, expunged this second article and in its place provided 
that— 

It is agreed that the present convention shall be in force for the term of eight 
years from the time of exchange of negotiations. 

The First Consul of France consented to ‘‘accept, ratify, and confirm’ 
the convention, adding to the Senate’s retrenchment of the second ar- 
ticle as follows: | 

Provided, That by this retrenchment the two states renounce the respective 
pretensions which are the object of the said article. 

This treaty, ratified with the Senate’s retrenchment and Napoleon’s 
proviso, was a practical adoption by the United States of the second 
branch of the French proposition, namely: 

Either the ancient treaties, with the privileges resulting from priority, and the 
stipulations of reciprocal indemnities, or a new treaty, assuming equality with- 
out indemnity. 

The United States accepted the alternative of ‘‘a new treaty, assum- 
ing equality without indemnity,’’ because by doing so we avoided war 
with England. 

By the treaties of 1778 the United States had ‘‘ forever’’ bound her- 
self to maintain I’rance in her colonial possessions and to grant her 
exclusive privileges as to ports and privateers; but by the Jay treaty 
England had been admitted to the same privileges which had been 
granted exclusively to France. It was impossible for the United States 
to fulfill the obligations of these conflicting treaties, and her ministers 
were instructed toso negotiate with France that, while escaping from | 
the embarrassments of conflicting privileges to both France and Eng- | 
land, full indemnity from France for these claims should be insisted 
upon and obtained. 

The Senate and Napoleon, by the retrenchment and proviso gave a | 
quietus to the treaties of 1778, and with them all the obligations aris- 
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ing under them passed from the arena of international contention, 
France relinquishing her rights in exchange for release from her obli- 
gations, and the United States, escaping from the embarrassments of 
conflicting treaties, by every principle of right and justice incurred 
the pecuniary obligations of France toour citizens, namely, the French 
spoliation claims. 
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The Court of Claims holds that this was the ‘‘bargain’’ to which 
Mr. Madison referred in his letter to Mr. Pinckney, from which the 
United States derived a practical and important benefit and advantage 
at the supreme cost to her citizens of their great pecuniary claims. 
The court quotes Mr. Pinckney, Secretary of State to two Presidents, 
Mr. Madison, Mr. Clay, Chief-Justice Marshall, and the reports of 
forty-five committees in favor of the payment of these claims as against 
three reports made prior to 1826, when the diplomatic correspondence 
was made public, since the publication of which no committee of Con- 
gress has reported unfavorably on these claims. 

The ‘‘ views’’ hold further that the abrogation act of July, 1798, 
recognized the treaties of 1778 as having been violated by France, and 
that the act of Congress of that date was a rightful and valid exercise 
of power by the United States which removed all validity and force of 
the old treaties after that date. In other words, that the act of July 
7, 1798, established a date after which war existed which obliterated 
all claims, either upon France or the United States, and left these claim- 
ants, after that date, without equitable right to remuneration. 

The Court of Claims has fully examined the law, the facts, and the 
evidence as to the state of war, and arrived ata different conclusion 
from that expressed in the ‘‘ views,’’ while finding the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, Mr. Lee, in 1798, writing to the Secretary of State that ‘‘ not 
only an actual maritime war,’’ but ‘‘a maritime war authorized by 
both nations ’’ existed with France; and Edward Livingston saying in 
debate— 

Let no man flatter himself that the vote which has been given is not a decla- 
ration of war. Gentlemen know that this is the case. 

But notwithstanding these and many like expressions of opinion 
made at a period of great excitement and partisan bitterness, the court 
calmly and judicially inquires into the facts of the times, and from the 
expressions of the political department of the Government, as well as 
from the more solemn and important judicial findings of the courts; 
from the language of the acts of Congress; from the expressions of our 
diplomatists, and from the averments and protestations of France, the 
Court of Claims holds that there was no declaration of war; that the 
tribunals of each country were open to the other, an impossibility were 
war in progress; that diplomatic and commercial intercourse was ad- 
mittedly suspended; that retaliation and reprisal were made, and that 
though there was a near ‘‘approach to war’’ there was no time at 
which one of the nations was turned into an enemy of the other, and 
finally— 


That there was not that kind of war which abrogated treaties and wiped out, 


| at least temporarily, all pending rights and contracts, individual and national. 


And the court adds: 

In cases like this the “judicial is bound to follow the action of the political 
department of the Government, and is concluded by it.” 

And we do not find an act of Congress or of the Executive between 
the years 1793 and 1801 which recognizes an existing state of solemn 
war, although we find statutory provisions authorizing a certain course 
‘in the event of a declaration of war,’’ or ‘‘ whenever there shall be a 
declared war,’’ or during the existing ‘‘differences,’’ and one act pro- 
vides for an increase of the Army ‘‘in case war shall break out,’’ while 
another restrains this increase ‘‘unless war should break out;’’ hence 
the court concludes: 

We are, therefore, of opinion that no such war existed as operated to abrogate 
treaties, suspend private rights, or authorize indiscriminate seizures and con- 
demnations; that, in short, there was no public general war, but limited war in 
its nature, similar to a prolonged series of reprisals. 

Whatever regard this House may entertain for the opinions of those 
members of the Committee on Appropriations whose names are ap- 
pended to these ‘‘ views,’’ the judicial conclusions of the court selected 
by Congress to investigate the law and the facts relating to these claims 
should have more weight in influencing the judgment of this House 
than should attach to ‘‘views’’ which, while reviving the old argu- 
ments prior to 1826, p:esent no new evidence, but draw their inspira- 
tion rather from the arguments of attorneys representing the United 
States than from the facts of history and the justice of the claims. 

In the present Congress, at its very opening, as early as December 19, 
1887, these claims were brought fairly and squarely before this House by 
the resolution of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrsBLE] which 
ordered the Committee on Appropriations— 

To report to this House ali such claims as have been decided favorably to the 
claimants and so reported by the Court of Claims in the general deficiency bill 
for the consideration of the House. 

The object and purpose of the friends and supporters of that resolu- 
tion was avowed and accepted to be to bring this House to a vote on 
the proposition to pay these claims as found by the Court of Claims. 

The issue was distinctly drawn. Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Blount, Mr. 
MILLs, Mr. HOLMAN, and others opposed the passage of the resolu- 
tion and endeavored to have it referred to the Committee on Claims, or 
to a special committee, but all efforts to defeat or turn aside the pur- 
pose of the House to have a direct vote upon the proposition were un- 
availing, and by a yea-and-nay vote of 163 to 81, more than a ma- 
jority of the whole House, the resolution was adopted, in obedience to 
which these claims are now before the House for its final action. 

After eighty years of discussion these ‘‘ views’’ revamp the thoughts 
and arguments which prevailed prior to 1826, and seek to defeat the 
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judgment of the court of arl ition selected by the United States and to 
which these claimants were comp i to submit their claims. ‘These 
‘views’’ ask this House not to abide by the award ofits own arbitra 
tors, but to repudiate t i ww and refuse > pay 4 wward 
Such conduct between individuals would be denounced as dishonest 
id d J ) y I code of rais W 1 « i 
tinct } Lit I t it United States and 
t ( re I j the findi Ss l { I pts 
i I tt Court of ¢ ‘ s ts un d 
S co i d ha 1 t ve ) 
l Ly t 
ici l ] 
end toa< rove that ul 
Mr. BURNE I now 1 : t- +] 
J l Mr. SA 
aT A ¥ ERS \ I ‘ 
t ‘ 4 
] cl « ) ive \ \ 
+ ( ] ‘ 
i i i 
( I b i 7 





’ ; 
ch « I l 
} e supposed 
i t n t cet ) t 
] é s they ve ) re ha wcordl to rh ¢ 
thority. they ¥ egate near thirty-five m 
sit terest ] they ha i ) ith age 
Within t » years fron ith dav of SSeS 5 ) 
were i tuted in t t1 1 Which ju tion was conferred to 
i nd 1O | $s ] to wa her exte1 on ¢ 
1 within which to s t to tribunal ional « 3 
for adjudication. One hundred 1 twenty-three have been de 
cided, of which one hundred 1 have bee to the Gov 








ment and only seventeen in its favor. The sum total of the awar 
which we are called upon to pay in this bill is $741,606.63 
Questions not only involving tacts peculiar tg each case, but also the 


ith of history as to great and notable events, and the proper appli- 


cation of important principles of municipal, maritime, and inter: 





tional law have been considered, and, I regret to say, have been almost 
uniformly resolved in favor of the claimants, and this, too, by 


court of inferior jurisdiction and without the right of an appeal to the 
highest tribunal in the land. 
Why the act of 1885, passed during tl 


under which these suits were brought, s 





t have allowed an ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court, but should have limited litigation of su: 
moment to the Court of Claims, it is difficult to conjecture. 

Certainly a desire to reach the right conclusion, such aconclusion a 
would challenge the approval of the popular conscience, would have 
dictated a more liberal law than that of January 20, 1885. 

These claims stood before the Forty-eighth Congress as ancient de- 
mands, whose payment during the long years of their existence had not 
been recommended by a single President. If they do in fact and in 
truth rest upon those equitable and constitutional principles which 
have been invoked in their behalf by gentlemen upon this floor, then 
from their very beginning to this hour the failure of the Presidents 
and of the Congresses to recommend and to take action has been rep- 
rehensible indeed, and there can be no justification for the neglect. 

Congress, however, has acted upon two occasions, and has passed bill 
covering five millions of dollars for the payment of theseclaims. Both 
of them were vetoed, the’one by Mr. Polk and the other by Mr. Pierce. 

Under all the circumstances surrounding them they are—to use no 
harsher phrase—of a suspi 
jected to the highest judicia 
Congress for payments. 

But the antiquity, amount, and general character of the claims in- 
vited the lobby. The field was rich and promising of an abundant 
harvest, and the Treasury was already full. The prospect was bright. 
For many years there had not appeared so fair an opportunity for pub 
lic plunder. 

In saying this, I would not be understood as at all questioni 






mus eharacter and should have been sub 


investigation and criticism before reac] 











g the 
integrity or candor of any gentleman upon this floor. It is of others 


{ speak—of those upon the outside and not of any member of this 


House. No sooner had the law of 1885 been enacted than letters of 


administration upon the estates of men who had been dead for more 
than half a century were applied for and were received in ver 
places throughout the country, and all the nec limina 
arations were made for a vigorous and determined assault, through t! 
methods of judicial procedure, upon the Treasury. 

Who are the heirs of those men who have been so long dead and 
whose estates have been thus sought to be administered upon? Where 
are these heirs? In many instances are there any heirsat all? Were 
the decedents, when dying, solvent or insolvent? If insolvent, who 
were their creditors, and where are they, and who represent them 
These are pertinent questions. Many more equally as pertinent might 
be asked, but these are suflicient as suggestions as to the final lodgment 
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Government, and holds confidential relations with the President him- 
self. 

Can a more reputable or a more competent witness be produced to 
countervail his testimony as to the true relations then existing between 
the United Statesand France? If so, let him be produced, and we will 
hear him and give due weight to what he may say. 

Dut it is not upon the testimony of this distinguished citizen of our 
earlier days—strong and convincing as it is, and delivered, as it has 
been, in his official character and under the sanction of a public duty— 
that the opponents to the payment of these claims solely rely. 

There is another source, perhaps more authoritative and more im- 
partial, to which we very confidently appeal for information upon this 
interesting point. 

Let us go to the highest tribunal in the land, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and search for evidence as to whether war did or 
did not actually exist between the two countries during the years in 
which these claims had their origin. 

I have before me the celebrated case of Bas vs, Tingy, argued and 
decided at the August term, A. D. 1800, of that court. The question 
as to the existence of a war during those years was before the court. 
An opinion was delivered by each of the judges present, a portion of 
one of which I will now ask the Clerk to read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

The decision of this question must depend upon another; which is, whether 
at the time of passing the act of Congress of the 2d of March,1799,there subsisted a 
state of war between the two nations? It may, I believe, besafely laid down that 
every contention by force between two nations, in external matters, under the 
authority of their respective governments, is not only war but public war. If 
it be declared in form, it is called solemn, and is of the perfect kind; because 
one whole nation is at war with another whole nation; and all the members of 
the nation declaring war are authorized to commit hostilities against all the 
members of the other, in every place and under every circumstance. In such 
a war all the members act under a general authority andall the rights and con- 
sequences of war attach to their condition. 

Lut hostilities may subsist between two nations more confined in its nature 
and extent, being limited as to places, persons and things; and this is more 
properly termed imperfect war; because not solemn, and because those who 
are authorized to commit hostilities act under special authority, and can go no 
further than to the extent of their commission. Still, however, it is public war, 
because it is an external contention by force between some of the members of 
the two nations, authorized by the legitimate powers. 

itis a war between the two nations, though all the members are not author- 
ized to commit hostilities, such as in a solemn war, where the governments re- 
strain the general power, 

Now. if this be the true definition of war, let us see what was the situation of 
the United States in relation to France. In March, 1799, Congress had raised an 
army, stopped all intercourse with France, dissolved our treaty, built and 
equipped ships of war, and commissioned private-armed ships, enjoining the 
former and authorizing the latter to defend themselves against the armed ships 
of France, to attack them on the high seas, to subdue and take them as prize, 
and to recapture armed vessels found in their possession. 

liere, then, let me ask, what were the technical characters of an American 
and French armed vessel, combating on the high seas, with a view, the one to 
subdue the other, and to make prize of his property? They certainly were not 
friends, because there was a contention by force; nor were they private ene- 
mies, because the contention was extérnal, and authorized by the legitimate 
authority of the two governments. If they were not our enemies, I know not 
what constitutes an enemy. 

Second, But, secondly, it issaid thata war of the imperfectkind is more prop- 
erly called acts of hostility or reprisal, and that Congress did not mean to consider 
the hostility subsisting between France and the United States as constitutinga 
state of war. In support of this position, it has been observed that in no law 
prior to March, 1799, is France styled our enemy, nor are we said to be at war. 
‘This is true; but neither of these things were necessary to be done} because as 
to France, she was sufficiently described by the title of the French Republic; 
and as to America, the degree of hostility meant to be carried on, was sufli- 
ciently described, without declaring war or declaring that we were at war. 
Such a declaration by Congress might have constituted a perfect state of war, 
which was not intended by the Government. 


Mr. SHAW. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman, but if he 
will permit I would like to call his attention to the instructions given 
to Ellsworth, October 22, 1799-—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I will refer to them should I have time. 

Me. SHAW. Where the Government says the conductof France was 
such as to have justified a declaration of war, but have contented 
themselves with preparations for defense and measures calculated to 
defend their commerce. 

Mr. SAYERS. What has been stated by the gentleman from Mary- 
land may be true, and yet does not at all conflict with the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, or with the one just read. It but gives additional 
strength to the proposition that there was an actual war. The very 
measures which were calculated to protect our commerce, though of 
a defensive character, were such as directly precede and always ac- 
company naval warfare. 

But before I forget it, Mr. Chairman, let me suggest that perhaps in 
the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case of Bas vs. Tingy, and in 
other cases involving the same and kindred questions, may be found 
the true and the only reason why the advocates of the payment of these 
claims have always been and are now opposed to their consideration by 
this court. They very well know that when they shall have reached 
the Supreme Court they will be confronted with propositions of law 
and with conclusions as to facts which they can not hope to evade or to 
overcome. 

What they desired was a favorable decision from some court of au- 
thorized jurisdiction, however limited, but of all the courts the most 
undesirable to them would be the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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So far they have accomplished their wishes, and their pathway to the 
Treasury has been very smooth indeed. Two gateways are yet to be 
removed—the Congress and the Chief Executive. 

Now, sir, in all candor I submit to the committee that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] has been an- 
swered, and so fully and so successfully that there is not a particle of 
ground left upon which the claimants may stand. The opinions which 
I have read and caused to be read constitute history, and while they 
may not be familiar to the school-boys of the country, yet they are parts 
of the history of those troublous times, and as such are entitled to 
especial confidence. 

If they may not be so regarded, then I am strangely ignorant of the 
proper sources to which to go for reliable information upon this par- 
ticular subject. Iam quite sure that the gentleman [Mr. RAYNER] 
if he were sitting as a judge upon the trial of these claims would fol- 
low and adhere to the opinions which I have laid before this commit- 
tee as decisive of a great historical fact rather than the uncertain and 
oftentimes untrue declarations of the ordinary historian. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while discussing this feature of the case permit 
me to call the attention of the committee for a moment to only one of 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the cases which have been before 
it. I would very much like to discuss some other of the findings, but 
time will not permit. 

This court says, in one of its opinions: 


Following in the path marked out by the Supreme Court in the prize cases 
which came before them during this period,and of which Bass vs. Tingey is a 
fair example, we are led to the conclusion that where a private vessel was fitted 
for the purpose of attacking armed French vessels,and of recapturing Ameri- 
can vessels seized, she fell within the rules of war, and if captured, became legit- 
imate prize. The relations of the two nations being strained to hostilities within 
certain distinctly defined bounds, within those bounds the active agents of 
either Government were subject to. the rules of war,and vessels intending to 
seize must submit to seizure. 


Here is a proposition to be easily understood by any one, whether a 
lawyer or not. It is plaincommonsense. Its meaning is evident, and 
there is not the slightest room for misconstruction. It reads well, and, 
to my mind, appears to be the law. But let us see how it is applied 
in a given case. Turning to page 75, Miscellaneous Document No. 5, 
we find the following reported case : 


COURT OF CLAIMS,—FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
(Act of January 20, 1885, Stat. L., 243.) 


Ship John, Levi Putnam, master. No. 4. William Gray, administrator de 
bonis non of William Gray, jr., deceased, claimant. No. 12. Fisher Ames, ad- 
ministrator de bonis non of Fisher Ames, deceased, claimant. No. 778. Fisher 
Ames, administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, deceased, claimant. 


CONCLUSIONS OF FACT. 


. These cases were tried before the Court of Claims on the 30th day of Novem- 
per, 1886. 

The claimants were represented by William Gray, esq., and the United States, 
defendants, by the Attorney-General, through his assistant in the Department 
of Justice, Benjamin Wilson, esq., with whom was Assistant Attorney General 
Robert A. Howard. 

The court, upon the evidence and after hearing the arguments and consider- 
ing the same with the briefs of counsel on each side, determine the facts to be 
as follows: ' 


William Gray, jr., deceased, was a citizen of Boston, Mass., and in 1799 was 
the owner of a ship called the John, a duly registered merchant vessel of the 
United States, of 175 tons burden, and built at Salisbury, Mass., 1794. 

ThejJobn sailed2from Salem, Mass., under the command of Levi Putnam, 
magfer, in March;1799, with a cargo of provisions, bound for Cadiz and Gibral- 
tar... Having arrived and discharged her cargo at these ports, and shipped a 

cargo at Gibraltar, she again set sail, on June 28, 1799, for the East Indies 
on a trading voyage. : 

The new cargo consisted of 17 pipes of oil-proof brandy (1,971 gallons), 33,000 
Spanish milled dollars and $1,000 in gold, owned by and o_o on account of 
said William Gray, jr.; 3,500 Spanish milled dollars, owned by and shipped on 
account of Fisher Ames, as a citizen of the United States, and 1,893 Spanish 
milled dollars, owned by and shipped on account of John Worthington, a citi- 
zen of the United States. The money, in each case, was to be laid out in pur- 
chasing a return cargo in the East Indies. 

In prosecuting her voyage the John touched at St. Jago, Cape Verde Islands, 
and while lying there at anchor was Ceo July 12, 1799, by the boats ofa 
French squadron under the command of Commodore Landolphe. The cargo 
was taken out and retained by the captors and the ship carried out to sea. 
What became of the John does not clearly appear, but it was never restored 
to the owner nor taken toa ae court. 

According to one report, she was burned by the captors, and according toan- 
other she was recaptured by an English man-of-war, 


II. 


At the time of the capture the John was armed with seventeen 4-pound guns 
and her crew consisted of twenty-six men. 

She carried a commission or letter of authority from the President of the 
United States; but whether this commission was given under the provisions 
of the act of Congress of June 25, 1798 (1 Stat., 572), or under the act of July 9, 
1798 (1 Stat., 578), does not appear. 

Although so armed and commissioned the John was bound on a commercial 


voyage. 
Ill, 


The value of the shi 


The invoice value of 17 pipes of brandy........... 





woe 2, 402.00 

Thirty-three thousand Spanish milled dollars.. esse 33, 000. 00 

One thousand dollars in gold... .............cc...ceceeeee eee --- 1,000.00 
The freight earned at the time of the capture, amounting to two-thirds 

CE Petia ascccssnsetieonceetens Sesadehsbepanensevers ceseverchbipworosnonenstencos sennsiiiocnse suenbicos 2,916. 65 
Total value of ship, cargo, and freight belonging to said William 

aR, BP. QORGRBOG, cacncenitisiceecttceitettitns evbieseneiseon sonees tateis eee ST 

















A 
a The value of 500 Spanish edd irs, the art of elonging to 
; said Fisher Ames, deceased, t claimant in ca No 
Phe vaiue ¢ I s Spi si m id ars, the } t< onging t 
said John Worthington, « eased, the cla ant in cas ~ 77 
Said claims were not embraced in convention between t ited States 
and the Lepublie of France, co uded on the 30th of April, 1503 They were 
a not clal t of the acts of 'rance allowed and paid in whole or 
: part ns of the treaty between the United States and Spa 
a cone February, 1819, and were not allowed in whole orin part 
under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and France « 
the 4th of July, 1831 
Ibe claimants, in their respect capacity, were the owners of said claims | 
, which have never been assigned | 
. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. 
} 
The court decides as conclusions of law that said seizure and condemnation | 
were illegal, and the owners and insurers had valid claims of indemnity there- | 
for upon the French Government prior to the ratification of the convention be 
tween the United States and the French Republic, concluded on the 50th day of | 
: September, 1800; that said claims were relinquished to Fran by the Govern- | 
a ment of the United States by said treaty in part consideration of the relinquish- 
: mentof certain national claims of France against t United States.and that | 
a the claimants are entitled to the following sums f! » United States: | 





William Gray, administrator in case No. 4, t« . $6, 000, Om 
i 


Invoice value of « to Willis 


Fre 


o belongit > oO 


ht earned 





ri Total for said Gray a : 45.318. 66 | 
* Fisher Ames, claimant in case No, 12, to the value of the cargo belong 
e ng to Fisher Ames, deceased 500. 00 


Fis! 


NO 


er Ames 





ington, clain 


to said Worthing 


administrator for 





. 778, to the value of the cargo 





By the Court 

Filed November 7, 1887 
A true copy 

Test, this 50th day 
SEAI r 


of November, Is 
JOHN RA 


ant ¢ c¢ 


NDOLPH, 


Assi r f Clrims 


C 
by the Supreme Court had an appeal been allowed ? 
clear does the 


sustained 


How manifestly | 
of 1885 


in any one believe for a moment that this finding would be 
wisdom of the authors and promoters of the act 
appear in the light of these findings ? 

Here is a vessel, having sought and obtained a cor 
vateer and fully armed, ready to fight the enemy iif 
weaker 
} 


ie SU 


nmission as a pri- 
he should be the | 

, but to trade if the enemy should appear the stronger. | 
of Dr. Jekyl and Mr. Hyde well illustrates the double | 

of this To-day a friend, to-morrow a foe; here a 


ry L 
vessel. | 
eable trader, there an active belligerent: strong and full of bluster 


character 
Pe 1 ’ t ’ ’ 

with the weaker, but as gentle as a lamb with the more powertul 
full of patriotism where the exercise of patriotism is not dangerous, 








; | 
but aiways ready to turn an honest penny when the opportunity offers. 
The inducements to privateering were many and great. In addition | 
to the facilities for traffic and trade, if the vessel of an enemy shouid 
be captured, one-half of it and of its cargo fell to the officers and men 
and the other half to the owner of the victorious vessel; and if an 

. } > 
American vessel should be recaptured from the enemy, an dmount not 
less than one-eighth nor greater than one-half of the value of the recap 
tured vessel and of its cargo would be allowed as salvage to the owner 
and officers and crew of the vessel recapturing. 

It will not be necessary for me, Mr. Chairman, to dwell longer upon 
this case. It is but one of several of the same character, and is an evi- 
dence of the unwisdom—speaking from the standpoint of the Govern- 
ment and of the people—ot the act of 1885 in not permitting an appeal | 
to the Supreme Court. 

> . | 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LONG] says: 

But, Mr. Chairman, the fact is, it is a matter of no consequence whether thers 
had been war or not. Suppose there had been a general war, which there was | 
not; here were claims on one side for indemnity for spoliations, and on the | 
other for violation of treaty, That these claims were not extinguished by the 
war, even if there had been war, is conclusively and absolutely proven by the 
fact that when the treaty was made and signed in 1800 both parties recognized 
in the original Article II the claims ag still existing and not extinguished, but 
as a matter for future negotiation and settlement; and both parties, in after- 
ward withdrawing said article and substituting for it another provision, ex 
pressly agreed to offset these claims one against the other. 

And again: | 

! 
| 

In other words, taking advantage of the well-settled principle that private 
property may be taken for the public use, the United States deliberately and by 
solemn act of its President and Senate took the property of its citizens, which 
consisted of clear claims against France for utterly unwarranted and outrageous 

na spoliation of their vessels, and with this property bought off the valid claim 
which France had against us for the guaranties we had given her. 

4 Here, Mr. Chairman, is presented another issue of fact, to determine | 

4 which we must necessarily review not only the treaties and conven- | 

if tions themselves, but to some extent the instructions to our envoys to | 

; France and the communications between them and the representatives 


of that Government. 
But before doing so it will be well to note the fact that for dep- | 
redations committed on our commerce up to and including the year 
1795 France had discharged such claims therefor as had been ‘/pre- 
sented. 
I hold in my hand an official statement containing a list of some of 


these claims, and for the information of the committee I will incorpo- 
q rate it with my remarks, 
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4 ~ P 2 i tT | V rcs ’ 
. ; k 
vv & s x I s 
° ‘ 7 
I es I ~ 
apex Ass 3 
Brig Ay o I Ca Ber 
cap ed i I i 
ere anh Ln n paid t i i i x 4 i 
2' Ship George, of Boston, Capt. Elias Daw 
1 and carried ir Morlaix 
vas a ywead [ e « 
{ her dete 
i s, who mad i 
I en n ssignats t v y 
I led ap} at St com iitees K 
< ent | obta i the pay < > 
ater ¢ in silver 32. 520 00 0 
Sch er Tria Capt i the Tuft Was « 
t i by e1 irgo at Calais I recovered ‘ 
Reali Tl 
4 5 1, eny 
t 
ys 
sp 
i 
inted to the captain e; besides, I 
had his ve sel repaire y s 
expense. Paid to the captain 9, 676 Of 
5 | Brig Margaret, Capt. Benjamin Berry, captured 
and carried to Havre. Ire ve i forh 
Paid to the captain 4,887 l 
Ship Minerva, Capt. 1 mas ¢ ~ ptu land 
arried into Brest. I re er I 
rage £2,400 sterling Paid t the n 
= ° i e 
I I ert, Capt. ¢ 5 Vi pp apt 
und carried » I t [ re vered f hex 
t as 
signats es 
Settled 26 l ) 
Ship McG ptured 
a i carr a 
paymetr 
ing to 36 s 
Remitte th i », 982 7 0 
S! Kensington, Capt. Wa r Kerr ed 
und carried into Morlaix Indem ‘ 
murrage recovered and paid & ) 
l Schoener Helen, Capt. John Craft, captured and 
earried into Bordeau His cargo of c« 
seized upon by the « rs « mer 
I vered, t of », 46,32 
livres, specie, for de 
y LO4 livres, specie, an¢ ‘ - A £ 00 { 125 
I Brig Na vy, Capt. Andrew Dunnir i 
and « st Recover 
ste1 
£12 sterling for 
l 00 14, 600 
I captured and car 
vered an ind y 
nd 3,110 assignats mM) ( 110 
S £ an, ¢ ired and al 
I overed hisindemnity 
iid to the captain to t Lmount of 39, 807 05 
Messrs. Pattenand Prentis,citizens ofthe United 
States, owned half of the cargo of the Swedish 
ship, the Nittumfork, captured and carried into 
Brest, the price of which they recovered [ob- 
tained for them an indemnity for their ex- 
penses, from the date of their settlement to the : 
day of their payment of eee f } 
15 Benjamin Jarvis had the French minister Fau 
chet’s bills on the commission of supplies, for 
165,000 livres, specie he paymentof w I 
obtained in assignats, at the rate of ex 
and paid Mr. Jarvis in bullion 0 OO 
le The ship President,Capt. J AndersonS 
brought from Balti: a cargo of fi 
account of the French Republ 944 barrels of 
which remained unpaid, on account of some 
difficulties between the supercargo and the 
French agents. I recovered the payment of 
£2,236 10s. sterling, on account of Oliver Kane 
assignee of Mr. Barton 3, O76 Of 
17 The brig Eagle, Capt. William Conan, came asa 
eartel from Jersey, with prisoners of war, to 
Roscoff, where she was stopped and detai 
I obtained her release, with permission to sail 
out; but no indemnity was granted, this G 
ernment referring the captain to the power 
that emploved him. 
18 The brig Friendship, Capt. Ebenezer Hoyt 
rived at Rochefort 1 obtained for h 
payment of his freight, amounting 
specie; and also an inde ty of I 
*s, specie for his detention 55,013 00 





19 brig Hiram, Capt. James Craig ra 
aground near Boulogne; she was got off ut 
earried into Boulogne and detained thers I 
procured her release, but have not yet been 


able to obtain an indemnity for her detention 
20 | Thackster Tailor had received from his 
of Baltimore bills of citizens Le Compte and 
Gornon, agents of the French Republic in 
America, to theamount of £30,009. 
having been protested for 
Hamburg,I ree 
Government, 7 


nous 


Those bills 
non-payment at 
vered the amount from the 
U,000 livres, specie : 720,000 00 0 
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A statement of the claims of citizens of the United States, etc.—Continued, 





j 


| 

No | Livres, Livres, 
| 
| 





spe vie, assignats. 
} 
Ship Rising Sun, Captain Welkey. Recovered 
the payment of his freight of $3,580, Demur- | 


William Vans had made a contract with some of | 
this Government's agents; I recovered the 
payment for him (all but a small part which | 


remains unpaid) in brandies and wines, specie...| 385,926 00 0’..... 
i 


John Dickey, agent of the house of Oliver & 
Thompson, of Baltimore, sold to the Govern- | 
menta cargo of hemp,iron,andlead, I recoy- | 

ered the payment for him Of..............:.c0neeeseeees S; ESN. SP Wilcanannsesesoxucne 


24 | Bark Apollo, Captain MeGruder; recovered the | 
payment of her cargo of flour in specie.......... [a 4 | OF ne 
lam soliciting the payment of the demurrage. | 


25. Messrs. Townsend, Franklin, and Sadler made | 
contract with French Government; I have 
obtained for them arrétés from the commit- } 
tees of Government, for the payment of, in | 


N. B.—Remains unpaid 109,793 livres. | 
26| The brig Two Brothers, Captain Carman, deliv- 
ered by contract a cargo of leather; I have ob- 


ose], 209, 693 OO 0'........ 


tained an arrété for the payment, in specie,‘of..| 260,526 00 O)..............0 
N. B.—There is but one-quarter paid. | | 
27 | Ship Hawk, Capt. Moses West, delivered at | 
Lrest, by contract, acargo of leather: obtained 
an arrété for the payment, in specie, of ............] 130,938 00 O}...............0 
N. b.—Only one-quarter paid. 
28 | Ship Olive Branch, Captain Buffington; ob- 
tained an arrété for the payment of her cargo 
N. B.—Only one-fourth paid. 
The schooner Success, Capt. Elias Low; her 


By OOF OO CG csscscccssessscsen 


tained an arrété for the payment of.................. Fn eee OS Cietatuninnum 
N. B.—One-third remains unpaid. 
Joseph Piteairn, agent of Colonel Smith, deliv- 
ered to the Republic, by contract, the cargoes 
of the ships George and Lydia; recovered the 
payment of the same, amounting to, in as- 
82 | Ship Ann, Captain Coffin, delivered at Havre, 
by contract, a cargo of pearl-ash and potash ; 
obtained an arrété for the payment of, in 
SCR scnsecess svnvsovsnaiein ten biaaeiinihinmaaiieteeiieiasagaliiiaad: 
33, Ship Severn, Capt. Gared Goodrich; obtained 
an arrété for the payment of her freight in 
| BPPOCIE ....ceceeeceseceeveccncssepeensree enesteseseeeereeveseeeasoens 
N. B.—Only one-fourth paid. 


er 6, 480, 400 





155,567 16 O),..ccesse0-ssee0 


' 
BE GAL 1D O.accessecessesiees 


| Capt. Jacob Smith, of the ship General Green, 
sold to this Government a cargo of hemp and 
| iron, the paymentof which I recovered, in- 
| _ dependently of the amount of the iron.......... < 
| Brig Polly,Capt. Richard Christie. Obtained an 
| order for the payment of demurrage of............. 
56 | Brig Henry, Capt. Henry Hodge, captured and 
carried into Morlaix. Got so much endam- 
aged under the command of the prize-master 

that the captain abandoned her, entering his 
| protest before the proper officer. Having pre- 
| viously obtained an arrété that declared the 
| vessel American property, I obtained like- 
wise an order for another vessel of the Repub- 
lic, in lieu of the Henry, at the choice of the 
captain, who pitched upon an English prize, 
the Quaker. I have also obtained an indem- 
nity for his detention of 11,284 livres, specie, 
and 11,536 assignats.............ccececcsees Sodvesemewecacenee 


3,847 10 0 


85 | 


ee E 


il, 284 00 0 11, 536 
| N.B.—The indemnity is not yet paid. 
87 | Brig Four Friends, Capt. Joseph Gleene. Recoy- 
ered the payment of his freight (this vessel 
having been captured) in specie.................c000 ++ 
| Obtained also an arrété for his indemnity, 
amounting to 12,012 currt. in specie.................. 
N. B.—The indemnity is not yet paid. 
88 | Brig Theodosia, Capt. John Justice, captured 
and carried into ’Orient, I have obtained an 
| arrété for the payment of the indemnity of 
2, 600 florins, equal in specie to................20ceees 


25,196 00 0 
26, 693 00 0 


5,777 00 0 


Baek GR RI TT isan dite cere he ier ek sneseneencee 5, 265,177 00 0 6, 830, 000 





-— 


It wili be remembered that the United States did on the 7th day of 
July, 1798, through an act of Congress of that date abrogate all the 
treaties and conventions which had been formed with the French Gov- 
ernment, so that there was, until the treaty and convention of 1800, no 
agreement of any kind whatever between ourselves and that people. 

That we had the right under the principles of international law to 
take such action is beyond all question. 

The breaking out of hostilities between two contracting powers, un- 
less specially provided for, will terminate an existing treaty, and the 
violation of any covenant by either party gives to the other the right 
to abrogate the entire treaty, if it should so desire. 

It was in these circumstances and after repeated efforts that commis- | 
sioners were appointed by both the United States and France to settle | 
existing differences and to formulate a new treaty. 
Instructions of a definite and positive character were given our rep- 





GS DG Wd PG ME enscstntisécutdaitebissinnes <seieeieninenns |} 46,332 00 Ol......... 


| eargo of fish taken for Government’s use; ob- | 
| tained an arrété for the payment of ................. 35, 762 10 O%........ eteninods . 
30 | Schooner Industry, Captain Isaiah Snow; her | 
cargo of fish taken for Government’s use; ob- 
j 


resenta@ves at the very threshold of the negotiations, the most impor- 
tant of which I will now read: 

At the opening of the negotiation you will inform the French ministers that 
the United States expect from France, as an indispensable condition of the 
treaty, a stipulation to make to the citizens of the United States full compensa- 
tion for all losses and damages which they shall have sustained by reason of 
irregular or illegal captures or condemnations of their vessels and other prop- 
erty, under color of authority or commissions from the French Republic or its 
agents, * * * when the vessels or other property captured shall have been 
sold, or otherwise disposed of, without a regular trial and condemnation, 

The attention of the committee is earnestly invited to this clause, 
because in it is recognized the existence of a war in which France was 
involved. It was not to be supposed that each and every vessel seized 
by France was altogether blameless. Almost every European nation 
was, on the one side or the other, enlisted in the war which she was 
then waging with England. Supplies of all kinds were in the greatest 
and most active demand, and it was but probabie that many of our 
merchantmen, allured by the prospect of great profits, often trans- 
gressed the border line of a strict neutrality. If in so doing they were 
seized, captured, and condemned, it was the just penalty for the vio- 
lation of well-settled and long-established principles of international 
law, and they had no right to demand the interference of our Govern- 
ment in their behalf. 

France could not be denied the right to establish her own prize courts, 
and all that could be expected of her would be that the trials should 
be regular and the condemnations be had in accordance with law. 

To say that the Government of the United States was bound to in- 
terfere in every case or to demand redress for every condemnation 
would be preposterous. It was incumbent upon the owners and officers 
of our vessels to take notice of the war that was then existing in Europe, 
and to faithfully observe the rules, usages, and principles which gov- 
ern the conduct of neutrals during such a time. 

But to another class of instructions. Upon examination we find our 
envoys also charged as follows: 

The claims of the United States, as distinguished from those of their citizens, 
for injuries received from the French Republic or its citizens, should be sub- 
mitted to the same board; and whatever sums they award, France should stip- 
ulate to pay, in the manner before mentioned in the case of captures. * * * 
If, however, the French Government should desire to waive its national claims, 
you may do the like on the part of the United States. Doubtless the claims of 
the latter would gxceed those of the former; but, to avoid multiplying subjects 
of dispute, and because national claims may probably be less definite than those 
of individuals, and consequently more difficult to adjust, national claims may 
on both sides be relinquished.”’ (American State Papers, Foreign Relations, 
volume 2, page 303.) 

These instructions become very important, not only because of their 
definite character, but also because they furnish the correct solution 
to the celebrated second article of the treaty of 1800, which was ex- 
punged by the Senate, and for which action the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis so bitterly complains. 

They are also important because, before negotiations hea been be- 
gun, a broad and clear distinction was drawn between national and in- 
dividual claims. And lastly— 

That the treaties and consular convention, declared to be no longer obligatory 
by act of Congress, be not in whole or in part revived by the new treaty, but 
that all the engagements to which the United States are to become parties be 
specified in the new treaty. 

Upon this point, Mr. Chairman, our Government was decided, and 
from the position it had assumed in consequence of the act of July 7, 
1798, it did not intend to be moved. No inducement, however en- 
ticing, and no pressure, however severe, could persuade it to recall that 
declaration. As was well said by the American envoys, ‘the United 
States must abide by its effects, with respect to the priority of treaties, 
whatever inconveniences may result tc. themselves.’’ These treaties 
and the consular convention did not, therefore, constitute live issues, 
upon which the representatives ~f the twoGovernments were to reach 
an agreement, They wore dead, completely dead, and upon them the 
American envoys were directed not to deliberate. To this, however, 
the representatives of France would not assent. 

After sitting many months, and after many propositions had been 
presented on both sides, an agreement was finally reached. This 
agreement is known as the treaty of 1800. : 

For the purpose of this discussion only two of the articles of the 
treaty need be considered—-the second and the fifth. 

The second article reads thus: 

The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to agree at 
present respecting the treaty of alliance ot 6th February, 1773, the treaty of 
amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of 14th November, 
1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties will nego- 
tiate further on these subjects at a convenient time, and until they may have 


agreed upon these points the said treaties and convention shall have no opera- 
tion, and the relations of the two countries shall be regulated as follows: 


And the fifth article: 


The debts contracted by one of the two nations with individuals of the other, 
or by individuals of the one with the individuals of the other, shall be paid, or 
the payment may be prosecuted in the same manner as if there had m no 
misunderstanding between the two States. But this clause shall not extend to 
indemnities claimed on account of captures or confiscations. 


The treaty, having been signed by the negotiators, was sent to the 
United States for approval, and was by the President transmitted to 
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the Senate. That body, after some consideration, expunged the second 
1 article and inserted in its stead the following Poe oe ; 
It is agreed that the presen vention shall be in force for the term of eight ee a tame aa ; = ‘ oe ’ ! 
years from the time of the ex ge of th icat ~ ‘ .r ; F 
No other alteration was made in the treaty, which was returned to ; ‘ 
the President in its amended form, and by him returned to France. 
Bonaparte, First Consul, consented, on the 31st of July, 180i— . 
I i to a t. I 5 ind ec rm al » convention, with the addition i : t! res 
3 sntion shall in ree for the space of eight ye ars I 
t i i tT, that this 1 € 
I € preten WwW r t 
7 These ratific 1at l at I were } 
: mitted by the e, which de d, by ‘ 
that it regard fully ratified tw t 
Now, sir, we whole treaty of 1 iit ) t 
the action of the Senate in expunging the original nd art l 
g the proviso tache y Bonay that the gentk 
usett M N is his argumentins pport o i 
t} cl i t the ations, whose i 
lin the s t t 1885 10stly committed ¢ s : 
ng the y« 1798-1800 aos se 
’ ts amended form, when promulgated, it would be well to note the | : = ‘a4 
proceedings of the Senate in its action expunging the second article and | a e 
ilso when it was considering the treaty for the se , , , ; 
that, upon the motion to expunge, thirty Senators vot 7 : 
but one Senator (Mr. Marshall, of Kentucky) v : - : 
that upon the fin: tion twenty-two Senator ' ~ on a ; 
ative and only four voted in the negative. These k an ne 
man of Vermont, Mr. Foster of Rhode Island, M1 “—s -_ “ ‘ 
necticut, and Mr. Wells of Delaware. sssumed by t ull 
It has been charged, Mr. Chairman, all throug peentierd soni wits ecrcbons 
where than in the Halls of Con hat these S i) - 
epresenting States whose citizens suffered most severely from these dep- = ' ; : _ ‘ 
redations upon ourcommerce—did wantonly, willfully, and deliberately 1 Republi "tn texan One 
sacrifice the interests of their own constituents for the public welfare. sof n lerstand relat BSIO! 
Can this be so? Did they do it or did they intend to do it? : Pe eo - ~ 
To suppose that it was their intention to take the property of the |  * e 
citizen for the public benefit, that is to say, to use the individual oe 
claims against France in the purchase of a release from the treaties and . 
convention which we had abrogated in 1798, would be to hold them i lak lt 7 ie is . P 
strangely unmindful of their obligation to supportand to maintain the | } eedtne tite aia is ton menen et teat 4 
Constitution, and utterly disregardful not only of their duty to their | date terminated a)! difficulties rela Loui Le 
immediate constituencies, but also extremely indifferent to that line of | *0UnGation the friendship w AS eee ee eee 
policy so essentially necessary to the preservation of themselves in the | Siinire. ninth year of the French Republic (20th Septembe , 
estimation of a people, upon whom they were to depend for future pre- | payment of the sums due by ! to the citizens e | st 
ferment. | Teapectively nominated as plenipotential 
These Senators have been long since dead. They did not live to be- | (nd, again 
hold the expansion of the few States which then constituted the Fed- | 4". If. The principal and inter f the said 
eral Union into a vast commonwealth of local sovereignties, stretching | (4. ne? FAtes by orders draw . 
from ocean to ocean and from the Great Lakes to the Rio Grande; nor | ra tions of the treaty and j 
was it permitted them to see the marvelous development which has | * 1 shall be given of Louis ay Se 
wrought so wonderful a change upon this continent during the past ee 
fifty years; but be itsaid forthem that they did notliveinvain. They ind, again: 
were brave; they were great; they were just; they were patriotic; , IV. It is expressly agreed . anes ae 
they were faithful to every public trust; and I protest against such | -. vet creditors of France for s pp yr mica ie antler me yet Sia 
an imputation against their memories. The thought that these men | in which the appeal has been proper); i within the t 
should have been so heedless of the rights of their countrymen is not | ‘ sid convention, 8th Vendémiair ; 
to be entertained. Can it be said, Mr. Chairman, in the face of this ev 
That they did not do it is clearly manifest, not only from the lan- | disputable by the solemn action « jth governments, t 
guage of the treaty in its every form, but also in the subsequent pro- | States has been derelict in a single duty to these cla nts? Wes 
ceedings of both Governments. their rights bartered away under the trea 18 For ans if 
But what, sir, is the fair construction of the rejected article? Do ibmit not only the action of the Presiden i ( it ve 
the indemnities mentioned refer to national or to privateclaims? ‘The | at the French court, repeated again, and again, and again t I also 
representatives of the United States were especially charged to bring ibmit the portions of the treaty and convent f 1803, which I ha 
them both to the attention of the French Government, and if possible | just read. Is not the refutatio iplete 
to secure a settlement. Was there a binding promise to consider these But, sir, if there still remains in the mind of any member 1 vholly 
claims at any particular time? On the contrary, it was to be at the | and irrevocably committed to the payment of 
convenience of both Governments. When was to be the convenient | doubt as to the continued and earnest efiort of t G 
day and year? Perhaps soon, perbaps late, perhaps never. | ring almost an half century, in behalf of these « let 





§ It is quite sure that the United States would not reconsider her | the attention of such member to two artic] I 
= action in respect to the treaties and convention, which had been : | treaty of. 1831: 
% gated, and our envoys had been so informed in the instructions given ARTICLEI, The French ¢ rn 
them. What, then, did the second article amountto? Wasthere any- | !! the reclamations preferred aga 
‘ thing of a substantial character in it? Certainly, the advocates of the ee a ee 
4 payment of these claims will not have the hardihood to affirm that the | the « 
j United States should have returned to the treaties and convention in | tit 


order to secure their payment, nor will they have the courage to con- | ™ 7 ; = ’ ° 











4 tend that for refusing to revive the treaties and convention our Gov- | ./\"" op Reed ph meme nena ade lle ee ek ee 
4 ernment became liable for the French spoliations. But of what possi- | half of its citi: the royal t e 
3 ble benefit could the provisions of thesecond article be to the claimants? | counts, the f which had | res 
None whatever, will be the certain answer of every fair-minded man. | @P*Ure®: rs ah ane hati — coma idicmee e 
Now, let us briefly consider the proviso attached by Bonaparte and | distribution of the enmne in the manner and a0 , 
also properly interpret, if we can, the action of the Senate in reference | ™ined by it) the sum of 1,500,000 francs 
thereto. The language used by the First Consul is: Mr. Chairman, I now submit to this committee that the proposition 
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enunciated by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] can not 
be sustained. 

Official utterances, diplomatic correspondence, treaties, and conven- 
tions—all condemn it as without foundation in fact. 

The treaty of 1831—made so long after the spoliations were com- 
mitted—did not, as has been seen, overlook them. 

How full and complete are the articles quoted. There is no limita- 
tion as to time. 

Every character of claim that could be urged against France—with 


the faintest hope of success—has been provided for by treaty or conven- 
tion. 


Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Does not the gentleman know that when the com- 
missioners met under the convention of 1803, some of these very claims 
were brought forward and rejected because they did not come under 
that convention ? 

Mr. SAYERS, That may have been so; some may have been re- 
jected; but at the same time others were paid. Several claims, which 
had accrued before the year 1800, were paid. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Were they not those provided for in the fourth sec- 
tion, wherein condemnation had not been definitively concluded ? 
That is the only class of claims which were paid under the convention 
of 1803; and not this class of claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suppose all claims except war claims have been 
paid. 

Mr. @hairman, I believe that these claims originated while war, ac- 
tual war, was pending between the United States and France. I be- 
lieve that our Government has done its full duty tothe claimants. I be- 
lieve that many, very many, of the claims are fraudulent, and that it is 
now impossible to distinguish the genuine from the bad. I believe that 
it was exceeding bad policy to commit the consideration of these claims 
solely and exclusively to a court of limited jurisdiction, without the 
privilege of an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

So believing, Mr. Chairman, | shall vote against the item in the pend- 
ing bill which provides for the payment of such of these claims as have 
been reported by the Court of Claims to Congress. 

Mr. LONG. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
argue this question, as nearly as it may be done in this House, as a 
lawyer would argue a similar question before a court. Ihave no other 
interest in this matter than a public interest. I do not know that 
there is in my district any one who will obtain any benefit from our 
action. 
against the payment of these claims. All my investigations since I 
have been in Congress have inclined my mind against the payment of 
money out of the Treasury, and so far as I have taken any part in the 
public service it has been in the direction of keeping money in the 











Will the gentleman permit a question? 


I approached the study of these questions with my prejudices | 
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to these plenipotentiaries and to the Government. Every argument 
made by my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], every argument made 
by the committee in their paper—not their report, but the paper filed 
with this bill—or any argument which can be made on this floor was 
as well known to these plenipotentiaries as it can be tous. We de- 
clared as between the United States and France as honest and just 
claims these were subsisting claims to be set off against claims made 
against us. Thereis no escape from the conclusion that our forefathers 
when they made the claims did it with knowledge of all the facts, and 
it is to be presumed they were honest in the claims; but whether ‘they 
were honest or not we are estopped on the simplest principle of law 
and equity from asserting that the claims which we said were just as 
against France were unjust, dishonest, invalid as against us when made 
by our own citizens. 

We can not after November, 1800, the day on which we agreed*with 
France that these subsisting ‘claims should be postponed for adjust- 
ment, turn upon our own citizens and deciare that prior to that day 
they were invalid, dishonest, or unjust. The alleged war had been 
ended; the transactions were of the past; we gave these claims our in- 
dorsement; we sanctified them with our imprimatur. So that the sec- 
ond fact in this chain of facts i is that these claims by our averment were 
subsisting claims subsequently to every alleged fact produced on this 
floor to show that they are invalid. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask a question? 

Mr. LONG. I would remind the gentleman from Minnesota that 
the time of the gentleman from Kentucky is quite limited. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If it does not interrupt the course of 
his argument 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itis altogether a question of 
time; but if the gentleman desires to ask a question, although I may 
not answer it immediately, I will endeavor to do so in the course of 
the argument as I proceed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do you mean tosay that our Govern- 
ment ever admitted that these were valid claims as you now present 
them, to wit, as claims against this Government? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will do me 
the favor to observe the course of my argument, I will endeavor to give 
him an affirmative answer to his question further on. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And, further, do you mean to say as 
a lawyer or as an intelligent layman that because our Government 
suggested that France should settle claims—certain alleged claims of 
certain citizens—that therefore we are estopped from ascertaining the 
very truth of the allegations on which these claims are based ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will answer both questions 
of the gentleman as I proceed, or else I will fail altogether in my argu- 
ment, because that is distinctively what I propose to show. 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, the first fact admitted is that we averred that 
these were good claims against France; second, that on the 30th day of 
November, 1800, we declared that they’ were subsisting claims, to which 





‘Treasury, except for the payment of the public debt, while seeking to | we adhered with such tenacity that, as we could not agree as to the 


reduce the future surplus in an entirely different way from the pay- 

ment of money. Therefore my prejudices in every form were eel 
the payment of this debt. My conclusion that it ought to be paid has 
been reached by the irresistible force of the facts in the case, and I de- 
sire tosubmit those facts, rather than any argument adduced from them, 
to this committee. 

These claims, in the judgment of the United States of America, whose 
Government we represent to-day, and in whose name we speak, were 
valid, honest, and just claims in the years 1798, 1799, and 1800. They 
were then just claims in our judgment, for being in a real sense a cor- 
poration the United States is immortal and the same to-day that it 
was then—these were claims which we believed were s0 just and so 
honest that their settlement was to be one of the points in the ultimata 
which our Government itself submitted to the French Governmnt. 
No change has come over those claims. They were then past transac- 
tions. No possible alteration of their validity, their justice, or their 
honesty could have occurred. As a matter of philosophy it is impos- 
sible for the nature of these claims to be different to-day from what 
they were when the President of the United States directed the pleni- 
potentiaries of the United States to submit, as one of the ultimata to 
the French Government, the settlement of these just, these honest, and 
these valid claims, 

What has occurred to justify gentlemen in repudiating, not the claims, 
but our judgment that they were honest? Nothing in the claims has 
changed. So we start with the admitted fact that in 1799 and 1800 
the Government of the United States made as one of its ultimata to the 
French Government the adjustment of these claims. 

The next fact about which there is no dispute is, those plenipoten- 
tiaries, unable to agree with the French Government about these claims, 
put into the convention of November, 1800, as its second article, an 
agreement that the adjustment of these claims, together with the ad- 
justment of the claims which the French Government used as a set-off 
to these, were to be postponed. So on that day the plenipotentiaries 
of the United States, in the name of the United States, declared these 
were subsisting claims. 

Now, mind you, all we could know of a pre-existing war was known 


cr 


| oatene of France, we postponed the day of their settlement and adjust- 
ment. That is the second fact. 

Now, as to the conclusions—and I do not want to be diverted from 
this line of thought until I have put in some further facts; but I think 
when I have done so that ne honest man, be he a lawyer or a layman, 
will differ with me in the conclusions I shall draw from the several ad- 
mitted facts in the case—that they justify the payment of the claims, 
if they do not absolutely demand their payment. 

The third fact is that the convention was submitted to the Senate of 
the United States, the treaty-making power of the Government, and 
the second article,agreeing that the adjustment of the conflicting claims 
should be postponed, was stricken out and the new clause inserted lim- 
iting the convention to eight years. 

The fourth fact is that the treaty thus amended, being a new one, was 
ratified by the Government of France, not as stated in what I will not 
charge isa disingenuous manner by the report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, as an explanatory note by Napoleon, but as the act of the 
French Government itself ; and that convention was ratified upon the 
condition and with the understanding that this new convention made 
by the Senate of the United States by the expunging of the second arti- 
cle and the insertion of the limit of eight years should be the renun- 
ciation of all mutual and conflicting claims of the two parties. This 
was the distinct condition of the ratification by the French Govern- 
ment. That act of ratification including, as it did, a new term, to wit, 
the distinct renunciation of all conflicting claims, had to be submitted 
by our President to the Senate, and was by it accepted. The mode of 
acceptance is not essential; the fact of acceptance is proven by the pro- 
mulgation of the treaty with that ratifying clause. 

Now, what is the connecting fact that links these four facts together 
to raise a liability on the part of the American Government to its own 
citizens? These claims, which were first averred by us to be just; 
which were, secondly, averred to be existing and subsisting claims in 
November, 1800; which were, thirdly, agreed by us to be the price we 
gave for peace from the claims set up by France, were claims which 
citizens of the United States held against the sovereignty of France 
for outrages committed upon the high seas, and uncollectible save 
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through our sovereign authority; claims which our citizens had 
put into the hands of the Government of the United States to collect, 
and were in the hands of the United States as a part of what it was 
negotiating about. 

Against the United States, and not against these citizens, the Gov- 
ernment of France had claims growing out of the treaty of 1778, which 
claims were important and of great value, or of great harm, it might 
be, to us, according to the mode of settlement. 
claims which we averred were honest, which we claimed were sub- 
sisting, to purchase our release from the claims of the French Govern- 
ment. 
for collection certain claims of its citizens, surrendered them for the 
release of certain claims held by the French Government against the 
United States. We did it by virtue of the sovereignty resting in the 
American Government holding the claims for the benetit of its own 
citizens. We did it receiving compensation for the act. We did re- 
ceive that compensation; and now I submit, under these circumstances, 
what is the just and fair liability of this Government who has thus 
acted towards its own citizens? 

Mr. Chairman, I have not argued this question with any of the 
technical language used by the lawyer, nor have I gone into the mi- 
nutiz of the developments of these historical facts. I have simply 
tried to look at it from the standpoint of the Government itself. I 
represent the Government. The citizen comes to me with his claim 
saying, ‘‘I put this into your hands, a claim which I can not collect; 
you represent the Government and can collect it.’? I accept that 
claim; butin place of collecting the claim for the benefit of the citizen, 
I take his claim and use it for the purpose of purchasing peace at a 
time subsequent to all the things which might have taken life and 
validity out of it. 

This citizen now asks, ‘‘ What will you do now that you have pur- 
chased your peace with my claim in a controversy in which the Gov- 
ernment was interested with a foreign nation?’’ What answer should 
the Government of the United States make to the citizen whose claim 
had been used in that manner. Hesays: ‘‘ The committee in 1802 re- 
ported in my favor, and that report was not excepted to—the report 
made by Mr. Giles, who said it was understood between the French 
Government and our envoy at that time that that was the result of the 
treaty, the one claim extinguishing the other.’ 

In 1807 Mr. Marion, of South Carolina, reported in favor of these 
claims, and I quote that report: 

The committee to whom was referred the memorial of sundry merchants re- 
siding in Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, complaining of spoliations 
committed on their lawful commerce by the cruisers and other armed vessels of 
France during the late European war, and praying compensation therefor, re- 
port: s . 

That during the first session of the Seventh Congress memorials were pre- 
sented to this Hlouse by the present memorialists and from the merchants in 
most of the commercial towns in the United States complaining of the spolia- 
tions and depredations which their lawful commerce in the late European war 
had sustained from the French armed vessels, and praying for compensation 
from this Government. These memorials were referred to a select committee, 
who on 22d April, 1802, made a long and full report of the public acts of the 
French Republic, and of this Government, and of the facts reiative to this case, 
to which report your committee beg leave to refer, and requ st that it may be 
taken and considered as part of their present report. 

‘** From a mature consideration of the subject, and from the best judgment your 
committee have been able to form on the case, they are of opinion that this Gov- 
ernment, by expunging the second article of our convention with France of the 
30th September, 1800, became bound to indemnify the memorialists for those just 
claims which they otherwise would rightfully have had on the Government of 
France for the spoliations committed on their commerce by the illegal captures 
made by the cruisers and other armed vessels of that power in violation of the 
law of nations and in breach of treaties then existing between the two nations; 
which claims they were, vy the rejection of the said article of the convention, 
forever barred from preferring to the Government of France for compensation.”’ 


In 1826, as Secretary of State, Henry Clay submitted the history of | 


the case, substantially confirming all the claims, to the Congress of the 
United States. 


A short but accurate general view of the history and character of these claims 
is presented in the report of the >ocretary of State, on the 20th of May, 1826, in 
compliance with a resolution o/ the Senate. Allow me, sir, to read the para- 
graphs: 

“The Secretary can hardly suppose it to have been the intention of there so- 
lutiorf to require the expression of an argumentative opinion as to the degree 
of responsibility to the American sufferers from French spoliations, which the 
convention of 1800 extinguished on the part of France, or devolved on the United 
States, the Senate itself being most competent to decide that question. Under 
this impression, he hopes that he will have sufficiently conformed to the pur- 
poses of the Senate by a brief statement, prepared in a hurried moment, of what 
he understands to be the question.” 

The second article of the convention of 1800 was in the following words: ‘‘ The 
ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to agree at present 
respecting the treaty of alliance of the 6th of February, 1778, the treaty of amity 
and commerce of the same date, and the convention of the Ith of November, 
1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties will nego- 
tiate further on these subjects at a convenient time; and, until they may have 
agreed upon these points, the said treaties and convention shall have no opera- 
tion, and the relations of the two countries shall be regulated as follows.” 

When that convention was laid before the Senate, it gave its consent and ad- 
Vice that it should be ratified, provided that the second article be expunged and 
that the following article be added or inserted: “It is agreed that the pres- 
ent convention shall be in force for the term of eight years from the time of 
the exchange of the ratifications.”” And it was accordingly so ratified by the 
President of the United States on the 18th day of February, 1‘01. On the 3ist of 
July of the same year it was ratified by Bonaparte, First Consul of the French 
Republic, who incorporated in the instrament of his ratification the following 
clause as part of it: ** The Government of the United States having added to its 


Now, we used these | 


In other words, the Government of the United States, holding 
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i ution t nt should be f for the spa of rs 
i iv < i t (rovernment « e ret t 
< sents a i i the al e with the add 
r g ms ei for the sj of eight years, and 
with the retrenchment of the second art P rhat by this retre 
tthe two states renounce the respective pretensions which are the object 
of the said art 
fhe French ratification being thus condit was nevertheless exchanged 
against that of the United States, at Paris, on t m st of July rhe Pres 
ident of the United States considering it me ss ‘ ga submit the conven- 
tion in this state tothe Senate, on the 19th dav of Dece ver. LAOL. it was resolved 
| by the Senate that they considered the said convention as fully ratified and re 
t ned it to the Pre nt for tl l prom tion It was accordingly pro- 
mulgated,and thereafter reg a valid and binding compact Che two 
contracting parties thus agre retre ent of s« 1 art i 
tually to renounce the respect ‘tens s Ww 1 were the f tha 
article rhe pretensions of the United States, to whi a sion is thus ‘ . 
arose out of the sp ke r 1a rity, in contravention 
of law and existing treaties Those of I sprung nthe treaty ofa 
| of the 6th of February, 1778, the treaty of i cx nerce of the same date 
and the convention of the l4th of Novem) Whatever obligations or i: 
demnities from these sources either party ght to demand were respect 
ively waived and abandoned, and the conside which induced one party to 
re ince his pretensions was that of renunciation by the other party of his pre- 
tensions 








| of private property within the spirit of the Constitution, and whether e« 


What was the value of the 





ligations and indemnities so reciprocally re- 





nounced can only be matter culation rhe amount of tl indemnities 
due to the citizens of the United States was very large; and on the other hand 
| the obligation was great (to specify no other French pretensions) under which 
| the United States were placed in the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance of 
the 6th of February, 1778, by which they were bound forever to guara rom 
that time the then possessions of the Crown of France in America,as well as 
those which it might acquire by the future treaty of peace with Great Britain, 
all these possessions havin: been, it is believed, conquered at or not after 





the exchange of the ratifications of the cor 
arms of Great Britain from France 





tion of September, 1800, by 


rhe fifth article of the amendment to the Constitution provides: ‘‘ Nor shall 
private property be taken for public use without just compensation.” If the 
demnities to which citizens of the United States were entitled for French spol 
ation prior to the 30th of September, 1800, have been appropriated to absolve the 





United States from the fulfillment of an obligation which they had contracted, 
or from the payment of indemnities which they had contracted, or from the 
payment of indemnities which they were bound to make to France, the Senate 
is most competent to determine how far such an appropriation is a public use 








uitable 
iderations do not require some compensation to be made to the claimants. 
Che Senate is also best able to estimate the probability which existed of an ulti- 
mate recovery from France of the amount due for those indem nities, if they had 
not been renounced, in making which estimates it will, no doubt, give just weight 
to the painful consideration that repeated and urgent appeals have been in vain 
made to the justice of France for satisfaction of flagrant wrongs committed upon 
property of other citizens of the United States subsequent to the period of the 
uth of September, 1800. 





In 1834, in debate in the Senate of the United States, Mr. Webster 
read this report which I now use; and I ask leave to read the follow- 
ing comment made by him upon it. We can not much err on such 


matter if we follow Clay and Webster: 





Before the interference of our Government with these claims, they constituted 
just demands against the Government of France rhey were not vague expec- 


tations of possible future indemnity for injuries received, too uncertain to be 
regarded as valuable or be esteemed property. They were just demands, and 
as such they were property. The courts of law took notice of them as prop- 
erty They were capable of being devised, of being distributed amon irs 
and next of kin, and of being transferred and assigned, like other legal and just 
debts, A claim or demand for a ship unjustly seized and confiscated i »p- 





erty as clearly as the ship itself. 
Itmay not be so valuable or so certain, but it is as clear a right, and has been 
uniformly so regarded by the courts of law The papers show that American 


| citizens had claims against the French Government for 615 vessels unlawfully 


| seized and confiscated. If this were so, itis difficult to see how the Govern- 


ment of the United States can release these claims for its own benefit with any 
more propriety than it could have applied the money to its own use if the 
French Government had been ready to make compensation in money for the 
property thus illegally seized and confiscated, or how the Government could 
appropriatedo itself the just claims which the owners of these 615 vessels held 
against the wrong-doers without making compensation any more than it could 
appropriate to itself without making compensation €15 ships which had not been 
seized. I do not mean to say that the rate of compensation should be the same 
in both eases; I do not mean to say that a claim for a ship is of as much value 
asaship; but I mean to say that both the one and the other are property, and 
that Government can not with justice deprive a man of either for its own ben- 
efit without making a fair compensation. 

It will be perceived at once, sir, that these claims do not rest on the ground of 
any neglect or omission on the part of the Government of the United States, in 
demanding satisfaction from France. That is not the ground. The Govern- 
ment of the United States in that respect performed its full duty. It remon- 
strated against these illegal seizures; it insisted on redress; it sent two special 
missions to France, charged expressly, among other duties, with the duty of de- 
manding indemnity. But France had her subjects of complaint, also, against 
the Government of the United States, which she pressed with equal earnestness 
and confidence, and which she would neither postpone nor relinquish except on 
the condition that the United States would postpone or relinquish these claims, 
And to meet this condition, and to restore harmony between the two nations, 
the United States did agree, first to postpone. and afterwards to relinquish, thes« 
claims of its own citizens. In other words, the Government of the United 








States bought off the claims of France against itself by discharging claims of 
our own citizens against France. 

rhis, sir, is the ground on which these citizens think they have aclaim for 
reasonable indemnity against theirown Government 

And now, sir, before proceeding to the disputed part of the case, permit me to 
state what is admitted. 

In the first place, then, it is universally admitted that these petitioners once 
had just claims against the Government of France on account of these illega 


captures and condemnations. 








In the next place, it is admitted that these claims no longer exist against 
France; that they have, in some way, been extinguished or released as to her 
and that she is forever discharged from all duty of p g or satis ng em, 


in whole or in vart 


These claimants have not slept on their claims, but have done allin 
their power. They have submitted proof, have protested against our 


injustice and delay,and we answer that this is an old claim and take 
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advantage of onr own wrong. Having delayed for three generations 
by our refusal to pay an honest debt, we now argue that we will 
not pay alter so long a lapse of time. That is, the more a creditor 


demands payment and the oftener the debtor refuses payment the | 


less is the creditor entitled to be paid and the more just and decent does 
the action of the refusing debtor become. No lawyer will seriously 
claim that these are ‘‘stale’’ claims. Ancient claims are not ‘‘ stale’’ 
claims. Laches—sleep—makesstaleness; to the ‘sleeping’’ equity o1 
law (aquilas vel jura) refuse aid. ‘* Vigilantibus, non dormientibus 
wquitas subvenit’’ is the true principle; and in the light of this recital 
these claimants have been vigilant from 1802 to this very day. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, If the United States acted as a trustee, 
it would not be a stale claim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam not going into that, be- 
cause it involves technical questions of trust. The ground I put it 
on is that the United States by virtue of its own action have swapped 
off these claims, not as trustee, but as a sovereign state with the power 
of eminent domain; it gave to itself the benefit of these claims, and 
the case stands substantially on the principle contained in the quota- 
tion in his report by the distinguished lawyer from Massachusetts, 
Mr. Collins, from the gteat case in 1796, which decided that a Brit- 
ish debt owed by a Virginia citizen, confiscated by the State of Vir- 
ginia, paid by the Virginia debtor to the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
could be yet recovered by the British creditor after the treaty of peace, 
that treaty having given to these British creditors the right to collect 
in spite of whatever impediment had existed to the collection of their 
debt. And the court laid down this principle, which is the principle 
upon which I base my conclusions on these claims: 

That Congress had the power to sacrifice the rights and interests of private 
citizens to secure the safety or prosperity to the public I have no doubt, but the 
immutable principles of justice, the public faith of the States that confiscated 
and received the Lritish debts, pledged to the debtors, and the rights of the 
debtors violated by the treaty, all combine to prove that ample compensation 
ought to be made to all the debtors who have been injured by the treaty for the 
benetit of the public. This principle is recognized by the Constitution, which 
declares ‘‘that private property shall not be taken for public use without just 
com pensation.”’ 

The principle, not the facts in that case is exactly on all fours with the 
principle in this case. The Government had the power to make that 
treaty with the French under the treaty-making power. 
words, for the safety of the Government and by virtue of itssovereignty, 
these claims were used to purchase a release from the French of their 
claims, and it is estopped—in answer to the question by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WrLson]—from saying that 
what it said to France was a lie; that what it stated in the convention 
was a diplomatic falsehood, and that these claims were invalid and 
not just claims. That is the true answer that the political department 
of every government ought to make to its own citizens who ask for re- 
dress under such circumstances, 

By the simplest principle of common fair dealing among men you 
would not permit a guardian to make such defense in a court of equity, 
and the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota, who has presided in 
a court of justice with ability, would not hear a defense where a guar- 
dian, with the claim of ward in his hand, went to a man and said to 
him, ‘‘ My ward has a debt against you.’”’ He says, ‘‘ It is not a just 
claim, but I have a claim against you;’’ and then the guardian says, 
‘*] will swap my ward’s debts for these claims, though I deny them.’’ 
I say there is no court that would allow the guardian afterwards to 
plead as against that ward that his were invalid claims against that 
debtor; that they were mere whetstones, chips, and shavings, and there- 
fore invalid; and as the guardian may be made to do right by the er- 
dict of the court, so the sovereign power can only be made to do right 
by its own sense of justice. The strong arm of the law, the sheriff or 
the marshal, can not enforce the claim of the private citizen against 
the Government, and therefore we ought to be the more generous, 
prompt, honest, and decorous in paying. 

Now, one other matter, for I will not take up time in trying to read 
documents which I shall ask leave of the committee to print with my 
remarks in the Recorp. It is said that these claims ought to go to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. It isa tempting plea. It 
has the sound of justice. Eighty-eight years have passed away; those 
who owned these debts are dead; their children are dead; another 
generation has come upon the scene, and now it is proposed that we 
shall send these claims to the Supreme Court for the first time in the 
history of our Government! Sixteen or more commissions have we 
appointed for matters connected with our diplomatic relations. I hold 
in my hand a table,which shows the mode adopted in all other mat- 
ters of this sort. In sixteen cases we appointed commissions to dis- 
tribute the money. But, say gentlemen, ‘‘ This is not the same sort 
of a case, because in those cases you got the money.’’ Indubitably 
there is a difference, but in whose favor is that difference? When the 
United States honestly goes ahead and collects my money am I to have 
a different rule in dealing with the United States from that which I 
should have when it goes ahead and does not collect my money in 
money, but does collectitinsafety? Whatin law and in justice is the 
difference between the two cases ? 

Why should I be put off with a different mode of settlement of a 
diplomatic and political matter when the payment received by the 
United States was in the safety that it obtained by its set-off claim 
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from that which should govern where it got its payment in so many 
ducats paid down? This question does not belong to the judicial de- 
partment of the Government. Distinguished gentlemen have argued 
that it does, and that these claims should be sent to the Supreme Court 
for determination, but when you analyze their arguments the essence 
of them plainly is that this Congress is an imbecile body, that itis in- 
capable of performing the duties put upon it by the Constitution. We 
are the political branch of the Government. It is our business to as- 
certain what wrong the political branch of the Government has done 
and what reparation is possible or proper tor the occasion. That is not 
a judicial question. It does not belong under the Constitution to the 
courts of this country. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, there is no 
difliculty about this case. Able gentlemen may find difliculties, be- 
cause able gentlemen can make mice tracks seem as if elephants had 
walked there, and, by the power of intellectual microscopes, can make 
mole-hills seem mountains. But, sir, this is as simple a case as was 
ever tried before a justice of the peace, and there would be no difficulty 
about it if one of the parties was not a sovereign power, but a citizen. 
There is no difliculty about the case and there is no reason for delay. 
We have not done what is proposed here in any of these other cases. We 
have not sent them to the Supreme Court, and if we were tosend these 
cases there at all it ought to have been done years ago. 

One other thought, Mr. Chairman. Do we stand in the same atti- 
tude as preceding Congresses to this question? I may be mistaken in 
all that I have said. I may err, but if I do I err in glorious company. 
lerrin company with the committee of the first Congress that assembled 
after this question arose, the Congress of 1802; I err with the commit- 
tee of the Congress of 1807; I err with Clay and Webster and John 
Marshall, with Everett and Cushing and Sumner; I err with the great 
lawyers whose names adorn the history of the bar, and the great states- 
men whose names are the gems that we carry in our coronet of civic 
glory. ButsupposeI doerr? There had been a contention of eighty- 
five years’ duration, and now these claimants came and said, let us set- 
tle this matter. 

The committee of the Forty-eighth Congress which considered this 
question under the leadership of its eminent men, said: 

In the opinion of the committee the gravity of the case and the ends of justice 
alike demand a settlement of this vexed question where it can be dispassion- 
ately heard and impartially considered. 

‘* Where it can be dispassionately heard and impartially considered.”’ 
It has been dispassionately heard; it has been dispassionately and im- 
partially considered. The old contention for which members of Con- 
gress for eighty-five years have fonght in both Houses, which has been 
vetoed by Presidents, which has divided committees—that contention 
has been heard and considered by five gentlemen of ample learning, 
with large research and erudition, and after great debate those five gen- 
tlemen, not with any divided or dissenting voice, but unanimously have 
decided that these old reports by Giles, of Virginia; by Marion, of South 
Carolina; by Clay, of Kentucky; by Webster, of Massachusetts; by Clay- 
ton, of Delaware; by Cushing, and others—that these old reports as to 
what we owe to these claimants are just, and properly express what this 
Government ought todo. We stand here to-day, after having delib- 
erately submitted this vexed contention to five impartial gentlemen, 
clothed with the judicial ermine, and, after they have dispassionately 
heard and dispassionately considered it, now when the grandchildren 
and great grandchildren of those whose claims were used to buy our 
peace come and plead not only all that I have pleaded, but, in addition, 
this judgment of this impartial, dispassionate tribunal, we turn them 
away with the technical plea that there was a war; a warof which there 
was no declaration and which ended with no treaty of peace; a war 
which closed no tribunals, a war in which no soldiers won glory and 
in which there were no victories on either side, or with some pretense 
as groundless and unsubstantial; or the tribunal mutually selected hav- 
ing decided for the claimants, we insist on another hearing before an- 
other tribunal. No, Mr. Chairman, let us not shirk our representative 
duty; here and now let us settle these claims and take on ourselves the 
responsibility therefor. 

Here is the history of eighty-five years of vexed dispute, with the 
final adjudication of an unimpassioned and impartial tribunal. And 
we are asked, after all this, to refuse to pay what have been thus de- 
liberately and impartially decided to be honest claims. 

Mr. Chairman, having undertaken to study thissubject and to go to 
the bottom of it so far as I could, having commenced at the very be- 
ginning, and traced it through these old and musty documents down 
to the very papers of to-day, I can not see how I, with a good con- 
science, representing the Government of the United States, whose acts 
are thus traced in this history, can say that those ancestors of ours lied 
when they said these were good claims against France; I can not see 
how I could pronounce them dishonest when they said these were sub- 
sisting claims in 1800, or how I could declare that this fair and impar- 
tial tribunal, in coming to its conclusion to-day, was either mistaken 
or imbecile. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman desire further time ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Only a moment or two. 

Mr. LONG. Go on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have but a 
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Table of treaties between the United States and foreign countries for the settlement of claims—Continued. 


Countries, Date. Purpose. How settled. Amounts. 
France ..................| April30,1803 | For the payment of debts due by France to American citizens.....................| By three commissioners. | 20,000,000 livres re- 
| No appeal. | served by treaty. 
| | _ $3,738, 268. 98 paid. 
Great Britain........ July 12, 1822 For the payment by Great Britain for slaves and other property removed | By two commissioners, | $1, 204, 960. 
| irom places surrendered under treaty of Ghent. who, in case of disagree- | 
ment, were to select a | 
| third, and the decisions | 
of the commissioners or 
a majority of them to be | 
final and conclusive. No | 
appeal. 
Spain (Florida | Feb. 22, 1819! For the payment of French spoliation claims prior to July 31, 1801, which | Five commissioners; the | $5,000,000 reserved 
treaty). | were condemned in Spanish ports. | award ofamajority tobe | by treaty. $4, 997,- 
final. No appeal. 572. 69 paid. 
France | July 4,1831, For all reclamations of American citizens after July 31, 1801, for unlawful | By three commissioners. | France paid the 


property. 
Denmark ..| Mar. 28, 1830 


citizens) vessels, cargoes, or property. 


The Two Sicilies....| Oct. 14,1832 


Great Britain.........| Feb. 2, 1853 
- treaty of Ghent, December I, 1814. 
Great Britain. July 1, 1863 

Bay and Puget Sound Companies. 


Venezuela.............) Apr. 25, 1866 


seizures, captures, detentions, and destruction of vessels, cargoes, or other 


Forseizures, detentions, condemnations, or confiscations of their (American 


To satisfy reclamations for depredations, sequestrations, confiscations, and 
destruction of vessels and cargoes of American merchants. 

To examine and decide, according to justice and equity, all claims of citi- 
zens and subjects of both countries upon the other, arising after the 


For settlement of all questions between the United States and the Hudson 


For adjustment of claims of corporations, companies, and individuals, citi- By two 
zens of the United States, upon the Governmeut of Venezuela, 


No appeal. United States $5,000,- 


000, 
By a board of commission- | 650,000 Spanish dol- 
ers appointed by the lars. 


President. 4 S.L., 446. 
No appeal. 

By three commissioners, 
43S. L., 666. No appeal. 

3y acommission. No ap- 
peal. 108. L., 988. | 


2,115,000 ducats were 
paid. 


$606, 837. 04. 


By acomm'ssion, No ap- | $650,000 were awarded 
peal. R.S8.D.C., pp. 346- | and paid. 
3A7. 


commissioners | $1, 253, 310. 30. 
and an umpire. No ap- | 
peal. R.S. D.C., 807, 803, | 

By twocommissionersand | $4, 276, 120.61. 
an umpire. No appeal. | 


By two commissioners and | 271,971.15 soles, 


TE 55 ins ecnabdas July 4,1868 To examine and decide, according to public law, justice, and equity, all 
claims of citizens of either Republic upon the other for injuries to their 
persons or property by the authorities of the other after February 2,{1848. 
SN cietanliates etic ais Dec. 4,1868 For the adjustment of claims of citizens of either country upon the gov- 


5 ernment of the other. 
OT ciiccsininiusevnsveie’ Feb. 12, 1871 


Cuba. 
Great Britain (Ala- May 8, 1871 


bama treaty). can citizens, 


PERIED siccscssosntens | Jan, 15, 1880 


Mr. BURNES. 
bama [Mr. Cons]. 

Mr. COBB. 
torical. They rest on the occurrences of the past century. 
in their flight have borne to the silent land the original claimants; the 
claims are immortal. They are with us to-day, and are pressed on our 
attention with a vigor, and even intemperance of language, indicative 
of their possessing the peculiar youthful essense effective to inspire im- 
aginative fervor if not calm and convincing argument. Gentlemen 
learned and scholarly, impatient of contradiction, and carried along 
by ardent enthusiasm of advocacy, would have the people’s representa- 
tives vote away thirty millions of the people’s money, or be consigned 
to the limbo of repudiators and defaulting trustees. 

The alternative is a hard one. The American people are manifest- 
ing, day by day, strong and still stronger condemnation of the gov- 
ernmental policy, which takes of their scant earnings millions of money 
not needed for governmental purposes, to be wasted inextravagant, and 
dangerous expenditure; and yet the mortgage—oppressed farmer, the 
wage-workers, the patient toiling masses must bend to their burdens, 
with never a word of remonstrance, while schemes for appropriations 
are devised resting on no juster foundation than sentiment. If one of 
their representatives presumes to raise his voice in protest, he is 
scowled at as unappreciative of the nation’s honor. Regardless of the 
reproach threatened to all who oppose the pending measure, I purpose 
to make such analysis of it as I may be able, and, following the line of 
logical reasoning, to abide the conclusion to which it leads me. 

I propose to sustain the following propositions of law and fact: 

1. War between two independent states, followed by atreaty of peace, 
extinguishes all claims and demands of each of the states against the 
other, or of the citizens of each state against the other state, which pro- 
duced the war, or which grew out of or were involved in it, the pay- 
ment for which are not arranged in the treaty. 

2. A condition of war existed between France and the United States, 
produced by certain trespasses of the French Government on the per- 
sons and property of the citizens of the United States, from which tres- 
passes the claims under consideration originated. Hence, these claims 
were involved in the war. 

3. Pending this war a treaty, in all essentials a treaty of peace, was 
concluded between the two contending powers, and in this treaty no 
provision was made for payment of these claims, either directly or in- 
directly. In this proposition a denial is intended that the United 


I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 


States assumed, in any way, the payment of the claims. 


Mr. Chairman, the ‘‘ Frenchspoliation claims”? are his- | 
The years | 


For settlement of certain claims of citizens of the United States on account 
of wrongs and injuries committed by authorities of Spain in the Island of 


For claims arising from the acts of certain cruisers on property of Ameri- | By act of June 3, 1876, a 


For the settlement of certain claims of the citizens of either country against By three commissioners 
the other growing out of war and insurrection. 


| 


an umpire. No appeal. | 
By two arbitrators and an | 
umpire. No appeal. 


$1, 293, 450. 55. 


$15,500,000 was paid 


court of five judges was by Great Britain. 


| established. By act of 

| June 5, 1882, a court of | 

| three judges was estab- | 

lished. No appeal in 

| either case. 

$639, 225. 49, 
the decision of two to be 

final. No appeal. 


If these propositions are established, it follows that the claims in 
controversy under the provisions of the pending bill, have no substan- 
tial existence. In advancing the argument based on the propositions, 
I do not admit that, if it fails, the claims are just against the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

On the contrary, I hope to reach the conclusion of their invalidity 
from another and different course of reasoning; or to be more accurate 
in statement, [ propose to urge that, conceding the non-existence of war 
between the Governments of the United States and France, the evi- 
dence is wanting to show a transfer to the United States of the obliga- 
tion to pay them. 

The first proposition asserted is so well recognized by writers on inter- 
national law that argument or citation of authority to establish it is 
not necessary; especially in view of the fact that in the discussion of 
the merits of the claims from time to time, through three-quarters of 
a century, it has not been seriously disputed. I make a single quota- 
tion from Wheaton: 

The peace extinguishes all claim for damages done in war, or arising from the 
operations of war. 

In presenting the second proposition it is to be observed there is no 
pretense that between the two countries the status existed called by 
publicists perfect or solemn war; but that there was public war, al- 
though of the imperfect kind, can be abundantly shown. The causes 
which led to war need only to be slightly adverted to. They are mat- 
ters of history not essential to my argument. I am more directly 
concerned with the facts which made the hostilities between the coun- 
tries, when tested by legal rules, a condition of war. Suffice it to say, 
the French Government assumed the prerogative of interfering with 
American commerce on the high seas, of seizing and condemning 
American vessels and other property of American citizens. 

Remonstrance, oft repeated, proving of no avail, the Congress of the 
United States authorized sterner measures. By several acts, authority 
was given to issue letters of marque and reprisal; merchant vessels were 
permitted to arm and to resist by force any attempt to search them, 
and to recapture any vessel seized by the French. Our naval force 
was increased and sent to the protection of our mercantile marine, with 
instruction to drive French cruisers from our coast and to attack them 
wherever found. Finally was passed the act of July 7, 1798, annull- 
ing existing treaties with France. Prior to this last-mentioned date 
France had violated these treaties by the enactment and enforcement 
of laws inconsistent with their provisions. 

One of these laws; enacted in January, 1798, which— 











RE OPS AA ARLE RS 














s ect t tipture and cond I \ s i t goes 
any oortion oft uiter was of | i the ht ent! 
pre rty | iged to trals 

was characterized by President Adams, in his opening address to Con- 
gress in Decemb« 1798, as an unequivocal act of war. Thus it was 


that collisions and conflicts between the vessels of the two countries, 
from which these claims originated, became of constant occurrence. In 
’ the Navy of the United States, Cooper repeatedly speaks 
of the relations of France and the United States, during the period 


trom 1793 to 1800, as a condition of war and of the French as ** the 
enemy.”’ 





He says— 


In the whole, eighty prizes were taken and brought into American ports 

Sixty-eight were condemned and sold Tine loss of American shipping 

in this war was considerable, but fewer vessels were taken in proportior fter 

hostilities had commenced on the side of this country than had previously 

been seized. 
* * * * * * 

In the war with France very few privateers went to sea, that country having 
little trade to suffer by such enterprises, though scarcely a merchantman sailed 
without an armament and a crew atleast double that she would have carried in 
a time of peace. 

~* a . s * i 

The enemy was very active, a fact that is proved by the circumstance that 
more French privateers were taken and destroyed by the vessels of the Amer 
can Navy alone, in the West Indies, than the country sent cruisers to sea at any 
period of the war. 

o w . ~ * * * 

This war, like every maritime contest in which America has been engaged 
With any civilized nation, was also distinguished by many obstinate actions 
between letters of marque and cruisers of the enemy. 

These quotations could be multiplied, but enough to show that there 
is a history having ‘‘ a chapter on the war with France,’’ a fact called 
in question by the gentleman from Massachusetts. I remark, in pass 
ing, that the ‘‘school-boy’’ of the gentleman from Maryland might 
change his opinion if he would consult the best naval history of this | 
country extant. 

Here, then, was a condition of things not usual, tosay the least, ina 
state of peace; merchantmen armed, carrying double crews, and com- 
missioned to do hostile acts; letters of marque granted; battles fought 
that gave imperishable renown to such captainsas Bainbridge and Stew- | 
art and Truxtun and Hull and Decatur, and to our infant Navy; men 
captured and exchanged; prizes seized and regularly condemned in prize 
courts; salvage for the retaking of vessels from the French, as the enemy 
of the United States, allowed by our own Supreme Court—surely this 
must have been war. 

In this connection I read the following extract from a decision of the | 
Supreme Court of the United States, delivered pending the hostilities— 
others might be given: 

Now, if this be the true definition of war let us see what was the situation of the | 
United States in relation to France. In March, 1799, Congress had raised an 
army, stopped all intercourse with France, dissolved our treaty, built and | 
equipped ships of war, and commissioned private armed ships, enjoining the | 
former and authorizing the latterto defend themselves against the armed ships | 
of France, to attack them on the high seas, to subdue and take them as priz 
and recapture armed vessels found in their possession. Here, then, let me ask 
what were the technical characters of an American and French armed vessel, 
combatting on the high seas with a view the one to subdue the other, and to 
make prize of his property? They certainly were not friends, because thers 
was a contention by force, nor were they private enemies, because the conten 
tion was external,and authorized by the legitimate authority of the two gov 
ernments. If they were not enemies I know not what constitutes an enemy 

* * What then is the evidence of the legislative will? In fact and in law 
we are at war. 

Is it necessary for me to say that war may exist without formal dec 
laration ? 

It is certain 





Says Wharton— 
that a condition of war can be raised without an authoritative declaration of 
war, and, on the other hand, the situation of peace may be restored * * 
without a treaty of peace being made. History is full of such occurrences 

The United States may be engaged in war. and have all the rights of a bel- 
ligerent, without any declaration by Congress. 

Such a war is of the imperfect kind, but in this kind of war the con- 
sequences, so far as they concern the matters involved and the claims 
arising, are the same as in solemn war. 

In this condition of affairs between the United States and France a 
convention between them was had to adjust existing difficulties. 

It is true that the ministers plenipotentiary, sent by the United States 
to that convention, were instructed to insist, and they did insist, on 
payment of damages by France by way of indemnity to the citizens of | 
the United States who had suffered losses by reason of French spoli- | 
ations. 

This fact, and the further fact that, when the ministers of the respect- 
ive parties to the convention agreed on and signed articles of treaty, 
they inserted therein a provision that certain matters of contention— 
including the claims now under consideration—should be deferred to | 
‘‘a more convenient season,’’ are seized on by the advocates of the va- | 
lidity of the claims to prove that they were not extinguished by war. | 
Says the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona]: 

Could they offset claims unless they existed? Could anything be more su- 
premely absurd than to argue that after difficulties, whether amounting to war | 
or lawsuit or negotiation, between two nations or two individuals have come to 
n settlement, the very claims existing between them and for the future negotia- | 
tion of which that settlement distinctly provided, have been extinguished? In | 


other words, that to provide for the future settlement of claims is to admit that 
no claims exist? It is a reductio ad absurdum. 
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treaties recognized with all their binding obligations. It would as 
little suit the United States, because the recognition of war would 
completely destroy the validity of many claims which she desired to 
urge against 'rance. If gentlemen would give consideration to these 
views—and if they are not sound I have failed, after most diligent 
efiort, to read correctly the history of the times—they would be less 
inclined to rest their arguments on the pretensions of the acute dip- 
lomatists who assembled at Paris in the year 1800. 


I turn now to the history of this diplomatic ‘‘ passage at arms”’ be- | 
} cause nor the object. 


tween these distinguished ministers, and out of their own mouths | 


propose to establish the correctness of the views just presented, and to | 


further show that each party, after steady but patient and cautious re- 


sistance to the pretensions of the other and insistance on their own, be- 
came at last convinced that their interests and purposes were irrecon- 
cilable; and that, when soconvineed, each charged the other with having 
carried on war in violation of solemn treaty stipulations. In the prose- 


cution of this examination it will appear that at no time did France 
acknowledge an obligation to pay indemnity to American citizens for 
spoliations; and that at no time did the United States recognize an 
obligation to pay damages for the violation of the treaties of 1778. 
Francelasserted, as an offer, that she would pay indemnity, if the United 
States would acknowledge the treaties to have been of uninterrupted 
binding force and still subsisting. 

Indemnities with the treaties was her persistent demand; or a new 
treaty-——a treaty of peace—without indemnity. The United States, in 
the spirit of offer, proposed to pay a certain sum because of the 
pretension by France that she had violated the treaties, provided other 
objects, highly desirable to her, could be secured. It ison this unsub- 
stantial foundation that the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Lona ] 
asserts: 


ive 


France gave us, I undertake to say, an ample quid pro quo. We had already 
offered 8,000,000 frances for what she gave us, and she had refused it. 

No such offer was made to France unconnected with other proposi- 
tions, which if accepted, would have given us advantages, in them- 
selves an ample quid pro quo for the expenditure proposed. 

France never refused the offer of 8,000,000 frances, uniess the failure 
of the contracting parties to agree on the terms involving their pay- 
ment, constitutes such refusal. I will endeavor to establish these asser- 
tions further on. 

On the 2d April, 180, the ministers of France and the United States 
met and exchanged their respective commissions, and thenceforward 
the negotiations proceeded, with interruptions, until the 30th day of 
September, at which date the convention was signed. 

At the beginning of negotiations our ministers proposed— 

1. The adjustment of equitable claims of the— 
citizens of either nation upon the other, whether founded on contract, treaty ,or 
the law of nations, . 
The negotiation of a new treaty. 

Not a word was said in this opening proposition about claims of the 
one nation against the other, growing out of violation of treaties, for 
the reason, clearly, that our ministers did not believe such claims had 
rightful existence. The answer by the French ministers to this propo- 
sition was to the effect that their view was, the course of negotiation 
should be, 

1. The 
valuation and indemnification of those injuries for which the two nations re- 
spectively may have demands against each other, whether these demands are 
founded on national injuries or individual claims. 

2. The exection of the treaties of friendship and commerce now existing be- 
tween the two nations.and the accomplishment of those views of reciprocal ad- 
vantage which first dictated them. 

What can be clearer than this as evincing the differencesof the views 
and purposes of the two contracting parties ? 

Cn the part of the United States the purpose was, settlement for in- 
juries to citizens and the formation of a new treaty; on the part of 
i‘rance, settlement for injuries of one nation against the other and the 
recognition of the existence of the old treaties, and thedevising of means 
to insure their enforcement so as to secure to each nation the ‘‘ recip- 
rocal advantages which first dictated them.’’ The objects held by both 
parties led them away from the recognition of war. Immediately fol- 
Jowing this first interchange of views by the ministers, the French, 
‘to prevent the interruption of negotiation,’’ demanded assurance that 
the United States Government— 

Will terminate without delay the hostile condition which it now maintains in 
relation to France. 

The French are informed, in answer to this demand, that such as- 
surances can not be given otherwise than by incorporating them ina 
treaty. 

Cease your hostilities, urge the French, because by them you are 
violating existing treaties. The hostilities are defensive on our part, 


» 


and are violative of no existing treaty, reply the Americans, because 
there is no treaty. 

Further to show the divergence in the views of the parties as to the 
existence of the old treaties, and their determination respectively to 
maintain the attitudes assumed, I call attention to the correspondence 
in regard to the selection of arbitrators. 
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The American ministers proposed arbitration, and laid down the basis 
on which the arbitrators were to proceed in the liquidation of damages. 


They shall decide the claims e existing prior to the 7th July, 1798, ac- 


| cording to the treaties and consular convention then existing between France 


and the United States, 
and claims arising subsequent to that date, according to the law of na- 
tions. 

In reply to this proposition the French ministers say they have— 
neither the 


been struck with an interpretation of which they can conceive 


And after quoting the terms on which it was proposed the arbitration 
should proceed, continue: 

rhe ministers of the French Republic are not aware of any reason which can 
authorize a distinction between the time prior to 7th of July, 1798, and the time 
subsequent to that date, in order to apply the stipalations of treaties to the 
damages which have arisen during the first period, and only the principles of 
the laws of nations t occurred during the second, 

The proposition of the Americans rested on the acknowledgment that, 
the old treaties had been repealed by the act of Congress of the date 
mentioned. This acknowledgment the French would not make. To 
follow the course of these negotiations, step by step, would be more 
tedious than is at present permissible. The purposes of the two gov- 
ernments, as heretofore stated in my argument, are too clearly shown 
through the whole of the contention to admit of doubt; and the rea- 
sons operating to induce both parties to avoid the recognition of a 
state of war are equally apparent. 

Time and time again the French ministers insist on the recognition 
of the old treaties and the enforcement of their terms; with equal firm- 
ness and pertinacity the Americans resist and refuse this demand. 

Thus it was that the negotiations were interrupted, and the inter- 
ruption threatened to become final. 

‘That the Americans desired to secure a new treaty and at the same 
time to provide for payment of indemnities is shown, fur as 
they say— 
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unless the indemnities were secured by son 


it was clearly perceived that 
» they would be forever 


ineans under the present negotiatio: t. 

This statement is significant, not only as showing why the Ameri- 
cans would avoid the recognition of a state of war, but as explaining 
the inducement to a slight modification of their propositions in order 
to avoid the failure of their mission. 

It now became necessary to decide whether the neg« 
off or the instructions departed from; whether the treaties 
the indemnities sacrificed. 

Such is their language. Ifthe treaties were revived by the admis- 
sion desired, and pressed by the French, that their operation had not 
been interrupted, either by the existing difficulties or the act of Con- 
gress, then the recognition of claim for indemnities might be secured. 

If the view was adhered to that the treaties had been abrogated, 
then no such claim would lie, either because they had been extin- 
guished by war, sufficient in effect for that purpose, or because the 
French would refuse to recognize them, and a resort to solemn war 
would not be justified in their enforcement. 

Such was the attitude of affairs; but I have shown that the restora- 
tion of the treaties without change was to be strenuously avoided. 

About the Ist of September began a modification of terms, urged up 
to this time by the parties respectively. 

The French now propose— 

a commission to regulate indemnities due by each of the two nations to the 
citizens of the other— 

And— 
the indemnities found due by France to the citizens of the United States shall 
be discharged by the United States— 

And as an equivalent France— 
makes an abandonment of the exclusive privileges— 

Resulting to her from the old treaties. 

At the time this proposition was made the French ministers assure 
the Americans that they— 
have never intended to pay indemnities unless France is restored to her priv- 
ilewes under the old treaties, 

This proposition that the United States assume the payment of in- 
demnities to her citizens, the American ministers assure the French 
is ‘‘ altogether inadmissible.’’ Here we have'a positive negative of the 
idea that the payment of indemnities to citizens of the United States 
would be assumed by our Government. At this point of the negotia- 
tion occurs what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] calls 
an offer on our part to pay 8,000,000 francs for damages resulting to 
France from the violation of the old treaties. 

I have asserted that no such unconditional offer was made. Here 
is the proof. It is to be found in the ‘‘ Annals of Congress,’’ on page 
1182 and pages following. 

On the 11th August the French had submitted propositions, first 
for recognition of old treaties; if that was refused, then they indicate 
a willingness to treat with reference to their abrogation. But they 
say in this connection: 


Whilst, however, the ministers of France acquiesce in the nullity of the trea- 
ties, they can not conceal from themselves that the act of the United States by 
which their abrogation has been declared, has been an uneauivocal provoca- 
tion to war; that the hostile acts by which this provocation has been followed, 
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of the old treaties as a condition precedent to recognition of ind 
nities to American citizens; or a modification of the old treaties with 
recognition of her right to damages for their violation by the Uni 
States and indemnities, or a new treaty without indemnitie 


United States insisted on a new treaty with full indemnities to 
citizens; or the old treaties with their most burdensome provision 
be eliminated by a small sum of money to be paid to France in 
sideration of her consent to relinquish them, and indemnities. 
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but that ‘‘ by this retrenchment’’—by the act of the Senate in annul- 
ling the second article—‘‘ the two states renounce,’’ etc. 

Had the purpose been to clearly provide in the treaty for mutual re- 
nunciation, is it not likely that the form of the proviso would have been 
to the effect that, the two parties do now, by this convention, renounce 
their respective claims? 

Strange, indeed, that, in an instrument so solemn, a change of such 
urave character as the one it is contended was effected, should be at- 
tempted in a manner so careless and ambiguous. It must not be for- 
gotten that six months of patient and weary endeavor to adjust the re- 
spective pretensions, alluded to in the proviso, had been consumed in 
vain by the ministers; that, considering the temper and views of the 
two parties, future consideration of the matters waived was scarcely to 
be expected; that, in a word, the second article as agreed on by the 
ministers was well-nigh meaningless. 

It can not be, Mr. Chairman, that Napoleon had other thought in 
annexing the proviso to the treaty, than to craftily take advantage o 
the situation to express again what he had already expressed through 
his ministers—a determination under no circumstances to pay the in- 
demnities claimed by the United States. 

He knew that, over and over again, his ministers had proposed in ef- 
fect to set off against each other the respective claims of the two coun: 
tries, and that this offer had been persistently refused by the United 
States, and that, as a consequence of such refusal, no article adjusting 
the claims could be inserted in the treaty. How, then, could he ex- 
pect toaccomplish in an indirect way what could not be done directly ? 
Doubtless the Senate of the United States fully understood the intent 
and object of the First Consul, as will be seen by consideration of its 
action when the treaty was a second time before them. 

Its action on the treaty when first presented was a distinct ratifica- 
tion. ‘‘Advice and consent’’ were given in form contemplated by the 
Constitution. Not so on the second reference. I have already read 
the resolution adopted when the treaty was a second time before the 
Senate; here is the first resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
curring therein), That they do consent and advise the ratification of the conven- 
tion between the French Republic and the United States of America made at 
Paris on the eighth Vendemaire, in the ninth year of the French Republic, 30th 
of September, A. D. 1800, 

Compare them and mark the difference in language; and can any one 
say this difference is without significance? 

The second, instead of being a ratification—a giving of present 
‘‘advice and consent’’—is a mere expression of opinion that the treaty 
had been ratified. Ratified when? At the time clearly when it was 
in solemn form signed by Napoleon. Had the treaty been in any re- 
spect changed in its meaning by the added proviso, what would have 
been the duty of the Senate? 

The President, by the terms of our Constitution, has power to 
make treaties, by and with the advice and consentof the Senate, and 
not otherwise. After a treaty has been ratified by the Senate, if it is 
changed in its meaning by the other contracting power, it becomes, to 
all intent and purpose, a different treaty, and can not be proclaimed, 
soas to become the ‘‘law of the land,’’ until duly ratified. This is 
too plain for argument. 

Hence, the duty of the Senate was to ratify the treaty when again 
considering it if it was found to be changed since the first ratification. 
In other words, the first ratification would, under such circumstances, 
have been anullity. The only treaty, then, that can be considered as 
having become the law of the land, is the treaty as it was when first 
before the Senate and duly ratified. Nor did the Senate accept the 
proviso as a construction of the treaty made by Napoleon, for Napoleon 
did not construe nor attempt to construe it. The proviso, as already 
shown, refers not to the treaty, but tosomething extraneous to it—the 
act of expunging the second article. 

The intention of the President, if it be conceded that he had such 
intention, to committhe United States to the payment of the claims by 
publishing the treaty, was entirely ineffectual for that purpose without 
the concurrent intention of the Senate. It can not be contended that 
the ratification of the treaty without the proviso, operated to charge 
the United States with the payment of any claims not mentioned in it. 
Here, then, we havea treaty, following a state of war, in which no provis- 
ion is made for thesettlement of claims growing outof and involved in the 
war. To urge that they were embraced in other articles of the treaty 
than the second, or that they were the subject of controversy in other 
conventions than the one we have been considering, is to negative the 
idea of their assumption by the Government. 

If Iam mistaken in all the inferences and conclusions I have en- 
deavored to draw from the facts stated; if it be conceded there was no 
extinguishment of the claims by war; if the proviso was duly ratified 
and became a part of the treaty, I still insist that a plain, common- 
sense reading and interpretation of the treaty, the proviso included, 
fail to disclose a liability assumed by the United States to its citizens. 
Read in the light, especially, of the diplomacy preceding its ratifica- 
tion, its meaning is that, negotiation having failed to adjust certain 
claims, their further consideration is abandoned. 

There is no element of contract—no release of claims in considera- 
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tion of the release of other claims. The language of the proviso will 
bear no such construction, as I think I have abundantly shown. 

Nothing less than an absolute promise to pay, for a consideration, or 
the appropriation of private property to public use in exercise of the 
right of eminent domain, which would raise a promise to pay by im- 
wag would impose a liability on our Government to pay these 
claims, 

It will hardly be contended—certainly not by close students of in- 
ternational law—that the mere failure of the Government to force France 
to the recognition and settlement of the demands of its citizens, was 
sufficient to charge it with their payment. The rule on this point is 
that, while it is the duty of a government to prevent, as far as it rea- 
sonably can, the infliction of damage on its citizens, and that it may 
become responsible to them for a neglect to use reasonable means of 
prevention, yet, when the damage is done, without the fault of the gov- 
ernment, it shall use its discretion as to the extent it should go in se- 
curing reclamation; and this discretion is always to be exercised in 
view of the interests of the people at large. 

If reclamation can not be secured without war, further effort to ob- 
tain it may be abandoned, or, even, if war is undertaken, peace may be 
declared without the attainment of the objects of its prosecution. And 
although negotiation or war may be undertaken to secure private 
claims, the abandonment of either imposes no obligation on the gov- 
ernment to satisfy theclaims. I waive discussion, further than already 
indulged, of the consideration supposed to support the demands of these 
claimants, growing out of the damages claimed by France for violation 
by our Government of the old treaties, with the remark that Wash- 
ington and his patriotic compeers thought there was no such consider- 
ation—that we had not violated the old treaties—and by their judg- 
ment I am content to abide, only further remarking that these claims 
of France, if pressed for payment on their merits, and disconnected 
from the spoliations, would have little chance of recognition. There 
would be, in such case, none bold enough to press them. 

But the claimants have an equity, it is said. Whencé and how de- 
rived? Their grandfathers and great grandfathers engaged in mercan- 
tile ventures on the high seas at a dangerous period, putting the dan- 
gers to be encountered against the prospect of great gain. Some of their 
ships were captured by a public enemy—‘‘ hence these tears.’’ 

If our Government is a huge insurance corporation, let the bill pass 
unamended. I prefer to think otherwise. I adhere to the doctrine 
that to take from the people, under the taxing power, money not needed 
for legitimate Government expenditure is legalized robbery. 

Mr. LONG. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RussE.1]. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Among the many denials made 
in the course of this debate there is one thing that has not been de- 
nied, and that is that the commerce of the United States from the year 
1793 to 1800 suffered an enormous amount of spoliation at the hands 
of the French. Its amount has never been calculated at less than $20, - 
000,000; although from the failure of proof on the part of the claim- 
ants it has now been reduced to something like $10,000,000 or less, it 
is nevertheless the fact that the infant commerce of this country suf- 
fered at the hands of French privateers or armed vessels of the French 
not less than $20,000,000. Now the claims are before this Congress for 
settlement, and it is not alleged by any one that one dollar of these 
claims has ever been paid. 

It is not denied that France was the original debtor, and that being 

the case it was the duty of the Government of the United States to en- 
force the payment of the claims. In some way France has been dis- 
charged, and still the claimants are unsatisfied; the speeches of my 
colleague [Mr. Lone] and other gentlemen have clearly shown to the 
House that the United States assumed the claims as an offset to im- 
portant advantages secured by our diplomacy from the French Gov- 
ernment. My time will not allow me to repeat any of this part of the 
case. 
I have stated the original losses of our merchants at about $20,000, - 
000, an enormous sum at that period of our history. Suppose that any 
branch of our business should at this time be injured by foreign aggres- 
sion to an equal amount, I would ask gentlemen on the other side if 
the sufferers would not have a just claim before Congress, and if that 
claim would not have to be settled ? 

There is no vessel afloat bearing the American flag in any sea but 
has a right to look to its Government for revenge or reparation in case 
of its spoliation by any people on earth, whether powerful or weak. 
No gentleman will dispute this; no administration has ever denied or 
shirked such a responsibility. Great Britain settled the claims of our 
merchants under the same circumstances at the same time. France 
settled similar subsequent claims. Spain was compelled to account 
for her violation of our rights in allowing our vessels to be condemned 
as prizes by the French in her ports. Indeed, without enlarging the 
list I may truly say that these present claims are the only similar losses 
that have not been collected and paid to the sufferers by our Govern- 
ment. 

It may be asked how such’ great losses were incurred and why Amer- 
ican commerce at that time exposed itself so boldly to this long-con- 
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’ 
tinued spoliation. This admits of full explanation. Gentlemen have 
claimed that war existed between the United States and France from 
1793 to 1800. It does not so appear in history. Congress can only 
declare war. Where is that declaration? Where is the proclamation 
of the Executive? What armies were levied? What fleets sailed ? 
What battles were fought by land or sea? And where is the final 
treaty of peace? All such things must have been. And, sir, if ther 
had been such a war and we had ever made a treaty of peace a part o! 
that treaty would have been an indemnity to the Amer-can merchant 
vho had lost $20,000,000 worth of property upon the high seas; and 
this Government would never have made a treaty without full indem 
nity for the damage the commerce of the country had sustained. In 
the early days of the Republic commerce was the dearest object of out 
people. It was worth every risk; it was worthy of defense; it was the 
life-blood of the Government. 

We were then, though ‘‘in the gristle of youth and not yet hardened 
nto the bone of manhood,’’ the most active commercial nation. Tl 
flag of the young Republic was seen in every sea W herever Wil swept 
or waters roiled. The skill and daring of our sailors was the envy of 
the world. The success of the American marine at this period forms 
one of the most glowing pages of our history. Nearly the whole reve- 
nue of the Government was obtained from duties upon imported goods. 
Owing to the widespread wars of the time our imports could only arrive 
under our own flag. ‘The support of the Government, the heavy claims 
of the public creditors for the debt of the Revolution was still unpaid, 
and the public defense required the revenue derived from imports. 

In August, 1793, in the administration of General Washington, 


Thomas Jefferson being his Secretary of State, it became evident to the 
Government that if our commerce was to be restricted by danger of 
capture at sea for alleged violation of neutrality either by the French 
or English our revenues would be so reduced that the Government 
could not maintain itself, and in view of that contingency the hand 
which had penned the Declaration of Independence wrote to the mer- 
chants of the United States a circular letter, saying that— 

Due attention will be paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas 
orin foreign countries contrary to the law of nations or to existing treaties, and 
on their forwarding hither well authenticated evidence of the samie, proper pro- 
ecedings will be had for their relief. 

And in the December following President Washington in his mes- 
sage to Congress notified citizens suffering spoliations that on furnish- 
ing proofs to the Executive due measures would be taken to obtain 
redress for the past and effective provisions against the future. Mr. 
Chairman, it was under the promises of George Washington and Thomas 
Jefferson that our sailors went to sea and that underwriters insured 
their cargoes. Sir, the grave of George Washington has been a shrine 
of patriotism for nearly a century, and the dust of Thomas Jefferson 
long ago mingled with the sacred soil ot his beloved Virginia. The 
little nation of that day, poor in everything but lope, courage, and 
patriotic endeavor, has become the greatest and most powerful of all 
the nations of the earth, but the promise made by George Washington 
and Thomas Jefferson to the merchants of this country is still unre- 
deemed, and three generations of men have broken their hearts against 
the cruel stones of this Capitol asking for the justice that it is now in our 
power to give them. 

Sir, I return to the point that it is claimed that there was war be- 
tween the United States and France between 1793 and 1800. Wehave 
no record of it. Let us look to France and see what French proof 
there is of war. If France had considered that there was a state of 
war existing would not the captures of our vessels have been made as 
prizes of war? Undoubtedly they would. No other reason would 
have been necessary; no other reason would have been given. 

Under the act-of 1885, looking to the final settlement of these claims 
our State Department sent to France and to the French West Indies 
for copies of the original papers made in these condemnations of our 
vessels. 

I have before me copies of the papers in the original French of two 
of these condemnations. Here we have first the American schooner 
Peggy, taken as a prize by the French privateers Le Patriote and Les | 
Trois Amis, and carried into the French port of Guadeloupe, and here 
are the grounds of her condemnation made by the prize court. 

The House will notice that this was in 1800. 

Spoliation had been going on for seven years, and if there had been 
war existing the French officers would surely have known it, but there 
is no allusion whatever in these papers to a condition of war existing | 
between the French Government and the Government of the United 
States. The condemnation could have been made on the ground of war, | 
if any war existed, and the American vessel would have been a good 
prize for her French captors, but instead of putting it upon that ground, 
they simply make the evasive and far-fetched declaration that the sealed 
letter which this vessel bore was not signed by the proper naval ofli- | 
cers, and also that the captain, who acknowledged that he was orig- | 
inally a subject of Great Britain, but who had been naturalized for | 
more than twenty years, did not happen to have his naturalization cer- | 
tificate about him ! 

The condemnation sets forth that she had not the crew list required 
according to the regulation established by the French Government as 
necessary for American ships, and also that there was not suflicient | 
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his vessel was condemned because her papers were signed by a no- 
tary public, and not by such an officer as the French would call a 
proper one. Not one word is said in either of tl conden 3 
about those two vessels having been made prize because of war be- 
tween the United States Government and [France. France made no 


allegation of war, and could have made none. 
At this late day these cases are sent to the Court of Claims, the act 








providing— 
the court shall cause notice of all petitions pres l under this act to 
be served on the Attorney-General of the United States, who shall be author- 
ad, by himself or bis assistant, to examine witnesses, to cause testimony to be 
en, to have access to all testimony taken under this act, and to be heard by 
ourt He shall resist all claims presented under this act by all proper legal 
SCs. 

Sec. 5. Thatit shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to procure Ss soon 
is poss after the pass of this act, through the American minister at Paris 
or rwise, all such evidence and documents relating to the claims above m« 
tioned as can be obtained from abroad; which, together with the like evids 
and documents on file in the Department of State, or which may be filed in the 
Department, may be used before the court by the claimants interested there 

| or by the United States, but the same shail not be removed from the files of t 
court; and after the hearings are closed the record of the proceedings of the 
court and the documents produced before them shall be deposited inthe Depart- 
ment of State 

Sec. 6. That on the first Monday of December in each year the court shall re- 
port to Congress, for final action, the facts found by it, and its conclusions inall 


cases which it has disposed of and not previously reported 


Many gentlemen here argue that these cases should still go to the 
Supreme Court for final adjudication. As a layman, forIam far from 
understanding the technicalities or subtleties of legal gentlemen dis- 
cussing this matter, I must say sucha proposition seems to mea mock- 
ery of justice. If the Court of Claims had found against these claim- 
ants, would it have been proposed that they should be enabled to go 
to the Supreme Court; or would that have been regarded as a final 
adjudication of the whole matter? Yet gentlemen come forward and 
propose that this matter should be prolonged through all the years that 
the Supreme Court may take to reach a conclusion of these questions. 
[ hold, sir, that these matters must be decided by this House, and 
now. The time has certainly come to do justice in this case, and no 
good can result to any one by a further postponement of a determina- 
tion. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DockreRyY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply defici- 
encies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, and ha 
tion thereon. 


} 
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come to no resolu- 


OHIO CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Irise to makea privileged motion. I desire 
to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which yesterday the House 
adopted the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [ M: 
WISE] to Senate bill 3182. I enter asimilar motion with regard to 
the vote by which the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] to the same bill was adopted; and I enter a sim- 
ilar motion in reference to the vote by which the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON | to the same | was adopted 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. The motions will be entered under tl 
rules. 





PRINTING OF TARIFF LAW, MILLS BILL, ETC. 





Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to present a conference rt 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iask unanimous consent 1@ pl t sid- 
eration of the amendments of the Senate to a resolution of the House 


providing for the printing of the tariff bill. This isa matter in which 
all members are interested, and it will occupy but a few moments. 
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The Clerk read as follows: rr the island is necessary asa defense in case of war, = answer is 

‘ : very plain and simple. The resolution is entirely consistent with military or 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, August 8, 1888, defensive uses, Tie *re can be no possible emergency in which that island can 

Resolved, That the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives ‘to | not be used in case of need as a fortification. There is no stretch of the imagi- 
print 100,000 copies of & comparative statement embodying she present tariff law | nation, no scientific theory in connection with the defense of the city of New 
(act of Mare h 3, 1883) with proposed amendments of (H. R. 9051) Mills bill,” do | Y ork, which would disallow the use of this island for the kindly and humani- 
pass with the follow ing amendments: tarian purpose which the resolution proposes. The range of modern artillery, 
Line 7, strike out * ‘Mills bill” and insert “‘An act to reduce taxation and | the use of modern explosives and naval armament, make it entirely useless as 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.” a point of defense for the city from an attack of the enemy. Other and more 
Line 8, strike out “to.” distant places have already been taken asthe sites of forts and defensive stations 

Line 6, alte r “ printe “di, " insert “75, 000.’ around New York. 

Line 9, after “* House,” insert “and 2 5,000 for the use of the Senate.” There is no reason w hy the proposition of the present resolution should not 


Resolved, That the Senate re quest a cont rence with the House of Represent- 
atives on the said concurrent resolution and amendments. 

Ordered, That Mr. MANpERsoN, Mr. Hawley, and Mr. GorMAN be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to say that, in the opinion of those mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means who h: ave examined these 
amendments, they are not improper to be adopted by the House; and 
therefore, instead of asking that the House agree to the conference re- 
quested by the Senate, I ask unanimous consent that the amendments 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order will 
be made, The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered accordingly. 


be utilized by the people for recreation and pleasure. Of course there will be a 
constant throng of visitors upon the island in case the joint resolution should 
become a law. In fact, that. is the intention of the resolution. The thickly- 
populated parts of the city, in finding a solace and comfort in their summer 
pleasures, would not be at the risk of any gun or missile which might be fired 
for the destruction of New York City. 

There can be no objection to the resolution, inasmuch as the history of the 
island shows inconte stably that it should remain as it once was, a part of New 
York. But if it be in any way used for the benefit of the Federal Government 
in the defense of that city, the resolution reserves that privilege. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itwould seem from the reading of the report that 
its whole tenor is toward a permanent surrender of the Government’s 
title to these lands to the city of New York. I did not quite hear the 
conclusion of the report, and I want to know whether there is any pro- 
vision in the joint resolution that the title to the property shall remain 
in the Government,and whenever necessary it shall be within thecon- 
trol of the Government. 

Mr. COX. That is the intention and such is the express provision 
of the joint resolution. It is to be given for the purpose provided by 
the joint resolution, but the Government of the United States will 
still retain control of it whenever its possession may be demanded for 
defensive purposes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Not for defensive but for all purposes. 

Mr. COX. Yes, for all purposes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not want the Government to surrender its 
title to this property, but that it shall remain within control of the 
authorities, to be returned whenever necessary. 

Mr. cox. That I understand to be the provision of the joint res- 
olution, and if when it goes to the Senate it should be found that any 
additional provision is required, I will say to my friend from Tennessee 
we can make such amendment as shall be found to be necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the bill ought to provide that the Gov- 
ernment should have the right to resume the control and absolute pos- 
session of the property without cost to the Government or payment of 
damages. 

Mr. COX. That is absolutely embodied in the resolution. 

The resolution was passed. 

Mr. COX. Before moving to reconsider I will say that the proviso 
of the resolution itself says that this resolution shall not be construed 
| to pass any title to the island, but that it shall remain in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

I thank the House for its courtesy. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GOVERNOR’S ISLAND. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to submit a conference report 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentieman will yield to me to ask unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will yield for that purpose if it will not take long. 

Mr. COX. It will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. COX. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of joint resolution (H. Res. 176) granting permission to the 
park commissioners of New York City to improve and beautify Gov- 
ernor’s Island in connection with a public park to be laid out on said 
island and on land adjoining and connecting therewith, and to bring 
it before the House for consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete, (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), ‘That permission be, 
and is hereby, granted to the city of New York, in the State of New York, 
through its park commissioners, to improve and beautify Governor’s Island, 
situated in or near said city, and belonging to the United States, in connection 
with a public park to be laid out on said island and on land adjoining and con- 
necting with said island, with the right to said city of New York to make such 
excavations and fillings ‘and erect and maintain such structures as the Secre- 
tary of War may from timetotimeapprove: Provided, Thatthis resolution shall 
not be construed to pass any title in said island, but that the ownership and con- 
trol of the said grounds shall remain entirely in the United States, and shall 
be subject to such changes and uses for military or other purposes as the Secre- 
tary of War may direct. 


Mr. BYNUM. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COX. I can state it in a moment. 

Mr. BYNUM. This joint resolution should not be passed in this | 
way, but should have proper consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the gentleman from New York make his 
—_ ment until we can get some light to enable the clerks to read the 





report. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman move to recon- 
Mr. BYNUM. Is there no report accompanying the joint resolu- | sider? 
tion ? Mr. COX. Ido. I move to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


Mr. COX. Yes, there is a report, a unanimous report from the | resolution was passed; and also move to lay that motion on the table. 
Committee on Military Affairs, made by my colleague [Mr. Sprnoxa]. The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 
Several MEMBERS. Let the report be read. PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICH. 


The report (by Mr. SPINoLA) was read, as follows: Mr. DIBBLE. I now ask for the reading of the conference report 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House resolution | which I send to the desk. 
176, entitled “‘ Joint resolution granting permission to the k commissioners The Clerk read as follows: 


of New York City to improve and beautify Governor’s Island in connection 
with a publie park to be laid out on said island, and on land adjoining and The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
connecting therewith,” beg leave to report that they have considered the sub- | the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a pub- 
ject-matter of the resolution, and have nothing but commendation forits kindly | lic building at Jackson, Mich., having met, after full and free conference have 
object. agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
The proximity of Governor’s Island to a large city like New York, in the ab- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
sence of any necessity for such an island forthe protection of that city, naturally ate, and agree to each of the same with an amendment by way of a substitute 
attracts the attention of those who desire to give such recreation to the over- | as follows: Strike out the word “ seventy-five’’ in lines 9 and 17 and insert in 
crowded people of the lower part of that metropolis as such an island would | lieu thereof the word “ sixty;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
afford. The island a beautiful. It is 60 acres in extent, and within a min- SAMUBE. DIBBLE, 
ute’s reach by steam. e old fort on the island is utterly useless for public NEWTON, 
defense. “4 S. POST, 
The committee can see no reason why the advantages which nature has placed Managers on the part of the House. 
within view of the city of New York should not be utilized. JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
Governor’s Island came into possession of the United States as a donation by T. W. PALMER, 
an act of the es -_ sete e New York, 9 he oe Prior Managers on the part of the Senate. 
to the American Revolution t wasa uisite o colonial governor, 
who was the representative of the King of England but after the war became The managers on the part of the House submit the following state- 
the property of the colony and then of the State of New York. It is therefore | ment in explanation of the report: 
highly proper that the inhabitants of the city should now be allowed to orna- 
ment and beautify and enjoy it as a pleasure-ground without expense to the 
Government, until such time as it may be again required for war purposes. 
The lower part of the city of New York is in sad need of a park. 
Many encroachments have been made upon the grounds dedicated to the 
ople, St. John’s Park was absorbed by a railroad. The Federal public 
Puildings have usurped the City Hall Park. The Battery, which was intended 
to be a safety vent—a lung—of the metropolis, is being ruined for such a pur- 
pose by railroads and by the imm on depot. 
There is no real reason why the d should not be qeniaes into a park to 
give health, comfort, and recreation to the 7, — are sadly in need of 
such & respite from the heats and discomforts o 


The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
a on the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 
— submit the following statement for the information of the 
House: House passed the bill for Jackson, Mich., limiting cost of site and 
rattding to * $50,000. The Senate increased the limit to $75,000. The conferees 
recommend $60,000. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was adopted. 





ae 






















































then made which is now withdraw: I ask consent to put it up 
# passage now, as Il am compelled to leave the city to-morrow 1a 
: of sickness in my fam1il) 
8 . TARSNEY. I must object. Iam disgusted with t 
: of doing business Che other si 3 int recog? l 
side ignored. 

Mr. BURROWS yl under i my col ue tom ( 

Mr. BYNUM. Whati 

The SPEAKER ; t ) ro put upon it ISSAL 
the erection of a public building at Kalamazor 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill be read 

Mr. BURROWS There is not time to read the bill now. It 
rea this morning rhis is simply a method of defeating 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us hear what it is about. 

Mr. BURROWS. It appropri s the sum of $75,000 for a ] 
building in a city of 25,000 people, in which the postal receipt 
year were $41,000. if you ¥ © reduce t imount to $50,000 

3 content. I ask that the bill be taken up and passed 

2 Mr. BYNUM. Let us have the readi1 bill 

é Mr. BURROWS. That willtake uy ling time i 
4 rnaniused + wat ¢ Law cant ' 

i promised to give way to other gent en it elo iamco 

> to withdraw the bill if that is insisted upot 

4 Mr. LONG The bill has already been read in the hearing o 


House this morning. 


Me 
3 “DE TAIO . . . . . 
S Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to consider the bill (1 
R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estat 
: of J. M. Hyatt, deceased. 
F Mr. BYNUM. I move that the House do now adjeurn. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 26, 1 
27 


Mr. BYNUM. I demand tellers. 

Mr. PERKINS. If tellers are to be insisted upon we might as 
consent to the adjournment, as there is no time now 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the result of the vote has bee 
announced. 

The gentleman from Indiana demands telle 

Tellers were refused, 25 members only voting in favor thereof. 

And then (the hour of 5 o0’clock having arrived) the Speaker 
tempore declared the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 4 


and referred as indicated below. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 11121) for the relief of Rot \ 
ert W. Whitlow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11122) for the relief of Charles D 
Jacob—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11123) for the relief of Francis A. Boyd—to tl 
Committee on War Claims. 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11126) for the relief of Capt. Wi 

iam E. Morris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11127) for the rel 

a E. b. Carter—to the Committee on War Claims 





PETITIONS, ET 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s des 
under the rule, and referred as follows: uf 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Welcome Council, No. 134, Junio e 4 
Order United American Mechanics, for the passage of the bill to restrict | y ., 
immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: Two petitions of citizens of the Sixth district 
Missouri, favoring the reduction of duties on dentists’ goods, etc.- 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of Mrs. Louisa Knight, fora pension—to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Deborah Martz, executrix of W. H. 
Martz, of Frederick County, Maryland, for payment of his war claim 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of D. A. Johnson and 108 others, of 
Jackson County, Indiana, for the repeal of the arrears act—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 11124) for the relief of Barbara Vogt—to t Mr 
Committee on War Claims. Cl 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11125) to pension Patrick Cody—to the Comm tate 
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as the Guilford Miller case, and affecting the title to lands claimed by the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company as being, as it is alleged, within the indemnity 
limits of the grant to such company, together with copies of all evidence and 
accompanying papers in any manner connected therewith, or in any manner 
relating thereto 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is stated in the public press that the decision 
referred to affects the title to a great many lands in the Northwestern 
country in which the settlers there are very much interested. I have 
been requested by telegraph and otherwise to secure copies of the de- 
cision, and so I have offered the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE CALENDAR, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in 
order. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors was an 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

ACCOUNTS WITH STATES, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yesterday Senate bill 2430, Order of Business 
1725, was passed over temporarily without being displaced. I should 
like now to have it considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has the right to call up 
the bill if it was passed over without prejudice. 

The bill (S. 2430) explanatory of an act entitled *‘An act to settle 
certain accounts between the United States and the State of Mississippi 
and other States, and for other purposes,’’ was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
to insert: 

As the same may be disposed of from time to time. 

I move the amendment at the instance of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported at 
the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 12, after the word ‘‘ reservations,’’ it is 
proposed to insert the words: 

As the same may be disposed of from time to time. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be & enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘‘An act to settle certain accounts be- 
tween the United States and the State of Mississippi, and other States,” approved 
March 3, 1857, shall, and is hereby, declared to be applicable to the States ad- 
mitted into the Union since March 3, 1857, namely, Minnesota, Oreron, Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, Nevada, and Colorado, the same as it applied to States previ- 
ously admitted. Thesaid act shall be construed asembracing all lands in former 
and present Indian reservations, as the same may be disposed of from time to 
time,in each of said States, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
shall state an account between the United States and each of the said States, 
estimating all such lands and reservations at $1.25 per acre, and shall certify the 
same to the Secretary ofthe Treasury for settlement, to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The ame. “nent was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


I move, in line 12, after the word ‘‘ reservations,”’ 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next business on the Calendar 
is the joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, impor- 
tation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be passed 
over under objection, without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 

The bill (S. 110) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, in line 6, to strike out ‘'$7,058.05”’ and 
insert ‘‘$3,869.94;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado, the sum of $3,869.94, or so much 
thereof as shall appear to the proper accounting officer of the Government to 
have been paid by said Horace A. W. Tabor for necessary expenses in the Lead- 
ville post-office over and above the allowances made for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
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ROYAL M. HUBBARD. 


The bill (S. 685) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 5, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike 
out the words ‘‘clerk-hire necessarily expended by him from January 
1, 1879, to June 30, 1883, the sum of $4,125, and for;’’ and in line 9, 
before the word ‘‘ period”’ to strike out the word ‘‘same,’’ and after 
the word ‘‘period ’’ to insert ‘‘from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1883, 
the sum of;’’ so as to read: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 


allow to Royal M. Hubbard, postmaster at Longmont, Colo., for rent of post- 
office during the period from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1883, the sum of 9600, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 12, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘amounts’’ and insert ‘‘amount;’’ so as to read: 


Auda sum sufficient to pay said amountis hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hearthe report read. 
many objections to measures of that sort. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. BOwEN 
July 9, 1888, 

Mr. BECK. Ido not ask for the further reading of the report. I 
have run over it myself. Let it be printed in the REcorp. The case 
is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
RECORD. 

‘The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 625) for the relief of Royal M. Hubbard, have had the same under con- 
sideration and make the following report: 

Hubbard was appointed postmaster at Longmont, Colo., April 14, 1873, and 
served until July 30, 1886. The office was assigned to the second class under 
the regular biennial adjustment of 1852, and the salary of the office was fixed 
at $2,100 per annum from July 1, 1882. Subsequently, however, by a special 
order dated June [4, 1884 (there having been more than 50 per cent. increase 
of the business of the post-office between the biennial adjustment of 1880 and 
that of 1882), the Postmaster-General reviewed the adjustment of 1882 and fixed 
the salary at $2,100 from April 1, 1881, that being the first day of the period the 
returns for which were used in the adjustment taking effect July 1, 1882, and 
the office, therefore, under this special order, was properly in the second class 
from April 1. 1881. 

Mr. Hubbard during the period from January 1, 1879, to June 30, 1883, ex- 
pended $4,125 for clerk-hire necessary for the proper transaction of the business 
of his oflice in excess of the amount authorized by the Department, for which 
he furnished the receipts of the clerks employed. 

The Department declined to allow for these expenditures, for reasons stated 
in the letter of the chief of the salary and allowance division, transmitted to 
your committee by the Postmaster-General under date of February 27, 1888, and 
your committee, in view of the unfavorable report of the Department as to the 
claim for clerk-hire, dves not feel inclined to reeommend the allowance of that 
portion of the claim. 

Mr. Hubbard is, however, fairly entitled to an allowance for rent from the 
date when the offige became second class (April 1, 1881) to June 30, 1883, and the 
Postmaster-General, in the letcer of February 27, 1888, states that he regardsthe 
claim for rent during the period when Longmont was a second-class office as 
an equitable one. 

The letters of the Postmaster-General, dated February 27, 1888, and April 21, 
1888, are made part of this report. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill (S. 685) be soamended as to 
allow to Hubbard 3600 for rent during the period from April 1, 1381, to June 30, 
1883, and that the bill as so amended do pass, 


There are a good 


The report will be printed in the 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., March 2, 1888. 
Senator: I have the honor to return herewith Senate bill 685, for the relief of 
Royal M. Hubbard, formerly postmaster at Longmont, Colo., together with the 
report of the chief of the salary and allowance division called for by me, with 
such data bearing upon the subject from the records of this Department as will 
furnish the information requested by you. 
lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General, 
Senator SAWYER, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, United States Senate. 


Post-OrFricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE Drvision, 
Washington, D. C., February 27, 1883. 

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith as requested Senate bill 685, for the 
relief of Royal M. Hubbard, formerly postmaster at Longmont, Colo., which 
was referred to you by Hon. PniLerus SAWYER, chairman Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, United States Senate, with the following information 
and remarks thereon : 

The bill is for clerk-hire expended by Royal M. Hubbard as postmaster at 
Longmont from January 1, 18/9, to June 30, i883, in the sum of $4,125, and for 
rent of the post-office for the same period, in the sum of $600. 

As per statement herewith, marked Exhibit A, it will be seen that Royal M. 
Hubbard was appointed postmaster at Longmont April 14, 1873, and that his suc- 


cessor was appointed July 30, 1886, A statement of the salary and allowances 
of the said oflice from October 1, 1878, to June 30, 1884, inclusive, is also furnished. 
It will be observed that the said office was assigned to the third class, and the 
salary of the postmaster fixed at $1,300 ayear, by special adjustment, which took 
effect October 1, 1878. 
On the Ist of April, 1882, an allowance in the sum of $390 a year was author- 
ized for clerical assistance in separating mails at Longmont, the said allowance 


a 
B: 
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being made from the supplemental appropriation for clerks in post- 4s the d 4 suret : ndo . ft } 
authorized by Congress, and in accordance with law Act of y 12 I C aie a tn 3¢ w ‘ ee aa it of Sint 9 
Stats., page 82 =p 
On the Ist of J ily, 1882, nt ir bienr l¢ is tof sala ies of px t erik i as it S$ i0 ( if i yi par l l t 
masters, the salary of the rat Longm« was fixed at $2,100 a year i nd re rt and have e Soliciter bring 
from July 1,1852, and the office assigned to the second class. Prior to this dat ee i ; f the 1 aD hens aaah hee il re of thei 
. : I Vy Line eopie OL i Les ( we care | 
wal or rent could have been made under existing law ' ‘ ; 
d to the th class, to which class no allowance ec i} own a and On er t ey 
‘ds show that no application nor claim was made by the post have to int st the nts is ! { i tha ‘ 
January 1, 1879,to June 30,1883,and no vouchers for rent | 4, she newlect of + f ) 
i have been filed with the Auditor. : i "5 ae ; ; 
£ te r, 1884, Postmaster Hubbard made claim for $850 ad ip ul », i sul ¢ t 
b year ended Ju 0. 1884. This was examined to pay the money 3 to | } ‘ 
e ), 1884, the sum of $600 for additional clerk-hire was : nto it iw] y ‘ ‘ 
, ( ind who t 
- authorized and al! ed for the said fiscal year, making the total allowance : : 
that year $900. yiten a KNOW i I 
as In view of these facts, no additional amount should be allowed the late post naving until called upon ii shall be set n 
rit } *. l- f , ~ r ‘ S 
@ master (Hubbard) for clerk-hire; but if he can submit proper vouchers for rea ‘ 
we sonable expenditure for rent of post-office for that part of the time covered by this ; 
9 ' 7 ’ 1 5 4 ? 
ie bill (Senate #65), namely, from July 1, 1882, to June 30, 1883, when the post-oflice a I supp t Opt I 
: Longmont belonged to the second el: it w ppear that his « 1 would I 
e a ec table one 5 
be an qui le one. — ine a sto . Ver: 
Very respectfully, ] \ i 
AT iT H. SCOT whatever it was, of I Hao t 
Chief Salary and dlloxance D d responsible by the United State 
Tion. Don M. Dickrnson, clined to nk that in this « t was 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. ¢ Ia l 
rteen or f t [do not 1 I , 
EXHIBIT A Mr. BECK il m to have ned t ) 1 i i> I iv 
LO Pr, « oO posed that the Judiciary Committee of the Senate ‘ tH 
The records in bond division sho Royal M. Hubbard was appointed post would endeavor in some way to fix some limit to the | itv of sure 
Y ate ‘ neine t ‘ole l i his successor < ppo t Juls ; } f 1 
90 li r at Longmont, Colo., April 1 and I , r was appointed Ju es. It frequently happens that four or five men go on an cial 
o ) 188 J 
y > me } } ot op he ¢ti h 1 y 
y rhe following statement shows the allowance for clerk-hire (no allowan« vond: they are thought go dd at the time: pernaps two or t may 
iy were made for rent, fuel, and light), salary of postmaster, total salary and allow die or become insolvent in the court of fifteen or twenty yea nd 
g nees rents and co ssions 5 ‘ n January 1, 1879. to ear : : 
: — oe and « nm ion re I from January 1 j st the burden falls upon one man, and ten. fift n. or twe ‘ 
" t wd + , 7 1 } 1 
: . years afterwards he is brought up and sought to be made accountabl 
. ; : .3 1 —_ ——-358. 
‘ ! l I the whole amount, when he could have saved himself if he had 
i nm . . 
is Allow- otal sal- sox 
a rw | Salary |Totel sa 8 : d a decent chance 
i Date ance for! *; aryand rentsand,) Gross R , : a . , 
. clerk- | °° a allow- con receipts Te If the Treasury Department does not call attention to these t in 
iInaster . . : ‘ , ' 
hire. ance nissions the lifetime of an ordinary man, itseems to me the sureties ought not 
to be held liable, and some way o ight to devised to cove i€ 
" October 1, 1878 $1, 300 $1. 300 81. 330 € 505 | Presidential | 2ud fix some limit whereby a man can be eased from such an <« \ 
4 i, ‘ oi, . y . oy veo resi n ul ° 7 S 
July 1, 188 1, 400 1, 400 1.412 2,635 | from Octo- | tion. I shall certainly vote to relieve the sureties in this case 
roe a — 4 5 son — Sane ber 1, 1878 Mr. VEST. Chis bill was under the charge ot the Senator f m 
July 1, 188 0) 2 100 2, 400 2 30 520 : : : 7 ; ; : 
July 1 3 0) 100 2 400 2 304 4.520 Alabama { Mr. Pua#], but the facts are as stated, and indeed ch 
June 30, 1534..... *900 2 100 3, 000 2, 304 4,520 stronger than embraced in the reply of the Senator from Vermont 
stead of thirteen or fourteen years, it was neare twenty years alterthe 
. ad on . : , — tion of the bond before the sureties had ar int atior 
* Special allowance of $600 for clerk-hire for fiscal year ended June 30,1884, | execution of the hx nd before the suretic any lation t 
4 made upon application of postmaster was any defauit whatever upon their part. 
” z > tw ? | y - ley g ne " } . UIT , Ww . » 
Fay Norte By idjustme it taking effect July 1, 1884 Longmont, Colo., w as Mr. STEWART I ean not hear the Senator from Missou I 
signed to the third class and the salary fixed at $1,500 from July 1, L384 . . : . . : . : : 
should like to hear how long the bond had been allowed to rur 
"} 1 riy retn a inthe of Pthe uditor of the Treasury fo he Po« rr . : 1 ; 
' Phe quarterly returns in the office of the Auditor « 1e Treasury for the P Mr. VEST. Nearly twenty vears. This is but one of a claca 
f i artment show that noclaim was made by yval M. Hubbard as p ae y ett re — t} : fa , 
Longmont, Colo., for any amount expended by him for either clerk of cases that are constantly coming belore the Congress of t ed 
or rent from January 1, 1879, to March 31, 1882, nor are there any vouchers | States in regard to suretie If an individual goes upon a to 
for either item during the period named; that from April 1, 1882, to June State or a municipality or to another individual. he protect y th 
1883, he claimed and was allowed $75 per quarier or 3300 a year for clerk ; } ‘ ‘ 
, 1 : . ; . e tatnte t mitations ntiitr e ease ‘ he Government ‘ tag 
hire, and that no other amounts were claimed by him for clerk-hire. Nw claim ite of limitation l } ease of the G rnment of t : 
for rent was made during the entire period from January I, 1879, to June states, years, pe haps the third of a centuryor the lf of a cent 
. £ q I 
1883, nor were any vouchers filed showing any amount paid for rent. sQame cases. elanses [he surety receives no notice whatever inv 
ene iult of the principal. ‘The principal is dead, the witnesses are gone, 
PosT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, ; ; 7 ae : 
OrFrice OF TIE VirstT ASsisTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAI ‘facts are not within the memory of any living Inan and no yn 


, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE DIVISION. e record, and the first intimation he has that he or his estate d 




















Washington, D.C., April 21, 1888 eup nthe suretys! pis a notice served upon him from Was! ton 
SIR I be gz to nc kno viedge the rec ‘ipt of your letter of the 17th instant, rela had a case not long since of a constituent of mine who e 
tive to the claim of Royal M. Hubbard, formerly postmasier at Longmont .  thirt : nd never had tl tohtaat intimat ‘ ‘ 
Colo., and to state that the salary for the postmaster at Longmont was correct], ond thirty-two years ago and never had the slightest intima 
tated in the report of the chiefof the salary and allowance division, underdate | there was a dollar due upon it until notice was served upon | that 
of Pebruary 27 last, at $2,100 a year, from July 1, 1882. This adjustment was unle he came here immediately and paid some $6,400 
made at the rezular biennial adjustment, as required by the then existi 4} I = lett” ; 
By a special order dated June 4, 1884, the said postmaster was allowed , | Sued in the United States court. 
the rate of $2,100 a year, from the first day of the period the returns for It isa great outrage that we have enacted no law to do 
W re used in the ad ee taking effect a i, 1888 In othe r words this injustice. and | y for or ’ tical that on l ( 
postinaster was allowed the increase of salary at the rate of $2,100a ye fron ' ' } 
Kpril 1 131, en meen here presented (and this is |! one of a hundred or a thousand other 
Very respectfuily, cases) I shall always vote to release the sureties It injust to t ! 
DON _ DICKINSO ind presents the very highest « ty ina ypeal to t rs of 
ostmaster-Ge l a : 
Hon. Tuomas M. Bowen the whole country. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. Mr. STEWART. I fully ind what tl senator from M yuri 
ah : h S sal t S@erTy to me that there 1s 1 rr’ i irdshit V ca 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend } ee 1} : ; 
7 . be perpetrated by any government thant yuursue the heirs of deceasec 
ments were concurred in. ee oe ee P 7 
. : nae : . . : nersons long alter the transaction, wh the evidence 1s ¢ 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read the h ov . — , 1 : 
; ; ave known several such instances. have just been sub ed to a 
third time, and passed. : sy : ae a - 
“ee ; suit on a bond where everybody connected with it was dea f 
a SURETIES OF GEORGE W. HOOK, mvself. I was one of th anatis snd I wa + tone aa ; 


The bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hook, | trouble I had to go tothe Supreme Court. There was notl eon 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. the bond, and I won the case final] but it was ay] ecution, I tl 








Mr. EDMUNDS. I was unable to concur with the majority of the The Government ought to bring th t re é 
3 Committee on the Judiciary in reporting this bill favorably. It isone | There ought to bea statut limita » re t 
of the class of bills for the relief of persons who were sureties for ofticers | Government should d t t te 

a to whom the money ofthe United States was intrusted, and the sole | more thana privat Go nt waits twent 

eo} ground of relief is, as in most of these cases, that a good deal of time | years and then p t rs ‘ ) 

e has elapsed, although the statute of limitations under the existing law | transactior The sureties and the I of the es 

, does not run; and therefore it is against moral equity that the sureties | ignorant of the transaction and they 1 -no! of d 3 
« should be required to pay; that if the claim had been prosecuted in| a great injustice. On any id that | , 
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bill froma the ‘iary Committee I desire to state that the report was 
unanimous with the single exception of the chairman [Mr. EpMuNps}. 
Bills like this were passed at this and the last Congress, and one of 
much less m was passed at the present session. The facts in the 
case are briefly and clearly set forth in the petition of the sureties. If 
the Senate destres to know anything more about the merits of the bill, 
it can have the information by having the petition of the sureties read. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not want to know anything about the merits of 
the bill, but I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama whether the 
Judiciary Committee can not devise some means whereby a general 
rule can be adopted in regard to the liability of sureties, so that suit 
shail not be brought against men twenty or thirty years afterwards, 

when all the facts perhaps are gone. Has that matter ever been con- 
sidered by the committee? - 

Mr. PUGH. ‘There has been a bill referred to that committee, and 
my information is that it has been reported favorably, limiting the lia- 
bility of sureties to six years after the defanlt has been ascertained. 

Mr. BECK. That would reach the case. 

Mr. PUGH. That is the law now in reference to the liability of 
surcties on bends of postmasters and oflicials who are serving under 
other Departments. 

‘Lis bill seems to be a ease that is exceptional, for in every other lia- 
bility like this there has been a limitation already fixed by the bill 
which has been passed by the Senate limiting the liability of sureties 
in all such eases to six years. 

Here is a liability that has slept without any information being given 
by the officials charged with ascertaining it for twenty years, during 
which time nearly all the sureties were solvent, and in the beginning 
the principal was abundantly able to respond to the liability if there 
had been any diligence whatever employed to ascertain it. 

\s IL say, there never has been a clearer case of merit before the Sen- 
ate, and I know a bill has passed the Senate having less merit in it than 
the one now under consideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There have been so many cases of this 
sort which have shocked the sense of fairness of Senators that this mat- 
ter has been discussed to a very great extent in the committees of this 
body heretofore. On the 3d of March, 1887, a little over a year ago, 
the last Congress passed a Jaw intended to remedy exactly this class of 
difficulties. A provision in section 3 of that act provides that any 
party conceiving himself indebted to the Government on any sort of 
claim, either as principal or surety, may go into the Court of Claims 
and present a petition stating that he has asked for a settlement at the 
hands of the Government and that three years have passed without a 
settlement being rendered to him. It becomes then the duty of the 
conrt to bring the Government, by notification to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, inte the court and determine what the state of the account is be- 
tween the individual and the Government, and this is by the act re- 
quired to be a final settlement of the question. 

‘The aet of 1887 places it within the hands of anybody who chooses 
to co it to ask for the settlement of any claim existing between him, 
either as principal or surety, and the Government of the United States, 
so that this erying evil, this practice that has heretofore prevailed in 
the Treasury Department of the United States, of allowing an account 
to stand open without settlement for ten, fifteen, or twenty years, will 
not be allowed to continue hereafter. 

Mr. BECK. That applies only to cases arising hereafter. 

Mr. STEWART. That involves—— 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada has spoken 
once on this question. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to ask a question for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the Sen- 
ator without unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The act to which I refer of course does 
not relieve the present hardship, and the number of claimants of this 
class who are here now asking to be relieved is very great. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has 
spoken five minutes, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Arkansas will of course 
yield to the opinion of the Chair, but his impression is that the Chair 
must have made some mistake in the clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair goes by the glass upon 
his desk. Is there amendment to the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced thatthe House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives to 
rint 100,000 copies of the present tariff law and amendments proposed 
S the Mills bill. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two 
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Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8592) for 
the erection of a-publie building at Jackson, Mich. 
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The message farther announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the coneurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the construction and ousuntiin ol 
a street-railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 176) granting permission to the park com- 
missioners of New York City to improve and beautify Governor’s Isl- 
and in connection with a publie park to be laid out on said island and 
on land adjoining and connecting therewith. 


JUDICIAL SALARIES. 


The bill (S. 775) to regulate the compensation of the chief-justice 
and judges of the Court of Claims and of the justices of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will not object. 
the yeas and nays on it. Iam opposed to it as he is. 

Mr. GEORGE. Letit go over under Rule IX. I object to it in foto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to object 
under the rule, and the bill passes over to the Calendar under Rule IX, 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask unanimous consent to call the attention 
of my friend from Alabama [ Mr. PuGuH] tothe print of this bill, S. 775. 
There are some gross mistakes either in the printing or the draught- 
ing of the bill—I presume in the printing—as he will see if he will 
look at the bill, and I call his attention to it so that the bill may be 
corrected before it comes up again for consideration. It is ungram- 
matical and not the bill we reported trom tle committee at all. Leall 
the attention of my friend to the point where, in the seventh line, the 
words occur ‘‘ the same salary as that of a circuit judge of a,’’ and it 
reads now ‘‘of the District of Columbia.’’ Of course that is a gross 
error. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not the bill as amended in commitiec. 

Mr. PUGH. There is manifestly an error in the printing. 

Mr. VEST. There is no sense in the bill now at all. 

Mr. PUGH. I trust the bill will be reprinted as reported by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over. 
printing will be attended to by the Secretary. 


THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


The bill (S. 763) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice, I suppose. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, let it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


Let us tako 


The 


FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 

The bill (S. 3136) to amend section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “‘ so,’’ tostrike ont ‘‘ amended ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ construed;’’ in line 5, after the word ‘‘arrest,’’ to strike 
out ‘according to the provisions of’? and insert ‘‘in the manner and 
by the ‘authority mentioned in;”’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘if,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ already’’ and insert ‘such offender shall have been;’’ in 
line 15, after the word ‘‘sentence,’’ to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert 
‘‘or;”? in the same line, after the word “until,’’ to strike out ‘‘ duly 
and legally ”? and insert “‘lawfully;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘“‘ dis- 
charged,’’ to strike out ‘‘ for which’’ and insert “and for the;”’ after 
the word “pu ”? in the same line, to strike out “the district 
judge ’’ and insert *‘ hereinbefore, or in said section mentioned, any 
justice or judge of any court of the United States, or of a Territory, 
or the District of Columbia, having jurisdiction in the place where the 
offender may be found;’’ in line 21, afterthe word ‘‘as,”’ to strike out 
‘“‘required’’ and insert “provided; »? and in line 22, = star the word 
**any,”’ to strike out ‘‘district”’ and insert ‘* place;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be so construed that it shall apply to and authorize the arrest, in the 
manner and by the authority mentioned in said section, of any offender against 
the laws of the United States, as well after as before trial, and his commitment 
to lawful custody, unless he shal! give bail as required by law, if entitled thereto; 
and if such offender shal! have been convicted and sentenced, the said offender 
shall be, by proper process, surrendered to the officials having authority to ex- 
ae said sentence, or their agent, to be by them held and returned to any place 
required by the sentence of the court, or by law, for the due execution of said 
sentence or until lawfully discharged; and for the purposes hereinbefore, or in 
said section mentioned, any justice or judge of any court of the United States, 
or of a Territory, or the District of Columbia, having jurisdiction in the place 
where the offender may be found may also issue his warrant of removal as pro- 
vided by said section if the said offender be arrested in any place other than 
that where the further proceedings are to be had after trial, or the sentence of 
the court is to be executed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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As I remember what Mr. Cleveland recommended in his message to 
the Senate on that subject, the language of the two messages is almost 
identical. The principle of the two messages is unquestionably iden- 
tical. Mr. Arthur proposed to the Congress of the United States pre- 
cisely the same thing that Mr. Cleveland afterwards proposed. No ac- 
tion was taken. No members of the leading committee, the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, then thought it was necessary to introduce any 
resolution denouncing Mr. Arthur for having made the same recom- 
mendation precisely that Mr. Cleveland afterwards made. The fishery 
clauses of the treaty of 1871 were then to be terminated under his no- 
tice, and it was time that Congress was making some provision at that 
moment to meet the suggestion President Arthur made, that a com- 
mission should be organized by Congress to take into consideration the 
whole subject of the fisheries and deal with it and dispose of it; but no 
Senator on that side saw proper to make any point upon Mr. Arthur 
about it. 

Assoon, however, as Mr. Cleveland made the same recommendation, 
instantly resolutions came in of a denunciatory character. Several 
Senators tried their ’prentice hands upon resolutions denouncing Mr. 
Cleveland’s method of referring this subject to a commission. 

Sir, I have always had avvery great respect for Mr. Cleveland as 


} 
| 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] would have been ready, per- 
haps, now to have welcomed the dawn at least of his arrangement, his 
general zoliverein of which he spoke day before yesterday with so much 
vigor and with so much affection, which he hopes to see established on 
this continent, so that the trade between the provinces and the Domin- 
ion of Canada and the States will be as free on this continent as the 
trade is now between the States of the American Union. General 
Grant put one hundred and forty articles into that proposed treaty; he 
sent the treaty with one hundred and forty classifications of articles of 
reciprocity. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to inform the Senate 
on what authority he states that General Grant advised the adoption 
of that treaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. On the authority of that message. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not so read the message. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. President Grant would never have sent that 
treaty to the Senate of the United States unless he had approved it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, General Grant said that 
he had not made up his mind whether it was advantageous to the United 
States or not. 


Mr. MORGAN. Not in every particular. There might be some 


President of the United States, a respect that has grown day by day | amendment necessary. General Grant took the advice of this body 
since I have had further opportunity of examining into his methods of | upon the question of amending the negotiations, as every President 
administration, the principles by which he is controlled, the honesty, | does who comes here and takes our advice about it, and this is the first 
integrity, and patriotism that influence him in all of his political ca- | time that the Senate of the United States have ever refused to give it, 


reer, 80 that my opinion of Mr. Cleveland has continually increased in 
value. 

But notwithstanding I have been supposed to be a pretty true Demo- 
crat, the moment a resolution was introduced into the Senate drawing 
into question the right of the Congress of the United States to create 
« commission to deal with a subject of this kind which will be in the 
future and was one of a diplomatic nature, I united with the Repub- 
licans on that side of the Chamber in denying to Congress any such 
right. I did it because that was a surrender of the constitutional power 
and rights of this body and of the President of the United States, not 
because I opposed negotiations, but I wanted negotiations conducted by 
the right man and brought to the right tribunal for confirmation, 
amendment, or rejection. 

I did not wish that after the Congress of the United States had created 
the commission it should by joint resolutions instruct them what they 
should do, or by joint resolution or by bill, to pass both Houses and re- 
ceive the President’s approval as a law, approve what they did and 
make it obligatory upon the Government of the United States. I did 
not find it necessary, nor do I find it necessary now, or even admissible 
in the slightest degree, that the Senate of the United States should 
abdicate its constitutional authority and power and surrender into the 
hands of Congress that which our fathers never intended that Congress 
should touch, subjects of diplomatic arrangement between our Gov- 
ernment and foreign governments upon affairs which concern us and 
them. That was the attitude. 

Here we find, as has been stated to-day in debate, that in 1871, ac- 
cording to the protocol which I read before this body, the United States 
Government, General Grant then being President of the United States 
and Mr. Fisk Secretary of State, proposed free fish and free oil to the 
English people,and made the proposition. The protocol shows it. 
Afterwards, in 1874, when General Grant found, with his usual sagacity, 
which never failed him, that the matter of indemnity which was pro- 
vided in the treaty of 1871 in favor of Great Britain, as was supposed 
and as was intended, for the difference between the value of her fish- 
eries and our fisheries, would lead to the amercement of this country 
doubtless in a very heavy sum of money, he was quite willing to ac- 
cept a treaty from the British Government which would cancel that 
part of the treaty of 1871; and the treaty which he sent to the Senate 
of the United States with his recommendation did cancel that part of 
the treaty of 1871, and if the Senate of the United States, instead of 
voting unanimously to reject that prqposition that General Grant made, 
had been possessed of the common sense and sagacity that he had, 
they would then have accepted that proposition, and they would have 
saved to this country the $5,500,000 that some people say was wrung 
out of us by the fraud of some foreign man, Delfosse, or whoever it 
was. 

All the wisdom in the world, Mr. President, does not happen to re- 
side in this body, and we had just as well make use of what little we 
have, and have under circumstances very favorable, so that we shall 
not make any very great mistake. General Grant from his grave to- 
day speaks to the people of the United States more powerful advice 
and more powerful counsel in favor of a true and wise policy in dealing 
with this fisheries question with the Government of Great Britain than 
any Senator has uttered on this floor from that day to this; and if you 
had accepted his advice and passed his treaty instead, as you say, of 
voting it down by a unanimous resolution of this body, the $5,500,000 
would have been saved to your country, because those articles were can- 
celed, and the bitterness of feeling which has been engendered by that 
Halifax award and the unfortunate committals which our men made in 
their cases as presented to the Halifax award, and all the troubles and 
evils we are now trying to provide against would have been saved, and 


so farasI know. ‘Treaties have been acted upon during this present 
term of Congress, quite a number of them, in which we have under- 
taken to advise the President that he had not got the treaty exactly 
right, and we have put words and sentences and clauses into the treaty 
by way ofamendment. But we have come to that day of wisdom, of 
dogmatism, that day of obedience to party caucuses, when the Senate 
of the United States does not feel at liberty any longer to amend a treaty 
or to discuss an amendment, but must take it in solido and receive it or 
we must reject it, one or the other. 

Then, Mr. President, was it not in 1870—I forget the precise date— 
when the Republican party in the Congress of the United States hav- 
ing a controlling and an overwhelming majority in both branches voted 
to put fresh fish on the free-list? If they believed that the only way 
to protect the fishing industry and build up this new naval establish- 
ment, that the Senator from Ohio has discovered equal to West Point 
or Annapolis as he says, was by protective duties, why did they repeal 
the tariff on fresh fish? They made that overture to Great Britain 
themselves without even being requested to do it, so far as I know; and 
now they clamor against this treaty because they say that it is a treaty 
which is intended to compel, to force the Government of the United 
States into repealing the duty on salt fish. I believe the product of 
that duty is $379,025.05. That is my recollection of the revenue we 
get from it annually now. That is what we get; and the Senators in 
this body are trying to make this world believe that all of this consid- 
eration and contention on the part of Great Britain, all of this harass- 
ing construction of the treaty of 1818 and the administration of it by 
the provincial courts is intended to compel us to give up that $379,- 
025.05, to give to that magnificent government this smal amount of 
annual stipend in the way of taxation upon salt fish. 

We let fresh fish in free of duty. Why raise this paltry sum annu- 
ally by the tax on salt fish? And grave Senators are here trying to per- 
suade the people of the United States thatit is that little motive, that 
small, inconsiderable, contemptible sum of money, when considered in 
respect of the financial power and ability of this Government and tho 
Government of Great Britain, which is the source of all this trouble, 
that that is what we are contending for. The Senator from Maine in- 
formed us when I put the question to him that the repeal of the duty 
on salt fish would settle this question instantly. ‘There is the category 
we are in. 

Mr. President, when we get the speech on thissubject after the Sena- 
tor from New York has finished his remarks and I have the opportu- 
nity of seeing all that he has said and a chance to make some comments 
upon what he has said, I hope to be able to convince even some of the 
Senators on that side that we are not prepared just at this moment and 
under the exigencies of the present situation to consider the subject 
with that judicial impartiality which belongs to it and which its im- 
portance demands at our hands, and that we should deal with it in the 
same manner we have with some other questions, postpone it to a time 
when party heats, and party hopes, and party aspirations are retired 
from view to some extent, when the Senate of the United States would 
have an opportunity to consider this great and grave and serious ques- 
tion in the light of a pure and better atmosphere than that which pre- 
vails in this body at this moment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word in reply to the Senator from 
Alabama. The Senator says that the Republican party put fresh fish 
on the free-list; that there is nothing left to-day but salt fish; that the 
duties on salt fish amount to $200,000 or $300,000 a year. The duties 
removed in 1878 were $690,000 that year alone under the treaty of 
1871, and they would amount to over a million dollars now in all hu- 
man probability. 

Then, again, when the Republican party put fresh fish on the free- 
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list there was no conception of the present condition of things in this 
country. When fish were put on the free-list under the item ‘‘fish 
fresh, for immediate consumption,’’ it was understood that that meant 
fish, fresh, for immediate consumption—taken to-day and used to-mor 
row or the next day But since that time there have sprung up under 
the inventive genius of this country refrigerator cars and refrigerato 
on every fishing vessel. 

This method of freezing the fish and keeping them on board the ves- 
sels themselves for two months at a time is now in vogue, and to-day 
you can take on the Banks a cargo of halibut, you can keep them on 
that vessel for two months, you can land them in Gloucester, you can 
send them to Boston frozen, packed in ice; you can put them into th 
great refrigerators of the Boston market, you can keep them thre¢ 
months there, you can take them from that great refrigerator and put 
them on the refrigerators in the cars, and you can land them in two 
thousand nine hundred and eighty counties of this Republic in as good 
and perfect condition as if they had been salted or smoked. Now, I 
say when fish for immediate use were put on the free-list it was never 
dreamed that these fish would be transported all over the United States 
and kept for six months. 

Then, again, they have discovered processes within the last five or six 
years by which fish in a few moments’ time can be frozen as solid as 
rock and you can not cut them atall. The only thing you can do is 
to break them as you would a block of ice, and those fish are preserved 
in immense factories in the provinces to-day and are poured into our 
country as the needs of the market seem to justify their doing. They | 
go as cheap freight and find on the Pacificcoast at any time a fit market. | 
Those salmon can be sold readily. I have been in a mill there | 

| 





that freezes thousands and tens of thousands of tons every year. It 
never was dreamed that these fish would come in free of duty, and my 
judgment is that the Treasury Department is responsible for that con 
struction. 

For instance, it was first applied, I think, at Gloucester. <A load of 
halibut came into Gloucester. The collector insisted that they must 
pay duty because they were frozen halibutand had been on board ves- 
sel then for over a month. The duty was imposed, it was paid, and 
an appeal was taken to the Treasury Department, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury determined that under the clause ‘‘ fresh fish for immedi- 
ate use’’ that cargo of halibut must be admitted free of duty. The 
duties were remitted, but as happens almost always with halibut that 
portion of a halibut sold for use freshis the white. The portion which | 
is smoked or cured is what is called the gray. Some halibut is called 
‘* gray halibut,’’? but nearly all halibut will have some gray. The 
portions that are gray are the portions that are smoked and cured. 
The moment the decision came from the Treasury Department that 
this cargo of fish in Gloucester was free of duty, one-half of the whole 
cargo of fish was cured in the city of Gloucester itself. There it was 
then cured fish free from duty, and then notice was given to the Se 
retary of the Treasury that one-half of that whole cargo was cured in 
the city of Gloucester, and immediately the Secretary of the Treasury 
reimposed the duty and collected it on one-half that cargo. I say there 
is no sense in any such proceeding as that. The construction of the 
Treasury Department ought to be that fish taken fresh and used im- 
mediately is fresh fish, but not where they are kept on board a vessel 
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for a month, then in a Boston refrigerator for a month more, and then | 1 


sent all over the United States. 

What is the resultof this? The result is that the fresh-fish market 
of the United States to-day is worth more to Canada than the salt-fish 
market of the United States. The result is that Canada by means of 
transporting fish over the railroads into this country is controlling the 
fresh-fish market of the United States. 

Now, what should be done? A construction by Congress should } 
put upon that provision, or else a duty should be imposed upon fish 
that are preserved by freezing, just precisely as if preserved in any 
other way; and why should you not doit? Canada has double the 
duty on salt fish, the duty against your fish, that you have en salt fish 
against hers, and Canada has a duty on all the fresh fish taken into 
Canada against the United States of America to-day. There is no pre- 
tense of taking it off, and she never has made any pretense of taking 
it off. What right has she to complain that we have that duty upon 
salt fish when we have none upon fresh fish and she has doubled the 
duty upon salt fish and has a duty upon fresh fish, too, as against us ? | 

Now, I should like to inquire if the Senator from Florida is prepared | 
to go on to-day. 

Mr. CALL. I would prefer not to go on to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. It clearly will not do for those who believe that this 
treaty ought to be acted upon at this session of the Senate to allow one 
speech a day on the fisheries treaty, or one-half a speech a day on th 
fisheries treaty, and those who want action on this treaty will be com- 
pelled before a great while to insist that the discussion of this treaty 
shall proceed to the exclusion of all other business. I do not like to 
do it to-day; I do not like to do it when the weather is so fiercely hot 
as it is, and when we have sat here listening to two or three speeches | 
in three or four hours to-day; but certainly the time must come, and 
it must come very shortly, too—I will not give notice now when, but 
it must come very shortly when this must be continued to the end in 
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Mr. EVARTS. And then I yielded the flo 
Mr. MORGAN. I did not so understand 





As I remember, Mr. President, the language of the act of 1°70, if J 
am correct in the date, it was ‘‘ fresh fish for immediate ¢ 
Mr. FRYE. That is it 
Mr. MORGAN. That subject underwent a very complete examina 
| tion by the Secretary of the Treasury, I suppose, before 15+ He 
must have done it befure 1885. I know the Secretary of the Treasury 
in 1885 or 1886 sent to Congres naco 1unication addressed to the 
House of Representatives, a very fu liscussion of the diffi es of 
lecision made in that matte But at all events, that same lan- 
ge is carried into the tariff of 1883. The Republicans had ma 
ority in this body in 1883, and the language of which the Senator from 
Maine complains, and which he says has r¢ ed an imp ter- 
pretation, the same language was in the act of 1870, * { 1. for 
immediate consumption.”’ 
[It does occur to me ina matter of this great ma tude, and one that 
s brought uy to distu the relat | ‘ t i i elgn 
untry, that somebody ght h got a ion the S eme 
Court of the United States upon propel terpretation of that act 
this time; but no rt of that | 1 seems to have been ‘ ind 
the Senator from Main sts that the meaning of th word he- 
( l€ Inappii je tot €XIs e ¢ shing bec se t] 
ezing halibut and ot nd i fis ] n ¢ tro 
m. It was introduced before 1883 lt 
than 1883: and yett hepuhd ] é t ) t } 
IXS3 a put the same lang o t . t i 87 id 
1 n the face of the t sh vy € r } ‘ ida 
mbers of tons every se id 
Now, I reassert the proposition that the Re I . 
nonsible for the introduction of the fresh fish into the act of 1870, 
{ as far as General Grant could make it responsible it w f 
ble for the introduction of it into the proposed treaty which lin 
isi4 They made the propositi to introduce itin the treaty of 1°7! 
the treaty of Washington, andthen they put ‘ into the tar 1 
of ISS2. After that party has made these overtures, the ed t 
tions, these concessions upon a subject which the Senator from Maine 
says is of far more importance than the ty on t I ¢ 
derstand how it is that you clamor a nst the | crat pia 
statine to you that we do not believe tiie mot e ¢ 
part of Canada i to get rid of the tar on h I it tcean be; 
imed, if that can be alleged, if tl is ctual 
been treated in this negotiation? When a pro t of 
mooted amongst the negotiators, Mr. Bayard declit t absolute 
nformed the British authorities that our treaty 1 nd « 
regulations were not to be in the slightest degr ynnected witl 
duty and power of Congress to modify the revenue VS ort CU ntry, 
its tariff laws, or anything of that rt, whenever t ( to doit 
The fifteenth article of the treaty might just as well be st: en 
of it as ‘not, so far as the treat concerned . til the Con- 
gress of the United States by a | $1 1 ft ities on the - 
ticles named there—fresh fish he« ticle 
named—that article of the treaty can have no « itever. 
So I think a little further examinatior f ts connected 
this treaty will show that there a false clamor t the real 
of the Cat udians in respect of th mat 
Mr. DAWES. What do you think their motive is ? 


Mr. MORGAN. I think their motive, first, is one of jealousy 
ing out of the old offense of one hundred years ago, from that 
unto this. I think one motive is to get back from us what they re- 
ceived under the treaty of Washington, pretty broad reciprocal trade, 


| and I think the Canadian merchants would like very much indeed—— 
some way or other. 


Mr. DAWES. You refer to the treaty of 1854? 
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Mr. MORGAN. The treaty of 1854, I mean. 
dian merchants would like very well indeed to take some of the trade 
from Zoston and Portsmouth, and perhaps from Portland, in equip- 
ping vessels, in fitting out vessels, in supplies, and in a great many 
things. I think the Canadians would like very much indeed to have 
a part of that trade from our northeastern coast, and I think that those 
are very strong motives. Lut beyond that we can not deny to those 
people sensibilities like our own; and when they believe sincerely as 
we do that they have got rights, they are not a people that we expect 
to sce surrender them absolutely because we differ from them in opinion. 
Mr. DAWES. If the Senator's theory is right, I should like to have 
him explain why it breaks out always the moment that our markets 
are closed. 
iz. MQRGAN. ‘There are two reasons for that. 
ir. DAWES. But suppose the markets are open? 
ir. MORGA? 
the first place the Canadians, like 
es! They are ve 


ourselves, consult their own inter- 
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I think the Cana-/| it. Perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts has not. 1 have seen 


| enough of bloodshed between brethren in this country here to under- 
stand that when blood is shed between Englishmen and Americans 
| who belong to the same stock, there are going to be a great many peo- 


| 


Chere are two reasons for that, Mr. President. In | 


ple killed and great destruction done. There is not much to be gained 
by either side of that stock, and I believe that the people of Great Brit- 
ain have got just as keen a sense of honor and of duty to their gov- 
ernment as we have. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Alabama allude to me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. In the first place I wish to disel: 
that sentence. 

Mr. MORGAN. You said you would do it but for the fact that you 
had some acquaintance with my record here. 

Mr. HOAR. I said nothing about the Senator being silly. I said 
if it were not for my respect for the Senator from Alabama I would 


uim having pronounced 


pronounce the suggestion that there was any danger of a war with 


ry apt to do so, and when they find that we are not | 


disposed to have reciprocal trade, to give them the advantages of deal- | 


ing with us in a pretty free, liberal way, they naturally become a lit- 


tle bit conservativein their agfion. More than that, there are certain | 
men in this country who are trying to compel the Congress of the | 
United States to reinstate the duty on fresh fish. They are trying to | 


reverse the action of the Republican party on that question. They 
are trying to coerce the Government of the United States to go back 
and restore the duty on fresh fish. And so, whenever treaty arrange- 
ments have expired and a pretext is offered, there are men always 


England growing out of our existing difficulties and our insisting that 
we should have the same rule applied to our fishermen that we applied 
to hers, as supremely silly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, if the Government of Great 
Britain, that has made a great many complaints against our people—I 
will produce them when the proper stage of the case comes up—if the 
Government of Great Britain, that has madethese complaints and sent 
them to our Government from time to time of trespasses committed by 





| our fishermen upon their ports and against their laws and for violations 


ready on hand for the purpose of raising a row. ‘The history of this | 


country b al me out 
and predicted that within five or six weeks’ time difficulties would arise 
over there, and sure enough they came; and | venture the prediction 
this afternoon that when you have rejected this treaty it will not be 
three weeks until difficulties will arise, and they will arise out of a 
state of preparation now made for the purpose of involving this coun- 
try in trouble with the Canadian authorities. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator agree with the Secretary of State 
and Mr. Phelps as to the motive that will be behind this when it breaks 
out again ? 

Mr. MORGAN, Ido not know what motive that may be. 

Mr. DAWES. Has not the Senator heard it several times? 

Mr. MORGAN. If I have, I have forgotten it. Will theSenator re- 
peat it? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator’s Secretary of State and Mr. Phelps 
have stated in official documents that the purpose of all the trouble is 
to procure the opening of our markets, and Mr. Phelps says in his letter 
to the British ministry that he expects it will break out again, and he 
warns the British minister that any attempt to get our markets opened 
in that way will fail. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, those are very eminent gen- 
tlemen; they have looked over this field with a great deal of care; but 
they do not happen to have all the responsibility on this question. 
As a Senator on this floor | must make up my judgment on facts and 
act upon them. 


' 4 . . i 
in that, and Senators have arisen on this floor 


, 
of the treaty, should pass an act of Parliamentor bring in a report ofa 
leading committee of Parliament, which report should be ratified and 
confirmed by the vote of that body, either sud silentio or.by an act of 
open vote, and in that way they should declare that the time for ne- 
gotiations with the United States of America about the fisheries busi- 
ness had passed, and that it was not a fit subject for negotiation, and 
that we had a law upon our statute-book which authorized retaliation 
and we intended to resort to that, what then? You would hear the 
kettledrums rattling over every neighborhood in the United States by 
the time that message got distributed through the telegraph. We 
should not mistake it. We need not blind our eyes with the thought 
that they mistake it. They do not mistake it. 

You will find another thing about it. There is an old backbone ot 
the Andrew Jackson spirit in the Democratie party of this country left 
pretty strong and pretty broad. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to see it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt you would be glad to see it after 
passing through a little sackcloth and ashes for bringing on the row. 
[ have no doubt the Senator would thank Andrew Jackson in his 
heart for having redeemed the honor of this country in the baitle of 
New Orleans after our treops had been whipped all over the North. I 
think he would feel more gratitude to the Democratie party. I have 
no doubt of it. ” 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say further that this element is not going 


Do 


to make a foolish quarrel, but when we get into a quarrel, right or 


| wrong, We are going to stand by our country and we mean business by 


I doubt very much whether the Senator from Massachusetts has | 


been entirely exact in his quotations from those gentlemen. If he has 
heen, I do differ from them. I do not bélieve that the purpose of the 
Canadian Government is to compel us to take off the remainder of this 
little duty on salt fish, for it is a mere bagatelle. There is nothing in 
it; there is no money init. You could throw it away every year with- 
out missin® it, even out of the exchequer of the Canadian Government. 

When I speak about difficulties coming I look to a political cam- 
paign that surrounds us, I !ook to the aspiration of politicians, I look 
to the fact that they canall very easily attempt to get up controversies 
and rows and difficulties for the purpose of putting an administration 
that they want to defeat and destroy in a bad attitude, in a dangeroys 
position. I ean see that, and I can see in the urgency of this case, 
when every man in the United States knows that it is not going to 
benefit the country to destroy this negotiation at this moment, when 
everybody here knows that the modus vivendi secured in the protocol 
of this treaty is securing peace between the two countries and liberal- 
ity of trade and intercourse, and when every person in this country 
knows that the object of destroying this negotiation at once is nothing 
more nor less than a political object connected with the Presidential 
election. 

Under such circumstances, Mr. President, I think that it behooves 
us to look carefully around us. ThisCommittee on Foreign Relations 
and the honorable Senator who has just left the floor, one of our great- 
est and most experienced statesmen, has offered nothing in the place 
of this treaty—nothing at all. He goes back to the retaliation law of 
1887 without approving its application to the present, and pooh-poohs 
and treats with contempt the idea that there may Ve embroilment or 
war between these countries growing out of the fisheries. 

One of the honorable Senators did me the distinguished honor of pro- 
nouncing me a silly man because I happened te make allusion to the 
fact that a war might grow out of a question like this. Well, I may 


it. You may mean a joke, you may mean some traffic, some swapping 
of knives, some bargain in open market, some chaffering about a little 
contract that you can beat the British people or the Canadian people 
at, but we mean business; we mean to execute the laws of this land 
just as they are on the statute-book, but we mean also, as the Presi- 
dent has done, to resort to his high constitutional powers as a negoti- 
ator to make a negotiation and refer it to the Senate of the United 
States as the negotiators in the seeond degree for them to consider, and 
then after the negotiation has closed and that makes the act of Con- 
gress what it never was before in principle and spirit, mandatory, it 
will be obeyed. And yet when they expect it to be obeyed there 
comes up @ long howl of discontent because the President will not 
pledge himself to the American Fisheries Union in advance that he 
will limit the retaliation to fish. No, sir; it is a broad American 
question and Congress deals with it in what is alleged to bea broad 
way; I think myself in a sort of cheap way considering the outcome 
of it. 

As I remarked the other day, if we had to deal with poor little 
Venezuela on such a subject for a moment, we would provide men and 
means to send down there to choke the money out of her that was due 
to our citizens, as we believe. But Congress passed an act in which 
everything was left to the discretion of the President of the United 
States, and because he saw proper to enter into a negotiation and send 
it here, he, in the National Republican platform, is accused of pusiliani- 
mous cowardice, and his administration and this great party of five and 
a half millions of voters who stand by him—and it may run up to eight 
millions, and I expect it will before we get through with this next elec- 
tion—are so stigmatized. 

We do not intend to have any mincing of words about this. The 
people of the United States shall understand what the issue is and how 
it is treated here, and long lecturers on the history of this country who 
seek to interpose their power and their authority to the supplanting of 


be silly, Mr. President, but I have seen enough of war to be afraid of | all the constitutional powers of the President of the United States and 
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shows blotches of an ineradicable disease. 
not effected a cure. 

Senators accuse me of having changed my attitnde on this question. 
Why, sir, if I had ever taken an attitude upon this question or any 
question connected with it which should have confronted me with the 
troubles that I see lying right before us now, I would change it in a 
minute and come right out and say so,.and I would say to the Ameri- 
can people that Idid that because I saw that I was mistaken and | saw 
that [ was imperiling your rights and your liberties and your pros- 
perity without any adequate reason. I would reverse my action and 
try to reclaim the blow before it lit upon the victim. 

Perhaps I feel more about this than I ought todo. My conceptions 
of it may be distorted; they may be to a degree imaginary; but I re- 
peat the remark I made awhile ago, if the Government of Great Brit- 
ain would say these things to us which we say in this majority report, 
rejecting a treaty upon the ground that the time for negotiation has 
passed, and after abusing us to their heart’s content, as Great Britain 
certainly has been sufficiently abused here now to answer the purpose 
of this coming generation, I sappose—after having abused us to their 
heart’s content, they had said to us, ‘‘ We have got an act of Parlia- 
ment which repeats this act of 1887, and we intend to turn it loose on 
you,’’ there can not be any doubt what our attitude would be—I speak 


The great lapse of time has 
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thus composed marching in the other direction, would easily have taken 
possession of these two great extremities of the continent, and we would 
have reconstructed the Union upon fields, if need be, of warfare upon 
foreign soil, and at the same time would have consolidated the conti- 
nent as one forever. 

We pursued a policy of peace when we had adcquate causes for war, 
and when willing populations invited us to the north and to the south. 
Sir, however strange these views of the situation in the past may be, 
nevertheless they are those which I honestly entertain, and I believe 
if we had embraced those opportunities when we were ready and able 
to meet the world in arms, when we had a navy that had advanced to 
the most perfect condition of naval accomplishment and ability for naval 
warfare, and when we had armies sufficiently numerous and powerful 
to have met any force that possibly could have beensent against us by 
any combination of European powers, either land or naval—I say at 
that time we could have consolidated the continent in one, and the 


| dream of American destiny from that date would have been fulfilled. 


of American people—and even the Senator from Massachusetts, with | 
his known ability and great patriotism, with the support of the ablest | 


committes the Senate can furnish, with all the power that we can give 
him, would not be able to check the trouble we are in or likely to get 
in. That expedient—to use the language of the immortal man whom 
1 hope I may live until November to vote for—‘‘ won’t do,’’ Mr. Pres- 
ident. Thatistooshallow. That little pretense of saving this country 
upon the paltry bed that the Senator from Massachusetts has built for us, 
with his committee to go around and investigate the condition of affairs 
between this country and Canada, is something that the American peo- 
ple are not going to rely upon. I donot believe in his ability or that 
of any Senator in this body or any number of Senators, by probing into 
the condition of things, to save us from that which will be precipitated 
upon us, I am afraid, sooner than we are prepared to meet it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have only a word to say, but that word must be to 
the effect that it seems to me perfectly apparent that if there is to be 
no war with England or with Canada, or with England and Canada 
combined, until the discussion upon the ratification of this treaty ends, 
then that war is certain to be postponed until the destruction of this 
world by fire or by glacier. I do not believe there is any approach to 
the remotest shadow of common sense in the recitation of this decla- 
ration of war, war, destruction of the United States, destruction of the 
Auglo-Saxon race, and that sort of bloody collision which seems to so 
constantly haunt the imagination of theSenator from Alabama. There 
is too much of common sense north of Mason and Dixon’s line, and I 
think south of Mason and Dixon’s line, to permit these extravagant 
and illusory imaginations, these bloody apprehensions of the Senator 
ever becoming realities. 

We have some /ittle difficulty about this fishery matter, but, as has 
been demonstrated by the Senator from New York this afternoon, it is 
of comparatively such trifling importance that there never can be fail- 
ure of adjudicating the pecuniary losses which might be inflicted upon 
us by any conceivable violation of our treaty rights, and if there were 
any insult to the dignity and honor of the country, the great power 
we have to deal with is certainly great enough and is magranimous 
enough, when it is necessary to apologize, even to do that. 

But I do not apprehend any condition of that kind whatever. I have 
always been of the opinion that there was a time in our diplomatic 
history when we did miss it. I have always looked upon the treaty 
of Washington, which has been so lauded, as one of the great mistakes 
of our diplomacy. There was a time when we had a cause of war 
against Great Britain, which was frittered away in the pecuniary result 
of that treaty that I think was a nationalcalamity. That was a time 
when Canada was anxious to become a component part of the United 
States; the mass of her people then desired it; Great Britain was ready to 
liberate them, and tor the great cause of war which we had against her, 
thedestruction of our commerce, the hostile, the inimical intent which 
she had nourished towards us all through those four bloody years, by 
virtue of which she had prolonged our civil war at least two years and 
had doubled the destruction of both sections—there was a time when 
we had a cause of war and were prepared to make war, and we could 
easily have annexed Canada by force, if need be, but we could have 
done it by the willing assent of her people. The opportunity passed 
away. Great Britain saw how nearly she came to making a mistake 
and Canada was organized into a Dominion, and to-day there is a ris- 
ing ambition among her leading men and among many of her people 
to make her the great connecting link in the British Empire, which 
encircles the globe and holds the destiny of mankind in her hands. 
The thing is not so easy now as it once was. 

Is was so, too, with Mexico to the south of us. Mexico was anxious 
for a protectorate under the United States, and we were in that condi- 
tion at that time, having been in controversy with ourselves, when one 
hundred and fifty thousand of the soldiers of the North combined with 
one hundred thousand of the soldiers of the South, and a like army 


But all that has passed away, Mr. President, and yet it is as necessary 
for the American people, it is as necessary for the North Amer can 
continent, that that union shall be effected to-day as it ever was. I 
say that, in my belief, it is utterly impossible that this continent shall 
go on developing and developing hostile nations, with different indus- 
trial conditions prevailing, with prejudices, and hostilities, and all 
those feelings which may be engendered between rival and hostile na- 
tions, and which constitute the secret of the continual warfare which 
infests Europe and which has really destroyed that great continent; 
for w .at human being that has an appreciation of real civilization and 
of the desirable things of human life would become an inhabitant of 
the continent of Europe to-day ? 

I will not enlarge upon these views. I say there is a necessity for 
union under some federal system in which the people shall be all- 
powerful. Intelligent masses never make war upon each other. There 
should be some federal system extended over the whole of the conti- 
nent, and the production of homogeneous conditions among all who 
are embraced under one politicel system is indispensable for the future 
of the North American continent. It is with that view that I think 


| now in Canada there is a rising nation already of 5,000,000, with at 


least one-half or certainly 6ne-thind of geographical extent, which in all 
its resources and in its capacities is equal to any portion of the United 
States, a country where there may be and there must be in the future a 
nation of at least 100,000,000. I say, sir, with such a nation as that or- 
ganizing on the north of us, separated from us only by an imaginary line 
extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, 4,000 miles in length, 
every inch of which is full of the possibilities of future difficulty, and 
the condition of the people so different from our own in the matter of 
industrial production, in wages, in everything that goes to make up 
the condition of the mass of the people, there are ample sources of 
trouble and hostility in the future unless by the good sense of the peo- 
ple of both these countries in these earlier times something like 
political union can be accomplished. Of course we can go on and we 
can have our wars in the future—wars as between hostile nations. 
That is possible and it may be probable, but there must be a way of 


| avoiding all this. 





Either the promises of the millennium and the anticipations of the 
human race that at some time there will be relief from the horrors of 
warfare must be cast aside, or there has got to be a time for the initia- 
tion of this policy of peace; and I believe this nation is great enough 
to undertake that initiative. I believe that however undiplomatic it 
may be to propose or suggest something of this kind, the American na- 
tion is great enough and that the opportunity is important enough to 
justify the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom the resolution 
which I have introduced has been sent, to consider whether they may 
not look upon this opportunity in a larger aspect and suggest something 
which may lead to the consummation which every American believes 
to be absolutely indispensable in order that American destiny may be 
realized. 

When will there bea bettertime? Will you postpone it until there 
are 10,000,000 people in Canada and 100,000,000 in the United States, 
until we have quarreled for a half century longer? When is the op- 
portunity to come if it may not be expected to come now? Are all 
these promises of the prophets and of the Christian religion and of the 
lovers of freedom the world over to be postponed? Are they to vanish 
in smoke? If not, there is some practical thing which has got to be 
done, and I took the liberty of introducing this resolution. Nobody 
else is responsible forit. It may have no effect, but I thought it might 
set somebody to thinking. Very likely it will not affect the Senate; 
very likely it will not affect the press; but there are men and women 
all over Canada and all over the United States who will say that is the 
thing that ought to be done, and let somebody else take the responsi- 
bility of finding the opportunity unless this be the fitting opportunity. 

The talk.about war under these circumstances I think is wholly out 
of place. I think the Senator from Alabama is talking war for effect 
in this political campaign at home. I do not know of any Republican 
who has talked about war as the result of the rejection of this treaty. 
The resources of diplomacy are certainly all open, and they have not 
been exhausted. A pig-headed Executive is not to take the opportunity 
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of the exercise of its just and honorable and discreet judgment on the 
part of the Senate to inflict upon the Ameri 

mercantile distress and disruption, the destruction of business unnec- 
essarily simply because he has the power. 


in people needless injury, 


Congress has confided to 
him a discretion, a discretion in the direction of retaliation so far as 1s 
necessary to correct and to vindicate the injury which may be done to 
our rights simply in the matter of this fishery; and when it is intl 
mated to us that he is to go further and that he is to destroy the ex 
isting industrial fabric of the United States simply because of the exe 
cise on the part of the Senate of its just discretion by the terms of this 
treaty—when it is intimated he does that it is an intimation that the 
whole party might be banished from the country as too idle, too igno 
rant, or too foolish or too unpatriotic to properly exist longer under 
the protection of our laws. 

That sort of talk has no effect anywhere in the United States, and 
if the Senator and his party approve of it, they will come to discover 
that the American people are not so thin-witted as they may imagine. 
We shall go on and reject this treaty unduubtedly, and we ought to 
be permitted to reject it without much more talk of the indications 
that the Senator holds up to us every time he is on his feet, that he 


will prolong the session until after election, that he will prolong the | , 


contest by his everlasting speeches, and that seems to be the only ob 
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stacle to the war, if there is any danger over us, that the Senator may | 


talk until all those who can fight aredead. These intimations I would 
be glad, for one, to listen to no more, if I can avoid it by leaving the 
Chamber—and I doubt but that is the only remedy—lI shall be glad 
to be permitted to occupy my seat and take such humble partas I 


can in the way of listening to what may be pertinent discussion of | 


matters that ought to be under debate; but as to the treaty itself, I 
hope it may soon be disposed of. 


In order that there may be no misapprehension as to the nature of | 


the resolution which I have introduced, [ ask that it be read. 
simply to furnish a basis on which England and the Dominion of Can- 
ada and the United States may finda ground of action; it means simply 
that the boundary of the United States on the north shall be coter- 
minous with the north pole. 
will be better off tnan she is now. 
vantages with Canada are mainly those of a commercial character? 
She may need transit to her Asiatic possessions. An arrangement might 
be made to give her that transit, to bond her merchandise from the 
Pacific to the Atlantic and from the Atlantic to the Pacific; let it go 
in cars locked up, as is the case now part way across Canada, for the 
mutual benefit of both countries. If some arrangement of that kind 
can be made with Great Britain, the alliance of friendship between the 
Anglo-Saxon race which would result therefrom, giving to the United 
States the whole continent, or so much of it as lies north of Spanish 
settlement and occupation, would be to Great Britain the perpetuation 
of her empire; and I believe in my inmost soul that any other possible 
solution of this difficulty will result in the dismemberment of the 
British Empire, for our destiny is just as sure to the north pole as is 
our existence. 

Ané@ that must be desired by those north of the line as well as those 
south of the line to-day, for it is equally indispensable tothem. It is 
utterly impossible that the Canadian country and our own should live 
together under existing circumstances in peace for any great length of 
time. How can it be with a population directly north of us, where 
wages are not more than one-half of what they are in the United States? 
I need not enlarge onthe difficulties which must result and what would 
be the consequence to Canada were she to accede to some such invitation 
as this and become apartof the American Union. Every dollarof value 
in Canada would be two dollars the day after such a consummation, 
and the equalization of conditions which would result in the lifting 
of wages there, the lifting of values there, would not only justify but 
would make the abolition of the tariff which exists now between the 
two countries indispensable and a natural consequence for the com- 
mon good. 

What is the other great danger that threatens this country to-day ? 
It comes from the South, as well as from Canada on the north. Though 
we are politically united the difficulty is simply because at the South 
there is a system of labor—passing away certainly 
South a system of labor that makes production nearly as cheap as it is 
to the north of us, and no tariff to protect us, with our existing indus- 
trial system at the North against it. That is what makes the difli- 
culty between the North and the South. That is what makes the 
South solid against the North, and practically the North solid against 
the South. We are not a homogeneous people. Some time we shall 
be; existing causes will work that all out. When wages at the South 
are the same as they are at the North, when production is the same as 
it is at the North, then free trade between the two sections can con- 
tinue to exist without resulting in political attrition; and never until 


this industrial condition is equalized by a homogeneous condition of 


the people of the two sections will this irritation cease, never will re- 
construction be perfected. 

3ut, Mr. President, this talk that I have made has come without re- 
flection, and I do not know that the tendency of it will be good. I 
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So far as Great Britain is concerned, she |} 
Who does not know that her aa- | 


It means | 


but there is at the | 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when the Senator m A ima is in 
the mood which possesses him this afternoon he always speaks clearly 
|} and plainly and shows what he means and what sentiments mo ul. 
In that he is bolder than many of his associates. It was impossib r 
him to let the discussion upon this treaty, or more immediately upon 


the question of postponement until December, pass without 











and taking opportunity for advocating the free-trade side upon the on 
ubject-matter under this negotiation where the question of prote 2 
or tree trade arises. It was not possible for him to let the opportun 
pass without delivering a denunciation of the protection that our stat- 
utes at present give to the fishery interests of the United States 

Mr. President, the Senator and his party have of late grown some 
vhat sensitive over the charge made in many places and profoundly 

lieved by the American people that the Democratic party is un-Ameri- 
can in its attitude, unsympathetic with American labor, andis i i 
with British views and British policies and British theories. The coun 
try has not failed to take notice of this leanin he Senator’s part 
and this is one reason for its great interest i liscussion upon the 
treaty, and the discussion develops the attitude of the Democratie party 
as boldly taken by the Senator trom Alabamain the speech h 
made, 

Here is a proposition to remove duties upon fish caught in Brit I 
Canadian vessels by British fishermen in British waters to be 
into our ports in competition with our own American-caught I 
is not a movement called for anywhere by the American peopl 
a proposition that Canada, with Great Britain backing her, came 
this negotiation more in favor of and more decided upon mainta 
and securing than any other one proposition involved in the 
versy. Free fish was what the Canadian representatives soug 
hoped for and demanded when they assembled in on with t er 
negotiators 

Chere was, as I have said, no demand for free fish in any American 
quarter. Six months ago the Senator from Alabama did not ventu 
to stand up here in the Senate and argue for it cd there was 
for it anywhere. It is a plain case of an elaborated and defined 
ish demand. It does not even come under the category of the ma 
other industries where it is claimed by gentlemen on the oth 
that it is the consumer in the United States who wants free trade. So 
ve have here an example where the destruction of one industry of ou 
has in terms been championed by Great Britain and has been made the 





subject of long-continued and elaborate negotiation, in which 





power has at last succeeded in putting her proposition into the treaty, 
and to-day we find the Democratic party, represented by the Senatoi 
from Alabama, who is at its head on the Committee on Foreign ‘tela 
tions, and who in this discussion has more th ny other voiced the 
itiment of his party and of the President—we tind him here unable to 
t the discussion pass without bringing out « y t subse 
vhich he and his associates and the President w ds them are 


' 
h interests and British demand 


[It does not do for the Senator to belittle this industry of ours and 
say that but a few miles of our coast comparatively are represented 
it, and that the American fishermen who are interested in th e8- 
tion are only a small part even of the fishermen upon all our s es. 


That 


is not the fashion that the Democratic party had in years past in 
dealing with the interests of American citizens, great or sma!l Ch 
number of seamen who were impressed by british ships and carried 
into the British service, the question that more than any other gave 


rise to the war of 1812 with Great Britain, was not one in one hundred 
thousand of the American people, and yet it was the pride of the 
in power then, from which the Senator claims lineal descent, to esp 
the cause of the seamen who had been torn from the decks of our 
sels and put upon Lritish ships, few as they were in number. That 
was the fashion of the Democratic party in that day. 

It was not a great strip of ground that lay between the Rio Grande 
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and the Nueces that gave rise to the war with Mexico, It was not | tifulto them. Iam disposed not only to applaud their valor in what 


needed to the integrity of the American people, or to the symmetry of | 
our boundary. or to the happiness or welfare of the American people; 

but the moment that General Arista with the Mexican army crossed 
the Rio Grande the whole American people, with a Democratic ad- 
ministration, flew to arms and the country determined that, whatever 
territory was involved, great or small, the honor and the dignity of the 
flag should be maintained. It was only a handful of men that held 
that beleaguered fort in Charleston Harbor twenty-seven years ago; 
and yet when the Senator from Alabama and his associates fired upon 
that body of men the whole loyal North rose as grandly as though an 
hundred thousand of our soldiers had been assailed. 

The Senator can not put this question out of sight nor cast it under 
his feet because this industry does not represent a numerous portion of 
the American people. It is an industry that represents men of hardy 
lines of pursuits that require manliness and intelligence, that has 
trained men tostand in the defense of the country, and it is only—and 
I speak it as an American citizen with a sense of shame—it is only 
within this last year that an American administration has been found 
that has been willing to trample this industry and the people engaged 
in it under foot and to send out long homilies and inspire its defenders 
here to make long speeches in favor of the side of our competitors, the 
British people. 
watches this debate and appreciates the position of the Senator froin 
Alabama and of his party. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nothing is to be made, Mr. President, by any in- 
genuity of Senators who mistake the attitude of a Senator on this 
floor, because the Recorp is here to show. I appeal to that Recorp, 
and I ask Senators to look over it in the morning to see whether I have 
made any statement that I desired or expected the repeal of the duty 
on salt fish, or that in the tariff discussion that is to take place in the 
Senate very soon I expect to make any motion of that kind, or that 
any Democrat expects to make a motion of that kind. But I referred 
to the insignificant amount of money that we got from the duty on salt 
fish, after the Republican party had made fresh fish free, as not being 
a suflicient inducement to provoke Great Britain or Canada into all of 
this series of wrongs and outrages of which we compiain—of many of 
them very justly. I merely referred to that. I made no argument 
in favor of free fish, and never stated the proposition that I was in fa- 
vor of taking that duty off fish. I would pass laws, if I knew how to 
do it, to give to the fishermen the benefit of this tariff on fish instead | 
of giving it to the middlemen, to the men who pickle and prepare fish 
for market and who forestall and monopolize the market, in preference | 
to giving it tothe halibut rings or any other rings in that region, or 

‘combines,’’ of which there are quite a number, whose history has | 
been spread upon the records of this Senate and are now in print and 
can be read of all men, 


Indeed, J would, if I could, distribute the benefits of this tariff | 


bounty that we give to the fishermen so that the poor laboring men 
who haul the lines over the deck of the ship may get some benetit out 
of it. 

I have not said one word about repealing the duty; I have not inti- 
mated that I would vote for it. I doubt very much if I would vote for 
it. Lut I will go with anybody who has theingenuity to devise some 
plan by which the money which we get out of the duty on fish, and by 
which I suppose of course the price is enhanced, shall go to the advan- 


tage of the poor fisherman who treads the deck and stays with his boat | 


in fogs and in the night fishing, aud who encounters all the perils of a 
terrible sea. 

I should like to do that; but the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] 
can not misrepresent me, because the RECORD shows exactly what I | 
have said. He has set up a man of straw this evening to exhibit his 
skill in knocking it down. There are better targets than that in the 
Senate. Arguments have been delivered here, facts have been stated 
time and time again, and if the Senator would indulge himself in meet- 
ing the arguments or in controverting the facts that we state instead 
of imputing positions and attitudes to Senators which they never took, 
he would have quite enough todo. His abilities would not be over- 
taxed, probably, but le would have plenty of work in this hot weather. 

lor my statement with regard to the number of fishermen in tlie 
country and the manner in which they are distributed, 1 turn to page 
5 of a speech of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who, I 
have no doubt, took very great pains to get his figures correct, and I 
will read them to the Senate: 


Professor Baird estimates the number of persons employed in our fisheries in 
1880 as 131,426, Of these 101,684 were Americans. The value of the fisheries of 
the sea, the great rivers, and great lakes was over $43,000,000. The fisheries of 
New England engaged 37,043 men. The South Atlantic States engaged 52.418 
men; the Middle States, 14,981 men; the Pacific States and Territories, 16, 803. 


What I said about that was this, that I and my colleagues from the 
Southern Atlantic States and the Gulf States represent a good many 
more fishermen than the Senators from Maine and Massachusetts. But, 
I repeat, after all the bounties that have been afforded, after all the 
drawbacks that have been allowed, the complaints that come to us 
and have come to us for the last seventy ea about the fisheries have | 
all come from that quarter of the country. I am disposed to be en- 
tirely just with them, and, more than that, I am disposed to be boun- 





As I have said before,it is fortunate that the country | 


they have done for us in the past, but to look forward with great hope- 
fulness to that great resource for seamen in our coming controversies, 

if we are ever to have any, upon the ocean. 

| But, Mr. President, at the same time I want to take care of the rest 
of the people of this country, and I do not want to see any injustice 
| done. I do not think that it is our business here to inflict an injustice 
upon one man that we may raise bounties or benefactions for another. 
I have never considered that that was within the purview of my con- 
stitutional authority. If protection is a doctrine of the Constitution 
of the United States, as a great many good Democrats argue that it is, 
I insist that it means protection as well for the consumer as for the 
producer—protection for both; not the robbery of one class for the en- 
richment of another. 

I have not advanced any theory or doctrine on the subject of free 
trade here thisday. I have said nothing aboutit. I merely adverted to 
the fact that these gentlemen who profess to be the friends of the fisher- 
men, and who seem to spend the better part of their lives in utterances 
of sympathy and respect and declarations of their proud appreciation 
of fishermen, nevertheless come here and in this Senate year after year, 
in 1870 and 1883, pass and continue to pass, long after the freezing proc- 
ess has been discovered and all that, a tariff law which makes “fish, 
fresh, tor immediate consumption,”’ free of duty, and that brings in 


all the fish that are landed from British decks or Canadian decks in the 
| ports of the United States. 

| They flourish here, trumpeting their own praises and magnifying 
their own glory in the eyes of the poor fishermen as their warm and 
staunch and unfailing friends, and yet they put fish on the market free, 
fresh fish, and help to rob these poor fellows out of the benetit, as they 
claim it is, of the tariff, that they are now saying Great Britain wants 
to have removed. What did Great Britain do to the Republican party 
to make them put ‘‘fish, fresh, for immediate consumption,’’ upon the 
free-list, I should like to know? 

Sir, the day for false pretenses has gone. The glamour that hung 
over all questions in the United States for forty or fifty years before 
1860, that warped every man’s political attitude without reference to 
reason, and shut him off from an investigation of the true merits of 
questions affecting the economical condition of the country, has passed 
away, and now we meet facts and questions face to face, and the Amer- 
ican people are beginning to understand them. The Senators who voted 
to put fish on the free-list will come to their accountability to the men 
they say they have been trying all this time to help. 

It is because I happened to open a little door of light upon that ques- 
tion that Iam charged here by one Senator with being an ex-rebel, 
and by another with | being a free-trader. I am charged with being the 
| leader of the Democratic sentiment in this conntry and in the Senate 
upon the subject of the tariff, and it is said that I have taken a posi- 
tion here that the Republican party did right in putting fish on the 
free-list. I denounce you for it. It is an act of arrant hypocrisy on 
| the part of the Republican party. A Senatorsays I speak plainly, and 
Ido. It was done for the purpose of currying favor with the lords who 
rule the fish market in the Northern States, and yet pulling the wool 
over the eyes of poor fishermen to make them believe that these men 
are their friends in the name of God! 

That is the same thing that is done all the time by this party that 
has paraded itseif before the land as the friend of the laboring man, 
the iriend of the artisan, the friend of the spinner, the friend of the 
weaver and the dyer and the manufacturer of the goods that enter 
into commerce. They know that they are not their friends. They 
know that they are the obedient servants of the combines and trusts 
and large operators upon heavy investments of capital, who have their 
| organizations to send their literature through this country broadcast, 
and who make a pharisaical and hypocritical pretense that they are 
the friends of the laboring man, when the truth is that they are dom- 
inated and controlled by the great lords who rule the land and live 
| upon the tops of the high hills. 
| I repeat, the time for the real consideration of questions between 

the people of the United States has come. If I was a rebel soldier, as 
| it has been intimated this evening and at various times before, I was 
| the same sort of man then in one respect that Iam here. I was an 
honest devotee to what I believed was right. I was not afraid to 
think and I was not afraid to fight for it. Lut some of the men who 
accuse me, some who even said thatmy life wasa forfeit, perhaps that it 

ought to have been taken, did not give me or any of my comrades an 
opportunity to take their ‘lives on the field of battle. They did not 
come in reach when the issue was up and the question was one worth 
while talking about. 

I contemn and despise men who have got such ideas, who stood out 
from under their own flag, who hid themselves in bomb-proofs and se- 
cured positions where their lives were safe and filled their pockets in 
the mean time, and when they came out the war was over and they 
| came to places of prominence to which their talents entitle them, I ad- 

mit, and then they take it out in fighting the battles which they never 
| raised a gun in, and did not dare to tow a line or test their mettle with 
i the enemy that they now so despise and so abuse. 
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got one of your very ablest, and I expect one of your most patriotic 
men, aud | dare say one of your most just and excellent men, Mr. 
Putnam, right from the coast, almost from the Bay of Fundy, to come 
into the negotiation and manage it. No slur is cast upon him; there 
is no imputation or impeachment of the man in the world, of his ability 
or his fairness, or anything of the kind; and he, living right there 
among those people, has concluded that it is best for them and best 
for all concerned that this subject should have been treated just as it is. 

President Cleveland is not—save the mark—a ‘‘ pig-headed ’’ man. 
He is not a fool. He has been wise enough to beat your party every 
time he came in contact with it, and he is going to do it again so easily 
that you will hardly know what has happened to you. You see the 
hand of doom already; there is nobody who can hide it from you. 

If President Cleveland bad been a mere politician, if he had desired 
merely to make the most out of the situation, he would have done 
what some of the Senators on that side have been doing to-day, he would 
have fulminated immense threats and talked about Great Britain. He 
would have gone into the jingo business, aud when he issued his proc- 
lamation, if heshould have issued one, it would have included nothing 
in the world but fish, and he would have plucked the little red feather 
that you are trying to put in your caps now as a war party, out of your 
caps and stuck it in his own, and beaten you worse than he is going to 
do in November. 

But that man marches boldly and squarely along in the discharge 
of what he believes to be his conscientious duty to the people of the 
United States, and to-day Mr. Cleveland’s strength consists in the fact 
that the people of the United States believe that he and his Cabinet 
are just and honest and sincere men; that they can not be swerved from 
the line of duty by threat or inducement; that they march boldly and 
straight to the front; that they serve this country with singleness of 
purpose, and that there is not a taint of fraud anywhere to be heard of 
against any man connected with the Administration. 

There is the anchorage ground of Cleveland and his party. That is 
something that the people of the United States are not going to forget 
between this and November. After the years and years of constant 
impeachment of Executives and others in high authority in this coun- 
try, until the records of Congress have become almost entirely a repos- 
itory of scandal against the good fame of this land, the people of the 
United States find themselves under the lead of an honest, square man, 
a true and just man, if he is nota very polished man according to some- 
hedy’s ideas. Finding themselves in the company of such a leader as 
that, who wants to do justice to every institution and every party and 
every human being in the American land, they are gratified at the re- 
sult, and they feel strong in the union which he produces in their 
hearts. He enjoys for the first time since the convention system was 
inaugurated in this country the unanimous voice of the representatives 
of at least five and a half million voters in the land. Gentlemen may 
cry out against him as a pusillanimous coward, a pig-headed man, a 
coarse man, an ignorant man; he is the truest representative to-day of 
the American character that stands upon the bosom of this continent. 
The people know it, and they intend to sustain him in it. 

That is all I have to say about politics in this discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, when I used the unfortunate adjective 
‘*nig-headed,’’ I used it with reference to the anticipated conduct ot 
ihe President of the United States in case the Senate saw fit to exercise 
its constitutional right of rejecting this treaty, referring to the conduct 
to be pursued, as foretold and proclaimed by the Senator from Alabama. 
I have no wish to qualify any expression that I used with reference to 
the President any further than to not have it misrepresented by the 
Senator. I certainly do not wish to interfere in the slightest degree 
with his adoration for the President. 

Of course the Constitution guaranties religious as well as civil lib- 
erty, and the Senater from Alabama can worship any fetich whatever 
that he chooses. It is a constitutional right; nobody would think of 
interfering with it; and certainly from what I know of the Senator he 
would naturally select just about such agod. Let him go on with his 
adoration, I have nothing to say about it. But equally it will be re- 
membered that the pagan worshiper of any other idol, be it of wood 
or of stone, is guarantied in the same liberty by the Constitution of 
our glorious country. So let the Senator enjoy his worship of his su- 
preme being exactly in the same way that we guaranty religious lib- 
erty to the Chinaman, to the pagan, or to any other man on the face 
of the earth, no matter what may be his form of religious belief. 

I wish to call attention to a point of more importance, and that is 
what I conceive to be the misrepresentation based upon ignorance (for 
I wish to be charitable with the Senator from Alabama) in reference 
to the compensation which people get for work in the State of Ala- 
bama where he lives and throughout the South, of which the Senator 
would assume that he knows something. I undertake to say that while 
those who are engaged in skilled laborand who are in effect instructors 
in the mercantile and manufacturing pursuits of the South, in the de- 
velopment of the mines, of the manufacturing industries of the South, 
while that class of men who are substantially educators get as much as, 
and in some instances more than, they do in the North, because they 
are exercising their missionary avocation at a distance from where such 
people naturally would be, nevertheless the masses of the Southern peo- 
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ple for their labor do not receive in monetary values more than one- 
half, or at the most two-thirds, of what is paid to corresponding citi- 
zens engaged in the same occupations at the North. 

I will point to one general fact and ask Senators to account for it. I 
ask the Senator from Alabama to account for it, whose lip, it seems, is 
not, perhaps on account of its thickness, inclined to scorn, even when 
that sentiment ought to be exercised. I will ask him or any other 
Senator to account for the fact, proclaimed only a few years ago on this 
floor by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], not now in his seat, 
and which there is no Senator here so unintelligent as not to know to be 
substantially the truth, and based upon census returns, that although 
the colored population had done the work of the State of Georgia sub- 
stantially for twenty-five years since the war (and the Senator from 
Georgia spoke of it as a great achievement, showing the industry and 
the excellent condition of the colored population of the South), during 
all those years they had accumulated only about $6 per capita? 

They had got their living, such as it was, and with all their industry, 
which constituted the rising industrial glory of the State of Georgia, 
they had contrived to save only some $6 per capita. How long would 
it take a man laboring twenty-five years and saving $6 to enable him- 
self to buy and pay for a homestead of $500, which is the ordinary 
homestead exemption even in the pecuniarily poor State from which I 
come ? 

If there is any State in the South where the condition of the colored 
population is any better, I do not know it. I presume it has impyoved 
somewhat since 1880, but it is no better to-day in the State of Missis- 
sippi, it is no better in the State of Alabama, except around some of 
the manufacturing centers which have been built up by the intelli- 
gence and the capital of the North very largely, as the Senator knows. 

I donot even undertake to impeach the intelligence and the high qual- 
ity of the Southern people. The Senator does me a wrong, which I do 
not complain of, because it is easy for him to do a wrong, intentional 
it may be—he does me a wrong if he undertakes to put mein the atti- 
tude of any assault upon the Southern people. If he meant todo that 
he meant to doa wrong. I say the Southern pecple in their great in- 
terests, in my belief, could be more worthily represented on this floor, 
and with less talk about it, too. 

The white population at the South is somewhat better compensated 
in the matter of wages than is the average of the colored population. 
In what do they get their wages? The Senator well explains thesecret 
of the slight returns that are left after the livelihood has been secured. 
They get their pay off the farm; they get a share of the crop. Thatis 
what they get. What is there left? Are they paid at the ‘ pluck- 
me’’ store? Does the planter see to it that in many cases there is a 
profit at both ends? 

I admit, and it must be the case, that the colored man very largely 
is an indolent laborer. What reason has he to be otherwise? What 
is the good effect of hard work? Oughtnot twenty-five years of honest 
toil, during which years they have constituted the recuperative agency 
of the South, to have given to the Southern colored man more than six 
or even ten or fifty dollars per capita of savings? Look at the savings 
institutions of the North. Sir, in my own State the laboring men have 
more in the savings institutions of that little State of three hundred 
and fifty thousand people than there are in the entire savings-banks, 
I believe, of the whole South, so far as the deposits of the laboring 

pulation are concerned. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say that the market value 
of the labor of the colored man of the South is not adequate ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not mean to say that he is inadeyuately paid. I 
do not know what would be his adequate payment under the condi- 
tions in the South. What I wanted to say was that the colored laborer 
of the South is not paid in money values at the rate of the common 
laborer of the North. That is the issue between myself and the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be true, but the point is this: Does the 
Senator mean to be understood as stating to the American people that 
the colored laborer does not receive for his labor in the South all that 
the employer can fairly pay him? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi must not undertake to 
raise another issue. I have no issue with the Senator from Mississippi. 
1 do not undertake to say that compensation at the South ought to be 
or can be under existing conditions what it isat the North. I too 
often have undertaken to say on this floor what constitutes the real 
cause for the great and absolute difference that exists between compen- 
sation and the cost of production at the Southand the North. I have 
tried to explain that often. I believe neither does the employer nor 
the employé get at the South anything like the compensation for his 
efforts in the line of production that he ought to obtain, or that under 
other conditions he might well obtain, or that he will] obtain. 

Mr. GEORGE. I agree with the Senator about that, if he would 
attribute it to a different cause. 

Mr. BLAIR, That may be. Now, my issue is with the Senator 
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from Alabama, with his lip that never curls, not even in contempt and 
Mine does sometimes, and always when I think it is deserved. 

I say that the laborer at the South receives pay for his work in such 
lines of production as are now coming in competition with the goods 
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of Great britain and with the goods of the North, and he receives a | 


far less amount of compensation than does the corresponding laborer, 
I think, even in England, and certainly in the North. If it were not 
so, I ask how comes about the fact of competition? How is it that 
Birmingham, Ala., sells iron in Pittsburgh, Pa., unless it be that her 
labor is cheaper? Inthe name of Heaven is not the labor of the miner 
of Pennsylvania cheaply enough paid? Does not the raw material that 
comes irom the bowels of the mountains in Pennsylvania come cheaply 
enough when the Hungarian and the foreign miner, the worst-paid 
labor that we have at the North, produces the raw material which goes 
to Pittsburgh and is operated upon in her great manufactories? Is not 
her raw material cheap enough? If, as the Senator says, the labor in 
the furnaces and in the iron works of the South is as well paid as it is 
at the North, and the laborer in her mines is as well paid as at the 
North, how is it that she sells to the North and pays transportation 
from her own country to the Northern market ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Because she has so much better resources and they 
are right together. That is the reason. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, the Senator—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Now you have asked me a question, and I wish you 
to take my answer or prove that it is not so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not object to the Senator making an answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say it is because we have very much better re- 
sources of every kind and the resources areall together. There is very 
little haul to assemble them at the furnaces. An average of about 17 
miles will draw the coal, iron, and limestone necessary to manulact- 
ure pig-iron, in what we call the Birmingham district, together at one 
hundred stations, 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator’s explanation is correct, how then isit 
that, as he says, they sell in old England to-day and are rivaling het 
in the cheapness of her iron production when on the Clyde all these 
things are within a stone’s throw of each other? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is because—— 

Mr. BLAIR. No, the Senator’s explanation is not the true expla- 
nation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me say this about the last branch: In England 
they have to mine away under the sea for their coal and for their iron 
ore, and then they have to transport it across to the shore, and it has 
to be hauled to the fields of consumption, which are for the produc- 
tions 6f Alabama very largely in the far West as we call it. Wesella 
great deal of iron to Chicago, to Cincinnati, and St. Louis. Of course 
they want the benefit of the iron we produce down there to mix with 
other iron to make the various productions of commerce. Our iron is 
in demand. We can make it down there, when mattersare in anormal 
condition in regard to the price of provisions, at a considerable profit 
at $10 aton. Our furnace-men are making iron at that price now and 
they are all growing rich. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator ought to know the fact that if iron costs 
as much in Alabama as it does in Pennsylvania- 

Mr. MORGAN. No 

Mr. BLAIR. Very recently I know that was the fact, and it was 
testified to by intelligent witnesses engaged in the work themselves. 

But, Mr. President, I wish to emphasize the great fact which is 
overlooked at the North, and which is a fact more important to the 
North to-day than the existence or the modification of the tariff as be 
tween ourselves and foreign countries, that we have a vastly more ex- 
pensive system of wage labor at the North than we have at the South. 
In our factories, in our furnaces, in our fields, everywhere the common 
laborer at the North isa much more expensive producer or laborer 
than he is at the South. There is no protective tariff, and there ought 
to be no protective tariff, as between the States of the Union, which 
are united as one political power; and unless there be within the policy 
of some party or of all parties a system of development pursued which 
shall give wealth to the producer and to the laborer at the South, and 
make the common people of the South largely consumers of that which 
they themselves produce, the competition to Northern industries from 
that direction will be infinitely more hurtful than anything which we 
have any cause whatever to expect from European shores. 

That is a thought connected with the tariff discussions of the pres- 
ent day which is not sufficiently dwelt upon, and in connection with 
that, what seems to be the real issue in the minds of so many of out 
people, to my mind utterly disappears. We ought to pursue such a 
policy that when I state it as my belief that neither the employer nor 
the employé in the State of Mississippi or at the South generally re- 
ceives as the return for his efforts what he ought to receive, the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi would not rise in his seat and say that I am cor- 
rect in that regard. 

But, sir, he may not perhaps differ from me as to the real remedy, 
and I assure both the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from 
Alabama that if I understand myself that remedy is not one which im- 
plies any belittlement or unpleasantcomment whatever upon the South- 
ern people of any race. Iam the last man who would see any violent 
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disruption of their existing institutions or their status, but as the South 





ecomes the scene of diversified industries she ought to become t 
market where the benetit of that diversification shall be felt As the 
manutactures grow and trade builds np manuitacturing cities, the com- 
munity in the vicinity of those cities should find a market for their pro 
ductions largely increased in value precisely as it is at the North, be- 
cause that market is at home. 

Unless those who are there engaged in manufactures, in the develop- 
ment of these industries of diversification. have « Nmpensation, how are 
they to buy ? What does the laboring man, what does any man get 0 
the productions of the earth save in the form of his wages or th« price at 
which he sells his commodities?’ The South never can become a great 
country industrially; it never can be fully developed; its condition will 
never be homogeneous with those portions of the North which have 


existed under superior advantages, until that diversification finds its 


and that never can | 


masses of the people is attained, 


market at home as well as its productions there 
until increasing intelligence of the 
simply in books, but in knowledge of the arts of production as 
when such exertion, labor shall have received at the South 
compensation adequate or comparatively the same that the same class 
of people receive at the North. Then the South will find her market 
at home, and the increased production of which Senators speak will be 
consumed there, and there will be no interference with the market at 
the North, which is now no more than is necessary for the just main- 
tenance of our own industries. 
In regard to the questions of fact as to the matter of compensation, 
I am satisfied that I am right, and the great fact that the South isable 
to compete with the North in her own markets, selling all the coarser 
manufactures of cotton and somewhat of wool in the North and in the 
West to-day, is a demonstration that the cost of production is less at the 
South and that they are obliged to seek their market elsewhere for the 
reason that the people at the South are unable to purchase and to con- 
sume that which they produce at home. 
rhere is a way out of all this, and I believe the American people will 
find that way; I believe the Southern people will find that way; and I 
believe that they will find it rapidly, and that they will lift themselves 
by their own naked strength as high and as rapidly to that condition 
by improved compensation and consumption as any other people on the 
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Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 10, 1888, 
o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 9, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
H. Miipurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


LADIES’ SILK CULTURE ASSOCIATION OF CALIFORN 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting a report of the expenses aici re 
attained by the Ladies’ Silk Culture Association of California; w 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculturs 

DEATIL OF J. K. EDWARI 


The SPEAKER. 





At the request of the gentlemen comp g 
corps of Oflicial Reporters the Chair will lay before the Hous: th: 
lowing communication, with the resolutions relating to the death of 
the late J. kK. Edwa 

The Clerk read as follows 

F Rep! A s Unrrep STATES 
‘ i. D.¢ 1 ’ - S58, 

Sil I have the honor to transmit « py of resolutions adopted by the Official 
Reporters of deba on the deat of r la ass ve, James Keith Ed 
wards 

I am, with respect, your obedient servant 
J.J.M LHONI 
Chief Corps of Omi 
House fi r 
Hon, Joun G. CARLISLI 
Speak House of Repre tatin 
HiouseE or R&ErRresentTATiIves UNITep Si 
{ aa 

The Official Reporters of the proceedings and debates of t Hi pre- 
sentatives, following long-establi i pr tent uve et toex = 
found sorrow at the loss by death, July 17, 1888, of James Keith | 
of their as . 

Hie was Dur e, Seot = I $29; was graduated at e | 
versity of Aberdeen with tl legree of A. M was promoted in Ca ‘ afte 
ser as editor to the position of parliamentary reporter, and in 1469 wa 
pointed to fill a vacancy in the corps of Official Reporters in the House of 5 
resentatives } position he held with honor to the last. 

His professior is given a men to journalism and public affairs 3 
Gales, Seaton, Ray: d, Mincks, Lord, and others; and in profound ing 
and special sk sa Congressional reporter he was equal to any 

His death at his post wasthe ighest attestation of s devotion to h 

Resolced, That we, his associ: place on record in the custo ry mode the 





expression of our deep sorrow at his loss and our appreciation of his personal 
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integrity, his generous spirit, his professionai skill, and his large knowledge of 


parliamentary law and public affairs generally. 
Resolved, Tiusta copy of these proceedings be transmitted to the honorable 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and to the relatives of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection these resolutions will be 
inserted in the Recorp and printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GENERAL W. F. SMITH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9396) for the 
relief of General W. F. Smith with a Senate amendment, anda request 
by the Senate for a committee of conference, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ILask that the House agree to the conference 
requested by the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that ought to go to the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Senate asks a conference, and I hope my 
friend will not object. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is one of those bills that provides for a pro- 
motion simply to give General Smith an additional retired rank and 
vay, if I remember it correctly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Senate has reduced the grade. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, let it lie on the table for the present, and I 
will examine the Senate amendment during the day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will lie for the 


present on the Speaker's table. 

There was no objection, 

ANTHONY L. WOODSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8962) for 
the relief of Anthony L. Woodson with a Senate amendment, and a re- 
quest by the Senate for a committee of conference. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iask that the amendment be non-concurred in, and 
that the request for a conference be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment had better be read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the bill and the amendment read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
to Anthony L. Woodson, of Woodsonville, Ky., the sum of $3,666.20, being 
the value of quartermaster’s stores taken from the said Woodson by the United 
States forces during the late war, and appropriated totheir use; and the further 
sun of $2, 00, being the value of engineer stores taken in the same way for the 
construction of forts, stockades, and so forth, at and near Munfordville, Ky. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

The amendment strikes out all after the word “use,” in line 9, in the follow- 
Oe a te further sum of $2,300, being the value of engineer stores taken in 
the oe way for the construction of forts, stockades, etc., at or near Munford- 
ville, Ky.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. F1nLEY] to non-concur in the amendment and 
agree to the conference ? 

Mv. SPRINGER. I think this bill had better go to the committee. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There can be no really good purpose 
served in sending it to the committee. The committee have had it, 
and the best thing to do now is to agree to the conference requested. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it lie on the table for the present, then, and I 
will look at the bill and see whether I shall continue objection. 


There was no objection; and the bill was permitted to lie on the | 


Speaker’s table for the present. 
MATTIE S. WHITNEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2185) tocarry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whit- 
ney, as administratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased, heretofore re- 
ferred to said court. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to have that 
bill considered at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this a Senate bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that it be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Mattie S. Whitney, as administratrix of the estate of Franklin 
8. Whitney, deceased, the sum of $22,224, in full satisfaction of herclaim against 
the United States, for supplies furnished tothe Army and Navy of the United 
States, the same being the amount found to be due her by the’ Court of Claims. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amount is large, and I think it had better go 
to the committee. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will not object; 
it is carrying out the findings of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill and there is no report accom- 
panyingit; but there is a House bill, and the report accompanying that 
bill can be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it go to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aveust 9, 





The bill was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the committees indicated: 

The bill (S. 3163) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot Springs 
in the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S, 3196) for the relief of Joseph G. Swank—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 3162) providing for the printing of Government publi- 
cations upon private orders—to the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (S. 3181) removing the political disabilities of Julian Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2802) to fix the number of unboundand bound Journals 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, and to provide for their 
distribution—to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (8S. R. 56) granting permission to officers and en- 
' listed men, members of the military order of the Loyal Legion of the 

United States and of the Grand Army of the Republic to wear the 
badges adopted by those orders—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| ‘The bill (S. 1019) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to 
place on file in the War Department the names of the officers and mem- 
| bers of the Frontier Guards, mustered into the volunteer military 
service of the United States on the 18th day of April, 1861, and issue 
discharges to the same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3304) to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be taken up and 
| considered at thistime. The bill has been reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations unanimously, and has passed the Senate 
unanimously. ‘The same bill identically has been considered by the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, and has been reported from that 
committee unanimously and is now on our Calendar. It is exceedingly 
important that the bill shpuld be considered at once, and that if it is 
to pass it should become a law as soon as possible. We have nego- 
tiated a new treaty with China; that treaty has been amended by the 
Senate of the United Statesand has been sent to China that the amend- 
ments may be approved by the government of thatcountry. Itis likely 
to be returned here in a very few days. 

By the terms of the treaty it goes into effect upon its ratification. 
As this new treaty will abrogate the existing one, it becomes necessary 
for Congress to provide the machinery to carry it into effect upon its 
ratification, in order that there may be no hiatus between the present 
law and the new one. This bill provides for executing the provisions 
of this new treaty. The treaty itself is somewhat comprehensive. It 
| goes somewhat into details as to what shall be done respecting the pro- 

hibition of Chinese immigration into this country. It provides a 
jnethod of identifying those that shall depart from the United States, 
a method of identification which it is claimed will be more effective 
than the existing one, and will amount to something in the way of 
preventing the coming in of those who are not entitled to come. 

The present lawand the present treaty, by reason of inherent defects, 
do not prevent Chinese immigration. On the contrary, the Chinese 
are now coming to the Pacific coast, and particularly to San Francisco, 
in greater numbers than they came before the existence of the present 
law or the present treaty. Mr. Speaker, this is an important measure. 
The people of the Pacific coast ask—ay, they demand—that Congress 
shall relieve them of the difficulties that they now encounter by reason 
of previous ineffective measures on the part of the law-making power 
under the treaty now in existence. I ask, therefore, the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, it is very im- 
portant in passing a bill of this character that we should be sure that 
it is an effectivemeasure. It is important, therefore, that time should 
be given for the bill to be printed and examined by gentlemen who are 
on the Committee of Foreign Affairs, even if they do not examine itas 
a committee. 

Mr. MORROW. They have examined it already. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understand that it has just 
come from the Senate. 

Mr. MORROW. The House Committee on Foreign Affairs have re- 
ported the same bill identically, and it is now on the Calendar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman, in the interest of effective legislation, that he ask the House to 
fix a day, say next Tuesday, for the consideration of the bill, so that 
in the mean time members may have an opportunity to examine it and 
see what improvements, if any, can be made in it. 

Mr. MORROW. I appreciate the gentleman’s suggestion, and if I 
thought there were any possible advantage to be gained by accepting 
it I would doso. But, Mr. Speaker, this measure has been approved 








by the State Department; it has been considered fully and attentively 
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by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations; they have reported it c é t 
a unanimously, and ithas passed the Senate unanimously; and thesame | ( t Foreign A 
3 bill has been considered by the House Com: tee on Fore on Afiail Mr. . y \ 
a and bas been reported unanimously to this Hous: The bill has t! r. SPRING 
‘ approval of every | s famil 1 the difficulties conne Li 
¥ with this subject 1 the nece gislation to over e tl 
3 ind I must reauest that it be considered at this time. If there 
any q t 3 tob 1 about the bill I am ready to explain it 
} 3 provisions of the treaty are very full and comprehe1 ive, and t vill « 
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a ire d ves, and which the gentleman from California doubtles t \ leave to report 
: has given to it, but which he ] other memb have been unable UH AI | 
; to give toit up to thistime. I therefore again suggest to the gentle- Mii I 
man that he ask the House to fix an early day for the consideration of this ie SPEAKER, 7 ren 
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8 measure. \ MemBer. Let the bill be made a orde 
é Inasmuch as the House is now engaged from day to day in the con The SPEAKER. It will 1 special order w 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill, which under our gen MI a rted 
eral rules has precedence, 1 would suggest to my colleague on the Ci [cMILLIN. ! u “ 
mittee on Foreign z irs, the gentleman from California [ Mr. reed to 
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the deficiency appropriation bill, an important branch of which is no I rt it back at any ie fo isideratio 
under discussion. If my -ague will allow me I will move - Mr. McMILLIN it 1 sity ed 
The SPEAKER. The arrangement can only be made by unanimous »SPEAKER It de 
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Mr. HOOKER. ThenI wili ask unanimous consent that Tuesday | 
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the consideration of this measure to the exclusion of all other business. | “4T; DAW YEE, and Air. WILSON, OF Lowa. 











‘ Mr. MORROW. Iask my colleague onthe committee whether he | I SS ya ced tl it t 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. } ment to the amendments of the louse to the | 182) to 
x Mr. HOOKER. I am not objecting to its consideration; I am sug- | © Purchase Oo! a site and the erection 0! a p ling t 
gesting a method of giving it consideration. ao t, Nebr.; agreed to the further 
The SPEAKER. ‘The bill has not yet been read, which is the or- | = two | : 
dinary preliminary to asking consent for consideration. the te f [ 
Mr. OATES. 1 desire to include with the requestof the gentleman 
from Mississippi [ Mr. Hooker] the proposition that the bill be printed ‘ 
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ceed at once to consider it. relief of t 
Mr. OATES. I shall not object, because I am in favor of the bill. 
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| inquiry: Is it not now in order to move that this bili be referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with instructions to report it back | and ot! tes, and for other purpo ind 
next Tuesday immediately after the reading of the Journal? \ 3136) to amend section 1014 o 

The SPEAKER. No motion in regard to the disposition of the bill | United St 1 relation to fugitives from ju 
is in order except by unanimous consent, unless the House takes up : oe ILLIAM 1 ' 


the bill for consideration. The bill has not yet been taken up. The 
gentleman from California asks unanimous consent for the considera- Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to call up from tl 
tion of the bill at the presenttime. The bill wiil be read, after which | for consideration at this time the amendm ) 
i the Chair will ask whether there be objection. (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William | 
‘9 Mr. SPRINGER. I understand this bill is quite lengthy and its The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 1 ect { 0 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE, August 7, 1888, 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amendment, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Task that the conference requested be agreed to. 

The SPEAKEK. The House has not yet acted on the amendment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall move to non-concur. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment beread. [After a pause.] I 
do not insist on the-reading of the amendment. 

Mr. OATES. I insist on the reading of the amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “colonel” and insert “ major of engineers.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I insist that the bill shall be 
referred to the Committee 

The SPEAKER, That is an objection to the consideration of the 
ameudment, and it will be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fuirs if there be no further objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment will remain upon the Speaker’s 
table. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (ff. Rt. 422) tor the relief of William Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of William Lavery; 

A bill (If. R. 2088) for the relief of W.S. Carpenter; 

A bill (H. Rt. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe; 

A bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander; and 

A bill ‘Hf. R. 7647) to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennally- 
town lLailway Company, of the District of Columbia. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Hop- 
KINS, of Virginia, for five days. 


SAM RICK POST, NO. 6, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 


Mr. LYMAN, I move by unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11045) for the relief of Sam Rice Post, 
No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, and that it 
be taken up for present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed, if it be not incompatible with the interests of the public service, 
to supply to Sam Rice Post, No. 6,Grand Army of the Republic, at Atlantic, lowa, 
one hundred wall tents, two hundred muskets, and two cannon for reunion 
purposes, the said post first to give such security for their return as the Secre- 
tary of War shall direct and deem adequate. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to insert, after the 
word ‘ their,’’ in line 8, the words ‘‘ safe-keeping and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. 
; Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUSAN B. HOPKINS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I move, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of 
Arvah Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased. 

The SPEAKER The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah Hopkins, 
late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased, out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $392.50, in full for rent of houses used for offices 
and storing purposes situated in Tallahassee, Fla. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. This bill has passed the Senate, and 
one of a like character has been favorably considered by the Committee 
on War Claims of this House. The duplicate vouchers of the Quarter- 
master-General show conclusively it is just and right. I do not deem 
it necessary to say anything further. 

The SPEAKER. Unless better order is preserved on the floor the 
Chair will have to suspend the business of the House. The bill re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Florida is not here, but in the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. The House bill is on the Private Cal- 
endar, but the Senate bill is in the Committee on War Claims, and I 
move that that committee be discharged from its further consideration 
aud that it be put before the House, 
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There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is not here. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Here is a printed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. But the original Senate bill must be upon the desk 
| when action is asked. ‘The bill will go over for the present, and can 

be called up again some time during the day. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged motion; 

to call up the special order for the day. 

Mr. BRUMM. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I want to bring to the attention of the Chair the 

order of the House fixed for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair was about to lay the special order be- 
| fore the House; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania rises to a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. BRUMM. [Irise, Mr. Speaker, to ask a correction of the REc- 
ORD of this morning. On yesterday, while the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] was occupying the floor, I asked the gen- 
| tleman from Arkansas this question: 
| I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether the tariff has been 


| changed so as to cause this rise in the price of cotton bagging since the Com- 
| mittee on Ways and Means were consulted on the subject? 


| ‘To which he replied as follows: 


In reply to the gentleman’s question I will say that the present tariff affords 
to the manufacturers of cotton bagging a protection of 3 cents a yard, and that 
a few weeks ago they were not in a pool or a trust, the former one being brokee 
up, and they were getting along very well at prices which were less than 
foreign bagging of the same weight could be laid down here for, judging from 
the prices of similar articles. 

The Committee on Ways and Means thought that these manufacturers were 
able to get along without any duty, but the claims for some protection were 
urged upon various grounds with so much evidence of sincerity of belief and 
so much earnestness that the committee put into the bill a protection, not of 3 
| cents a yard. but of three-quarters of | cent a yard; and it is in the face of this 
proposed reduction, not increase, that the bagging manufacturers have formed 
this pool and put up the price from 74 and 8 cents a yard to 11 cents, so as so 
take the entire 3 cents a yard protection which the law at this time permits to 
them, but which of course will not be permitted if the bill which we have passed 
becomes law. 


I then stated: 


Then I understand the gentleman to say that the prospective decrease in the 
tariff has been the means of raising the price of cotton bagging so suddenly and 
so largely. 

To which the gentleman from Arkansas further replied: 


If the gentleman had listened to me I think he would have understood me to 


| Say just the reverse of that. They hastened to reform the trust or pool so as to 
| grab while they can. If the bill passes they come to an end, If the bill fails 
| they can continue the extortion permanently. 


I am then quoted as using this language: 

That is what I said. 

This is the part of the RecorD I wish to have corrected, because on the 
face of it it is inconsistent, and shows it is not what I said. What I 
| 

| 














said was that his reply was not an answer to what I had asked. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will permit me a moment I will say to him that the error of 
which he speaks is, doubtless, if I understand him, due to the double 
insertion of a remark that I myself made, by the insertion of my lan- 

| guage in the wrong place. It should have followed, as the gentleman 
| will remember, another portion of what took place in that discussion, 
| instead of being also placed where it now is. The correction he speaks 
| of would have been made without any action on his part. Through 
| my own fault, thinking that this remark had been omitted, in looking 
| over the manuscript copy of the report, these words were inserted 
| twice and manifestly once in the wrong place. The gentleman doubt- 
less remembers that the remark was made in reply to another portion 
of what I had suggested, and it is only misplaced in the Recorp, as I 
have stated, by an error of my own, the error being one of location, 
and making me faulty in repetition as well as destroying the connec- 
tion of his own remarks. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have no doubt the gentleman states the fact. The 
point is simply this, that the gentleman made a prophecy as to the 
effect of the tariff; but did not, as I understood, squarely artswer my 
question, but rather, as I contended, corroborated my statement in that 
regard. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is both correct 
and incorrect. I stated exactly what is there set forth, only it is 
printed twice and does put the gentleman in the attitude of occupying 

| & position that he did not occupy; and I had intended, as I have just 
| stated to him, to make the correction by striking out one of the dupli- 
cations from the Rrecorp. 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will show me his correction, we 
can go over it together and arrange it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

FUNERAL OF GENERAL SHERIDAN. 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives be, and 

| he is hereby, authorized to make such provision for attending the funeral ob- 

sequies of the late General Sheridan as may be ordered an —— by the 

committee appointed by the House of Representatives, and that the expense 
thereof be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
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GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of th« 
bill (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith, and that 
the same be allowed to remain upon the Speaker’ stable for the present. 

There was no objection. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privileged motion. | 
move that when the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
ation of pensions. 

Mr. COX. Then I will modify it by moving that when the House 
adjourns to-morrow it be to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that motion would not bein or- 
der at this time. The House might agree, by unanimous consent, that 
when it adjourns to-morrow it be to meet on some succeeding day, but 
the motion would not be privileged of itself. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection, if the difficulty is inthe way of the 
pension night, to asking unanimous consent that to-night be fixed for 
the consideration of pensions instead of to-morrow night. 

Mr. NELSON. I was just going to suggest to the gentleman that 
he ask unanimous consent to substitute to-night for to-morrow for the 
consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it is understood that this is to get rid of the 
session to-morrow, I shall object. I have no objection to an adjourn 
ment from to-morrow until Monday, and am willing to give unanimous 
consent that the motion may be submitted now that when the House 
adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BRUMM. That does not dispense with the pension night. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to see the appropriation bills passed and get 
ready to go home, and I shall object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask my colleague from Illinois if he is opposed 
to allowing the members of the House and the officers of the House an 
opportunity of attending the funeral of General Sheridan ? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not opposed to it. I am perfectly willing to 
adjourn over Saturday when the proper time comes. 

Mr. COX. Then withdraw your objection. 

The SPEAKER. The motion the gentleman desires to make is that 
when the House adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on Monday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would not that motion be in order to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. CANNON. Then let it be made to-morrow. 
lar order!’’} 

Mr. CRISP. 
made. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. My request is that on Wednesday, the 22d instant, 
after the reading of the Journal, the House shall consider the Senate 
bill for the amendment of the interstate-commerce act. It has been 
reported to the House and is on the Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam insympathy with that bill and I desire to see 
it passed, and it is very important that it should be; but we have be- 
fore this House the bill for the organization of the territory of Okla- 
homa, which in my opinion is quite as important to the people of the 
country. It has now been struggling here for over three years, and | 
do not think I shall yield for special orders to be made until that bill 
shall have been disposed of. There is plenty of time to pass both bills. 
Oklahoma now has the right of way and should not be crowded out. 
Let both committees unite and put both of these important bills 
through. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COX. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ noes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 59. 

So the motion was rejected. [Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’] 

MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 681) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How does that happen to be the special order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is analogous to a number of other bills the 
consideration of which has been postponed. 

The SPEAKER. There are two bills that have been postponed by 
order of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They were made the special order, but I su 
gest that they go to the Calendar with the other bills. They are bi 
of similar import, and one case will determine the rest, as they stand 
upon the same question. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I can not consent to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 


But to-morrow night is set aside for the consider- 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 


The Chair will hear the request of the gentleman 
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I ask that that be withdrawn until my request can be 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask postponement of the consideration of tl 
tw ills This is a private bill, and as to-morrow will be privat ] 
‘ [ ask that it be postponed until that time 

Mr. STRUBLE Mr. Speaker, | wish to ask order ? 

I 

Mr. SPRINGER lo v 1 ute i 

Mr. STRUBI lad ) é nd it is this 
t itu ni ruest last Fr avi \ l S rade by gen 
tlemen to the consideration of t de t s ial order 
for to-dav. I would like to ‘ ed now and dis- 
1 sed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to say that I object t rs il or- 
ders made, when general business is vers of 
the House who attend here on Friday it to look after | 1 cases. 

Cries of ** Regular order!”’ 

Mr. LANHAM. I rise to ask a parliamentary quest on 

The SPEAKER. Che gentleman will state it 

Mr LANH AM. Is that a privileged motion that has ust been 
made bv the gentieman from Illinois 

The SPEAKER. It is a regular parliamentary motion and 1s in 
order. The bill is up for consider 1 

Che motion of Mr. SPRINGER to postpone « ition until to- 
morrow was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report th 

The bill was read, as follows 
A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pen 1 to Mrs. General \ i] ett 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t Inte ris hereby a i 
directed to place the nameof Hattie 4. Bur tt. widow of Maj. Gi« Bu 

t, on the pension-roll and pay her he ishband's invalid p of $l 
per month in lieu of the pension she now receives 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

Phe SPEAKER. That can be done in the time of the gentleman, 
as it is in the nature of debate 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iamnotinerror. The ler was that the report 
be read and thirty minutes be allowed for debate 

The SPEAKER Che Chair rks the 10 P ‘ elation 
to the reading of the report or any re iz to de t | lis uy 
for consider m in the al way 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then I claim the floor, and ask that t eport be 
read. 

rhe report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on Pen < vl ‘ S 1 

i ‘ ise of pension to Mrs \V i BI a ‘ 

5 ‘ i report ie H ‘ tat t 
i acts of the ‘ r set for por , S 
tee on Pensions oO vs 

Report No i] ( Wwress st seasion 

Phat theapr antisth low e Ge ral Ward B. Bur t ased 

Phe rincipal facts in the A husband ive beer se ed € 
~ ! e,ina le Apr ( SO, by Senator BLAIR, « 
vew Hampshire, now, as then this cx ttee 

We quote from said report as f ws 

GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 
Died June 24, 1884, at Washington City, aged seventy-fo 

This distinguished veteran of six w ; Was appointed by President Jackson 
2 cadet at West Point in 1828, and vas graduated in ls evetted second 
lieutenant, Second Artillery, July I 834; ordered to report to Colon fahan 
professor of engineers (was furloughed), reported to Chief Engineer Major D 
ws, assistant upon the surveys and plans and estimates which res ed t 
:doption of his plans for the Croton Water Works, now indispensa © 
York City, and a monument to his genius. When relieved fr h id 
was ordered to report for duty to Maj. Hartman Bache, Uni Si “ 

raphical Engineers, at Philadelphia, Pa., on harbors and light-houses, the 

principal engineer to Col. H. Long, topographical engineer, - 
ucted by himself and Major Yar!, of the Roval Engineers, to det et 
utes of railways connecting the Atlantic with the Canadas 

En n action of Lacha-Hatcha against the Seminole Indians 

ti Hawk war in that vear ou the ground ir w ( 1 v 
stands, fore a single house was built in that ‘ and as capt i 

ts in the Black Hawk war: the command, in seeking the enemie 
country, met one more formidable in the Asiatic « ra, which att ked more 
than one-half of General Scott’sarn iding consternation and death 

m As the Surgeon-General id hisassistants were yy { 

the officers were obliged to take care of the sick, and young Bu ett. fear- 
ss of mnsequences, Was among the most active in providing f co rt 
ind safety 

Reported to Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott, during tLe nullificatio 4 
Charleston, S.C.; acted quartermaster: a tim was staff « erto Genera 

| Clinch: statYofiticertoG eral Bankhead at th eof the Coveso eW 

| ‘ He organized two regiments and tendered his ser 

| dent for the Mormon war. In 1842 and 1843 he organized a briga ‘ 

| services to the President when war was anticipated with Eng 

Oregon boundary line; he was the brigadier-general and the brig 

t ether at his own expense He attended the artillery sch le 

After leaving the Florida and Creek wars, was engineer with ¢ Abert 
chief engineer of topography on harbors, in IS became reside 
State of Lilinois and Michigan Canal upon that great and rtant work 
’ s made major-general of militia; founded the Light Gu f 4 ‘ 
State; captain of Tompkins Blues when a mere lad; was m a grade 

spector. 

In 1846, two regiments of his brigade having been accepted 1 ve! 

W ht, he was ordered to report with his regiments (the first t 

| the Mexican war) to Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott for duty in the M 

where his actions were brilliant He was engaged in that wa ‘ y 

| Vera Cruz, Molino del Rey, Buena Vista, Palo Alto, Resaca ce I 

battles of Cerro Gordo, Contreras, Monterey, and ¢ 

| passed in thrilling interest and the glory of military achievem t the 

of the world. and the bravest deeds on record 

Genera! Burnett’s regimental flag was the first one planted « te 
causeway opposite Portalis in the battle of Churu und apt 
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Gener: a! Santa Anna; after the troops had captured the position held by t! 
whole Mexican line be returned the first American flag that was planted upon 
the castle at Chapulte; even before the Mexican standard was hauled down 
from the plaza of the castle, and the brave Mexican general surrendered his 
troops and the key to the enemy’s position to Ge none Burnett's command, : 
show of him in the great painting now hanging in the fovernor 8 room, city 




















# 


ured Santa Anna and planted his flag at Cerro Gordo, the headquarters of | 


| 


hali, New York,and the national flag presented to him by Maj. Gen, Wint 
Scott at the national palace in the City of Mexico, and a beautiful one from the 
ladies of Mexico, made by their own hands, and three other ones presented by 
the State and the city of New York for their gallant conduct through the wal 
General Burnett presented the flags of his country to his command at the Island 
of Laboes, Mexico, in 1846, upon t! snees, repealing this oath from his lip 

NM» enemy shall capture these « while our lives are spare ito 4s fend 
them.”’ Weleomed home to New York by the first division of New York regi- 
ments, under Majc or-General! Sandford, by 200,000 people. Bre miway was li 

ly packed with people, who turned out to receive the returning troops, and 
flowers strewn in their thwa Pub vesegtlann tanta red him by the 
of New York, Brook! froy, Albany, Philadelphia, New Orleans. 

(Jeneral Burnett was a warm personal friend of President Andrew Jackson 
of Ilenry Clay, Abraham Lincoln, and Daniel Webster. In the wars he had 
many wounds, and the Mexican, where he was severely wounded by a shot 
through bis body, hip and shoulder dislocated by the fall of his horse—twice 
shot under him; from his wounds his jaws were closed with (tetanus) o elk jaw 
for forty-five days. Llis coffin was made, but the gallant Major Twiggs was | 
buried in it. He was promoted general by President Pol ptember, aretT | y | 

n act of Congress, his commission signed by Governor Seymour ; he com- 
inanded a brigade, 

For General Burnett's heroic services to his country he was tendered a reso- 
lution of thanks by the State of New York, Congress, and other States, and 








honors in pr te life showered upon him by his countrymen. 

In 1861 he organized troops for the war of the rebellion, although a great crip 
ple, in the Assembly Rooms, Broadway, New York City, at = own o> nse, 
consolidating regiments as general United States Army, under appointment by 


the governor and commission from the Governiment by President Lincoln; 
headquarters were at the Metropolitan Hotel. He rendered valuable service to 
the city during the New York riots, and by his efforts saved the United Siates 
mint when he had command of the city; was wounded again and sent to the 
United States Ladies’ Hospital, He organized several commands in New Jer- 
sey, Delaware, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, forservices in the field during the 
war. From exposure consequent upon these labors he became a martyr to in- 
flammatory rheumatism and neuralgia. 

General Burnett rendered valuable services to his country as United States 
topographical engineer. In 1849 President Polk offered to make him commit: 
sioner to run the boundary line between the United States and Mexico; but 
being upon crutches, he was made chief engineer for the construction of the 
navy-yard dry-dock, which he completed in 1952. Thence, in 1855, he was in 
charge of the New York dry-dock and the construction of the workshops in 
the New York navy-yard. 

He made the plans of the Brooklyn water-works, which were adopted and 
of inestimable value to the City of Churches and alasting honor to his name. 
In 1857 he was made chief engineer of Norfolk navy-yard and Portsmouth water- 
works, which involved his survey of Lake Drummond; in Richmond and Mary- 
land made plans for tunneling the Blue Ridge Mountains in Virginia. 

He was made surveyor-general of Kansas and Nebraska, which included 
Colorado, Montana, and two other Territories, because from ill-health he was 
unable to accept the appointment offered him by President Buchanan as min- 
ister to Turkey 

General] Burnett, at the time of his death, was the oldest living graduate who 
became general, United States Army, in the Mexican war. Of the fruits of his 
valor was a territory conquered by the United States in 1548 almost one-quarter 
in extent of its then existing area, which is now peopled by 1,500,000 souls, and 
which from its mines alone could pay our national debt. He won by his 
bravery the highest honors awarded tothe immortal Jackson; in brief, the 
highest honors accorded to Lafayette by the Empire City ofthe Union. Relics 
of great value were showered upon him; many came from foreigners. Two 
massive gold medals from the city and State of New York, another of great in- 
trinsie value from the officers and soldiers of his division and command. The 
sword and the old hickory cane of President Jackson, newly mounted and or- 
namented with jewels and a massive gold eagle; another one from Mrs. Jacic- 
son heavily mounted. A beautiful gold-mounted sword, with diamonds, was 
presented to him by the Light Guard of New York for the gallant acts of his 
youth and saving the life of Cadet Clark from drowning, and six others at dif- 
ferent times. A grand reception was given to him by the mayor and common 
council and citizens at the governor's room, City Hall, New York, at the thea- 
ters and public places. A great dinner was given to him by the citizens of 
Philadelphia, and also dinners and receptions in several other cities. A grand 
banquet was given to him and his officers at Troy, where the ladies from the 
seminaries showered them with flowers. 

General Burnett never was in a battic that was lost, orskirmish ; he had great 
perseverance and fortitude, and many are the inc idents of his generous nature 
which ean be related. He drewaround him a multitude of friends. In the par- 
lor he was as gentle asa lady. He was calm, cool, and brave in the field. It 
was often said of him he never knew what fear was, ever manly and hopefu! 
through the many afflictions and hardships he was called to endure. His civil 
and military career placed him as one of the most distipguished men in Ameri- 
can history, and he wasa most accomplished gentleman, possessed of more than 
ordinary intelligence of mind and of refined and artistic tastes, His mind had 
been cultivated by reading, studying, and reflection, and his memory was won- 
derful even up to the hour of his death, and the extent and accuracy of his in- 
formation was remarkable. He was sociable, refined, and generous to a fault. 
He revered and loved his Redeemer and was confirmed early in life in the Epis- 
copal Church. A hero, a gentleman, a kind father, a devoted husband ; for many 
years an invalid, but cheered by a faithful, brave-hearted wife, which was the 
one bright spot in the closing years of a once brilliant career. 

General Burnett was honored as the bravest officer in the United States, and 
by his countrymen he was awarded the “ President Jackson Gold Box” (and 
bequeathed to his widow), which bears the following inscription : 


(Front side.) 





“ FEBRUARY 23, 1819. 

‘* Presented by the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty of the city of New York 
to Major-General Andrew Jackson, with the freedom of the city, as a testimonial 
of respect for his high military service.” 

(Reverse side.) 
“Tur HeremitaGE, TENNESSER, Augus! 17, 1859. 

*‘Requeathed by Major-General Andrew Jackson ‘to that patriot of New York 
City who (should our happy country not be blessed with peace) should be ad- 

udged by his counirymen to have been the most distinguished in defense of 
the country and our ¢ ountry’s rights.’ 

‘Awarded under that bequest, by the general voice of his countrymen, to 
Brigadier-General Ward Bb. Burnett, commanding the New York troops in the 
late war with Mexico.” ¢ 

it is seldom that we find a service so long and so distinguished. 


| the Mexics in war. He led his troops uniformly with ¢ 


reeset 
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seneral Burnett died in Washington City nearly four years ago. He had 
be en, for many years prior to his death, in a condition of helplessness, requir- 
ing the constant aid and attendance of hired persons. This condition is clearly 
shown to have been caused by wounds and disease incurred in his military serv- 














ic The applicant was his faithful attendant, affectionate nurse and companion 
during many years of suffering: spared neither time nor labor in easing the af- 
flictions of that long disease—his life in these latter years. 
He was and had been for some time prior to his death a pensioner at the rate 
2permonth, Neither the general nor his wife seem to have been pos- 
dé y means of livelihood except the pension so paid to him. This was 
shi and even indebtedness beyond it accumulated against them by 
reasor » necessary expenses of his protracted illness. So that when he 
d there were no assets of his estate, no dows yr} low except the claim 
ipon the gratitude of the country for services so prolon land so meritorious, 
he widow is left without resour except the per 1 now paid her under 
the special act of ¢ ress, which is $0 per mont The} vider considera- 
tion proposes to grant her $122 per month, tl int of the pension of her late 
husband at the time of his death. S inay indeed be « tably entitled to the 
full sum thereof, but has sig nitic er W ss to necept $00 per month, 
tie committee by reason of the pre l r tha 1: asa merited pro- 
vision for the claim made by her 
STRUBLE (interrupting the reading of the report). I would 
like to make a request that the further r¢ ng the report be dis- 
pensed with, and that it be printed in the Recorn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McMILiin). The report is being 
read in the time of the gentleman, and he has the right to request that 
, lesa - iene} wit! stats ts hiactiar Ty any 
the further reading be dispensed with, subject to objection by any 


other member. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to say to the House, Mr. Speak« ion I 
should like very much to have the House listen to the full reading of 
this report. Iam satisfied that if each member of the House would 
listen to the report, or should read it, there would be an almost unan- 
imous agreement that this case presents such merit as to entitle it to 
favorable action by the House. 

1 desire to be as brief as possible in reference to the career of this so}- 
dicr. Let me say in the beginning, however, that I regard the career 
of General Ward B. Burnett, as it relates to the military service of this 
country, and particularly tothe Mexican war, as being most self-sacri- 
ficing, brilliant, and most honorable; creditable alike to himself and 
to his country. 

There was no braver soldier, not only in that war, but there has been 
no braver soldier in my judgment in the history ti country, than 
General Ward B. Burnett. He participated in nearly all the battles of 
rage and with 
he was severely wounded; two horses were shot from under 
him during that war. His services were such that on his return to 
New York at the head of his command he was received by the people 
of that city with demonstrations which have scarcely ever been sur- 
passed in the history of popular enthusiasm. 

We h: we ree ogni zed the soldiers of the Mexican war as we have not 
yet recognized the soldiers of the late war; we have aaah to the 
private soldiers of the Mexican war aservice pension. Here now comes 
the widow of this gallant officer, and asks at the hands of this Congress 
that her pension, which is now $50 a month, may be increased to $100. 
As one who has carefully considered the report and the facets pertain- 
ing to the career of this soldier, I ask that the House agree to the Sen- 
ate bill granting this lady $100 per month. As I have said of General 
Burnett, his gallantry, his devotion, his patriotism, and his distin- 
cuished services were such that they commanded the recognition and 
the commendation of all the people of the American Republic at the 
close of the Mexican war. The appreciation of his services is strik- 
ingly illustrated by one among many * idents. The famous — box 
voted by the mayor and aldermen of New York City to General Jack- 
son, as a mark of their appreciation of on great statesman and soldier, 
was by him bequeathed to ‘‘that patriot of New York City, who 
(should our happy country not be blessed with peace) should beadjudged 
by his countrymen to have been most distinguished in defense of the 
country and our country’s rights; ” and, as a result of that bequest, 
upon the judgment of those having the matter in charge, that gold box 
was awarded to this magnilicent soldier of the Mexican war, General 
Ward B. Burnett. 

General Burnett participated in six wars. He began away back in 
the Seminole war; he participated in the Black Hawk war; he raised 
troops when a disturbance with Great Britain over the Oregon bound- 
ary line was threatened; and when the war for the preservation of the 
Union broke out he again raised treops at his own expense, as he had 
done on former occasions, and offered his services to President Lincoln, 
and although he was then too infirm to go forward at the head of his 
command and participate actively in the war, he performed valuable 
services in raising and organizing troops for that war. During the New 
York riots he rendered most important aid, and by his efforts undoubt- 
edly saved the United States mint when he had command of the city. 
He stood in high favor with President Lincoln, by whom he was com- 
missioned to organize troops for the war. He was always loyal to his 
country and his country’s flag from the early days of his youth to the 
closing hours of his life. 

In order that I may emphasize the importance of General Burnett’s 
military services to the country, let it be remembered that he partici- 
pated actively in the Seminole war; that he fought in the Black Hawk 
war on ground near where Chicago now stands; that when the Asiatic 
cholera attacked General Scott’s army furiously, young Burnett, not- 
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withstanding all or nearly all the p pal medical officers fell + ‘ ly A 
tims to its havoc, bravely stood t, doing all he could to all 
ate sufferi i stay the rav of « e and ¢ He reported 





for duty to General Scott during the 1 fication difficulties at Charles : 
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Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would be glad to know from the 
Chair, if possible, what is the prospect for calling up those twelve or 
fifteen meritorious bills for increase of pension to the widows of admi- 
rals, distinguished generals, and others. ‘Those widows are in very 
straitened circumstances; their husbands did gallant service in the 
Army or the Navy; and Congress has never failed to pass one of these 
increase-of-pension bills in such cases. Indeed, some three or four 


months ago there were two such bills passed, following rapidly upon | 


the granting of the pensions at the Department. There have been one 
or two such bills passed since. I speak to-day in the interest of those 
widows of generals, admirals, and commodores. I feel that the House 
is in duty bound at some early day to take up those postponed bills. 
As I said on rising, I intend to vote for the pending bill, for I think it 
a@ meritorious measure, and am glad it has been called up. 

Mr. JACKSON. I would be glad if my colleague from Pennsyl- 
vania {Mr. O’NeILL] would inquire and ascertain when we can have 
a day for considering general pension legislation affecting enlisted men. 
I know he is in favor of such legislation. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylwania. I would not interpose any ob- 
stacle in the way of any bill granting a pension to the widow of any 
soldier. But that is not my present point. Iwant to know why these 
bills to which I have referred, on which the previous question has been 
ordered, can not be reached and receive fair consideration in this House. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to make one more statement. General 

surnett at the time of his death was drawing under the general law 
a pension of $72 a month, and under a special act a pension of $50 a 
month, making $122 a month. This widow asks only $100 a month. 


The pension of $50 a month was undoubtedly granted on account of 


the unsurpassed bravery and devotion of this soldier through a long 
term of years. 

Mr. LONG. How much is she receiving now ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE] how many times General Burnett was married. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 
General Burnett; that she was married to him seventeen years ago; 
that she lived with him as his wife about thirteen years, until his 
death, and at a period of his life when he most needed care, and when 
that care must have been a great burden to any one. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Where was his other wife? Was she dead when 
he married the present applicant ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ido not know; I think so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand differently. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think she was; but I am not advised on that 
point. Atall events this beneficiary was, for thirteen years just prior 
to his death, the legal wife of General Burnett. 

Mr, FELTON. Does the claim of this lady depend upon the length 
of time she was married ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think not. 

Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman wishes to debate the bill further, 
I will call the previous question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like some information in re- 
gard to this lady’s present pecuniary condition. 

Mr. STRUBLE. She is in receipt of a pension of $50 a month, her 
sole dependence, as I am advised, and is in debt on account of the ex- 
penses attending the sickness and burial of her late husband. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word on this sub- 
ject, and [ think in doing so I speak the sentiment of the whole New 
York delegation. I know no member of the delegation who is in any 
way opposed to this bill. All of us are acquainted with the circum- 
stances of General Burnett’s great services in the Army. I think I can 
say for Mrs. Burnett, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] has 
said, that her watchful care over her husband during the last fifteen 
years of his life entitles her to the respect of the people of New York 
and of this nation; and more than that, the services of General Bur- 
nett as one of the bravest officers that ever drew a blade in the Mexi- 
can war, ought to be recognized in the person of his widow by this na- 
tion. 

I know that those who ask for pensions of this kind are persistently 
met with the remark that the private soldiers and their widows or 
other dependent relatives are not properly provided for. But, sir, i 
think this Congress and this nation would be ungrateful if we did not 
embrace the present opportunity to demonstrate the gratitude of the 
Republic for the services of General Burnett, by granting the present 
application of his last living relative. I hope, sir, there will not be 
one vote cast against this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Have the amendments been agreed to? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). 
are no amendments pending. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask for a division on the third reading of the 
bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 42, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand tellers. 


There 


I understand this lady was the second wife of | 
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Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Is this vote on the passage of the biil ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; onthethird reading. On the re- 
quest for tellers the ayes are 26, which is not a sufficient number to 
order tellers. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I call for a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is too late. The 
gentleman demanded tellers, at which time he could have made the 
point of no quorum, but now, as tellers have been refused, the point 
of no quorum comes too late. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I call for the count on the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no other side. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, and Mr. BRUMM called for the yeas and 
nays. : 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Is it in order to amend the bill soas to make it 
$75 per month? If that be done we would carry the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order to amend the bill at 
this stage. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. 
that shape. 

Mr. LONG. I move to reconsider the vote by which the third read- 
ing of the bill was refused. 

The House divided; and there wera—ayes 42, noes 46. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 1 make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. 
CHEADLE and Mr. STRUBLE. 

The House again proceeded to divide. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I withdraw the point of no quorum, as it is evi- 
dent no quorum is present in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I renew the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places 
and the count will proceed. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think it is evident no quorum can be obtained. 
In order to dispose of the case I ask that its further consideration be 
postponed until one week from to-day, to come up immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
morrow. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ido not object to that personally, but I know there 
are gentlemen who will object. I will make the request, however. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not object to its postponement, but I do 
object to taking up the day set apart for the consideration of private 
bills. 

Mr. STRUBLE. ~The debate has been closed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that, but it is not fair to take 
up the time which has been devoted to the consideration of private 
bills. I do not object to any other day but Friday. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If no quorum is present on that day I will ask for 
its farther postponement. I do not wish to weary the House when 
there is no quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not object to the postponement of the 
bill to some other day than Friday of next week. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
STRUBLE] agreed to modify his amendment so as to make it Friday. 

Mr.STRUBLE. If there is no quorum on that day its consideration 
will not be insisted upon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been trying to get an opportunity to call 
up and press to its passage the bill for the Territory of Oklahoma, but 
some little thing insidiously is brought forward and the time reserved 
for public business is taken upand that important public measure still 
remains undisposed of. It has been again and again set aside for the 
consideration of other and less urgent business. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not propose to ask the House to take up time 
if no quorum is present. 

Mr. LONG. And the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes; so that there will be no discussion or time 
occupied with the bill; merely a vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to suggest that with the statement ot 
the gentleman from Iowa, that he will not press this unless a quorum 
is present, it can not possibly delay the consideration of the bill to 
which the gentleman from Illinois refers. 

Mr. LANHAM. What is vhe request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed until one week from to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to that unless it is understood that it is 
not to antagonize the bill for the organization of the Territory of Ok- 
lahoma. 

Mr. WEAVER. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 
nize it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to inquireif any order has been 
mad? in reference to the Oklahoma bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not remember any, 


I make the suggestion, as the bill would pass in 


Is there objection ? 
I object unless it be made one week from to- 


Let that be put in. 
Then I will except that bill, and will not antago- 


Mr. BARNES. None has been made. 





be Lt ELE DA A has 


alan dan “i ge ee 


REPEAL 


GR nee ca  whetaaa Loee 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. F405 









+e = 
’ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 1 quest of the A bill (H. R. 2258) eran ra pe ( 0 
‘ gentleman from Iowa as modified by the gentleman from Illinois? \ | (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to A M 
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y a foreign power to relieve ourselves from 
Onerous Oo { inder jormer treaties, and yet refused to make com- 


pensetror thus plundered of their property, and that 


down to t} da | ny a period of eighty eight years, since the treaty 
of | ) was made, that this mest manifest injust to those men and 
the ‘ t continued without redress; in other words, that 
Oo Gove nt en wu ist in withholding what was due to it 
ured pas nd up from time to time various pretext nd 
excuses for non-payment which will not endure fair investigation and 
ho t debat 
mo » 1 Ly year iro, wi 1 a Senator from Ma ichusetts 
was making re { re I on this subject (rhetorical in form, but 
earnest in purp l 1 member of his committee and had occa 
sion to look into this ubject, and then imbibed certain im pressio 
concerning these ns and the lability of our Government to answe1 
for them LOW hen tl ubject is again in Congress, and it is pressed 
upon the ol the body of which I find myself a membe I 
hav tur vi } »o | de iments and to other sources of in! 
ma 1, « lined ( nd 0 to recent information in preceed- 
i} f « of the Court of Claims, and I am now prepared to 
gn pon 1 n that the charge against our fathers, the 
pu! ! ‘ ni rtimes anc tie successors in more 
I t ti ey have been wt toth ! stors of the p1 : 
ciaimants ¢ » 1 i ints thei lves, is a char fe unionna ) 
fie nd unjust ‘ racte! 
ther 1 my ag t tl co ipleta aelebn to this « 

mand uy Oo Lb Ln a tates, ¢ er one Litic 
but ike eLhe ulely Oo rwheiming to al I ui l bent upon 
hon inquiry judgment. 

ln th ty ‘ when it is all d that the United States ap 
propriated these claims to a public use, and, by so appropriating and 
using them, relieved itself from treaty obligations with France, I an- 





the date when thi alleged appropriation was made, bey 
without pecuniary va 
rld or in the private transfers 
make to another of hi 


swer that a 


all honest contradiction, these claims were 





+} "FY ’ ‘ ) * 
either in the } ) a ets of the wo 


which one individual $s property for a con- 


sideration paid 

One of the men engaged in negotiating the treaty of 1800 (Mr. Vans 
Hague), and who was thoroughly con 
‘ed that they were not worth a quarter 
ent. of their amount. He declared that they were without 
that the Senate of the United States had 
stricken out the second article of the treaty of 1800, because they also 
believed them to be without value. Ishall not pause to recite again 
the proofs which the Committee on Appropriations have collected upon 
this point, because, so far as I understand, their finding is uncontra- 
dicted, and being uncontradicted it may be assumed tobetrue. These 
claims, then, were without pecuniary value at the time when they were 
abandoned as objects of negotiation by the United States in February, 
1s01 

Now, sir, if you admit everything that has been said in this debate 


Murray, our mi ier at the 





it was his hope 


and outside of this debate in former sessions of Congress, on behalf of 


these claims and on behalf of the ancestors of the present claimants, 
what result do you come to? Why, that their compensation should 
be the value of these claims in the year 1801, because that would con- 
form to the universal rule applicable to the appropriation of property 
for public use. Gentlemen see that rule administered in their courts 
at home all over the United States. Where private property is appro- 
priated by the public or by a corporation authorized to exercise the 
right of eminent domain, the property is taken subject to the right of 
the owner to have paid to him its value at the time of the appropriation. 

lf but a part of a man’s property is taken other rules come in; you 
take the value before the public interference with the property and 
the value after the publie has taken a part of it, and give the owner 
the difference. But that is not the case here. Here, if there is any- 


thing in the claim of these persons, there was a total appropriation of 


these claims, and it was a permanent appropriation, not a temporary 
use, and therefore they were entitled to the pecuniary value of the 
claims at the time the appropriation was made. Thatis the rule of 
justice, and law follows justice in this respect. 

Now, in 1801 when the negotiation upon these claims with France 
was abandoned by us, beyond question the claims had no pecuniary 
value. France had refused to pay them. Our envoys concerned in the 
negotiation had reported elaborately all the proceedings of the con- 
ferences with the plenipotentiaries of France, and the whole transac 
tion was well known, and no man desiring to invest his money at that 
time would have paid five cents on the dollar fer the claims unless he was 
influenced by some other consideration than a desire to obtain a claim 
of pecuniary value and capableof collection. Therefore, I say, if you ad- 


mit the whole argument on behalf of these claimants upon every ground 
presented, and reach the ultimate conclusion that the Government did 
appropriate their property and ought to pay for it, then comes in the | 
general rule of law and justice which requires that you should pay what 
the property was worth. 

But their value at that time was merely nominal. 
posed here? 


Yet what is pro- 


Why, it is proposed that by your voteupon a single item 


j 


[ONAL RECORD—HOUSE. AuGus® 9, 


of the pending bill you shall commit yourself to the payment of $30 
000,000 eighty-eight years after the event, and you have also M: 
‘Tuck’s report from Paris in regard to additional claims for which you 
ought to lift the bar of the two years’ limitation in the act of 1885, 
let them come in, because additional testimony is now being sup- 
plied from the French archives and court records, and as a matter of 


I 
emitled to come in if others are allowed. 
t I shall not stop to argue about the amount of these claims. I 


leave that question upon the official report of the Acting Attorney- 





( Founded upon an actual computation of the claims and the 
application of an average rule to blanks, the basis of making reasonab! 
deductions from the total sum, the anfount stands at thirty-three : 
a half millions, and making further liberal deductions for all possible 
causes, I think that thirty millions is a safe and reasonable estimate 
for the whole. 

his is the official information we have: and the public are not to 
be pacified or this Congress satisfied with unoflicial, uncorroborated 
iggestions in debate that the amount will be much 

hey tell us that Mr, Webster estimated the amount in 1835 at 
only $10,000,000, and that his judgment ought to be good. Yes; and 
he said that the claims involved 615 vessels captured or seized; and 
upon that basis he made up his aggregate of 510,000,000. Now there 
are 2,378 vessels involved in the claims before the Court of Claims, a 
prodigious increase, the number being more than three times that 
tated by Mr. Webster in 1835, on which he based his estimate of 
$10,000,000. Sir, with the addition of the claims under the two 
years’ limitation which may come in hereafter I shall not be surprised 


ie 
if these claims shall ultimately reach 50,000,000 or 560,000,000, the 
amount which Colonel Benton, in his bluff, blustering manner, when 
denouncing the claims, said they would amount to if the Government 
ever undertook to pay them. 

What was done by these claimants themselves? What was donein 
1835 by their great advocate, Mr. Webster, whose speech I took up last 
nightand read overagain? Heestimated these claims, as I have stated, 
at $10,000,000; and then he asked that Congress appoint a commis- 
sion to ascertain the claims, and that $5,000,000, about 50 per cent., 
be paid upon them, to be distributed pro rata. He said that would 
comport with what had been done by our Government in other cases; 
that it would not exceed in proportion what was paid French claim- 
ants under the treaty of 1831, for by that treaty as to claims subsequent 
to the year 1800 we recovered against France 25,000,000 francs, subject 
to a deduction of one million and a half of francs on account of the old 
Beaumarchais claims and other matters, reducing the amount to twenty- 
three and a half million francs, which was distributed by means of a 
commission to the claimants, who received 58 per cent. of their claims. 
That occurred in the time of Andrew Jackson; and it was declared to 
be a great achievement to wring from a reluctant foreign government 
58 per cent. of the claims. Those were claims subsequent to 1800, 
about which there was no real cause of dispute, but for which the 
French Chamber had refused to vote an appropriation. Yet persons are 
here now with claims of their ancestors, demanding thereon 100 per 
cent.; claims which were denied when first presented and have been, 
upon strong grounds, contested ever since. 

I shall vote against these claims, because they were of only nominal 
value at the time of alleged appropriation. Besides, the parties had no 
right te come and impose their losses upon the Government of the 
United States. Our Government did not injure them; theirinjury was 
by a foreign power; and we did our best for them with that power. 
We sent out our ministers and remonstrated when those wrongs were 
going on; nay, we resorted to actual war against France by act of Con- 
gress in 1798 and 1799. We did all that could be done both by nego- 
tiation and by actual force in order to prevent depredations upen our 
citizens. Our Government was confessedly free of blame up to the 
negotiation of the treaty of 1800. 

What more did we do in behalf of the claimants? Why, sir, by that 
very treaty of 1800 we obtained nearly $4,600,000 for them upon the 
undisputed portion of their claims, prior to 1796 or 1797, which came 
under the French decree of 1793. To be sure, it took three or four 
years of negotiation to accomplish that result; the moncy was finally 
paid out of the Louisiana purchase money in 1503-04. But we ob- 
tained the allowance from France and paid over the money to the 
claimants. We also obtained from France a release or discharge of all 
the vessels she had captured which had not been finally condemned. 


| Over forty ships with their valuable cargoes were thus taken from the 
| hands of the spoiler, and handed back to our merchants who owned 


them. 

Then, sir, we pursued Spain for that portion of the French depreda- 
tions which arose from the violation by Spain of her duty as a neutral 
power. France made some captures of our ships in Spanish ports and 
along the Spanish coast, within the jurisdiction of Spain. Therefore 
we made claim upon Spain. We could not get any money from her, 
but in 1819 we bonght Florida from her, as we had bought Louisiana 
from France in 1803. Out of the purchase money these claimants ob- 
tained $5,000,000, secured to them by the action of our Government. 
It was distributed by commission and paid 924 per cent. of the Spanish 
division of the claims, 
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nce and England went to war the advanta it 
of England as far as this i treaty was <¢ ( 1 1] 
complained. Dr. Frank] ired the adoption of a t 
ciple, a beneficent one inits appli yn tomaritime war. Another 
ure of the treaty was to limit articles contraband of war to those 4 


were properly so; in other words, to military stores and implements; and 












the treaty also provided that provisions andallarticles of a similar chat 
acter, of whi our col ntry pro luced abundantly, should not be 1 
garded as contraband. 

These were the provisions of the treaty of a con haracte 
which were immensely valuable to us, so that when the war between | « 
France and England broke out early in 1793, we, as a neutral power, | 1 
had the ports of both England and France freely open to our commerce 
War prices sprang up all over Europe, and we reaped a rich harvest; | ¢ 





great armies were raised; agricultural sections were stripped of labor- | nect 
ers, and we, as a neutral nation, could take advantage of the situation | Now 
and make great profits. In fact, notwithstanding these depredat 





our commerce was quite profitable from 1793 to 1800. She br 


rmrey } 


importance to us, France openly set aside by the decree of the 9th of | t 
May, 1793. Why, she acknowledged it; she said so, that she had set vA 
them aside. She declared that she could not keep her vows to the | 7th 
neutral powers, for England was pressing her too closely; and by that | pows 
decree of her National Assembly it was provided that her vessels of war | and 
and cruisers should seize as prize of war the enemy’s property upon 
neutral vessels. So that, in defiance of the treaty of 1778, we could not | Vv 
carry British goods or the goods of any other nation engaged in w { 
with France. I 
What further? She provided that our vessels on the ocean, loaded 








with American provisions might be seized by force, gutted of t ‘ 
cargoes, the provisions brought into French ports and applied to Fre 
: . 


use upon a promise that they should be paid for When? Not 
the act was committed. They were not paid for up to 1800, e 





a few cases, nor until 1803, eight or ten years after th were s 

Was not that breaking the treaties? Could th it x broken m¢ 
clearly, more absolutely, and more outrageo > The merchant 
Boston who sent his ship-load of goods to Liverpool to be sold there, tl 


proceeds to be invested in British goods for the return voyage,could make | 177 
double profits by his venture, and the vessel could earn double freight. | ha 


But such voyages were broken up by this decree of the French As- | of these claim 


hese provisions of the treaty, which, as I have said, were of vital | she for 
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valuable to her or on« The whole question 
of treaties as subsisting or abrogated had been closed two years before. 
We were in our relations with her under the general law of nations. 
In the next place, equally clear that France, by the several de- 
s I have reterred to, r upon our commerce, and in particu- 
of 1798 herself in the attitude of an avowed 


us that were rous upon us. 


it 1s 
crest made wa 


placed 


lar by the decree I 


and open enemy. 


And she followed up her deere hy practical action. She sent her 
war-ships upon the ocean to seize our vessels. She gave commissions 
to privateers, and they also spoiled our commerce on all parts of the 
sea; and this condition of things continued until, as Judge Marshall 
ays, hostilities were terminated by the treaty of 1800. Some persons 
have doubted whether that convention treaty of 1800 was a treaty of 
peace. Lut Judge Marshall decided (in Talbot vs. Seaman, 1 Cranch, 
1) that we were at war with France, and that the state of war contin- 
ued until the treaty of 1800 was made. That treaty was therefore a 


treaty of peace. He decided not merely that there was a state of war 
between the two countries, but held that we had the right to recapture 
a vessel taken by France from Holland and restore her to Holland, and 
that the capters had the right to claim salvage; and he held this al- 
though the acts of Congress against France did not provide for such a 
case at all. And why could we do that? Because, said the great 
judge, France was our enemy and we were hers: because the relation 
of public war between us justified us in going even beyond the acts of 
Congress in smiting her. 

I might go on to maltiply proofs. The Attorney-General of the 
United States, in an opinion which was read yesterday, said that public 
war existed on the part of France against as and on our part against 
Irance. You have the declaration of the President of the United States 
in his official message of December, 1798, that France opened war upon 
us by her decree of 18th January in the same year. You have in the 
treaty correspondence of 1800 the plea of the French negetiators that 
the actual condition was one of war; that they had previously made 
an undne concession in admitting that there was only a misunderstand- 
ing between the two countries. They plead war. Then, sir, you have 
the decision of our Supreme Court in 1800, in Bass vs. Tingey (4 Dallas, 
37). While our negotiators were in France that case was heard at the 
August term of the court, and it was held that there had been war be- 
tween France and the United States from the spring of 1798 onward. 
Four judges concurred in that opinion, the Chief-Justice being in Lu 
rope as one of our envoys. 

When the treaty of 1800 came before the Senate in February, 1801, 
unfortunately that body sat in secret session, so that we can not tel! 
by any record what their views were. It seems that they struck out 
the second article of the treaty, with but one negative vote, and that 
all the Senators along the Atlantic seaboard voted to strike it out. 
Why did the Senate so vote? The argumentof the claimants has been 
that the Senate did that in order to get rid of the old French treaties; 
but that is quite impossible. No such motive could have actuated 
them. Why, then, did the Senate strike out that second article? 
lor two or three good and sufficient reasons, which we may infer from 
the facts known to us, in the absence of any record of the Senate de- 
bate. In the first place, they struck out the article because the Su- 
preme Court had just decided, virtually, that these claims were war 
claims against France, as the French negotiators had contended they 
were. Therefore, to have any future negotiation about them was idle, 
because France, standing upon the decision of our own great court, 
could readily defeat us in any future contention we might make. 

In the next place, there was a reason for striking out that article of 
the treaty in the fact that it had been put in by our negotiators to save 
the point of honor to themselves, because they had no power to aban- 
don these claims; but the Senate was not bound by instructions; the 
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; come, 


| heard of again. 


Senate was free to judge of what was expedient, and what was due to | 


all parties, and undoubtedly it was the opinion of the Senate that these 
claims could not be collected from France. They had before them all 
the proceedings of the negotiation, even the secret journal of our en- 
voys, and all the correspondence, and they must have believed, from 
all the facts known to them, that the claims were, and always would 
be, uncollectable. 
capable of doing some harm, because the claimants might suppose, if 
there was a chance, that they might at some time have their claims 
heard and allowed by France. I insist that there was good reason for 
the action of the Senate upon these grounds, while there was not an 
atom of reason for their action upon the ground that has been urged 
on behalf of these claimants, namely, a desire to get rid of the old French 
treaties. 

Now I come to the last point,which is this. It is said that the ex- 
change with Bonaparte of ratifications of the treaty in 1801 has some- 
thing to do with this question of governmental liability. Why, sir, it 
has nothing to do with it. Bonaparte’s declaration when ratifying the 
treaty is only important as evidence of what nobody denies, namely, 
that we had abandoned the further prosecution of these claims. Bona- 
parte’s ratification of the treaty on the 30th of August, 1801, was un- 
qualified and absolute; there is no condition aboutit. Atthe end, how- 
ever, of the ratification he added: ‘‘ It being well understood (bien en- 
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tendu) that by this retrenchment the two states renounce the respect- 
ive pretensions which are the objects of the said article.’ 

What does that mean? The word ‘ provided’ is printed here in 
the book (report of 1826) at the end of the ratification; but that word 
‘* provided ’’ is simply a mistranslation in the State Department; there 
is nosuch word in the original French; consequently the argument built 
upon that word, to the effect that Bonaparte signed the ratification upon 
a condition, is absulutely untrue. He did nosuchthing. His addene 
dum—lI use a neutral word to which nobody can object—his addendum 
to hisratification has been variously yet harmoniously described by men 
of the highest authority. Mr. Jefferson said it was a legitimate infer- 
ence by Bonaparte that the old dispute about the pretensions on either 
side were dropped or abandoned. 

lalleyrand, in subsequent correspondence, speaks of itas an explana- 
tion; and M. Roederer, the great lawyer and a negotiator on the side 
of the French, said to our minister afterward that the explanation was 
properly made, simply because it declared the legal effect of making a 
treaty without providing for indemnities. He was certainly right in 
that. If during a war there are losses on either side of debatable 
character, which are not provided for in the treaty of peace at the end 
of the war, they can not be brought forward afterwards as subjects of 
negotiation or complaint. There may be circumstances under which, 
in the negotiation of a treaty of peace, war losses may be provided for; 
if not then provided for, they are gone forever. And so when the 
treaty of 1800 was concluded, the second article having been struck 
out, the treaty contained no provision in regard to these claims, and 
of course that was an end of them. We had abandoned negotiation 
upon them. All that Bonaparte’s addendum at the end of his ratilfi- 
cation amounted to was that he announced it as his understanding or 
the understanding of the French Government that the pretensions on 
both sides were ended. 

Sir, we abandoned negotiation in favor of these claims against France 
because we could not collect them after doing our best for that purpose. 
We struck out the second article of the treaty because there was good 
reason for strikingit out. Whatwasthatarticle? It read as follows: 

The ministers plenipotentiary of the two respective parties, not being able to 
agree at present concerning the treaty of alliance of February 6, 1778, the treaty 
of amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of the l4th of No- 
vember, 1788, nor upon the indemnities on either side due or claimed, the par- 
ties will negotiate— 

Observe this language-— 
the parties will negotiate further on these subjects at a convenient time, and 
until they may have agreed upon those points the said treaties and convention 
shall have no operation. 

Those old treaties were, therefore, out of operation by this very sec- 
tion, and itis absurd to say the section was struck out to get rid of 
them. 

What is the meaning of the main provision I have just read, that 
the parties at a convenient time will negotiate further upon matters of 
difference? Whatdoesthatmean? It has been aptly described by one 
of the French negotiators as an indefinite postponement of the claims. 
What does an indefinite postponement mean? It means that the sub- 
ject of controversy is turned over to a time which will probably never 
In a legislative body, when you wish to get rid of a measure with- 
out voting directly upon it, you postpone it indefinitely, and it is never 
The parties were to negotiate at a convenient time, 
but no time was fixed. No timecould probably ever arrive when both 
parties would deliberately enterupon another fruitless negotiation. We 
had presented those claims; France denied her liability and maintained 
that they were war claims (and so far as that position is concerned, it 
seems impregnable), and it was not expected t::> time would ever come 
for renewed negotiation upon them. 

I say that the second article of the treaty, upon the evidence to be 
found in recorded documents, was a diplomatic device to postpone this 
subject forever. The recorded proceedings of the negotiation prove 
that both parties understood these claims were given up forever before 


| the treaty was sent home. 


Besides, while the article could do no good, it was | 


Mr. Webster admits in his speech of 1835 that there was no cause 
for complaint against our Government until the Senate struck out that 
provision of the treaty. Everybody else must admit that the Govern- 
ment had a right to give up these claims when circumstances became 
desperate and we could not collect them. We certainly had that right. 
Having come to a point when the claims could not be collected and 
| when there were good reasons for not having a sham pretense held out 
that there would be a settlement in the future, the Senate honestly 
struck out the article. 

I have now, as I conceive, shown, first, that upon the groundsset up by 
the clainrants themselves those claimants can only claim against the 
United States the actual pecuniary value of their claims in February, 
1801, when the treaty of 30th September, 1800, was amended by the 





United States Senate ; that the value of the claims being then merely 
nominal, and the evidence of subsequent events plainly proving that 
| France would never have paid a dollar of the claims, it isan inevitable 
| conclusion that upon the showing of the claimants themselves their 
| present enormous demand upon the Treasury of the United States is 
both unlawful and unjust. If the Government took their property 
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have s} n. in the second place, that the treaties of 1778 were x D e our Congress had | ed 
tin were dead treaties in the year 1800 when the new treaty nego- | ¢ t of ( 
tiation took place. They had been broken and set aside by Fran 
and b own act ‘ongress of 7th July, 1798, they were lawful] 
J and properly declared to be no longer binding upon the Government 
or people of the United States. From this it follows that the argu- 
ment of the claimants that we abandoned negotiation upon their claims 
leration that France would release us from the old treaties is 


\ 1 ili¢ L\OTavIe 
ort their present demand 





in consik 
wholly unfounded in fact, and can not sup} 





upon our Government. ‘ . = ‘ ~ Sater eee 

In the third place, these treaties were necessarily abrogated by actual | (02? 7 Se © a nee a 

hostilities between the two governments in 1798 and afterwards. In the ee on 

1800 hostilities were partially suspended, pending negotiation, and th ; 

' relation of war between us and France was terminated on the 30th of em 
September of that year by the signing of a treaty of peace. oe 

If, then, war existed these were war claims; they were not legal de- 

mands on France under the law of nations and could not be enforced 

‘ except by the application of a measure of coercion which was beyond 
our power. a al ee 

I in concluding my argument, that from my point of view these | > 





Say, 


First, because the rule of damages which could be applied to them 


if they stood sustained by facts and inferences as alleged by their sup seed ca 
porters, would give them only some nominal amount, ifany amount at o st his Government eee oe a 
all. | was entitled unde the Const tution to the rig f petition 
Second, the argument that we gave up these claims in order to get | . Oe ee ee ee ere te eee a 
} rid of the old treaties is an argumentthat would affect the Government | UOVETD ent; and the claims Known 
of the United States, is quite unfounded and false. 
Lastly, when independent nations wage war, the losses suffered by | ~ gn 
individuals in the war are without redress unless provided for in the 
treaty of peace. ‘They are not legal rights which survive hostiliti 
Another word. In some mysterious way the argument is attempted 
to be set up that although there was war, these acts of Congress did 
not extend to and cover the French capture of our ships. Pray, what 
has that to do with our question? If France made war on us—for ons 
' party can make war—if she made war upon us and we committed no 
aggressions in return, still the laws of war applied to the situation. | 
Only one thing is to be observed: When war is limited, either as to its | 
subject-matter or territorial location, the public laws of war have force } 
only so far as they are applicable to the situation. ‘The fact of war | 2° pig car ty a ; oe ey 
must be admitted in the present case, and its effect upon those claims | ny My are om a a a 
is plain enough. : 
Admitting war, any attempt to bolster up these claims as not in 
cluded with its operation is an attempt to wriggle outof an inevitable 
and insuperable difficulty in argument. 
Mr. Chairman, I know very well what is the feeling in this House 
regarding these claims, and with a suggestion of it 1 will conelude 
Here are over 2,500 vessels and over 5,000 claims; men of 1795 and 
1799 who claimed to be injured have long since passed from the scene 
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’ of action; their children have appeared upon the stage, played their 
brief part, and have passed away. ‘Their grandchildren, many of them, 
have already gone to the land of the silent; and yet these claims are ; 
here, and they contend for the mastery in this House. Se ee ee een Pare eee oe aoe 

Sir, the namesof the present claimants, amounting up into the thou- |“) * : : oe 
sands. scattered along the Atlantic seaboard, some of them inland, have 
been collect they are known, their post-office addresses are known | 

to the managers of these claims, and they have been supplied with cir- | ~ 

culars informing them that the great engagement upon their ancient ; Vv y 

demands is to come off here in Congress in this month of the year 1888, , 

and they are advised to write to their members of Congress upon this 

subject and call attention tathe claims; and like the leaves of autumn, : is 
when the forest is denuded by early frost, these little missives have se a ae oP 
come from all quarters of the country to members of Congress in order Pa ae eos 
that irresponsible private solicitation, in the form of letters from mem 
bers’ districts, shall become a controlling influence to pass this bill. me ee ed, ete., That such citiz 

Let us see to it that our votes as honest representatives of the people | ;. eines cman d . 
shall not be filched from us by individual importunity directed by in- 
dividual interest. 

For oneI shall stand against this and all like influences, and look- aa Se ee 
ing only to the merits of this question, to the honor of our country, and | hereinafter provided: Provided, That . 
to the facts of history, according to my honest convictions upon this | t° such ' § as were embraced in the ve 
subject, I shall be immovably opposed to this enormous bill of plunder | io Cur ofthe acteof I 
and greed. [Applause. ] pa nder the provisions of t 

Mr. LONG. I nowyield twenty-five minutes tothe gentleman from | “ ERS Ak OR 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. alt ites diecnameaal aes Gena 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania occupied one | Src. 2. That t rt 
hour and seven minutes. | regulations, not 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, one of the ablest associate justices | C_ ceceall oi a 
that ever sat on the bench of the Supreme Court of the United States, of all the claims ided within the deseript é 
and whose great works upon law questions constitute him probably not | * NGIE presens Owne oo ee 2 : 
only the ablest writer of the day in the age in which he lived, but whose | * 
views, especially uponsubjects which pertain to equitable adjudication, 
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other than lf-defense ? 
arm for self-defense, but [ will answer that proposition in the Jan- 
guage of Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, who in a letter to Minister 
Morris, dated August 16, 1793, uses this characteristic and forcible lan- 
guage, to wil 


Though a merchant vessel has arms to defend herself in time of war, in the 





course of her regular commerce, this no more makes hera privatecr thana hus- 
bandman following his plow in time of war, with a knife or pistol in his pocket, 
is thereby made a soldier 


But, Mr. Chairman, let us look more closely to the decision of Bass 
l 


vs. Tingey Dallas Supreme Court Keports, so confidently relied on 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and the gentieman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] to sustain their views on these French 
spoliatiun claims. 

Che court at that time consisted of five judges, Hon. Oliver Ells- 
worth, of Connecticut, being the Chief-Justice. The four associate jus- 
tices delivered each his opinion in the case. These opinions were 
delivered at the August term, 1800. This decision involved the con- 
struction of the act of Congress June 28, 1798, and the subsequent act 
of March 2, 1799, as to amount of salvage allowed on recapture of a ves- 
sel belonging to citizens of the United States or to citizens and subjects 
in amity with the United States. 

‘The question involved in this case, so far as it is applicable to the 
validity and justice of these French spoliation claims, was ‘‘ whether 
France was an enemy of the United States,’’ and if so, ‘‘ whether she 
was a general and public enemy,’’ or ‘‘ whether the war was a partial 
and limited war, confined to particular classes of persons, or to some 
particular locality.’’ Now, in view of this statement of the question, 
what did the court decide in the case of Eass vs. Tingey ? 

Mr, Justice Washington, in his opinion, says: 


’ 


It mav, I believe, be safely laid down that by contention, by force between 
two nations in external matters under the authority of their respective govern- 
ments is not only war, but public war, If it be declared in form it is called sol- 
emn, and is of the perfect kind, because one whole nation is at war with an- 
other whole nation, and all the members of the nation declaring war are au- 
thorized to commit hostilities against all the members of the other in every 
placeand under every circumstance, In such a war all the members act under 
a general authority, and all the rights and consequences of war attach to their 
condition. But hostility may subsist between two nations more confined in its 
nature and extent, being limited as to places, persons, and things, and this is 
more properly termed imperfect war, because not solemn, and because those 
who are authorized to commit hostilities act under special authority, and can 
fo no further than to the extent of their commission. 


And this learned justice further says— 


Thatsuch a declaration (of war) by Congress might have constituted a per- 
fect state of war, which was not intended by the Government. 


Mr. Justice Chase, who presided in the circuit court which tried the 
case of Bass vs. Tingey, is more explicit and precise in his decision of 
the case. He says: 

What, then, is the nature of the contest subsisting between America and 
France? Inmy judgment it isa limited, partial war. Congress has not declared 
war in general terms; but Congress has authorized hostilities on the high seas 
by certain persons, in certain cases. There is no authority given to commit 
liostilities on land, to capture unarmed French vessels, nor even to capture 
French armed vessels lying in a French port; and the authority is not given in- 
discriminately to any citizen of America against any citizen of France, but only 
to citizens appointed by commissions, or exposed to immediate outrage and 
violence. So far it is unquestionably a partial war. But nevertheless it is a 
publie war, on account of the public authority from which it emanates. 

There are four acts, authorized by our Government, that are demonstrative 
of astate of war. A belligerent power has the right, by the law of nations, to 
search a neutral vessel, and upon suspicion of a violation of her neutral obliga- 
tion, to seize and carry her into port for further examination. But by the acts 
of Congress an American vessel is authorized— 

‘\rst. ‘To resist the search of a French public vessel; 

Sceond, To capture any vessel that should attempt by force to compel sub- 
mission to a search; 

‘bird. To recapture any American vessel seized by a French vessel; and 

fourth, To capture any French armed vessel wherever found on the high 
Beas 
rhis suspension of the law of nations, this right of capture and recapture, can 
only be authorized by an act of the Government, which is in itself an act of hos- 
tility. But still it is restrained or limited hostility, and there are, undoubtedly, 
many rights attached to a general war which do not attach to this modification 
of the powers of defense and aggression. 


Mr. Justice Patterson, in delivering his opinion in the case of Bass 
vs, Tingey, says: 

The United States and the French Republic are in a qualitied state of hostility. 
An imperfect war or a war as to certain objects and to a certain extent exists 
between the two nations, and this modified warfare is authorized by the con- 
stitutional authority of our country. It isa war quoad hoc, As faras Congress 
tolerated and authorized the war on our part, so far may we proceed in hostile 
operations, It is a maritime war, a war at sea, as to certain purposes. The 
national armed vessels of France attack and capture the national armed vesse!s 
ot the United States; vessels of the United States are expressly authorized and 
directed to attack, subdue, and take the national armed vessels of France, and 
also to recapture American vessels, It istherefore a public war between the 
two nations, qualified on our part in the manner prescribed by the constitu- 
tional organ of our country, 

It will thus be seen that all the judges delivering opinions in this 
case agreed that there was a limited and restricted condition of hostili- 
tices, and not an open and declared and solemn war; and France her- 
self, by the solemn admission of her plenipotentiaries, agreed that these 
were just and valid claims of the private citizens of America against 
the French Government, and in order to get rid of these claims agreed 
to give up the claims which she held by virtue of the treaties of 1878, 
ana the United States then used the private claims of her citizens for 


| 
I will not argue that they had a right to | 
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public purposes and became liable to her citizens for the private prop- 
erty thus taken for public uses, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there were other spoliations committed by the 
French armed vessels under the Berlin and Milan decrees issued by the 
French Government, for which France made payment at a subsequent 
period. 

Every act of our Government and every acknowledgment of the 
French Government and all the public declarations of our plenipoten- 
tiaries show that our citizens have been spoliated of large amounts of 
property, destroyed on the high seas by French armed vessels, and that 
the owners of this property and their descendants have never ceased to 
demand their rights, in the only way that they could demand them— 
by humble petition for justice to their own Government; and when 
that Government, after nearly a century of delay, has by solemn act of 
Congress at last created a tribunal to pass upon these long-deferred 
claims and that tribunal has made its decision in favor of these claims 
we are met with the plea, first, that these claims never had any com- 
mercial value; and, secondly, that they are hoary with age, and there- 
fore the Government of the United States should repudiate them. It 
is a plea, Mr. Chairman, dishonorable to and unworthy of this great 
Government dealing with its own citizens. Justice, right, and equi- 
table dealing demand that these long-deferred claims shall be settled 
now and forever. 

Mr. BURNES. Iyield tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what time? 

Mr. BURNES. I do not think it necessary to limit him now. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, having the responsibility for the larger part of our ex- 
penditures, have piaced in the general deficiency bill, now pending in 
the Committee of the Whole, an item for the payment of certain French 
spoliation claims; but the majority of that committee, sitting on this 
side of the Hall, have stated that they placed these claims in the bill 
simply out of respect to what they regarded as a peremptory instruction 
from the House, adopted in December last; and they submit a very 
able argument against the propriety of the payment of these claims at 
all. 

A bill proposing to grant in these cases, on the recommendation of the 
Attorney-General, the privilege of an appeal from the Court of Claims, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and just half of the 
members of the committee acting upon the case, and consisting of gen- 
tlemen who sit on this side, have recommended that before any of these 
claims are paid the principles on which they stand should be determined 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

When it is considered that the Government, under the act of 1885, 
has been sued for over $40,000,000 in these cases, we ought to give some 
heed to these admonitions from those who have been officially charged 
with the duty of investigating the subject, and who as members of the 
majority are responsible to the country. When the history of these 
spoliations was known of al] men Congress could not be induced to pro- 
vide for their payment. When they had grown old and the facts be- 
came obsetire, and the claimants had multiplied and replenished the 
United States, a bill passed appropriating $5,000,000 in final satisfac- 
tion of these claims; but Mr. Polk vetoed the bill. A similar bill passed 
Congress during the administration of Mr. Pierce, but it was vetoed by 
the President. 

By the act of January 20, 1885, these claims were referred to the 
Court of Claims with the proviso ‘‘that they shall decide upon the valid- 
ity of said claims according to the rules of law, municipal and inter- 
national, and the treaties of the United States applicable to the same.”’ 
And it was farther provided that the finding and report of tle court 
should be taken to be merely advisory as to the law and facts found, 
and should not conclude either the claimant or Congress. And out of 
abundant caution it was further provided that nothing in the act should 
be construed as committing the United States to the payment of any 
such claims, 

I deny, sir, that that court has determined these claims on the prin- 
ciples which were defined as the rules to regulate their jurisdiction. 
That court insists that the jurisdiction conferred on it was pecul- 
iar and unprecedented in the history of the Government, and that ac- 
cording to the principles of municipal and international law and of the 
treaties to which reference was made no liability could be attached to 
the Government; and it took refuge under the idea that by the act 
of reference political functions were devolved on that tribunal, and it 
was in some sort made a substitute for Congress to determine the va- 
lidity and binding effect of these claims on the Government. I cite 
from the case of William Gray, administrator, vs. United States: 

So we reach the end of this opinion as unlike the usual judicial expression in 
its form and supporting authorities as are the cases before us unlike those ordi- 
narily submitted to a tribunal of the law. Weare, however, for the moment in- 
vested with some of the powers and jurisdiction belonging to the political branch 
of the Government, and upon us is imposed an examination not usually or nat- 
urally committed toa judicial body. We have been required, not to investigate 
legal rights, based upon the doctrines and principles of the common law, but to 
inquire into and to report upon the ethical rights of a citizen against his Gov- 
ernment, rights which are never enforceable except by the consent of the sov- 


ereign—in this country the legislature—as whose substitute we act to the limited 
extent prescribed and marked out by the remedial statute. 


I insist that the court has transcended the jurisdiction which Con- 
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gave it, and has attempted to define 
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we never 
Governme 


it from a political standpoint. 


And, sir, in order to determine this thing the judges of this court 


have undertaken to give as reasons for this political judgment the 
opinions of public men here in Congress. They refer to numerous re 
ports of special committees made in the House and in the Senate 
They refer us to the opinions of Webster, Clay, Marshall, and Sum 
ner, adducing these political utterances and political authorities as 
reasons why these claims should be paid. 

Congress asked the advice of the court upon the law, and the court 
has replied with the opinions of Congressmen! We desired law, and 





they gave us politics. We asked for bread, and they gave us a sto 
If I am to follow politicians in this matter, I prefer to follow Wright, 


and Benton, and Calhoun. 

jut it may not be unprofitable to glance at the facts ourselves before 
we decide this most important matter 

It has been claimed that France had grievances against the Govern 
ment of the United States, and that our citizens had grievances against 
the Government of France, and that there was such a settlement o! 
conflicting claims as to devolye onthe Government of the United States 
by a sort of politica 


citizens. 


equity the obligation to pay the claims of om 

I deny it, sir. I say after a careful study of all the history of this 
subject, andof all the precedents upon which I could lay my hands, that 
I do not believe the Government is under any obligation, legal, equita- 
ble, or moral, to pay these claims. 

[ propose to demonstrate, in the first place, that France had no claims 
against this Government, and in the second place to show that these 
claims of private citizens of the United States grew out of acts of war 
on the part of France for which no redress could be had under any law 
municipal or international. It can not be contended that any damages 
accruing to a citizen out of a state of war can be made the subject of 
indemnification as a matter of duty on the part of the government to 
which the citizen owes his allegiance. Denial of such indemnity has 
been the uniform practice of the United States towards its own citizens. 
It is the policy we have always maintained in our dealings with our 
citizens who have suffered, for instance, at the hands of Indian tribes 
In 1836 a portion of the Creek Nation of Indians, situated in Alabama, 
broke from their reservation, pillaged and devastated a few counties in 
that State and in the adjacent State of Georgia 


The President of the United States appointed a commission to go | 


down to this wasted territory and take prvof of the damages which the 


citizens had suffered; and the report of this commission was made to | 


the Secretary of War involving damages to the extent of a million or 
two of dollars; and when the Legislature of the State of Alabama met 
a most eloguent memorial was framed and sent to the Congress of the 
United States bearing upon the subject. It went to the Committee 
on Claims of the House of Representatives, and that committee, after 


a careful and learned investigation, in the year 1838, reported to the 
House that the outrages had been committed in a state of war between 
the United States and the Creek Nation, and consequently being war 
damages the Government could not pay them. I cite the report: 


The Government is equally bound to protect the property of our citizens em 
ployed in commerce as it is to give protection to those whose capital is em 
ployed in agriculture. Ifthe Malays, or pirates, should seize a vesse), murder 
the crew, and take the cargo to their use, no one would say the United States 
were bound to remunerate the loss A misunderstanding may exist betwe« 
this Government and a foreign power, by which the millions employed by our 
citizens in commerce and navigation may be swept from the ocean, and re: 
dered valueless; and yet noone would remunerate the sufferers from the Tre 
ury of the United States. Thousands of such suffer 
combated poverty for years without relief. 





. S anal has 
rs now exist and they have 





The proposition laid down in that report has always been, so far as 
I know, adhered to by Congress. See a similar report from the Com 
mittee on Claims of the Senate in American State Papers, volume 
Claims, page 223. As late, sir, as the administration of General Grant, 
when the claim of Milton Best from the State of Kentucky had passed 
both Houses of Congress, the President vetoed the bill upon the ground 
that the damages Best suffered were inflicted during astate of war, and 
that no country could afford to pay war damages. 

It is the principle not only of municipal law, but also the law of the 
American Congress and the political departments of the Government, 
and the same principle has been of universal recognition in every coun- 
try in the world. 

And it has been conceded that if these spoliations by the French were 
acts of war, no indemnity could have been recovered from France, and 
the treaty devolved on this Government no liability to the claimants. 
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But the argument is that our Government had incurred liabilities to | 


France by infractions of the treaty of 1778, and then by the treaty of 
1800-1801 settled these liabilities with the claims of our citizens against 
France, and the existence of war between the two countries during th: 
period of the depredations is denied. 

It must be borne in mind that but a short period had elapsed since 
the successful termination of the war for American independence, but 
the people of New England, who at that time loved an unfettered 
commerce, had sent their cruisers all over the world. They had a 
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I insist, when gentlemen arraign this Government for its 


France and its treatment of the French people, that some 
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e princi I have stated is the principle which governs in inter- 
national matters, but not in matters subject to municipal! law. 

Mr. HOPE But the point I was making was t! 
that taking your po ition to be correct, that France did violate t} 
treaty, still if t d States Government afterw ards recogniz oars the 


INS, of Illinois. 





treaty as an exi tac enk hal is aflirmative proof that it is still in ex 
istence { inding the action of France. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman cites no facts upon which 
to base the i ion made in his interrogatory, and the facts do not 
justify it. In 1798 there was a bill which passed both Houses of Con- 
gress and was approved by the President, which declared that on a 
count of these infractions of th: it treaty by the French Government the 


treaty was null and void. It was declared to be null and void for the 

very reasons which { have given, and, Mr. Chairman, the Court of 
se to which I have referred, distinctly stated, 
in addition to the principle which I have already cited, that the courts 
were absolutely concluded by the declaration of the political depart- 
ment of the Government that those treaties were no longer of any force 


Claims, in the Hoop 


or effect in this country. Insupport of this proposition I cite again the 
opinion of the Court of Claims in the Hooper case: 

We are of t that the circumstances justified the United States in 
annu x the treaties of 1778; that the act was a valid one not only as a mu- 
ni al vtatu itas between nations, and that thereafter the compacts were 
ene l 

Inasmuch as we owed nothing to France, we could not have appro- 
priated thes ull f our citizens to any public use as claimed, and 


we therefore owe them no compensation under the Constitution. It 


was not an appropriation of private claims to the public use, because 


f Cove of France had no claims against us. 
[r. NUTTING ll the gentleman yield for a short question ? 
Ir. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman will ask me a very 
short question, I will yield. 
) NUTTING. I wish to ask the gentleman a short question; 
a he being a lawyer, it is a legal question. The Government used 
these « ttle with France—used them as a consideration— 
a9 





oF Weorgla, 


The gentleman has not heard my ar 


gument. He assumes what I utterly deny; and therefore I think he 
had tter forbear the question. 
Mr. NUTTIN Well, Il assume that the Government in its settle- 


ment with France used these claims as a consideration; and having | 





aol 

r. TURNER orgia. That I deny; and if there were any 
cla against the Government, it would be very proper for the gen- 
tleman to demonstrate that fact. 


Mr. NUTTING. 


proposition: If the Government did use these claims as a consicera- 


ion in the lement, it is estopped from saying they had no value. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. had not said that these private claims 


had no value; but I deny that there is any such principle as estoppel 


Verhaps the gentleman will agree with me on this | 
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yn whether o1 izens had « \ ist ane Hepenneas 
| ( ‘ 1 ! t) a ) ci as a matter of 
| Lupici t iitional I have attempted toa ie t dam- 
‘ com! ted dur r a state o vara never pa 1 fi r except as 
er of grace; that no governme! ; damages of that character to 
wn citiz ( remains foi therefore, to show that a 
of wal 1} ‘ 1 the United ind France through the 
‘ l j y these spoliati ( mitted 
tlemar was 0 ay t was wal The French 
who re « t of t of the French Govern- 
I towards ont und our é tated distinctly in one of 
notes to the Ar n commissioners that war was flagrant be- 
tween the two countries, and that to ter Sn nee to 
i treaty of peace between them. And they added thi ut ‘‘ the rights 
of war acknowledgas » obligation to repair it ravages. So much for 
the French view of it. John Adams said that one of the decrees of the 
French Government was itself an open and palpable declaration of 
ur. And during lat ime iat tration, when George Washington 
was called from his retirement, when troops were mustered and en- 





lied and ships were being built, in his order announcing his assump- 


I 
tion of command of the Army, he declared that France was making 
‘ 





‘war on our defenseless commerce.’’ The Attorney-General said that 
there existed with France ‘‘ an actual maritime war authorized by both 
nations,’’ and the Supreme Court expressed the same opinion. t Dal- 
las, 37.) And the American commissioners spoke of the peculiar state 


of hostility as the ‘** present war.”’ 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN Che forty minutes which, as the Chair under- 
stood, were yielded to the gentleman, have expired. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield to the gentleman ten minutes more. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Passing from the political literature of 
that day, let us look, as a lawyer would say, at the facts from which a 
state of war might followas aconclusion. It was during that period, 
Mr. Chairman, that American merchants banded together in Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, and other cities, under official sanction 
subscribed hundreds of thousands of dollars to build and man and 
equip men-of-war for the use of the Government. Three hundred and 
sixty-five ships thus built were accepted by the Government, and they 
were at once employed in the active defense of our commerce. The 
Government of the United States then laid the foundation of all the 
glory and honor which the American Navy hasattained. Then it was 
that Decatur, father and son, Porter, Rogers, Barry, Bainbridge, Nichol- 
son, Sterrit, Jones, Stewart, Truxtun, and Hull won for the American 
Navy imperishable renown, {[ Applause. | 

Who does not remember the Constitution, the Boston, the United 
States, the Constellation, the Experiment, the Enterprise, the Dela- 
ware, and other famous cruisers of the American Navy of that early 
period? Who does not remember with pride t th it six French priva- 
teers, numbering fifty-nine guns and three hundred and sixty-seven 
men, struck to the Ent« pee alone in a single year? The Boston en- 
gaged the corvs tte Le Berceau, and in two hours the first lieutenant, 
the master, the boatswain, the gunner, and thirty of the crew of the 
French ship lay de ud on her dec! The Constellation, flying Commo- 
dore Truxtun’s pennant, « ngaged L’Insurgenet, a taut frigate of forty 
guns, and the swiftest sailer the y could produce. When 
the battle had lasted one hour and a quarter, and sixty-seven killed 
mimander struck his 














and wounded lay upon his deck, the French ¢ 
colors to this gallant young American 

It ought to be a imitted that these occurrences look like war. Our 
intrepid Navy gave us again prestige on the ocean, and prepared th: 
way for the treaty of 1800. It also looks like war when it is remem- 
bered that over two thousand of our merchantmen had been seized, 
and our commerce had been spoliated to the amount of $40,000,000. 

I assume now that I have shown that these spoliations were com- 


mitted during a state of war, and are therefore irremediable, according 


to all the authoritic I think I have also show n that the United States 


| owed no damages to France and therefore could not have paid France 


in this m i iy entirely ‘the principle which the gentleman as- 
sumes as the | ; of his qu ; I will not entertain an argument on 
an ucl 

Mr. NI oes the gentleman deny that the question of es- 
toppel ap] is well between nations as between individuals ? 

Mr, TURNE Georgia. Ido. Isay that the principle of es- | 


toppel applies to eI 1. Government on earth; and if the gentle- 
man is familiar with the rules of law, he will himself assent to my pro- 
po Lion on retiection. 


‘ir. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask whether there is a single 


Any other view would make Wash- 
a traitor to New England. 


with these claims of our citizens. 
ington a traitor to france and Adams 


Che treaty of 1800-1801, its famous second article, and the history of 
| itsamendment and ratifi 





4 
ation, have alre ady been sufficiently presented 
in the report of the committee and in the remarks of gentlemen who 
have preceded me. 











Ss connect 





Ue suceeeded in securing a pension and drew the same until December, 1885, 





when i riation was received at the Pension Bureau which caused an exain- 
tuation of the merits of the case. 

This examination developed such facts as led the Pension Bureau to the con- 
clusion that the condition of the soldier was then identical with that before en- 
listment, and that his disability existed before he entered the service. His 
name whe ordingly dropped from the rolls. 

fhe object of the bill herewith returned is to restore the pensioner to the 
roils 


\n examination of the facts satisfies me that the act of the Pension Bureau 
dropping this name fromthe pension-rolls was entirely correct and should 
be reversed. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 9, 1888, 


SARAH A, CORSON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President: which was read, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

Fo the Hlowuse of Representatices 

{ return without approval House bill No. 6307, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah A. Corson.”’ 

Josiua Corson, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted in 
August, 1862, for nine months, was wounded by a ball which passed through 
the lower part of each buttock, and was discharged June 29, 1863, 
sioned for his wound and died December 12, 1885. 

Phe cause of death is stated to have been femoral hernia by a physician who 
attended Lim shortly before his death. The official record of his death attrib- 
utes it toa malignant tumor. 

fhe widow filed a claim for pension in 1886, but furnished no evidence show- 
ing when or how the hernia originated, 
shown byany service record, nor was it ever claimed by the soldier. It is 
stated in the report of the committee of the House of Representatives to whom 
this bill was referred that the hernia first made its appearance about four years 
prior to the soldier's death, 

The claim of this beneficiary for pension was rejected by the Pension Bureau 
upon the ground that there was no possible connection between the soldier's 
wounds and the herniafrom which he died. 

I am foreed to the conclusion that the case was properly disposed of, and base 
my disapproval of the bill herewith returned upon the same ground. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

[EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 9, 1888. 

MANUEL GARCIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return withoutapproval House bill No. 3521, entitled “ An act granting a pen- 
sion to Manuel Garcia.”’ 

‘rom the records it appears that the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted as 
asubstitute August 6, 1864, and was transferred to the Eighth New Jersey Vol- 
unteers; that he is reported absent sick, and never joined his regiment, and was 
discharged from a hospital July 2, 1865, 

He filed a claim for pension March 4, 1880, alleging that in October, 1864, at 
Alexandria, Va,, he became lame in both legs,and that subsequently his eyes 
became inflamed, His hospital record shows that he was treated for pneumo- 
nia. 

lhe board of examining surgeons in 1883 found no such evidence of varicose 
veins, which seems to be the disability claimed, as would justify a rating, and 
there appears to be no proof of the existence of any disability between the date 
of discharge and the year 1867. 

The application of this beneficiary is still pending in the Pension Bureau 
awaiting any further proof which may be submitted in its support. 

#ROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 9, 1888. 

“MENHADEN FISHERY. 

Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, offered the following; which 
was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee of three members of the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries be appointed to investigate and report upon the 
effect of the menhaden fishing on the Atlantic coast, on the destruction and sup- 
ply of food-fish, and all questions relating to this subject now pending before 
said committee; and that the subcommittee so appointed be authorized to visit 
any point on the coast deemed important to such investigation, be authorized 
to administer oaths and send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenog- 
rapher and clerk; the expenses of such investigation to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. HATCH also, by unanimous consent, offered the following joint 
resolution (H. Res. 213); which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That there be printed 
50,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for 
the year 1887, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of members of the Sen- 
ate, 27,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Representatives, and 
10,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture; the illustrations 
to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer in accordance with 


the directions of the Joint Committee on Printing; the work to be subject to the 
approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret B. Todd; 

A bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson; 

A bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to William Collins- 
worth; 


A bill 1325) for the relief of John McKernan; 


(Ss. 
A bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 
(S. 1609) for the relief of James McLaughlin; 


A bill 
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A bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David H. Lutman; 

A bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Mrs. Avis J. Hockey; 

A bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and chil- 
dren under sixteen years of age; 

A bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly 


| Miss Maggie A. Eagan; 





A bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to James E. Kahler; 

A bill (S. 3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker; 

A bill (8. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) directing the Secretary of War to investi- 
gate and report the amount due to the State of South Carolina for the 
rent of the Citadel Academy. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, PORTLAND, OREGON. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. THompson, of 
California, in place of Mr. BiGas (unable to serve on account of sick- 
ness) as one of the conferees on the part of the House upon the bill (H. 
R. 1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, 
for money advanced the Oregon Iron Works for building the United 


| States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin. 
Ile was pen- | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Will not the gentleman from Tennessee with- 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


( | draw that motion and allow me to call up a biil which will take only 
No disability of this description is | a moment? 


It is a public bill 
Mr. DIBBLE. 4 rise to present a conference report. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If my bill takes more than a moment, I will 
withdraw it. 





PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] 
states that he rises to make a conference report. This is privileged, 
even during the pendency of a motion to adjourn. The Clerk willread 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The.committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the arflendment of the House to the bill (S. 288) for the erection of a public 
building at Sioux City, Iowa, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 


| and agree to the samc. 


SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. 8. POST, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The following statement of the House conferees, submitted in ac- 
cordance with the rule, was read: 

Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 

Washington, D. C., August 8, 1888, 

The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. 288) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
lowa, respectfully submit the following statement: 

The bill provided for a limit of $250,000, and the House, by amendment, re- 
duced the limit to $150,000. The effect of the adoption of the conference report 
is to fix the limit at $150,000, in accordance with the amendment of the House, 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. S. POST, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now renew my motion that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 37, noes 25; and ac- 
cordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

3y Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11129) for the 
relief of Francis Ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11130) for the relief of E. C. Bainbridge—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11131) granting a pension to 
Robert Caskey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 11132) for the relief of Solomon 
Weese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11133) for the relief of William I. Smith and 
D. M. Wisdom—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 11134) granting a pension to Capt. 
David M. Dryden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 11135) for the relief of Mc. ?. B. 
Day—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11136) for the relief of A. T. Masencup—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11137) for the relief of A. T. Masencup—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11138) for the relief of Abbie Bur- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11139) to authorize the build- 


ing of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11140) to authorize the building of a bridge or 


bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis.—to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 
By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 11141) for the relief of the 
creditors of the Bank of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims 
By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11142) granting a pension 
to Martha Severson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of P. J. Gannon and 91 others, citizens 
of Lake, Ill., urging amendments to the interstate-commerce law 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Macon County, Missouri, 
for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of A. T. Masencup, of A. T. Masen- 
cup, administrator, and of Mrs. P. B. Day, for relief—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of McCulloch & Co., B. N. Baker, and 
45 others, citizens of Texas, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of George E. Walworth and others, 
citizens of the Third district of Michigan, for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—-to the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traflic. 





SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 10, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. C. B. RAMSDELL, of the city of Washington. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

APPOINTMENTS IN CLASSIFIED SERVICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Civil Service Commission, transmitting, in reponse to a 
resolution of May 1, 1888, a complete list of all persons who, under 
certification by that Commission, have received probationary and ab- 
solute appointments to positions within the classified service at Wash- 
ington, D. C., since March 4, 1885; which, on motion of Mr. SPOONER, 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Select Committee 
to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the construction and operation 
of a street railway and wagon-bridge across the Rio Grande, between 
the city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following bill and joint resolution were read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 11045) for the relief of Sam Rice Post, No. 6, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of lowa; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 176) granting permission to the park com- 
missioners of New York City to improve and beautify Governor’s Island 
in connection with a public park to be laid out on said island and on 
land adjoining and connecting therewith. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of American man- 
ufacturers of glycerine, located at Cincinnati, Ohio, and other place 
praying that the Mills bill be amended by fixing the duty on crude 
glycerine at 3 cents and on refined at 5 cents a pound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN. I hold in my hand a petition signed by several hun- 
dred citizens of the United States who are persons of color engaged in 


the culture of rice on the Ogeechee River inGeorgia. The petition rc- | 


lates to the culture in which they are engaged, and sets forth that they 
have been, most of them, born and raised on the rice plantations, and 
they regard a reasonably high tariff as indispensable to the success of 


their business, that it should not be dispensed with or reduced. As the | 


petition is ashort one Lask that it be read, or without reading be printed 
in the REcoRD, and referred to the Committee on Finance. Probably 
the latter course will be the proper one. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks that 
the petition presented by him may be read or printed in the Recorp. 
Mr. BROWN. I do not ask that the names be printed, simply the 
body of the petition. It is a short petition. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection 





Mr. HARRIS. I object to its going in the RECORD. 
Mr. BROWN Then I will read it 
Mr. HARRIS. I object to its b ead 
Mr. BROWN Then I will conds } self . 
ile as I will state the substance of it. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tem; When the reading of 
ect d to, the que stion must be de termined t ep 
bate The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HA! 3] obic to the read- 
| ing of the pap r presen ed by the Senator { 1 ( 
| permitted to read the same ? Putting th tion 
| pear to have it. The ayes have it. The Sen: 


Mr. BROWN. AsI am rather feeble this mot 
Secretary to read the petition 

[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection 

Mr. HARRIS It goes into the RECORD upon the reading, a 
fore I will withdraw the objection to the printing of it, and can ¢ 
without reading. : 





The PRESIDENT pro tem; l tition W © pri 
‘ECORD without reading, unless objection be made. 
Mr. HARRIS. Without the signatures? 
Mr. BROWN. It was my re that it go without t gna- 
; tures. Of course I do not want 1 to go the R t 
ire numerous and would take up too much space in the RI 


I 
Mr. HARRIS. The petition ought togotothe Committ 

Mr. BROWN. That was my request. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tem} Che petition will be p1 nted in t 


RECORD without the signatures and referred to the Committee on | 


nance. 





rhe petition is as follows 






















| To the honorab the Senatorsand Represent s of the sof thel 
| 

y ir petitioners, sub 1 1 « < f t 
ear the plantations of v I t “tate ( ria 

Your petitioners state nearly all b« 1upon the rice pia t s 
f that riverand have ir lives uy r near these planta ns, 
ind with some few exceptior gaged in no other occupati 
planting 

hey further state that being left by the war f they have hee ible by i 

| labor to make a livelihood out of these plantat sand Ww a 

} stance each can point to a small home supp ted and maintained by 
| w ages as laborers in the ri fields or by ss direct spr ¥ 
from 

Your petitioners comprise the whole laboring population of that river; they 
are poor, but sober and industrious, and all that y ask i ‘ s 
possibility of their making their daily wages in their old h 

Your petitioners earnestly represent, that if they were better off 
ire, and if they owned the land upon which they bor, it wouid be imposs 

| for them to plant rice in competition with foreign rice, free of d 
In fortunate years they mig ike a livelihood upon their ow 
r rice could produce 4 cen nd and if they were t é 
erty in repair; but constant di r from floods and storms hay 
| planting and your petitioners know that it will be impossible for them t 
| cure money for the repair of banks flood-gates, and all the other « 
essaries to the planting of asingle a ‘ tide iter la 4 
| ands adjacent are so poor and so far t that they wi 
| ire support, and your petitioners s¢« at t pres« rice 
| be diminished to any real extent the ~ Ww e at the la 
! rown out by the owners, and tl I ni ‘ ‘ port 
| them, either as laborers, tet s i pet ‘ t 
e forced to emigrate and to cast tl 1 st gers, wit 
| property, or to die of starvation at h earnestly I 
} them these misfortunes, and to make sio ‘ As 
permit them to remain in humble an r t € 
| the only ones that they know 
And your petitioners will ever pray, et 
| Che petition was referred to the Committee on Finance 
| } ‘ } > ‘ 
} Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of District Assembly 97, kK y . 
Labor, a memorial of the Federation of Labor of the District of ¢ 
| lumbia, and a memorial of District Assembly, No. 6 
Labor, favor ng the passage ¢ f Senate bill 1471 pro. id ny t 
| diem employé of the United States Government shall receive m- 
| pensation than $2 per day: which were referred to the Com tee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of cit ens of benton, ¢ nm, pra 
ing speedy action on the subject of protection to the wool »wing and 
yoolen-manulacturing industries of the United States was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance 

} He also presented a petition of citizens of Douglas and petition 
of citizens of Coos County, Oregon, praying for certain an | nts to 
| the interstate-commerce act; which were relerred to the Co: tee o1 
| Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMM i 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Comm ( ) ‘ e! 
ferred t following bills, reporte t 
ind submitted reports there 

\ 1 (H. R. 8931) for the of S E. Wilsor 

} 
A bill (H. R. 4792) te pensio W. Por 

A bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson 
| A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles Walst« 

A bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to J 1 E. Ambrose 
| 
Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Co ibia, to 
| whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7785) for the relief of the attend- 
| ants on the insane at Hospital for the Insar i the District of C 
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‘ reon; Which was agreed to, and Mr. EDMUNDS. It has just been introduced at this moment. q 
t] ritel) Phe PRESIDENT pro tem; - It has been submitted by the Sena 
it Committee on the District of Columbia, | tor from Vermont. 4 
to ( bill (11. it. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for Mr. COCKRELL. I would rathe e it in ] t fore we act j 
all ed ji numbered 493, 13 ported it without amend- | upon it 
1 PRESIDENT pro t Lie 
i i i e Comn lé on Military Aflairs, to whom | the rules a ] pr ed, 
was ref he . OF lor the relief of Felix Marcinkowski, MESSAGE FR ] t 
u f ( f which was agreed to, and the bill . . : - 
we \ 9 m I or ive ( ( ts 
; ee 7 : ; ( need 14 t | se ] ( in the report ef the 
! I i f committee, to whon rele l the bill : 
‘ ta of War to ascertain wha t as rot : At CWO ESHNSS On 
ol ‘ been expended by the States of California, Oregon, and | “™ endments of the f oe 5 - - 
Ne u te litar poses in aid of the Government of the United | ?™ ns = 
St s during the war of the rebellion, reported it with an amendment, I LL} . 
an ibm 1 a report thereon. | Che message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
AB from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was referred | the following enrolled bills and joint 1 itic they were there- 
the bill (S |) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- | upon signed by the President pro temp ' 
phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United A bill (S. 645 granting a pension to Mrs. M t B. Tod 
tates int States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennesse« A bill (8. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson; 
an anting right of way to said railroad company over and throngh | \ bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to William Collins- q 
the United States naval and military reservations, near Pensacola, in | worth; : 
the State ef Florida, asked that the committee be discharged from its \ bill (S. 1325) for the relief of Joln cKern oa 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval | 4 bill (S. 1542) granting a pension to John W. Revnold 4 
Affairs; which was agreed to. \ bill (S. 1609) for the relief of James McLaughlin; | 2 
ir, PASCO. lam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to whom A bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David H. Lutman; ; 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. Newgent, | \ bill (8S. 2253) granting a pension to Mrs, Avis J. Hockey; i 
to report it adversely. \ bill (5. 2370) granting a pension to Sarah C. Anderson and chil- 4 
Mr. COCKRELI I ask that that bill be placed upon the Calendar. | dren under sixteen years of age; 2 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal A bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Weed, formerly 4 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. Miss Maggie A. Eagan; ’ % 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom \ bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to James E. Kabler; J # 
was referred the bill (S. 3395) to amend chapter 184 of the laws of \ bill (S. 3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker; i 
1885, entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the importation and migration of \ bill (S. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr; and x 
foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in Joint resolution (S. R. 100) directing theSecretary of War to investi- 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ as | gate and report the amount due to the State of South Carolina for the i 
the same was amended by chapter 22 of the laws of 1887, approved | rent of the Citadel Acade my. ¢ 
February 23, 18s7, reported it with amendments. THE CALENDAR. 
Mr. VANCE. On the day before yesterday a House bill to inc _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
porns tae Georg town and Tennallytown Railway Company was passed | yes. that order is closed; and the Calendar under Rule VIII being in 5 
by this body. Lam now directed by the ¢ ommittee on the District of order, the Secretary will report the first bill by title. 
Columbia to 1 port adversely the bill (S. 1055) to Incorporate the The SecreTary. Order of Business 1777, a bill (S. 1818) to grant 
aaengen — rennallytow n Railway Company of the District of to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, certain lands for cemetery 
Columbia, and move that it be indefinitely postponed. | purposes. ; ; 
The motion was agre¢ d to. MARINE HOSPITAL AT EVANSVILLE, IND. 
— f me es — atin . ; Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3431) for the erection of | to the consideration of House bill 1321, which I reported a few days 
a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich. ; which was read | ago from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 
twit e by its title, and referred to the Committee oa Public Buildings The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill whose title has just been 
and Grounds. wwe a i : ‘ . reported by the Secretary being in order, the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3432) for the erection of 4 | a5k5 unanimous consent that the order be laid aside to enable him to i oe 
public building at Martinsburgh, W. Va.; which was read twice by its | move the tonsideration of the bill (H. R.1321) for the erection of a i 
title, and referred to the ( ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. marine hospital at Evansville, Ind. Is there objection to the consid- i 
Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating | gration of the bill? ; 2 ; 
$200,000 to suppress infection in the interstate CememnETeS Se the United There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, x 
States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying proceeded to consider the bill. q 
papers, referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 4 
AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. Senator from Wisconsin to the twenty-first line of the print, which is - 
Mr. BLAIR. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by | obviously incomplete. ; ; f 
me to the general deficiency appropriation bill, and move that it be Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘ ex- 4 
referred, in the first instance, to the Committee on Education and La- | cept,’’ in line 21, the words “the administration of;”’ so as to make 4 
bor. the proviso read: > 
The motion was agreed to. Provided, That nomoney appropriated for this purposeshall be available until q 
Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is attached to the amendment a petition of per- | Yalid title to the sie for said building shall be vested in {he United States, nor 
haps ten lines of printed matter, which I should like to have printed | diction over the same, during thetime the United States shall be or remain the 
with the amendment, to explain it. owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt will be so ordered, if there be no | ! S#i4 State and the service 0 br ~ hg paemaadh naan i 
objection. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, anil the amendment 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred | WS concurred in. . 1 =" 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
REGISTRATION AND ELECTIONS IN NEW YORK. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a resolution and ask for its present con- Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
sideration. the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, The motion was agreed to. } 
‘The Secretary read as follows: By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
Resolved, That the Attorney General of the Dutiet States be, onde ioherelby appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Spooner, Mr. 3 
directed to trananalt to the Gonste copies of al, carresponacnee,gna comm’ | Quay, aed Mr. Pasco were appointed. 
and any 0 oe r under the Government of the Saaee aoe ee eee LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES. 
i: eee Sebati or with the sentheeh, dation, ar gomnaes af The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar in reg- : 
any such officer in respect of registration or election matters. ular order will now be proceeded with. 5 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the a 
sideration of the resolution ? bill (S. 1818) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho Territory, cer- a 
Mr, COCKRELL. Has it just been introduced ? tain lands for cemetery purposes 
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ine amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t! 1dm 
was concurred in. 
he bill was ordered to be engr l a I rg t 
third time, and passed. 
7 [AX ) 








The bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co. was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Lowman «& Co 
of Long Glade, Augusta County, Virginia, $271. n full for té 
revenue tax collected from them on certain stam] 
on or about the 15th of October, 1878, the s] ha st i 
by fire before the proper sta had bee i 
The bill was reported to the Senate without I 
a third reading, read the third t nd } é 
HN A. GEI . 
The bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey on t 
pension-roll was considered as in Committ: the Whole. It pro 
poses to place on the pensiou-roll the nameof John A. Griffey, depend- 
ent father of - Griffey, late private of Company D, Second 
Carolina Regiment. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Imovetofillthe blankinliae 5, before ‘‘G 
by inserting ‘‘ James.”’ 
The amendment was agreed 
The bill was reported to the Senat ; amended, he a l 
was concurred in. Mr. ] 
Che amendment was ord 1 to be ¢ l bill to | | to 
a third time. Ne 
The bill was read the third time, and } ed. 
ESTA oO a 
The bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulli lec ] 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That bill had better goover. It opens a very 
wide question, and it is one of a great numb ; 
Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator to let it pass over without p1 
dice. TheSenator from Massachusetts [ 4 An], who reported : 
not in his seat at this moment. . ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that course if the bill wi : ; 
not be called up in my absence. . 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Massachusetts has just come in. ; — 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill can go over without prejudice. . 


Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let it go over without prejudice. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It will require more than thefive-minutes rule to 1 7 
debate it, I think, on the principle involved in it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over w : 











out prejudice. eae 
Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I propose to ask the Senate to go ! 

to Senate bill 751, but [ shall not do so in the absence of the Senator ; : 

from Vermont | Mr. EDMUNDS |. I think on a s ple statement s 


will see that the bill merely proposes to correct a clear mistake w} 
was made by one of the officers of the Treasury, and that it is to: 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to re-examine the matter. I 
should like when the Senator who objected comes in again to ask the 
Senate to go back to that bill, but I shall 2ot ask it in his absence. The 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay an 
amount sufficient to adjust and settle the accounts of A. M. Anderson, | 
Hall Caldwell, A. C. Bryan, and C. C. Crumpler, special deputy col- | 
lectors employed by J. J. Mott, then collector of the sixth collection | 
district of North Carolina, during and for the months of January and 
lebruary, 1879, to each, or to his legal representative or heirs at law, 
the pay of a special deputy collector for the two months mentioned, 
they having been employed by the collector of the district on that 
duty and never having received any compensation therefor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN LAND RATENTS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 98) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to accept the surrender of and cancel land patents to Indians in cer- 
tain cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 1, to strike out the word ‘‘ Re- 
solved,’’ and insert ** Be it enacted.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, to strike out the word 
‘and;’’ in line 5, to strike out the word ‘‘ heretofore;’’ in line 7, after 
”? and in 


’ 


the word ‘‘ belongs,’’ to insert ‘‘ under treaty or existing laws; 
line 11, after the word “ patent,’ tostrike out the words ‘‘ and allow;’ 
80 as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in his discretion, and when- 
ever for good and sufficient reason he shall consider it to be for the best interest 
of the Indians, in making allotments under the statute aforesaid, to permit any 
Indian to whom a patent has been issued for land on the reservation to which 
such Indian belongs, under treaty or existing law, to surrender such patent with 
formal relinquishment by such Indian to the United States of all his or her right, 
title, and interest in the land conveyed thereby, properly indorsed thereon, and 
to cancel such surrendered patent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word ‘‘ Pro- 
vided,’’ to insert ‘‘That;’’ in line 12 to strike out ‘‘to’’ and insert 
‘“‘shall;’? and in the same line, after the word ‘‘selection,’’ to insert 
“‘in lieu thereof;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

_ Provided, That the Indian so surrendering the same shall make a selection, in 
lieu thereof, of other land and receive patent therefor, under the provisions of 
the act of February 8, 1887. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill (S. 3433) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to accept the surrender of and cancel land 
patents to Indians in certain cases.’’ 

DISTRICT LAND SUBDIVISIONS. 

The bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in section 7, line 10, before the words ‘‘ of said 
District,’’ to strike out ‘‘engineer commissioner’’ and insert ‘‘com- 
missioners;’’ so as to read: 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to make and publish such general orders as may be 
necessary to regulate the platting and subdividing of all lands and grounds in 
the District of Columbia; and no such plat of subdivision made in pursuance 
of such orders shall be admitted to record in the office of the surveyor of said 
District without an order to that effect indorsed thereon by the commissioners 
of said District, ® 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VANCE, Mr. 


CHACE, and Mr, FARWELL were appointed. 


TAX SALES OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice 
of sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
prepare a list of all taxes on real property in the District subject to taxa- 
tion upon which taxes are levied and in arrears on the Ist day of July, 
1888, and each year thereafter, including all taxes due to the late cor- 
porations of Washington City, Georgetown, the levy courtof the county 
of Washington, and the District of Columbia; and the commissioners 
shall publish the same, with a notice of sale, in a pamphlet, of which 
not less than 5,000 copies shall be printed for distribution to tax- 
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payers applying therefor. The commissioners shall, on the first Tues- 
day in September, 1888, and of each year thereafter, give notice, by 
advertising twice a week for three successive weeks in the regular issue 
of two daily newspapers published in the District, that the pamphlet 
has been printed, and that a copy thereof will be delivered to any tax- 
payer applying therefor at the office of the commissioners, and that if 
the taxes due, together with the penalties and costs that may have ac- 
crued thereon, shall not be paid prior to the day named for sale the 
property will be sold, under the direction of the commissioners, at pub- 
lic auction, at the ofiice of the collector of taxes, commencing three 
weeks after the first publication of the notice and continuing on each 
following day, Sundays and legal holidays excepted, until all such de- 
linquent property is sold. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In accordance with the suggestions of a number 
of Senators, made some days ago, I move to amend, in section 1, line 
13, after the word ‘‘ therefor,’’ by inserting: 

And a list of said property shall be published once in a daily newspaper pub- 
lished in the District of Columbia, at a cost not to exceed the sum of 15 cents for 
each parcel of property so advertised. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate request the House of 
Representatives to grant a conference on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAULKNER, 
Mr. SPOONER, and Mr, RIDDLEBERGER were appointed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public 
building at Jackson, Mich., having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend te their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and agree to each of the same with an amendment by way of substitute, as 
follows: Strike out the words “ seventy-five,” in lines 9and 17, and insert in lieu 


thereof the word “sixty ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
JNO. C. SPOONER, 


T. W. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill,(S. 288) for the erection of a public 
building at Sioux City, lowa, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe House 


and agree to the same. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 


JAMES F. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. 8S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
INSTITUTE OF THE ASSOCIATION FOR WORKS OF MERCY. 


The bill (H. R. 3168) regulating admissions to the Institute of the 
Association for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIANS OF FORT BERTHOLD AGENCY, DAKOTA. 


The bill (S. 1950) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the In- 
dians of Fort Berthold agency, in Dakota, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest when we come to the names there, 
they being Indian names, that out of consideration and compassion to 
the clerks they be omitted. There is no occasion for reading them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the names will be 
omitted, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was to 
strike out section 2, in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms of said agreement the 
sum of $80,000 is hereby appropriated, to be immediately available. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. That lands to which the right of the Indians istxtinguished under the 
foregoing agreement are a part of the public domain of the United States and 
are open to the operation of the laws regulating homestead entry, except sec- 
tion 2301 of the Revised Statutes, and to entry under the town-site laws and the 














































































he amendment 
The bill was reporté 


were concurred ih. 


The bill was ordered to be ener d » third rea gE. 3 l 
third tir an passed, 
The preamble was agreed to 


GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH AT 

The bill (S. 2740) for the relief of the tru 
gelical Church in Martinsburgh, W. Va., 
tee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to the trustees of the German Evangel- 
ical Church, at Martinsburgh, W. Va., of $2,500, on account of the « 
struction of their church building and its furniture on the 17th of Feb 
ruary, 1863, while the same was in the possession of a portion of the 
military forces of the United States, and through their carelessnes 

Mr. FRYE. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There i 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Fav! 
NER July 16, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
lief of the trustees of the German Evangelical Church, of Martinsburgh, W. Va 
have examined the same, and respectfully report 

The committee find that all of the facts in this case are clearly and fairly stated 
in the report made by the Committee on Claims of the Senate during the first 
session of the Forty-third Congress, and have therefore adopted said report, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

Che report is as follows: 


MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


stees of the German Evan 
was considered as in Commit 





the bill (S. 2740) for the re- 





faizlw atat 





“The German Evangelical Church at Martinsburgh, W. Va,, was composed 
Germans and citizens of German descent, mostly laboring people, attached to 





the Government of ihe United States, n y of whom proved their loyalty 
entering the Union Army during the war of the rebellion. The housein which 


they worshiped is valued by the witnesses at $3,500. On the night of the 17th 
of February, 1863,it was destroyed by fire. It was securely locked, and had 


not been used for religious worship for eighteen months previously tot! 
the disordered condition of the country and the nee of many of 
bers who had been driven from home and found employment in the service 
the United States as soldiers or otherwise, and of their preacher, who was a 
chaplain in the Union Army, having rendered their regular worship impracti 
cable. . 

**On the evening in question (February 17, 1863), Capt. G. W. Hicks, of the 
Ninth Virginia Infantry, arrivedin Martinsburgh, having in charge about sixty 
men, who escorted a Government train from Winchester to that 
were quartered in this church by order of the post-adjutant (Lieutenant Hy 
A stove stood on the eastern side of the building, and a fire was kindled i 
The pipe became disjointed at or near the ceiling. It was joined again, or suy 
posed to be, and the fire again started rhe night was stormy, the soldiers wet 
and cold, and a quick fire made from the dry pine seats created such heat that 
the ceiling took fire near where the break in the stove-pipe had occurred. Th 
is one account. 

‘** Another states that the stove was moved by the soldiers to the open space 
in the front part of the church, and the pi f the chimney and 
run up as far as it would reach into the dome or cupola. The blaze of the fire 
out of the top of the pipe ignited the wood-work. The stove was so n 
order to give the soldiers more space to hang and dry their « 
rain and snow. 

‘* But, whichever account is the true one, it that the building was a 
covered to be on fire at7 o’clock in the evening, and, all efforts to stay the p 
ress of the flames proving ineffectual, the building was burned to the ground 
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‘* It appears that those living in the neighborhood of the church i te 
extend any aid to extinguish the fire, though appealed te for buckets and as 


sistance. 

‘** Possession of the building was obtained by the soldiers entering at the win 
dows and opening the door from the inside. 

** Such, in brief, are the facts 

‘*First. The soldiers were quartered in the church by 
command, 

‘Secondly. They were so quartered for purposes of sh« 

“Thirdly. The building was violently entered wit 
owners. 


warmth, and re 
1out the 4 


iter 





‘Fourthly. It was dedicate 


to religious uses and used for no other purpos« 
tharfthe worship of God. 





** Fifthly. The humble owners were, to a man, loyal to the United States, and 
many of them doing service in its armies. 
*Sixthly. Its value was $3,500, and the congregation have not had the means 


to replace it up to this time, and the prayer of the memorial isto compensate 
them for the loss. 

** Martinsburgh is situate in Berkeley County,which furnished many conspi¢« 
uous instances of loyalty during the war. 

“On the 16th day of August, 1861, President Lincoln, by proclamation, dé 
clared the inhabitants of certain enumerated States to be in a state of 
tion against the United States, and commercial intercourse between the same 
was prohibited; but he excepted from the operation of this proclamation th: 
inhabitants of that part of Virginia lying west of the Alleghany Mountains, and 
such other parts of that State and other States as might maintain a loyal ad- 
hesion to the Union and the Constitution, or might be, from time to time, oc 
cupied and controlled by forces of the United States engaged in the dispersion 
of the insurgents. 

‘“‘At a later date, on the Ist of July, 1862,another proclamation declared that 
Virginia, except certain enu not embracing Berkeley, were in 
a state of insurrection and rebellion,so that the law for the collection of taxes 
there could not be executed. 

“Again,on the 2dof April, s.another proclamation declared that the in- 
habitants of Virginia,except the forty-eight counties designated as West Vir 
ginia, were in a state of insurrection against the United States. 

“Except for a short time 
my’slines. The troops of the United Stat 
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s had almost continuous and unin- 
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the war, Martinsburgh was never in the ene- 
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ing of the session, which would be 1 o'clock, leaving it to go on for to- 
day until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well; that is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope we may proceed with the consideraticn of the 
bill before the Senate. 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 


| the Senator from Massachusetts? 


~ 
(424 

4h AS: 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereis no comparison whatever between the two | 
Cases, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will read and see: 

And 25 acres which is hereby granted to the city of Tampa for a public par! 
as shown upon the map hereinafter mentioned, which the said town shall caus« 
to be improved, kept in order,and open to the public, with the right to erect 
thereon a permanent exposition building, not to occupy more than 5 acres; and 
the United States hereby reserves to itself the fee and the right forever to re 
sume occupancy of all or any portion of said park whenever it shall be required 


for public uses 

The lines to which I ask special attention are these: 

Hereby granted to the city of Tampa for a publie park. 

And these: 

And the United States hereby reserves to itself the fee and the right foreverto 
resume occupancy of all or any portion of said park whenever it shall be re- 
quired for public uses. 

In vetoing the bill making a similar grant to Tacoma, the Presi- 
dent—I will not read the whole of his veto—said: 

The expediency of granting any right to the occupancy of this land is in my 
opinion very doubtful, If it is done it should be in the form of a mere license, 
revocable at any time, for the purposes used by the officers to which its use and 
disposition are now subject. 

I think myself that the veto is without foundation, because the word 
‘‘vranted ’’ is immediately followed by a reservation of the fee to the 
United States, with a right to resume at any time possession for mili- 
tary or naval purposes, or for such disposition as Congress may choose. 
That is not the expression here, but in the other bill the right is re- 
served to the War Department to resume possession for military and 
naval purposes, which was the original dedication of the land. Any- 
thing further than that—the right to any other use than that—would 
have to be given by statute of Congress. So I think the Tacoma bill 
in that respect was better than this. Now, suppose the word ‘‘allotted”’ 
be used instead of the word ‘‘granted,’’ if that serves any better to re- 
move the scruples of the President, if he may have any in the matter? 
All that is given, in my judgment, in either bill, is a mere license to 
occupy, subject to repossession at any time. 

Another difference between the two bills is also in favor of the Ta- 
coma bill, which Tacoma bill has these words, that the repossession 
shall be— 

Without any claim for compensation to said city for improvements thereon 
or damages on account thereof. 

It isa matter for the discretion of Congress as to whether they, re- 
serving the right to repossess, shall or shall not say that they will or 
will not compensate the city for its expenditure. 

| move tostrike out the word “‘ granted,’’ in line 14 of section 1, and 
substitute the word ‘‘allotted.’’ 

EXPIRATION OF MORNING HOUR, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being now 1 o’clock, the Chair 
asks the Senate to decide whether the consideration of the Calendar, 
when the Senate meets at 11 o’clock in the morning by standing order, 
shall conelude at 1 o’clock or be continued until 2. It is an open ques- 
tion under the precedents. Ifthe morning hour closes at 1 o’clock, it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest that the consideration of the Cal- 
endar be continued until 2 o’clock to-day, 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryr] who has 
charge.of the fisheries treaty on this side of the Chamber expected that 
the fisheries debate would proceed at 1 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I consulted with the Senator from Maine 
and I did not understand him to interpose any objection to the consid- 
eration of the Calendar continuing till 2 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. There are many cases on the Calendar, and it was pro- 
ceeding with a good deal of harmony, and I thought it better on the 
whole to let it go on until 2 o’clock to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would relieve the Chair greatly 
if the Senate would decide whether when the Senate meets at 11 o’clock, 
the morning hour defined by the rules is to continue until 2, or is to 
cease at J. Itis the duty of the Chair whenever the morning hour 
ccases to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, or the Senator 
representing it has the right to call the attention of the Senate to it. 
At previous sessions, where the Senate has met at 11, changing the 
hour from 12, it has been held that the morning hour closed at1. That 
has been usually done, however, by an order. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that it be ordered that after 
to-day the morning hour be considered as terminating in two hours 
from the time of opening the session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that after to-day the morning hour shall close in 
two hours from the time of meeting. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to have the time continued until 2 
o'clock to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. It will give you three hours to-day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Is it the understanding that to-day the Cal- 
endar shall be continued until 2 o’clock ? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the motion is that after 


to-day the morning hour shall terminate in two hours from the open- 


Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.* The Senator from Alabama objects 
to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts. Does the Chair un- 
derstand the Senator from Massachusetts to make the motion ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that after to-day the morning hour close at the expiration of two 
hours from the time of meeting. 

Mr. MORGAN, Is that motion in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the reading of the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it in order under the rule? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it has been the universal practice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to go back to 120’clock as the hour of 
meeting, but I am not willing to agree to any arrangement which cuts 
off the Calendar before 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks that the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts would change the rule, and that there- 
fore one day’s notice must be given. TheSecretary will read the open- 
ing clause of Rule VIII. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon motion 
the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, aid continue such consid- 
eration until 2 o’clock, 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that unless unanimous consent be given to 
put the motion it can not be put now for several reasons, One is that 
something else is before the Senate. It would require unanimous con- 
sent unquestionably to put the question at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No matter what may be before the 
Senate at the time when the morning hour expires, that is interrupted, 
and the Chair is required by the rule to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business. The Chair desired to be instructed for the purpose 
of facilitating the business of the Senate, and for no other reason. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When this question was up before the Chair was 
understood to say that he would make inquiry as to what the previous 
rule and practice of the Senate had been. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN ], who raised the question, said that in his opinion the 
previous rule and practice ought to govern. I desire to ask whether 
the Chair has examined the precedents. 

The PRESIDENT fro tempore. The Chair has made the examina- 
tion suggested, and finds that on previous occasions when the hour of 
meeting has been changed from 12 0’clock to 11 o’clock it has been ac- 
companied by an order providing for the close of the morning hour at 
1 o'clock, but unless there is some change of the standing order of 
morning business under the rule it would continue until 2 o'clock, as 
that hour is specified in the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask permission to make a remark 
about this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceed, if there be no objection. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think we made a mistake in fixing the hour of 
meeting at 11 o’clock just when we did. Before allthe committees of 
which I am a member a good deal of the most important business that 
we have had to consider at this session is now pending. In every one 
of them there is very important business, and when the time is cut off 
an hour in the morning from our committee work we can not get time 
to attend toit. I think that it is very much better that the commit- 
tees should be allowed to work on and prepare their business, so that 
if it can not be considered at this session it will go over until the De- 
cember session and be then in a state of preparation. That is very 
obvious indeed. 

I think the result is very admirable that the Senate does much the 
larger part of its work entirely through committees. We hold our 
committees up to a pretty severe responsibility, and they ought to be 
held to a close and narrow examination of every question that comes 
before them. The result is that when we get into the Senate here with 
our business, the committees have examined into the matters, and we 
pass a great many bills without debate. Weare along way ahead of 
the other House, as we all know, although debate here is entirely un- 
limited. It is an immediate result of the fact that business is ma- 
tured in committee. I think we are injuring the whole business of 
the Senate by limiting, as we are now doing practically, the commit- 
tee work of a morning to one hour. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] has prepared and handed me a resolution. I am not quite sure 
that it isin order. It reads: 


Resolved, That from and after this date the regular hour of meeting of the 
Senate shall be 12 o’clock meridian. 


The Senator from Alabama will pro- 
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I do not know whether it is in« 
whether it is in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Plainly 

Mr. MORGAN. Ioffer the resolution as asu 
of the Senator from Massachusetts 

I wish to say one more word about this matter. I think that no 
body of legislators in the world deserve more credit for their fidelity to 
public work than the Senators of the United States. They work sys 
tematically and thoroughly and conscientiously. IT must say that I 
think in the main there is as much wisdom in the legislation prepared 
by this body as in any body that has ever existed in the world; and I 
repeat, it is due to the fact that our committees have time to consider 
questions, and that they do consider them maturely. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator for just one moment to 
an instance. On Thursday morning the Committee on Indian Affairs 
met. We had before us a bill that came to us from the House of Rep- 
resentatives to provide a commission for the consideration of Indian 
depredation claims. In regard to the question of the liability of the 
Government of the United States for Indian depredations, whether we 
consider it as a legal question, an equitable question, or a moral ques- 
tion, there is considerable doubt and difficulty The House of Repre- 
sentatives has acted. Great pressure is brought to bear upon the com- 
mittee and upon the Senate that we should move immediately into 
legislation upon that very important topic. Already claims have ac- 
cumulated probably to the amount of $13,000,000 or $14,000,000 upon 
examined cases, the record of the history of which is preserved now in 
the Department of the Interior, and a much larger number remain un- 
examined. We could not consider that question in one hour’s work. 
We know that great pressure is brought to bear upon the Senate in 
pushing our work right ahead. Weare at it continually during this 
torrid season and hardly suspend at all. Even at the dinner hour we 
are found working here continually. 

I hope that the Senator from Massachusetts will reconsider his thought 
of having the Senate meet at 11 o'clock, and let us go back to our orig- 
inal rule, 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to say a word in reply to the S¢ 
Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I came into the Senate at the same time with 
my honorable friend from Alabama, nearly twelve years ago, and I had 
some means of observation for a good many years before that time, 
being a member of the other House; and it has been the universal prac- 
tice of the Senate ever since I have known it, that whenever the latter 
part of a session approached, when the important measures had got 


rder. Will the President 


ute for the motion 


1ator irom 


ripe, the Senate provided for meeting at 11 o’clock or at 10 o’clock in 
the forenoon, thereby enlarging the portion of the day assigned to the 
Senate and diminishing that assigned to committees for their work 
while in the earlier part of the session the larger portion of the morn- 
ing was assigned to committees. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that that is not the situation now in the Senate, because we have 
virtually passed all our appropriation bills, and the remaining part o! 
the session is to be devoted to general legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. The general legislation is ripe. 
We have the fisheries treaty ripe for discussion. 

Mr. MORGAN. That discussion will be short now, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say I think the fishery discussion will not be pro- 
longed after this time. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama gratifies me, and will gratify 
the Senate, I am sure, with his statement that he thinks the fishery 
discussion will not be long after this time. I am very glad indeed to 
hear that suggestion. Still the tariff will unquestionably be here ina 
few days and there are other important matters on the Calendar, so 
much so that there is some question about their order of consideration 
in reference to each other. 

We have now reached a period later than the limit of the longest 
session of the Senate known since the close of the war, orcertainly since 
the close of President Johnson’s administration, with two exceptions. 
Once the session ended on the 7th of August and once on the 15th; 
I do not believe there can be found in the history of the Senate a year 
when it did not before this date change its regular hour of morning 
meeting from 12 to 11 o’clock. So theresolution passed by the Senate 
the other day is in the line of its uniform precedent and example. 

It seems to me that the work of the committees, what remains to be 


We have a Calendar. 
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matured there, is very unimportant, except what is going on in the 


Finance Committee, as compared with what remains to be done here 
in the open Senate. I hope that the Senate will not reverse its de- 
liberate action of the other day. I am quite certain that the Senator 
from Alabama, although he has good reason, as heis pretty apt to have 
for anything he avers or thinks, will defer in this matter, as we all or 
us have to do, to the judgment of the majority of his brethren, what- 
ever that may turn out to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HOAR. I think the two propositions had better be considered 
together. I will make no objection to the Senate considering the hon- 
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Mr. HOAR. I ask for the veas and nays 

Lhe yeas and nays were ordered, and tl we etal proces 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name w ‘ I 1 paired 
itor from Indiana [ Mr. Tt 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his: was calle Iv 
pail with the Senator from Penn nla Mi ) 
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Mr. FRYE (when his name was called [ am paired w 
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Mr -RRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas 
My colleague Mr. JONES, of Arkansa is pa W 1 t 
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i vote ‘‘ yea 
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Mr. PLATT (when his name was called I am paire 
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The roll-call was concluded. 
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Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Colorado Mr. Tr! LF 
with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. GrBson 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from I 
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VOORHEES |, and vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative It 
gested to me that this is a party question, and I withdraw 

| am paired with the Senator from Kansas [| Mr. PLUMB 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Miss 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 19; as follows 
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ator from New J¢ y | Mr. BLODGE] I vote yea.’ 
Mr. FRYE (when his name wasealled). lam paired with the Sen 
at rom } 1d | Mr. GORMA) 
i PADDO WW n his name was called). 1 am p ired with 
Se vr ff Louisiana | Mr. Euvsi If he were here, I should 
"* nny 
Mr. PAYN hen his name was called Tam paired with my 
colle e [| Mr I AN | If he were here, I should vote ‘*‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. PLATT (y 1 his name was called I am paired with the 
Senator from New rsey |Mr. MCPHERSON ] Otherwise, I should 
vote nay 
ir. SABLN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] I have transferred that pair 


to th enator trom Virginia [Mr. RippDLEBERGER], and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 


when his name wascalled}. Iam paired with the Sen 


ato om Michigap | Mr. PALMER], but am assured that he would 
vote ‘'n nd for the sake of making a quorum, I vote ‘“‘nay’’ also. 
vir. WILSON, of lowa (when his name was called). Iam pair 


tor from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, 


nay.’’ 





he ro ill was concluded. 
Mr. PUGH. i this vote, I am paired with the Senator from Kan- 
ane [ 5 l?r yraee . 
Mr. PAYNE. My pair having been transferred, I vote “‘ yea.”’ 


r. PADDOCK. I understand that my pair with the Senator from 

1s] has been transfered to the Senator from Ohio 
\ Therefore I vote ‘‘nay.’’ : 
MANDERSON. If not paired with the Senator from Kentucky 





[Mr. Bia¢ RN], I should vote ‘‘ nay. 

Ther ] 3 announced—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 

Rate ‘ Ke Hampton, Vest, 
Becl Cok t Morgan, Walthall. 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, 
Brown ( Tee Pay?! 
Coc ] ay i wan 
All Dawes sawyer, 
Blair D> h Spooner, 
Boy } Lunds Stewart, 
ol ‘ Vance. 
Ch ‘ I 
Cc y 
Al hi i ‘ Hiseock, 
Blackburn, I | Jones of Arkansas, 
Blodrett I> Kenna, 
Butler Kustis McPherson, 





Manderson, 
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In view of these qualifying words, it occurs to me that the ibstitu- 
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tion of the word allotted for the word g i will t affect 
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the sense of the clau 
Mr. HAWLEY I will only say that I understand the subseq 
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I ervation; vub i &2m speaking Now Not 50 Much Ol MY Own judy t 
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matter as by reason of the President’s veto of a precisely 


. ' 
in the 
lar | 


ill as to language, and because the word ‘allotted’ came to me, 
with the sanction of a lawyer of the very highest standing, as meaning 
a mere setting apart and conveying no shadow of a title, espe: 
with the qualifica 

Mr. WALTHALL. Does 
lotted ’? had appeared in the ‘ 


} 
ce 








» Senator think that if the word ‘‘al- 


eoma bill it would have met the Presi- 





nt’s objection ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam rather inclined to think it would. 

Mr. EVARTS. It may be perhaps an unnecessary refinement, and 
it is not certainly one that I should suggest; but in consequence of the 
President’s refinement on the subject it is quite important that we 
should avoid any conflict in future consideration. 

The objection is as to the use of the word ‘‘ grant,’’ which is, as 
held by the law-books, a very large word in the law, that it would 
convey by that force the fee; but as there is subsequently a reservation 
of the fee and of the right of resumption of occupancy at the mere will 
of the United States, it seems unnecessary to create a question of real- 
estate law as to repugnancy between grant and reservation of fee; 
that is, to turn the operation of the reserved fee into a forfeiture in- 
stead of having any consonance with the original estate allowed. 

It will be seen that the United States purposes to sell its reservation 
excepting ‘‘3 acres reserved for a building for the United States; 5 
acres for a marine hospital, and 25 acres whch is hereby granted to the 
city of Tampa for a public park; as shown upon the map hereinafter 
mentioned.’’ Then the qualifications upon that fee are that the im- 
provement and use by the town shall only be of the public nature 
which is described; and then the reservation is an express reservation 
of the fee and the right. 

As, then, in disposing of this public reservation as it now is, the allot- 
ments are made and the 25 acres are marked off, by the use of the word 
‘‘ allotted ’’ for the uses, the reservation does not take the shape of : 
forfeiture when we resume it, but is entirely consistent with the fa 
that there never has been anything but a marking off for specific pur- 
poses for the use of the city. That is the foundation of this qualifica- 
tion. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will ask the Senator for my own information 
whether he thinks the use of the word “‘ granted’? in the first section 
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pause. The hour of 2 0’ 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. That bill is in the way of all other business, and 
I am exceedingly anxious that it shall be disposed of. I understand 
there is not much further time to be occupied on it. The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VoorneEs] and the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
BuTLer | desire to make a few remarks, and it may be that some other 
Senators do, but the debate I understand has heen practically closed 
with those exceptions. I ask unanimous consen that the vote be taken 
on it on Wednesday next at half past 12 o’clock. In the mean time 
those gentlemen will arrive, and if they should want to occupy alittle 
time in the morning hour they may be allowed to do so, and that will 
dispose of the measure. 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall be obliged to object, as at present advised. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM]. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the fisheries treaty in executive session with open doors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatorfrom Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed in open executive session to the consideration of 
the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow the Fort 
Lrooke military reservation bill to be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CALL. IhopetheSenator from Maine will withdraw his motion 
and allow the consideration of the Fort Brooke military reservation bill 
to goon. The Senate is about ready to take a vote upon it, and it will 
occupy very little more time. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator refers to the bill which wasunder consid- 
eration on the Calendar ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes; the bill which was under consideration when 2 
o'clock arrived. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to that, if there is not to be any 
extended debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is bound to be debate. I can say that. 

Mr. FRYE. I think, then, I shall have to press my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE. ] 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenate is nowin open executive 
session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the 
Jast open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive 
Clerk will report the treaty by its title. 

The ExEcuTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion recurs upon the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN’ to postpone the further 
consideration of the treaty until the Wednes after the first Monday 
in December next. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to explain to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] my objection. I objected to the proposition which the Sen- 
ator from Nevada made and it is something very unusual for me to 
enter an objection to any proceeding in the Senate. But it hasseemed 
best for those who are opposed to the ratification of the treaty and de- 
sire that there shall be a termination of the matter, to go into execu- 
tive session on Monday morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, and from day today next week, to the exclusion of all other 
business, until a conclusion is reached on the matter. That is the 
reason why I entered an objection to the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. STEWART. Then, if that course is pursued, I give notice that 
I shall insist upon the disposition of the Washington Territory bill 
immediately thereafter, without having any intervening order. It 
will take but a short time to dispose of it when we can once proceed 
to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Alabama that the further considera- 
tion of the treaty be postponed until the Wednesday after the first Mon- 
day in December next? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alabama, I see, is not in his seat, 
and I would prefer that the question be postponed until that Senator 
can be present. 

Mr. VEST. The understanding was that the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] was to proceed to day. 

Mr. HARRIS, 
this morning. 

Mr. CALL. I have not made any arrangements to speak to-day, and 
I prefer not to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alahama will be in the Chamber | 
ina moment. I ask that no vote be taken until after his arrival. 


lock having arrived, the Chair lays before the | 
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Mr. VEST. I haveasuggestion to make to the Senator from Maine. 
[ understood him to say that he proposed in behalf of the majority of 
the Senate to call up the treaty on Monday immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. He certainly does not mean to exclude all morn- 
ing business. As he knows very well, on Monday morning there is 
an accumulation of routine business in the morning hour, especially 
when we adjourn over, as we shall do this afternoon, without a ses- 
sion of the Senate on Saturday. I suggest to him that he modify his 
motion or his declaration in that respect. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I shaJl do that for Monday morning. 
nize the force of the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. Extend it on Monday morning at any rate, until we 
get through with the morning business; otherwise there will be a lock 
on the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion upon the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
that the further consideration of the treaty be postponed until the 
Wednesday after the first Monday in December next? 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed that the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY] was prepared to take the floor this morning. He desires to 
reply to the remarks of the Senator from Ohio [| Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Alabama will allow me to say that 
I had not expected to take the floor this morning. Indeed, I had no 
definite expectation of taking the floor at all, but I understood the 
Senator from Florida desired to submit his views on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama before it was disposed of, and I presume he will 
do so to-day or at some time more convenient to him. 

Mr. CALL. Iaskthe Senator from Maine to allow this matter to go 
over until Monday. It is true that I desire to address the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida appeals 
to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine, inasmuch as he proposes 
to take this matter up and proceed with it on Monday, to allow it to 
go over until Monday. I dodesire toaddress the Senate, but Iam not 
altogether ready with the references I wish to submit, although I have 
no very elaborate preparationsto make. If the matteris to be pressed 
on Monday, as I understand it is his purpose to press it, I see no rea- 
son why it should not be passed over until then. 

Mr. FRYE. I would inquire if any Senator is prepared to go on to- 
day in favor of the treaty or in favor of the proposition of the Senator 
from Alabama. If not, of course I am not going to insist that a vote 
shall be taken now. If no Senator is ready to go on, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of legislative ‘business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I take it that I have given sufficient notice that on Mon- 
day morning, after the morning business is through, the Senate will be 
asked to proceed with the consideration of the treaty. 


I rec og- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State 
homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United 
States. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at 
Jackson, Mich.; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
pore. 

ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. CULLoM to the 
substitute reported by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ] has, 
I think, already left the Chamber, supposing that the discussion of the 
treaty would go on. I think it was his purpose to address the Senate 
on this subject when taken up again. I hope the Senator from Ne- 
vada will allow the bill to be informally laid aside for to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. If there is no Senator present who desires to ad- 
dress the Senate on the bill to-day, I ask that it be again informally 
laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the Calendar, with the ex- 
pectation, as I again give notice, that immediately after the fishery 
treaty is disposed of I shall ask for a vote on the pending bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to its consideration at any time, 
except that the Senator from Nebraska has left the Chamber not ex- 


That is what I understood to be the arrangement | | pecting the bill to be taken up to-day. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BECK. I do not know exactly what motion to make. I ask 


unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed with the Calendar under 
Rule VIII for to-day. 





hot 


eeny gs op ane 
pera 














eaten aE 


3 
3 seein See ace 





-— 


ses lit 





The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Kentucky asks 





unanimous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule IX. 

Mr. HARRIS. Rule VIII was what the Senator said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; itule 1X is in order after 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. Rule VII is what the Senator suggested. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem Rule VIII expires at 2 o’clock, and 
the consideration of the General Calendar of Orders would then be re 
sumed. 

Mr. HARRIS. But it can be done by unanimous consent. 
what was asked. 

The PRESIDENT mpore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
the Senate to procee dt i. the consideration of the Calendar, under Rule 
VIII, for the remainder of this day. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That means the unobjected cases. 

Mr. BLAIR. Here is an unexpected break in the proceedings, and 
I should like in such parliamentary way as is necessary to get up the 
Army nurses bill, which, having been partially discussed, was ar- 
rested by an objection from the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck 
some two or three months ago. Since that time the matter has been 
somewhat examined, and an amendment has been brought to me by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIEe], which I have examined, and 
which he seemed to think was entirely satisfactory. Ishould be glad, 
as I think it would end controversy, to have the bill taken up, the 
amendment adopted, and the bill passed. It will take but a few 
minutes probably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first submit the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky, whoasks unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed for the remainder of this day to the consideration 
of the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. May I be allowed by common consent to make an 
inquiry? Should objection be made, would a motion be in order that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Army nurses bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. BLAIR. I then object, and make that motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that I shall call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BECK. Before that is done, allow me to say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that I have no desire to postpone the matter to 
which he refers, but I have not my papers here, and I should like to 
see the proposed amendment before the bill is considered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I do not wish to press it in the absence of 
any preparation, but I should like to have it understood that I intend 
to press it at the proper time. 

Mr. BECK. I will vote to take up the bill at any time when I have 
the papers here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Senate proceed for the remainder 
of this day with the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Thatis 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
*RUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the Sth instant approved and signed the following bills and joint reso- 
lution: 

An act (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the United States circuit 
and district courts to be used interchangeably and to provide for draw- 
ing talesmen; 

An act (S. 143) to provide for the issuing and recording of certain 
commissions in the Department of Justice; 

An act (S. 183) requiring notice of deficiency in accounts of Lape 
pals to be given to sureties upon bonds of United States officials, an 
fixing a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought against 
said sureties upon said bonds; 

An act (S. 190) for the relief of W. Tibbits; 

An act (S. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn 
and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing for a duplicate of the compi 
lation of the reports of the Senate and House of Representatives from 
1815 to 1887 

The message also announced that the President had on the 9th in 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

VAn act (S. 196) to cancel certain reservations of lands, on account of 
live-oak, in the southwestern land district of the State of Louisiana; 

An act (S. 856) to provide for the holding of the district court of the 
United States at Salina, Kans. ; 

An act (S. 928) in relation to marriage between white men and In 
dian women; 

An act (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
lands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. 2009) to restore the homestead right of M. F. Vance. o 
Akron, Colo. 

The message further announced that the President had this day a 
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its place on the Calendar. Several Senators who took part in the dis- | 

cussion and vote have gone away on necessary engagements,and I there- 

fore request that the bill be passed over informally, retaining its place. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 


will be passed over without prejudice. The Chair hears no objection. 





RATES OF POSTAGE. 
The bill (S. 3329 
was announced as next in order. 
Mr. BECK I offer the amendment which I send to the desk as a 
substitute for the bill. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER 


to reduce the postage on fourth-class mail-matter 


The Secretary will report the amend- 


ment. | 

The SecrerarRy. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting | 
clause of the bill and insert: 

That on and after January 1, A. D. 1889, the rate of postage on all mail matter 
now known as first-class, shall be 1 cent for each ounce, or any fractional part 
thereof. 

Mr. SAWYER. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. I | 


ask that the bill go over until the Senator from Khode Island [ Mr. 
CrtaACE | who reported it is present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be passed over without preju- 
dice, if there be no objection. 


COMMERCE BY TELEGRAPH. | 


The bill (8S. 1688) to regulate commerce carried on by telegraph was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, before the word ‘‘ mes- 
sages,’’ to strike out “ electricity’’ and insert ‘‘ telegraph;’’ so as to | 
read: 

That the term “telegraph company,” as used in this act, shall include any | 
person or persons, or corporation or corporations engaged in the business of 
transmitting, for hire, by telegraph, messages from one State or Territory of the 
United States, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 8, after the word ‘‘ what- ; 
soever,’’ to insert: 

Or to charge any more for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same | 
line 
: | 
So as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any telegraph company, subject to the provisions 
of this act, to give any unreasonable preference or advantage to any particular 
person, company, firm, corporation, or locality, or class of business, in any re- 
spect whatever, or tosubjectany particular person, company, firm, corporation, 
locality, or class of business to any unreasonable discrimination or disadvan- 
tage, in any respect whatsoever, orto charge any more for a shorter than for a 
longer distance over the same line. 

Mr. BECK. This is a very important bill, as I judge from the read- 
ing of it so far, and I desire to ask the chairman of the committee if 
it is the unanimous report of the committee ? 


Mr. CULLOM. I believe it is the unanimous report of the commit- 


tee. Every member who was present favored it. 

Mr. BECK, Ido not know anything about it, but the five-minute 
rule allows a very short time to consider and debate such a bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘There was no disagreement whatever in committee 
about the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky ob- | 


ject to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has-been read. | 

The amendment was agreed to, 

‘Thenextamendment was, insection 3, line 10, after the word “‘afford,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘reasonably;’’ so as to read: 

Every such telegraph company shall afford equal facilities for the receiving, 
forwarding, transmitting, and delivering of messages to and from their several 
lines and those connecting therewith, and shall not discriminate in their rates 
and charges between such connecting lines. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 3, before the word ‘tel- | 
egraph,’’ to strike out ‘‘other’’ and insert ‘‘competing;’’ soas to make 
the section read: 

Src. 4, That it shall be unlawful for any such telegraph company to enter into 
any contract, agreement, or combination with any competing telegraph com- | 
pany or companies to divide between them the aggregate or net proceeds of the 
carnings of such companies upon their respective lines, or any portions thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 10, after the word ‘‘serv- 
ice,’’ to insert: 

But nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any such telegraph 
company from receiving, transmitting, and delivering messages for the United 
States, or for any State or municipal corporation, or for the press, intended for 
publication as news, at lower rates than are at the same time charged for social, 
business, and other messages, but no such company shall discriminate between | 
the publishers of newspapers by allowing terms or advantages to one or more | 
newspapers for a like and contemporaneous service, which are not allowed to 
other newspapers in any city,town,or place where there is, or may be, a tele- | 
graph office from which such messages may be dropped. } 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 6, line 25, after the word ‘‘said,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ commissioners’’ and insert ‘‘commission;’’ so as to read: 

if any such telegraph company shall neglect or refuse to file its schedule of 
rates with the said commission, or to give notice of changes therein as afore- 
said, or to publish its schedules of rates as required by said commission, such 
telegraph company shall, in addition to other penalties herein prescribed, be 
subject to a writ of mandamus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United 
States in the judicial district wherein the principal office of such telegraph com- 
pany is situated, or wherein such offense may be committed, and, if such tele- 
graph company be a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit wherein such 
telegraph company accepts and transmits messages, and has agents and oper- 
ators to perform such service, to compel compliance with the provisions of this 
section, and such writ shall issue in the name of the people of the United States, 
at the relation of said commission, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 9, after the word ‘‘ reason- 
able,’’ to strike out ‘‘ counsel or attorney’s’’ and insert ‘‘attorney,’’ and 
in line 10, after the word ‘‘ which,’’ to strike out ‘‘ attorney’s’’ and 
insert ‘‘attorney;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That in case any telegraph company, subject to the provisions of this 





act, shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done any act, matter, or thing in 


this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act, mat- 
ter, or thing in this act required to be done, such telegraph company shall be 
liable, to the person or persons injured thereby, for the full amount of damages 
sustained in consequence of any such violation of the provisions of this act, to- 
gether with a reasonable attorney fee, to be fixed by the court, in every case of 
recovery, Which attorney fee shall be taxed and collected as part of the costs in 
the case, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 26, after the word ‘‘ac- 
tion,’’ to insert: 

Nor unless the same would be lawfully produced if such message were a 
original letter in the possession of the party to whom the same was addressed, 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That no such witness shall be compelled to produce or testify 
to the contents of any telegram received or transmitted by such company unless 
the same shall have been sent by or to the plaintiff or plaintiffs in such action, 
nor unless the same would be lawfully produced if such message were an orig- 
inal letter in the possession of the party to whom the same was addressed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 19, after the word ‘‘com- 
mission,’’ to insert: 

And such commission shall have the same jurisdiction and power over telc- 
graph companies, in so far as may be necessary to the execution of this act, as 








| it has over common carriers by virtue of the provisions of the act entitled “ An 
act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1837. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask consent to make a formal amendment. After 
the amendment which has just been adopted I move to insert a period 
instead of asemicolon. ‘Then in line 25 I move to strike out the word 
‘and’? and make the ‘‘a”’ 
new sentence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be considered 
as agreed to in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Interstate Commerce Committee was to 
strike out sections 14 and 15, as follows: 

Src. 14. That sections 16, 17, 20, and 21 of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,’”’ approved February 4, 1887, are hereby extended and made appli- 
cable, as far as may be, to telegraph companies, and to the business thereof, 
subject to the provisions of this act. ; 

Src. 15. That this act shall take effect and be in force from the Ist day of July, 
A. D. 1888. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 14, That whenever any telegraph company, as defined in and subject to 


bb, 


in ‘‘any’’ a capital, so as to commence a 


| the provisions of this act, shall violate or refuse or neglect to obey or perform 


any lawful order or requirement of the commission named in this act, not 
founded upon a controversy requiring a trial by jury, as provided by the sev- 
enth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, it shall be the duty 
of the commission and lawful for any company or person interested in such or- 
der or requirement to apply in a summary way, by petition, to the circuit court 
of the United States sitting in equity in the judicial district in which the tele- 
graph company complained of has its principal ofiice, or in which the violation 
or disobedience of such order or requirement shall happen, alleging such viola- 
tion or disobedience, as the case may be; and the said court shall have power 
to hear and determine the matter on such short notice to the telegraph com- 
pany complained of as the court shall deem reasonable; and such notice may 
be served on such telegraph company, its officers, agents, or servants in such 
manner as the court shall direct; and said court shall proceed to hear and de- 
termine the matter speedily as a court of equity, and without the formal plead- 
ings and proceedings applicable to ordinary suits in equity, but in such manner 
as to do justice in the premises; and to this end such court shall have power, if it 
think fit, to direct‘and prosecute in such mode and by such persons as it may ap- 
point all such inquiries as the court may think needful toenable it to forma just 
judgment in the matter of such petition ; and on such hearing the findings of fact 
in the reportof said commission shall be prima facie evidence of the matters 
therein stated; and if it be made to appearto such court, on such hearing or on 
report of any such person or persons,that the lawful order or requirement of said 
commission drawn in question has been violated or disobeyed, it shall be lawful 
for such court to issue a writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or 
otherwise, to restrain such telegraph company from further continuing such 
violation or disobedience of such order or requirement of said commission, 
and enjoining obedience to the same ; and in case of any disobedience of any 
such writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, it 
shall be lawful for such court to issue writs of attachment, or any other proc- 
ess of said court incident or applicable to writs of injunction or other proper 
process, mandatory or otherwise, againstsuch telegraph company, and if a cor- 
poration, against one or more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, 
or «gainst any owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey 
such writ of injunction, or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise; and 
said court may, if it shall think fit, make an order directing such telegraph 
company or other person so disobeying such writ of injunction or other proper 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendm: 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. a 


CULTIVATION AND MANUFACTURE OF FLAX AND HEMP. 


The bill (S. 2560) to improve and encourage the cultivation and manu- Mr. COCKRELL. I should like t 
facture of flax and hemp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry reported the bill with [r. WILSON, of Iowa. Let the r 





7432 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr] to the inquiry as to this 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CoLquitr 
July 18, 1888: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S$. 779) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Com- 
pany, report 

That the committee, after examination of the papers submitted by the Post- 


master-General and the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company, 


find that they are controverted questions of law and fact which may, in justice 
to the Department and the company, be submitted to judicial investigation and 
determination, For 


claim of the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to have some explanation of this 
bill. This report does not explain it at all. It seems to me that the 
contract was a written contract, and why the parties can not go into 
court on a written contract and adjust all the difficulties between them 
I do not understand. I see no occasion for passing this bill. 

Mr. COLQUITT. The point in controversy involves a question of 
fact. ‘There are many documents in connection with it. If it is nec- 
essary to inform Senators, | will say that the reason the committee of 


the pending bill the committee recommend asa substitute | 
a bill to authorize the Court of Claims to take jurisdiction of and adjust the | 
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| Infantry: Provided, however, That any sum he may have received asan enlisted 


man during the period he served as second lieutenant and as captain shall be 
deducted by the proper disbursing officer in making the payments provided for 


| in this act. 





the Senate made this substitute for the House bill, and proposes it as | 


an amendment, was that there was a doubt as to the tacts and the | 


committee could not arrive at a conclusion on them, and hence, as there 
were involved questions of equity which the committee thought de- 
served investigation, they were willing to refer the matter to the Court 
of Claims for inquiry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why did not the parties go into the Court of 
Claims while they had the opportunity and the right to do so? 

Mr. COLQUITT. That Iam not able to say. They expected to get 
their claim by means of an act of Congress, and that was the idea of 
the House bill, but the Senate committee thought it better to have the 
matter go to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better let the bill pass over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator desire it to pass over 
without prejudice ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

SUPPLIES TO INDIANS. 

The bill (S. 3191) to amend section 4 of the act of March 3, 1875, as 
amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877, in relation to the is- 
sueof supplies to Indians, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to further amend section 4 of the act of March 3, 1875, as 
amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877, by adding thereto: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may, at his discretion, 
by written order, approve issues of subsistence which have been made to heads 
of tribes or bands, in place of to heads of families, and in future may except any 
tribe or portion of a tribe from the operation of section 4 of the act of March 3, 
1875, as amended by section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877, when, in his judgment, 
the farming interests of the Indians demand it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 


GEORGE W. GRAHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the amount involved in that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis no amount mentioned in the 
bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] ex- 
plain how much this bill carries? 

Mr. STEWART. It carries a very small amount of money. I have 
not figured uptheamount. The caseis clearly a meritoriousone. The 
reason why the man was not mustered in was that there was no muster- 
ing officer. It was carefully considered by the committee and is un- 
doubtedly correct. The accounting officer can settle the amount. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The sum can not be very large. Itis about four 
anda half months’ pay as second lieutenant, deducting what the man 
received as an enlisted man, and about eight months’ pay as a captain, 
deducting what he may have received otherwise for that period. 

Mr. STEWART. The accounting officer can fix the amount with- 
out difficulty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is not perhaps what would make a year’s 
pay of a second lieutenant taking it altogether. It is less than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will be read. 

The amendment was read, being, in line 10, after the word ‘‘to,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘September 18’’ and insert ‘‘ July 1;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, such sum as will cover the regulation pay and allowances of a 
second lieutenant of infantry from June 15, 1863, to November 1, 1863, and of a 
captain of infantry from November 1, 1863, to July 1, 1864, to George W. Graham, 
of Campbell County, Tennessee, in full satisfaction of his claim against the 
United States as a lieutenant and captain in the Eighth Tennessee 


oiunteer 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 


| and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 


The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, STEWART, 
Mr. DAvis, and Mr. BATE were appointed. 


JOHN J. COUGHLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Coughlin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to John 
J. Coughlin of $631.13, being difference of pay from laborer, at $1.25 
per day, to skilled laborer, at $4.00 per day, for two hundred and 
twenty-nine and one-half days, in arranging, cataloguing, and classi- 
fying bound volumes of newspapers in the Library of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passsed. 


ALFRED J. WORCESTER. 


The bill (S. 2163) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 4, to strike out the word ‘‘late’’ and insert ‘‘so 
as to show him to have been the;’’ and in line 6, after the word “‘ vol- 
unteers,’’ to strike out: 


According to the terms and provisions of the act to provide for the muster and 
pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces, approved June 
3, 1884; and the said Worcester shall have all the benefits of that act, notwith- 
standing his commission bears date July 3, 1863, instead of prior to June 20 of 
that year. 

And to insert: 


From December 23, 1863, to June 11, 1864; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is directed and required, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
him the pay and allowances of first lieutenant of said company from December 
23, 1863, to June 11, 1864, deducting therefrom any and all sums of money paid 
to him during said period. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the muster-roll of Alfred J. Worcester so as to show him 
to have been the first lieutenant of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois 
Volunteers, from December 23, 1863, to June 11, 1864, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is directed and required, out of any money not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to pay him the pay and allowances of first lieutenant of said company from 
December 23, 1863, to June 11, 1864, deducting therefrom any and all sums of 
money paid to him during said period. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM II. FENTON. 


The bili (S. 3139) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of William H. Fenton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘*that’’ 
and insert ‘‘to grant; ’’ inline 8, after the word ‘‘ discharge,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ be granted ’’ and insert ‘‘to;’’ in line 9, after the word ‘* Fen- 
ton,’’ to insert ‘‘as of a private of said company as of the date of May 
27, 1864;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to 
cause the records of the War Department to be so amended as to remove the 
charge of desertion from the service record of William H. Fenton, late a private 
in Company G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, and to grant an honora- 
ble discharge to the said William H, Fenton as a private of said company as of 
the date of May 27, 1864. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas to withhold that mo- 
tion for a moment in order that I may ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider a little House bill, being Order of Business No. 
2028, and if it takes three minutes I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. While that is being looked up I ask leave to 
present a conference report. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it. 
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CHAI F. MANDERSON ( R N 
OS. 1 WLEY 2 4017 tha reali: , 
WAIT MPTON AiG t in ; 
WA AMPTON, o 1 
Ma yer n the part t . 
kh. W. TOWNSHEND ( was reported from the ¢ imiitt 1 
l VI MAISH ttos ce outallait tne en y s 
JAMES LAIRD : 
The report wv mneurred i « j ae @ : 
~ A - 
IN T. R¢ SON ; 
satisfiaa I 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr und James M. Rey is 
HARRIS] asks the consideration of the bill which will be reported oa , ees os 
The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 5494) for the relief of Johu T. Robe- , ra aren iatell ; ‘ 
son cee ee ene * omen ’ 
. . . s : , : motion to proceed to the consideration o i 
Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the + PAY? A 7 : 1 
bill. It proposes to pay to John T. Robeson, late consul at Beirut, Sy = - Sey Seas My. 5 
vin, ‘Tushee* s000 ‘ir. EDMUND Chat bill will not pas ve . 
a, ey, gv . D> T yuT ™} 
re The PRESIDENT pro te Che question is on the 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to \ ¢ {Mr. Epx that ' 
¥ ator from Vermont r. I vps] that the Senate pr | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : at coe , 

Mr. COKE. At the request of several Senators who desire to run a 


little further along with the Calendar I withdraw my motion to go into ee : De - I i to 
executive session. 1 OF EXEC ms ine Lite ‘ en! 
The PRESIDENT pro le mpore. The motion to pre ceed to the con- ; nt wwe ; i 
sideration of executive business is withdrawn. P > — P os 7 ac 
iO A} ¢ ’ i \ i S ( 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SMYRNA, 
The bill (S. 2863) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the town of Smyrna, Del., was announced as next in order. NOMINATIONS 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I would like to have the bill explained. I should 





like to know something as to the population of Smyrna, how large a . Pee , ; neon 
town it is, ete. POSTM ASTERS 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported by the Sena Hercules L. Kelley, to be postmaster at Or nt In 
tor from Wisconsin, who does not appear to be now in his seat. of Clackamas and State of Oregon, in the place yhn M. 1 re- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let it stand over without prejudice. loved. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. It will be so ordered. John T. I itzpatrick, to I postmaster at Win Sit in tine aa 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Franklin and State of Te1 a “igen the place of George D 
ae celia weet: woniee le Tate Silla 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con c ee L, The a wi A ; ae cf z +t Hant , : 
sideration of executive business. Cabe 1 and State of West Virginia. in the " of Ja 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator who has had charge of the next bill Sl d . 
would like to get it off his mind. While I would like myself to have oe eee aioe iat 
the Senate go into executive session, I hope the Senator will kindly wait me F ; 
a moment. The Senator from Texas | Mr. CoKE] was good enough to Beal Gaither, now rk at the Siletz agency, in Oreg » be age 
yield. r the Indians of the Siletz agency, in Oregon Joseph B. | re- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it for five minutes. sned, 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I would like to have another bill dis- PROMOTIONS IN THE AR 





posed of. Fourth Reaiment of I , 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on for the suggested five minutes any- : 2 
way. First Lieut. Georg: Oo Web er. to be caj Aug 3 
n CHARLES G. SAWTELLE. well, promoted to the Tweuty-second Int 
Second Lieut. Silas A. Wolf, to be first lieutenant, Au L888 
The bill (S. 2998) for the reiief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, Webster promoted. 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, was considered as ; s 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the proper accounting officer Fifth Reg Loy 
in settling and adjusting theaccounts of Lieut. Col. CharlesG. Sawtelle, Lieut. Col. Nathan W. Osborne, of the Sixth I 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, to credit said Saw {ugust 5, 1888 Gibson, deceased. 
telle with $126.40, being the amount of internal-revenue tax due Sixth Regiment of Inf 
from employés of the United States, employed by Maj. Gen. E. R. 8 ss ; 
Canby, at the city of New Orleans, La., in the secret service, in t} a — 5 - ; gaa a ; 
year 1865, and paid by Lieutenant-Colonel Sawtelle, the same amount Ren non aa : 
appearing to have been withheld from these employés, but no receipt ; 1 i 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue being presented for the : , er ee 
amount as required by law, and which amount is now suspended against Capt. W Am H Powe the i 
Sawtelle by the accounting officers of the Treasury in the settlement ust 1888, t Hall, promoted to S D 
of his accounts, the funds having becn withheld from the employ: Fourth R t of 
and stolen or embezzled from Sawtelle, as he believes, without his 4 dditional edt Cieek BU A Viel é 
default, at the city of New Orleans, in the year 1865. et li Reach Retewak Fe ec 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ee . ; 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. PROMOTIO 
ESTHER A. KEYSER. George Breed, a resident of Kentuc W I. G 
a1 — ; : See ‘ lent of Pennsylvania: Webster Appleton | 
The bill (S. 1620) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser was announced | y,.4- Josenh W. Oman. a resident of Pennsylvania: P 
as next in order. sie ial ean: Maman Ee an SE Dinead : o 
Mr. PASCO. I am requested by the Senator from Maryland, who | .)) y H nes, a resident of | sntucky W lard L. Dodd ré ent 
would like to be here when that bill is brought up, to ask that it be | pogiana- Harr: 7 ieee 2 oe en a WW ee elt a 
passed over without prejudice. D. Tisd ‘le ‘an a aaa of Ki , al ‘ og Ave sc) BM Gérite 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without preju- Marvland: Friend W. Jenkins. a resident of Pennsy! e 
dice. = ea 4 . go a tee F Cooper, a resident of Ge rgia, all graduat yf 1 i i Aendem 
RED CROSS ASSOCIATION CONFERENCE. to be ensigns in the Navy. m the lst of .J LRA. t ica ies 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following | jn that rade. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
irripAY, August 10, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


Che Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILI 








Tl SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the Senate: hich 
were read t , and referred, as follow 

Phe bill (S. 3136) to amend section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States in relation to fugitives from justice—to the Committe 
on the Ju iat 

Lhe bill (S ipplementary of an act entitled **An act to sett 
certain accoul tween the United States and the State of Misiis- 
sippi and other States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Publie Lands. 

The bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the sureties of George W. Hox 
( eased to the Commiutt  ¢ i} 

Che bill i10 rth of Hor . WwW. Ts to the ¢ 
mitt on ¢ 

ry bill f f re] of J il M. Hubbard—to the (¢ i 
I on { 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimou nsent, leave of absence was granted as follow 

To Mr. WILKINS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

lo Mr. Hoaa, indefinitely, on account of sickness 

lo Mr. OSBORNE, for one week, on account of business engavements. 

To Mr. CUTCHEON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Cox, for ten day 

lo Mr. Russe.y, of Connecticut, indefinitely, on account of sickness 


To Mr. BAKER, of New York, for ten days. 
APPOINTMENT OF A CONFEREEF, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as a manager on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bil! 
H. K. 4659, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] in place 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr, TILLMAN], who is absent 
trom the city, and therefore unable to serve. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. RoBERTSON ] 
is also absent t mpor irily. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] toact in that capacity. 


WATER RESERVE LANDS, WISCONSIN, 


GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
re the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 


Mr. 
charg 
from the further consideration of the bill 8.1880 and put it upon its 
yassaye. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, eic., That all landsin the State of Wisconsin described in and with- 
drawn from sale by the proclamations of the President of the United States issued 
March 22, 188), April5, 1881, and November 28, 1881, for the reason that said lands 
would be required for or subject to flowage in the construction of dams, reservoirs, 
and other works proposed to be ereeted for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River and certain of its tributaries, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared to be, and to have been at all times heretofore, subject to the pro- 
visions of a certain act of Congress, entitled “An act granting to railroads the 
right of way through the public lands of the United States,” approved March 
3, 1875, as fully, effectually, and to the same extent as though said lands had not 
been described in said proclamations, or withdrawn from sale thereby, but had 
remained with the body of public lands subject to private entry and sale: Pro- 
vided, however, That any and all parts of said lands acquired by any railroad 
company under said act of Congress shall at all times be subject to the right of 
flowage which may at any time become necessary in the construction or main- 
tenance of dams, reservoirs, or other works which may be constructed or erected 


by or under the authority of the United States for the improvement of the nav- | 


igation of the Mississippi River or its tributaries: Provided further, That the 
railroad companies availing themselves of this act shall, in addition to filing 
the maps now required by law to be filed, also file maps of definite location of 
their proposed lines of railroad, over said water reserve lands, in the office of 
the Secretary of War, and until the approval of said maps by the Secretary of 
War no right to occupy said lands shall vest in such companies; and no loca- 

ion shall be permitted which takes for right of way or stations lands needed 
for the use of the present reservoir system, or in the construction of dams or 
other works, or any proposed or probable extension of the same, or which will 
obstruct or increase the cost of the present or prospective reservoir system; or 
shall any railroad company be permitted to take material for construction from 
any of said re-ervoir lands eutside the right of way granted herein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that inas- 
much as this seems to be quite an important bill, and has not yet been 
considered by the Public Lands Committee, that the matter be post- 
poned until some day during the week after next, after the morning 
hour, and then unanimous consent can be given that it be taken up for 
consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to fixing the consideration 
of the bill on the morning of the 23d, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. WEAVER. Not to interfere with the consideration of the Okla- 
homa bill. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Avaust 10, 


| Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to excepting that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Oklahoma bill could 
not be considered immediately after the reading of the Journal. It 
can only be reached after the morning hour has been disposed of. 

Mr. WEAVER. Butif this bill suggested by the gentleman from 
Ohio is taken up for consideration it may oecupy the entire day; and 
I wanted to prevent any interference with the bill named. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman shall 

| have a chance to get his bill through by unanimous consent on that 
day, and that he may be recognized to ask unanimous consent, But 
I do not want to consent to anything that may interfere with the Okla- 
homa bill. 


| Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask that the bill be fixed for consideration 
on the 23d, after the reading of the Journal; not to interfere with the 


|} Oklahoma bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope consent will be given. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, that ord L be d 
There was no obje ction, and it was so ordered. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, SAGINAW, MICH. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
» Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 


] 
Al 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9049) for the erection of a pub- 
| lic building at the city 





4 


of Saginaw, Mich., and put it upon its pas- 


.T Ep ree 


Che SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of ob- 
tion. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the report be read in that case. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope the report will be read. I shall be very 
glad to have the House to understand the merits of this question. 

Che report was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecticn to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 
| Mr. CANNON, The other day the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

Burrows], who is now absent from the city, asked for the considera- 
tion of the bill for a public building at Kalamazoo, I am not acting at 
his request at all; but there was objection made on the other side to 
that bill. I am not disposed to object to the present request; but I ask 
| that these two bills be coupled together and considered. 
| Mr. TARSNEY. I have no objection to that. 
| Mr. CANNON. And that unanimous consent be given now to take 
| up both cases. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois asks that unanimous 
consent be given that the Kalamazoo bill be taken up and considered 
at the same time.’ Is there objection? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Both billsare meritorious and ought to be passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not think we should go into the business of 
erecting public buildings by wholesale in this manner. | It is sufficient, 
it seems to me, to take them up one at a time for consideration. I do 
not like to be bulldozed into the consideration of any measure. 


Mr. CANNON. Another bill was reached afew days ago when the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] was present on the floor, 
and prompt objection came from that side of the House. Iam not, as 
is well known, much in favor of the erection of these public buildings 
unless there are courts; but I think there ought to be a kind of comity, 

| at least, existing between the two sides of the House in such matters. 
| Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not know how others may feel, but as for 
myself I have not been actuated, I wish to say to the gentleman, by 
any disposition to be captious or to make individual objections on either 
side of the House. But I will not, under any circumstances, be bull- 
dozed into the consideration of a bill on any of the calendars of the 
House. 

Mr. CANNON. ThenTI will ask the gentleman from Michigan to 
withdraw his request for the present, and let this bill be taken up and 
considered at the same time unanimous consent is given to consider 
the bill for Kalamazoo. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I want tosay one word in relation to this bill. In 
the Forty-ninth Congress a bill was passed throngh the House and 
through the Senate providing for a public building at East Saginaw. 
At that time the cities of Saginaw and East Saginaw were separate. 
| Since that time the Legislature has ordered a consolidation of those 
| cities, and there is to-day a population of 60,000, with two Presiden- 
| tial post-offices and one fourth-class post-office. It is now proposed to 
abolish one of the Presidential post-offices and establish one centrally 
and have the free-deiivery system. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I object unless we can have the other also. 

Mr. SPINOLA and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


STATE HOMES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask leave to present a privileged report. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman has the right to present a privileged 
report at any time; and if it is to take any time in discussing I shall 
antagonize it. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a report of a conference committee 
































The SPEAKER. The Clerk wi 1 the conference report. ( 
The Clerk read as ; 
TT) om tte of « ? f vo TH ses 
thea 3 H _ I i t S t 
homes for tl ~ SA 3 « s 
g met, a f ' i 
on end t re H St is vs 
tthe I > ) 3 é 
| ] oO < 
g : — 
t VI TAISH 
[ES LAI ) 
CHARLES F. MANI s 
JOS. R. HAWI 
VN I i 
gre 1 ‘ H “ 
n of le 
s ite pre Ss 
and l nd i Y 1lso to am " t 
Represent 
2. Do not t2 5 wholly and 
Th Lore s Ww . 
disal s ror sa 1 i < i 1 such 
t rate S1LOU pe I 3 ce to . t 
pported | % withaid way of« t or apy , 
1 theS eiyv t ly ded f i this 
nable i« t t 3s tha 
te control. 
. Do not agree to amendme 1 t rphans of sol 1 sa 
The bill should conform to the ‘ nat I oO : 
not received there. It is too late 
expenditure. The object of the I s to reach t DP] = 
dependent soldiers and sailors only. ( \ ir. i 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I mov adoption of the report 
Mr. HOLMAN. Before that me I hope t \tlen vill SDEA . ; : 
us a more comprehensive statement than that wil h nas ist i . = Wha ‘ 
read. ee : ’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the statement is full, but for the i ; a Oo 
formation of the gentleman from Indiana, I will st that the bill ; a’ "3 cr 
it passed the House was amended so as to include homes establis] at 
by Territories as well as States. The Senate accepts that amendment . : ‘ , 
agreeing to extend the provisions to Territories as well as States. The . SDI : 
bill was also amended in the House so as to provide that the orphan - 
of soldiers and sailors should also be cared for in those homes. TT! Y 
Senate does not agree to that amendment, for the reason that there is a ; 
no such provision in the law in regard to national homes; and 
intended to make this bill conform to the law relating to the nation: . " 
homes. It is not believed to be wise now to open the doors of the sol- ; 
diers’ homes to the orphans as well as to the sailors. The other amend rh 
ment as it passed the House provided that homes which are partially ; 
aided by States as well as those established by States should receiv. ; 
the benefits of this law. ‘IRM 
The committee of conference on the part of both Houses were unar nr i 4 ; 
mously of the opinion that it is in the first place a surplusage if it is in : : 
tended to apply to homes where disabled soldiers are provided for by the : ‘ ' 
States, because the bill already provides that any State home which pro ; ( 
vides for the disabled soldier or sailor shall receive the benefits of this r= : ‘ns a of = 
law. It wasalso proposed that private homes which have partial help | _,, nae reg Se eee , 
from the State shall be established on the same footing as if wholly suj See ae or 
ported by the State. The conferees are of the opinion that it o 
not to be adopted, and therefore the House amendments were non- : 1 
curred in. These were the only amendments of any importance on t] : = ae 
bill. : eee ; 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the conference: oa : 
report. esneaage. ; 
The conference report was adopted ee ; 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 2 : - 
ference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon es aoe +h 
sider be laid upon the table. sie ; : tl re : f 
The latter motion was agreed to. aie shakin . sd Pa ; I ' 
GENERAL SHERIDAN’S FUNERAL. | half of this poor woman, tha Lay 
The SPEAKER announced that he had appointed Mr. Toompson, of The CHAIRMAN the Che will Oo! 
Ohio, as a member of the committee of the House to attend the funeral | Chair k for object 
of General Sheridan, vice Mr. GROSVENOR. he Cle 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. | Abill (S.2 
TheSPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call « Mr. WISE. I must object, Mr. ( 
committees for reports on private bills. oo " 7" 
Mr. LANHAM. lIask unanimous consent that gentlemen having CH °M I} ( 
reports to present be allowed to file them with the Clerk. will report the i : tne 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ihe Clerk r 
. — 
FILING OF REPORTS. Mr. WISE. That is n ‘ 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s | the adjournment on last Frid 


desk: the Norfol rrv |} yy > = t 
WILLIAM T. HURDLEY. 


reading of 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- | [Mr. Burrows] 
ported back favorably. the bill (H. R. 9680) for the relief of William | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will r to l out fro 





. 


7436 


Journal of the House the condition of business at the time the com- 
mittee rose 

Mr. OATES. 
vate Calendar the bill under consideration at the time of the adjourn- 
ment was a bill for the relief of Samuel Noble. 


The last time the House was engaged upon the Pri- 


The CHAIRMAN. As soon as the Chair can have the Journal ex- 
amined he will state the condition of business at the adjournment. 

Mr. OATES. All I desire is that that bill may be passed over, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 
this time 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Lill (HL. I. 1067) to amend the war record of Albert H. Thomas, deceased. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
ported by the Clerk, the bill (H. R. 26) for the relief of William J. 
Poitevent ? 


the CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had read the bill which was pend- 


What has become of the first bill re- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I do not ask forits consideration at | 


August 10, 





Thomas, deceased; and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Drp- 
BLE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
wish to know whether, after the consideration of the pending bill, the 
Committee of the Whole will go back to the consideration of House bill 
No. 26. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide that question when it 
comes up. The Clerk will now report the pending bill. 

ALFRED H. THOMAS. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 


| and directed to amend the records in the War Department of the United States 


| 


ing in the Committee of the Whole when the committee last had this 


Ca'endar under consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
endar as we find it to-day ? 

CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I had the floor in the committee at 
its lust session when the motion was made to rise, and, if I recollect 
rizhtly, the bill that was then under consideration was a bill for the 
relief of Samuel Noble. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman is mistaken in that, and I was mis- 
taken in the statement I made awhile ago, because 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the REcorp. 

‘Ir. OATES. I desire, in order that I may set myselfright, to com- 
plete the sentence T was uttering. 

CHAIRMAN, 
until the Clerk can read from the RECORD. 

Mr. OATES. That will simply cut my sentence in two; and in that 
ease | do not care to finish it. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read from the RrecorpD part ot 
the proceedings of the last sitting of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Does that take precedence of the Cal- 





ALFRED H. THOMAS. 


Phe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1067) for the re- 
lief of Alfred Hl, Thomas, deceased. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask that this bill be passed over informally, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. Disswe. | object. 

Mr. LANHAM. Lagain move thatthe committee rise, The committee has been 
continuously in session for four hours. 

The CuarrMAN, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] moves that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. Cannon, I hope not. 

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was not agreed to. 

The CHatrMaNn, The Clerk will report the pending bill. 

Mr. Newson. Ll ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CANNON and others. Kegular order! 

Mr. Necson. I do not think any objection will be made to my proposition. 

Mr. Cannon, I shall have to call for the regular order. 

The CHAtRMAN, The Clerk will read the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* * * * * * * 

The CuHarrMaAn, The question is on laying this bill aside to be reported to the 
Hiouse with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. Dine.e, | eall for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Tromas, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 

+ a x * A * * 

lhe CHarrMAn. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recoimmendation, 

‘yr. Dipsie obtained the floor. 

tr. LANHAM. Mr, Chairman, it is manifest we are going to do nothing more 
in Committee of the Whole this afternoon. We have already passed a number 
of bills, and I do think the best thing we can do is torise. 1 do not believe we 
can reach the bill which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Cannon] desires to 
reach 

Vir. CANNon, Let me make a suggestion which I think will be satisfactory. 
Let the report be printed in the Recorp, I understand it is exhaustive. Then 
ict the bill go over till the next private-bill day. 

‘ir. Diveie. Lhave no objection to that, but there is plenty of evidence in 
ndidition to that report,and I think it would be as well to print that evidence 
wiih the report of the committee, Letthem both be printed at the same time; 
and that agreement can be made when the bill is called up. I ask the gentle- 
wan from [Illinois to have that evidence printed. 

Mr. CANNON, 
port of the committee. 

Mr. LANHAM, I will state in the hearing of the gentleman from Illinois that 
it will be absolutely impossible to reach the bill this afternoon, It is three be- 
low the one we have been considering, There are a number of bills to be re- 
ported to the House for passage, and they ought to be taken up and passed. So 
far as printing the report is concerned | have no objection to it, Let it go into 
the ReEcorD 

Mr. Cannon. If that can be done, I do not object to the committee rising. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the printing of the report of the com- 
nittee in the Rrcorp? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. Brower) from the Committee on War Claims is as follows. 


Mr. DIBBLE. 
of what bill was under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The unfinished business when the committee 
rose was the bill (H. R. 1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. 


to show the name of Alfred H. Thomas duly enlisted and mustered into Com- 
pany D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, on the Ist day of 
February, 1864, for three years’ service; taken prisoner at Union City, Tenn., on 
the 24th day of March, 1864, and died a prisoner of war, while in the service of 
the United States, at Savannah, Ga., on the Ist day of December, 1864. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask that the report in this case be read. 

The report (by Mr. THoMAsS, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1067) for 
the relief of Alfred H. Thomas, respectfully report as follows: 

The facts out of which this claim for reliefarises will be found stated in House 
report No. 190 of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress,a copy of which is hereto annexed for information. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own,and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 





[House Report No, 190, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to amend the 
war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased, submit the following report : 

It appears that the said Alfred H. Thomas enlisted on or about the Ist day of 
February, 1864, in Company D, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volun- 
teers; that the exigencies of the service called this company into active duty 
in the field before muster; that on the 24th day of March, 1+64, the said Thomas, 


| while in the line of duty, was captured with his entire company; that he was 


The gentleman from Alabama will suspend 


' 


held a prisoner of war from that time to the time of his death, early in Dec -m- 
ber, 1864, at Savannah, Ga. The above facts are conclusively established by 
the affidavits of two officers and several! enlisted men of his regiment, and make 
a strong case for the relief asked, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mended. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I hope that under the circumstances this bill will 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GLASS. The report in this case shows a conclusive state of facts 
in favor of the applicant; and as no one appears desirous to address the 
House in opposition to the bill, I move that it be laid aside to be re- 
ported favorably to the House. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, at the last sitting of the Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of private business a number of bills 
were passed over informally, not to lose their place on the Calendar. 


| It seems to me it would now be proper to return to the beginning of 


| now. 


lL only ask to have printed what is of record, and that is the re- | 


I have not yet heard the Clerk read any statement | 


| sustained the point and ordered those biils to be so placed. 


the Calender and take up the bills in their order for consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so instructed the Clerk. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. Two 
weeks ago to-day I made the point of order which I propose to renew 
I did not press it at that time because the gentleman from Ala- 
bama raised the point that the unfinished business was the first thing 
in order. I now propose to renew the point of order. 

There is now on the Calendar a bill reported in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and also in this Congress, from the Committee on War Claims, 
there having been a favorable report also from the Court of Claims. I 
maintain that this bill under the provisions of the Bowman act, and 
under the ruling of the Speaker, is entitled to-day to preference on this 
Calendar. Early in the session my colleague [Mr. McComas] made 
the point that bills which had been approved by the Court of Claims 
were entitled to priority of position upon the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what bill does the gentleman refer ? 

Mr. COMPTON. The bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alexander 
Moffitt. Itison page 56 of the Calendar. 

As I was stating, my colleague [Mr. McComas] madethe point of order 
that under the Bowman act bills of this character were entitled to 
precedence on the Calendar. TheSpeaker, who was then inthe chair, 
This bill 
was given that position on theCalendar. It came up for consideration 
in regular order. A motion was made to refer it back to the commit- 
tee. I stated at the time the motion was made that I would consent to 
it provided the bill would not lose its place on the Calendar. The 
then occupant of the chair declared that if the bill were recommitted 
it would require unanimous consent to have it placed where it was 
originally on the Calendar. I then stated—these proceedings occurred 
on the 16th of March—that I would consent and take my chances, re- 
serving to myself the right to make the point of order which I now 
make, 

Now, I claim that the recommitment of the bill to the committce 
does not of necessity take the bill from its place on the Calendar, but 
that, on the contrary, it should remain exactly where it was, because 
it is one of that class of bills which, under the Bowman act and under 
the ruling of the Speaker, are entitled to preference upon the Calendar, 
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That is point. If the Chair wants reference, he will find the de- 
cision of the Speaker on page 103 of the Recorp, and he will find that 
cle ion reaffirmed on page 469 of the REcorpD. 

Mr. LANHAM rhe Chairman will remember the point of order 
was ¢€ iborately discussed when the prese nt Chairman occupied the 
chair Che committee rose, and the 


1eld, as I remember, 


laims under the rule 


honorable gentleman from New 
York | Mr. Cox being the Speaker pro te npore, I 


that when these cases came from the Court of ¢ 


they should be referred to appropriate committees. That is my recol- 
on of the decision made on that occasion. 
ir. STONE, of Kentucky. Under the rule this case, with others 


coming over from the Forty-ninth Congress, was placed upon the Cal 
rhis bill was reached in its regular order and taken up for con- 
sideration. There was some question raised as to the lovalty of the 
claimant. It was done, I believe, on motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GRoSVENOR]. It went over in order to obtain the proof 
necessary, to come up again the next day private bills were 

| The purpose was, 


Cudafr, 


under con- 
as I have stated, to supply the proof, 
which had not been furnished by the 
When that was supplied it was to be 
It was clearly understood the bill should not lose its place 
on the Calendar. I do not know, but the Recorp will show, that it 
was put back upon the Calendar in a different place, so that when the 
proof was supplied it was not reached, as was expected it would be. My 
opinion is, the House intended to do with that bill as it had done with 
the other claims which had been reported from the Court of Claims. 
It seems to have lost its proper place by some misapprehension; and 
now, inmy judgment, it should be taken up and disposed of as the other 
bills of the same class have been. By this misunderstanding or mis- 
take or whatever it may have been this bill has lost its place upon the 
Calendar and ought to be restored to where it properly belongs. There- 
fore | believe this bill is entitled to consideration at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has held, when bills have been re- 
ported from the Court of Claims to this House and referred to appro- 
priate committees and reported back, they take precedence at the head 


the Calendar, and the Clerk therefore will be directed to report this 


eration. 
which seemed to be lacking or 
Court of Claims to the House. 

taken up. 


ALEXANDER MOFFITT. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt. 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Alexander Moffitt, outof any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $12,442.98, being amount due the said Alexander 
Mo/fitt for the use and occupation of the premises known as the National Race 
Course, in the District of Columbia, from the 12th day of July, 18614, to the 12th 
day of June, 1865, by the United States forces, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on War Claims. to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R 
6347) for the relief of Alexander Moflitt, having further considered of the n 
ter, report as follows: 

fhe property in question was situated across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 
tomac Riverfrom Washington City, just southeast of the Government Insane 
Asy!um, and distant about 600 yardson an air line from Giesborough 

After the claimant, Moffitt, had presented his claim for compensation for the 
loss he had been made to suffer, the Quartermaster-Generail constituted a board 
to examine and report upon the merits of the claim. This board had the most 
ample time and opportunity to investigate, and, after having manifestly done 
so, they, in their report, recommended that the claimant be allowed as rent for 
his property $500 per month from July 12, 1864, to June 12, 1865, eleven months, 
$5,500, and as compensation for rebuilding and repairing buildings and fences, 
the sum in block of $7,966.75, a total of $13,466.75, the same to bein full of all 
claims against the Government arising from the occupation, use, and consump- 
tion of claimant's property. But the Quartermaster-General, holding that h 
had no jurisdiction over so much of the claim as was not for rent strictly, and 
that it was a matter for the consideration of Congress, would allow nothing on 
account of this portion of the claim, and only the sum of $1,784.4 , that was paid 
and the receipt in question given. 

Upon the evidence adduced to the Court of Claims in respect to the giving of 
this receipt your committee feel themselves bound to agree with that court that 
it was given and received upon the understanding that it was not to conclude 
the claimant or preclude him from seeking in Congress the full measure of com 
pensation he had asserted and believed to be justly hisdue. Such is the direct, 
positive, uncontradicted testimony of a competent, disinterested witness, cor- 
roborating the other testimony on this point, 

Besides, the amount receipted for was so small in comparison with that then 
claimed, and what the ev dence afterwards adduced to the Court of Clai 
clearly demonstrated was justly due, is, your committee believe, a circumsta 
strongly corroborative of the claimant's averment that the receipt was given 
and received only for a payment on account. This was a case of use and occu- 
pation of premises and consumption of property of a loyal citizen by an army 
in its own territory, and your committee do not know of any principle of law 
or equity that denies to such citizen just compensation from his own Gover: 
ment for such use, occupation, and consumption of his property. It was n 
ease of an army occupying, using, and consuming property of an enemy in that 
enemy's country, and consequently the law applicable to such cases is not ap- 
plicable to this. 

It is common knowledge that at the timethe property was held by the United 
States Army the city of Washington was constantly filled with a large concourse 
of transient visitors, soldiers, and others, and it is too plain for argument, upon 
the evidence adduced before the Court of Claims, that the claimant wasa heavy 
loser by being deprived of his property. - 

All the circumstances considered. your committee are constrained to concur 
with the findings of the Court of Claims, and have no hesitation in again recom- 
mending that the bill referred and recommitted to them do pass. 


Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the Chair whether this bill has 
been reached in regular order upon the Calendar ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. 






























Mr. P KINS Does t ( 1 that pfriva 
ached and passed 
CHAIRMAN The Ch dex s, this ha ig | A 
f Co of Claims in a and re i to the 
( ¢ 1 War Cla S ort < ‘ iDly i 3 3 
I } of the Ca 1 3 over 0 s 
This e of that class of claims, and I be e is the last on 
Mr. PERKINS. I observe t distinctior 3 mad t I did 
not understand how tl case came ut 
e CHAIRMAN Itis pl lin its former ] tion w t 
to have been placed upon the Ca lar, in € opinion ( 
Phe otion I I 1 from Maryland | Mr. Com t 
the be reported to the House 
da 1 that 
Mr. JOSEI AYLOR :'t k 1 } ’ 
I bout t case t 1 we do before we repo back t | 
\ t ‘ 1end n that it be pass [ am told « ( 
re} in e case are exli isted, 1 the H s ld know t 3 


is called upon to vote on 
tMAN Che Chair will state that the ¢ 
t he reading of the report in fu 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
cla m ? 


Mr. COMPTON. 





A very small amount 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Well, how: h 

Mr. COMPTON. Something over $1,000. Exactly $1,784 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That was taken ] I unde nd 
it? 

Mr. COMPTON Possibly the best explanation that could be given 
to the gentleman from Ohio would be the ition of the or 





that part of the report 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Very well, then; Iask that it be read. 
The Clerk again read the report. 
Mr. COMPTON. I think it would be well perhaps to have the 
finding of the Court of Claims read bearing upon th 
and I ask the Clerk to read what I send to the desk 








c. 
a .s : 
Che Clerk read as follows 
The Quartermaster Department in estimated the rent value of the 
premises during above occupancy to be 784.45 I aimant at first refused 








to accept this amount, but upon being assured by the officer mak pay 
ent that his acceptance would not preclude him from seeking the ance 
4 n, he accepted it and signed a receipt in full rhis receipt in { vas 
id received in the mutual understanding that it should not pi 1 
ant from seeking in Congress the balance of the rent which i 
e justly his due,and the payment was not a final settlement such as w l 
stop the claimant from seeking the full value of t l ney,a 5 
though not in form, merely a payment upon ac 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing tot ) of 
the gentleman from Maryland 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ithink this claim is excessive, « 
cially in view of the fact that the gentleman received in payment u 1 
it a considerable amount of money and gave a receipt in fu i 
has just been read. 
Mr. COMPTON. But that amount is deducted 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I know itis; but I think the claim as it 
s now is entirely excessive in amount; and I shall move to amend | 
reducing it justone-half Iam willing he shall have a reasonableand 
fair compensation; but this is a large amount in view of the circum 
stan surrounding the case and the value of property at that t 


[ ask to amend the bill by striking out, in lines 5, 6, and 7, the sum 
$12,442.98 and insert in lieu thereof $6,221.49. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill was before the Ho 
. } 


time ago and was discussed at considerable length 
My recollection is that it appeared, either from a statement made to 
the committee at the time or by some report whit h was read 1 con 
nection with the bill, that the real use to which the property ‘ ng 
applied at the time that it was taken possession of by the Government 
for the use of the troops was that of « irrying on Ut! business of a i- 
on if I am not mistaken; and the owner or occupant of the proper 


laimed that he was deprived of a very va able privile e or right 
reason of the appropriation of his property to be used in that manne: 
by the Government. 

The impression that I received from that testimony on the p 
| d to be familiar with the subject 


entliemen who seem<* 
ar int °| 1 to be paid 2 or Ivy hevond « ++} _ 
amount proposec to be pal was greatly beyond what the p 


possibly worth for any purpose. We had then a better und ig 
of the use to which the property was being applied 
This bill proposes, as I understand it, to pay a rental of $500 per 


month for the use of the property while in pos 





t have been a very valu 





ment It must indees vw it 
' ; i aw ariols lomened mee ‘ ‘ 

that time, and under such circumstances, would ila ch 
an excessive rate for military purposes Besides, it seems to me tha 


this settlement made by the Quartermaster-General with a full kr 
edge of all the 
gentleman, one of the most « 
I think one of the most thoroughly upright, just, and honest men who 


| could be assigned to such a department—it seems to me that the con- 


facts made by General Meigs, a 


very sale ana prua 


fficient officers who ever held the sition, 
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r his eye, ought to have at 


‘ ‘ ‘ . f +} ’ - 
lea Lm 1e} n the action otf this commiutcee, 


en executed in f 
r over 51,000, are 


ion ought not to b 


i think in any event that the claim for spoliat 


considered, and I will therefore move to amend the proposition of the 


gre ian from O] Mr. Josep D. TAY Lor] so thatit will allow 
bu »,500, which was the amountof the rent, deducting $1,784.45, b« 
ean Ww uid. 

JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The amendment just offered by my 
fx | fro | my hearty approval and I hope it will 
adopted. 

rhe Cl re is foll 

= eo > i 14 

Mr. COMPTON. I will not detain the House, but I think it is just 
to cl nt that al statement should be made as to the ca: 
This case } referred to the Court of Claims by the Forty-eighth Con 
gre ‘Testimony was taken by the Court of Claims, a thorough in- 
vestigation made, and it was ascertained that the amount in this I 
is founded on the estimates which were made by the officers of t} 
United States Army especially detailed to examine this particular ca 
The Court of Claims reported it to Congress with a recommendation 
that it be paid The bill went to the Committee on War Claims in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, was considered carefully by that committe: 
and reported to this House with a recommendation for payment. It 


then went upon the Calendar of the Fiftieth Congress, and after discus- 
upon t hen the whole case was fresh in my mind and 
in the mind of the committee, and the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
HatTcu] and others will remember the Sn ussion, the bill was again 
referred to the 
carefully investigated all the facts. The Committee on War Claims of 
this Congress reported the bitl back with the recommendation that it 
do pass. for my life I can not see the justice or the fairness of 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Josern D. Tay- 
LOK] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
bill seems to them to be too large it 
ment proposed, when they know nothing of the case except what 
been heard from the reading of the report. In due deference to my 
distinguished friend to my right [Mr. HoLMAN], what other ground 
has he on which to base his estimate of what is right; what way has he 
of ascertaining the comparison to make the statement that 
seems to be too large? Is justice to be affected if it is just? 
tleman will not un . rtake to assume such a position on this floor. 
About the receipt, Mr. Chairman. 
things with this man? He had his hand inthelion’smouth. Hewas 
almost hopeless and absolutely helpless. He had been impoverished, 
I 
c 


sion Is lloor, W 


Now, 





Now, what was the condition of 


Committee on War Claims, and for a second time they | 








ppeal again to this House, and ask the memb » consider this bill 
sunply and alone upon its merits as disclosed by ualified to make 
1 vestigation and report. 
NI WHITE, of Indi Th ill, it seem ) from t I have 
i f the deba e, « to i i ri tr 
posse Sion ¢ ra cou l lL « 
or ceria t aur an | wa t Yr) n 
t lings \ { n ry to keep t race-co 
that yr ul 2o er¢ ti t AL ¢ 
of t I dii 1 tl ] 
hat 1s the s ) I 
l ( ‘ ( I < t Vw 
I I i i t tt ition m ! 
i Gov } ‘ i ‘ ’ | f T 
! nd Of « rse it too | i i { ‘ 
t n had to; and t s y t 
( ) H ould 1 i Units I I 
) iap individu mi the Gr t 
( 1iu ] ou tO mAiilt , I I 
( I i ure nds of ca < this i dw 
cited, Besides that, the juestion is pi I  e { nether Congress is 
ne to reverse the action of the Courtof Clain the court to which thi 
claimant has been sent to obtain a judgment Then I would say to 
the members of this House if that to ‘ ve had better abolis] 
the Court of Claim W hat is it 1 ? Jsi | inted by ¢ ess 
( nine th very quest ons between j nt and part 
ind to settle ti dispute ) en them i e exa ed this 
ca und they rep 1 on the testimony of the officers that we should 
pay the vhole claim at once 
i AGE FROM TH E> I 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 





n d that the Senate had agreed to the report of the conference com- 
ities on the disagreeing votes of the two Hot 3 on -~ amendm« nts 
of the House to the bill (5. 288) for the erection of a public building 
at Sioux aany mn a. 

The messa rther announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the com: ithe of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hou es on the amendments of the to the bill (H. R. 8592) fox 
the erection of a public building at 1, Mich. 

ALI ANDER 0 [IT 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. If we are to bring the parties before the 

r of this House to plead their own cases as is done in court, then we 
shall be unable to attend to any other business. The Court of Claims 
is organized to relieve Congress of that duty, which, in any case, it 


could not possibly perform, andif weare to dis rd the finding of the 

court in this case we had better also disregard its verdict in the matter 

of these great spoliation claims which have been pending before Con- 
3 for one hundred year 

Mr. Chairman, I say the Government is t 

we have when it owes any of its citizens. W 


he most cruel oppressor 
hen it owes a man a dol- 


lar it takes almost two dollars to get it, and I have no doubt that if 
this claimant gets the $12,000 which the court has decreed to him, he 
will have had to spend it all, or nearly all, in the effort to get what 


was due him. As a member of this House I believe that when the 


| court has passed upon a claim, no matter how small it may be or how 


HOLMAN] that because a | 
is any justification for the amend- | 


| 


has | 
| derstood by this House. 


bill 
The gen- | 


nade a beggar of, by the destruction of his property, and when this | 
$1,700 was offered him the temptation was great, and he accordingly 


signed the receipt on a condition, and that c 
the officer in charge, namely, that it did not debar him from his right 
to further payment and he had his remedy herein Congress. But, Mr. 
Chairman, why is it and why should it be that the will and judgment 
of this House shall be determined by the mere ipse dixit or simple opin- 
ion of gentlemen even so disti ngui lished as my friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
Ho_MAN] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Josepu D. TAYLoR] 
wit ~~ ut prop r Justitic ation ? 

Now, I do not know that I care to say anything more on this subject, 
but will say simply this. I have been impressed with this fact, that we 
are all prob ‘bly: amenable to the same influences when we propose a 
case here for an appropriation, or where any gentleman is affected or 
intereste d, ind that it will not deter any man, not even my friend from 
Indiana, with considerations as to the amount. Therefore it is that I 








yndition was conceded by | 
ng ' 
ernment. 


| it but gave a receipt in full. 


large it may be, it is ourduty to indorse the action of the court and 
pay theclaim. If that is not the case, then let us abolish the court 
and bring the parties in here to plead their cases before us. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the informal way in 
which these findings of the Court of Claims are made is very well un- 
The court has no authority to re nder judg- 
ment in these cases, and the judges of the court understand perfectly 
well that the claims are to come to this House and be considered in a 
measure de novo. If the gentleman [Mr. WHITE, of Indiana] is cor- 
rect in his position that we are bound to pay every claim of this kind 
that may be reported by the Court of Claims, we shall have a great ob- 
ligation and a great burden resting upon us; and if he is correct, we 
ought to have a law explicitly providing that every finding of the Court 
of Claims shall be paid and paid at once without being considered at 
all by even the House or the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in addition, that I do not think this 
claimant is in a position to complain of hard treatment by the Gov- 
In the first place, his land was out here a long distance 
southeast of the Capitol, and was used for a race-course, and I do not 
imagine that property of that kind was very valuable during the war. 
When the cloud of war hung over this capital and over this nation, we 
had something else to do besides running horse-races, and I am not 
inclined to believe that this Government is not very largely indebted 
to this claimant fordccupying his race-course during asingle year while 
the war was in progress. The ground was oceupi: d only about a year, 
and, as I understand, for that one year’s occupation this man was paid 
more than $1,700. He accepted that payment, and not only accepted 
Now it is p ee that weshall pay him 
’soceupancy some $5,000, less the amount which he has 
It seems to me that this is acting very liberally, and 





for a single year 
already received. 
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in the room of the Committee on War Claims. Our report was sed | to 
) upon the facts as returned by the Quartermaster-General, wh 

port, as you will find, is confirmed by the Court of Claims. lt m 

Quartermaster-General, without any au 

of $1,784 t to be paid for rent 


the claimant said, *‘ I do not want to take this amount in full;”’ l ' f ( 


} amoun 


















the Quartermaster-General replied to him, ‘‘ Thongh you may \ ; 
{ receipt in full, it shall not bind you.’’ 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnes« J t in 
but upon whose evidence is that 
Mr. THOMAS, of 201 ick taken i 








case before the Court of Claims. i {Dp 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Whose evid v it Vi 


evidence of the man who makes the Ciaim ? 





papers belore me. 
Mr. COMPTON. Ispeak from memory; bi 


lection, the papers having been here on the 16th of March, when th [ [OM 








case was last under d ission, the finding was ma 
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Generally the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs] is right in 
his conclusions, but I do not think he is at this time. 

The status of this claim, as I understand it, is this: In 1864, nearly 
a quarter of a century ago, certain property was used by the Govern- 
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ment. Within a short time after that settlement was apparently made 
and a receipt in full given for the use of that property. The sum al- 


lowed was accepted and a receipt written out showing it to be in full | 


settlement. 

In this case we must proceed on the theory that it was a full settle- 
ment unless evidence be given to show satisfactorily and clearly that 
it was not. If it was a full settlement then there is nothing of this 
claim. 

It is not for the United States to prove its invalidity—it is not for it 
to take the affirmative of this issue—the aflirmative is charged to the 
other side by the settlement and receipt. 

Now, sir, I wish to make one remark here about the report of the 
Court of Claims. Theargument has frequently been made on this floor 
that the finding of the Court of Claims is conclusive in such cases. 
statute does not say so and should not say so, 

There is nothing more misleading. Thereis nothing more calculated 
to do injustice. Look at this case. 
making a claim like this had slept on his rights for all these years we 
would say at once that was the end of it. Why? Because he had 
waited until the knowledge of the facts had disappeared, until the wit- 
nesses had died, and there was no longer any certainty in the proof 
offered. 

In this case, as far as any statement has been made, the party who 


gave the receipt in full sits by for nearly twenty years before he says | 


one word about any additional claim. When it is to be presumed that 
the witnesses have gone, when all the evidence has disappeared or be- 


come obscure, he comes in and asks the Government, perhaps on his | 
own ipse dixit or his own oath, to set aside his receipt in full and pay | 
He is a competent witness in the | 


him this immense sum of money. 
case and in the absence of any other evidence his oath would be ple- 
nary proof. 


Mr. Chairman, the Court of Claims could only decide on the evi- | 


dence before it. 

A man, stimulated by greed, may make a claim of any such charac- 
ter against the Treasury, and who is tooppose him? If areceiptin full 
is not conclusive evidence after the lapse of so long time, what opposi- 
tion can be set up? Who is the adversary party? And then as faras 


the United States attorneys are concerned, we are told that they appear | 


in all such cases and represent the interests of the Government. Why, 
sir, every man who knows anything about the facts, who has ever had oc- 
casion to look into such questions at all, knows that there is no possi- 
bility even of the United States attorneys investigating all these cases as 
fully as they ought to be investigated, even if they could face the wit- 
and when gentlemen talk of the attorneys acting with vigilance 
in these cases, they are simply saying that which every man knows 
must be impossible. Of course they do the best they can, but in the 
great mass of matter that is submitted to them such a thing as extreme 
vigilance in such cases is not to be expected. And if a fraudulent 
claim is made after such a lapse of time, how are they to find evidence 
to disprove it? 

In my opinion it is almost conclusive evidence against the validity 
of any such claim thata man sits quietly by for nearly twenty years 
and makes no effort to establish it, and especially after having given a 
receipt in full for it. And I am very sure that public policy requires 
that we should so hold. 

Mr. COMPTON. I am sure the gentleman does not want to mis- 
state the facts. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Permit me toconclude what I am just 
now saying and I will yield for a question. 

Mr. COMPTON. I only wanted to correct a statement of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well. 

Mr. COMPTON. Because I know the gentleman does not want to 
do any one an injustice. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly not. 

Mr. COMPTON. The gentleman makes a mistake when he asserts 
this party simply laid upon his oars for twenty-five years. He has 
been fighting to secure a hearing since before the first payment was 
made and from that hour down to the present time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Well, I spoke from the record, and 
also from the information I derived from my friend himself. I could 
not find the facts embodied in the report, and I asked my friend the 
question, when this was first inaugurated? He stated that the first 
he knew of it was in the Forty-eighth Congress. That is the best 
information I have been able to get either from the report or from any- 
body who knows anything of the case, and that is about twenty years 
after the inception of the claim. 

Mr. COMPTON. When the gentleman made inquiry of me, as he 
states, I replied with reference to my own knowledge as to the date of 
the reference to the Court of Claims. Beyond that I did not under- 
take to answer. I have personal knowledge, however, of the fact from 
the lips of a Representative from my own district that previous to the 


nesses >; 


The | 


Between private parties, if a man | 
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Forty-eighth Congress he had introduced a bill himself; and how far 
beyond that it has gone I do not know. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well. We shall take that state- 
ment as showing the date of the making of this claim; for, as I have 
above said, the burden is on the claimant to show that he has not been 
| guilty of laches and why he has so long, under such circumstances, re- 
mained silent; and since the use of the land for which this claim is 
made until the Forty-eighth Congress was at least eighteen to twenty 
years. 

There is no lawyer here who does not know that claims under such 
circumstances come with a degree of suspicion cast on them, and that 
we would not allow them if it were a question as between two indi- 
viduals. If it were not for the fact that these claims are against the 
public Treasury of the United States they would not receive a mo- 
ment’s consideration. 

But the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. TuoMAs] speaks of the ex- 
| istence of some conclusive testimony to the fact that this claim is valid, 
to wit, the testimony of a board appointed to investigate the claim, 
and that they investigated and allowed it. Now, I have tried to find 
out who constituted that board and what their findings were, but I 
have been entirely unsuccessiul, although I have repeatedly asked the 
| question. Whom did the Quartermaster appoint, and to whom did they 

report? What was the substance of their report and findings? It ap- 
| pears from all the information I have been able to gather that the Quar- 
termaster-General appointed two persons, and they made a report and 
he set the report aside; but, notwithstanding that fact, we are to un- 
| derstand from the statement of my friend from Wisconsin that the tes- 
| timony or report of this ‘* board,’’ so called, although set aside by the 
Quartermaster-General himself, is to have more credit given to it than 
| 
' 


the decision of the officer who appointed them and set aside their find- 
ing. 

Let me suggest this illustration to the gentleman: Suppose a court 
appointed a referee to investigate a question, and the court saw fit to 
set aside the report of the referee; then in after time, and after the evi- 
| denve in the case had been lost or obscured, would the report of the 
referee be taken in preference to the determination of the court? Is 
that the position? That is just the position of this question as it seems 
to me. 7 

This claim is to be established by such evidence as that; and I sub- 
mit to my friend from Wisconsin that instead of making for the con- 
| clusiveness of the claim it works positively against it. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Suppose a claim had been presented against you the validity of 
which you questioned, and you appointed two of your friends to in- 
vestigate it, and they found against you; but you, still doubting the 
| claim, proposed to pay so much, with the understanding that if it 
turned out afterward that more was due you would pay it. Suppose 
the party claiming accepted your offer, does the gentleman claim that 
he would be thereby estopped from presenting his demand, although 
you held his receipt for the sum paid ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, I ask the attention of members 
and especially lawyers to this suggestion. Is that the fact? The 
first question is, what wasdone? And my contention is that after the 
lapse of so long time under the circumstances the claimant should not 
be permitted to open this case by the allegation of facts inconsistent 
with his written receipt. After such a lapse of time disproof is almost 
impossible ordinarily. If that Quartermaster had been going to advise 
| such a course as that and if this party reserved any such right, they 
| would have written it in some form. It would not have been left an 
| open, doubtful question, to be established by parol. 

It is to prevent just such a state of things as this that civilized na- 
tions have adopted statutes of limitations, and say that if not prosecuted 
within a given time no action shall be allowed for the enforcement of 
such a claim; that it is to be presumed after so long a time that evi- 
dence would be lost or obscured and that injustice rather than justice 
would be the result of the enforcement of such claims. The wisdom 
of ages has said and rightly said that such stale claims shall not be 
tolerated. I am not only in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, but I am in favor, on the evidence before us, of not pay- 
ing one dollar more in this case. 

If, after such a time, receipts are to be set aside and claims paid on 
| such evidence, good-by to all surplus in the Treasury; for the more 
| dishonest a man is the more certain would be his success. The worse 
| men arethe more certain they would be to make a case when their claims 
| depended on mere swearing; and I am opposed to accepting evidence 








countervailing that which was written so long ago. There is no reason 
why the rules in favor of individuals should not apply when the Gov- 
ernment is a party. Especially in case of demands against the Gov- 
ernment should the rule against stale claims be invoked and applied. 
The power of this proof is much more likely to be lost by the Govern- 
ment than by a private individual. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not propose to discuss the merits of this 





claim, for I have not had opportunity to examine into it; but I was 
somewhat amazed by the position taken by my acute and very able legal 
friend from Minnesota [Mr.WILson]. He says that the Court of Claims 
found in favor of this bill,and states that the Court of Claims has to de- 











upon 
































ot Claims. I t h I lt ‘ 

Mr. BREWER. Ido not rise so much for the purp f 
this claim as to make some suggestions following in t e of the gen I I l { tt ; that t ‘ ( 
tleman from Maine, the gentleman from Wisconsin, and the 1 l ive 
from Minnesota. I desire to state here that in my judgm the m i 
jority of the members of this House are lacking in confidence in tli ted by laimant o t t little 1 t 
decisions or the conclusions arrived at in these cases by the Court pposed to remo 
Claims, and I say this with all due respect to the members of that cause | t t ( t ( 
court. It is perfectly evident, if we will take and examine the reports | the Government to pro ( ( to est ts 0 
mace by that « irt and the findings which they send here to the H co tel evidel ed | 
and then compare them with the official records of the Government we | of this claimant having 
will often find that they are direc Oo » in the statement of s 1 to lie dormant so lon ) 
Now, we had a case here the other r consideration in w h | the merits of the case than the report of ( tof ¢ 
that very condition of affairs existed. ui a claim here from the Mr. BUCKALEW I can very eas believe that t 
district of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BOWDEN] in which this 1 property as this fora: ble period of time ed > 
very condition ock irred The Court of ¢ laims reported to this Ho t ps v ild result in a good deal of damage to the pre 3; a 
a certain state of facts, and of course the Committee on War Claims this case it appears thata | rd Government « 3 was appoint 
very naturally following that, madea report of these facts to the House y t rtermaster-Gel ») reported t Of al 
and they were considered here by this committee They went not nee }a month rent é t nd mi i 
back of that report for the purpose of finding what 1 t be the offic 3 y totl t 
records of the Government. but fe ute é id he bce r inifest tha 
record of the Government which showed an entirely different state of | t er-General, and he deter that in 
facts from those which were sent here bv the Co ‘ di ct 

Mr. BOWDEN, The case to wi h the gent + t ¢ } nd 
refers will probably be the next matter for considerat i What he « ¢ 
wish to have that prejudiced by a misstatement an V t 

making, not intentionally. lhe facts are that W ) ( 
presented and read was all the testimony cons t ( I t ( 
Claims when they ascertained the state of facts, { l 
will take the trouble to read carefully that testi 5 “ t t ) t 
see that it rather goes to uphold the case than to damage it. ( | d report which was 1 le to t ( ter-Ceé 

Mr. BREWER. Then, if the members of the Court of Claims had | t epted that l report and up 
that evidence before them when they rendered their finding of t Q Ce ‘ 
this House, they did a very unjust thing, because they found a state | rent damages a ported by that « 
of facts existing, basing their finding upon a petition and oral evid , | cers, vi eno guaranty that they have not 1 le too tana 
when there were official records of the Government which showed I h a state of the « I 
contrary state of facts. t which the Quartermaster-Genera 

Mr. BOWDEN. Why, sir, that testimony covered only ashort per ) le ) I ( 





less than a year of the time for which this compensation is asked Gi is to the rent, 1 ilu ike to é ‘ 
Mr. BREWER. Then I do not read it correctly; but the record is « ' es unless new ¢ ence wel res¢ t Court of ¢ 





before the House and gentlemen can refer to it for themselves. o Cong I « ess thi tion of ! Lis t lieve 
Again, Mr. Chairman, there are cases that have been reported tot of | i | } ! t | 0 

House by the Court of Claims where the qi loyalty has arisen, th cumstan vhich we know ge! ttended 

and, strange as it may seem, that court h: iversally found n | cupati entailed d upon the p erty; and i 1 ready to 

favor of the loyalty of every claimant. I do not know how it come an allowance for such damages if I « he tistied that the 

but that seems to be the fact. There is one case, and I presume there | 1 case did not rest entire upon an old report { L< ers 1} 

are more, in which the court has found the claimant loyal, and yet tl f did not approve the report In this stat ne rinty I 


testimony before the Southern Claims Commission shows as an aflirma vn W ! vote an iment to} rt 

tive fact by proof that can not, in my judgment, be controverted or | I ¢o not feel prepared to vote : nst it altoget [ will vote 

doubted, that the party was disloyal. Now, how does this arise? | part t not the 

apprehend that it arises in the manner stated by the gentleman from ir. STON] K ‘ 1a \ 

Minnesota [ Mr. WILSON]. merits of this parti ‘ ta | t to call the atte 
Mr. COMPTON. I dislike to interrupt my friend, but he is de- | 1 of this Committe: the W e to t t t I 

bating another case instead of this one. ted here to-da [tis ry { te n the first } 
Mr. BREWER. I shall close in amoment. Iam referring tothese | how the Court of ‘ ms « e to have any risd n in 

other cases for the purpose of showing that we ought not to } 





ace very h 3 18 < ( a i e « ol Case to Wi l Tt L1cT 





much reliance upon the Court of Claims. It is said that the Depart- | ferred by a f Congress ] 188 vas found that 
ment of Justice is represented in these cases. I donot know by whom | was difficulty on the part of co1 ttees of the House of Represe 
it is represented, but if I am correctly informed, it is not by any one | tives in ascertaining the facts in these case Congress passed 


who holds a very responsible position in the Department, or by any | providing that cla of tl rt sho d to the C 





one in whom this House should put great confidence. 1 must say, | Cla ct pa | ( 

from a comparison of the records of the Government with the findings | tl ndir ( I i 

of the Court of Claims, that I have but little faith in findings of ‘‘facts’’ | gentlemen vy é é 1 
te 


as they are sent here by that court. continue this act upon t 

Mr. COMPTON. I wish to say one word more, for the information If the legal fraternity in th yuntry dese y low tl em- 
of the House, to correct the impression which I fear has been made by of the profession lu f t 
the statement of the gentleman from Kansas and by that which has | large that no confidence is to be placed in mer rs of that prot 
just fallen from the gentleman from Michigan. I find in the report of | who are chosen as th t 
the court the following, which ought to be conclusive upon this point: | ings of such tribunals are entitled to no credit or respect—and 








e judges of high judicial tribunals, 





The court upon the proofand evidence, after hearing Gilbert Moyers, of coun- | Men in the very same breath charge claimants with belonging t 
se! for the claimant, and the Assistant Attorney-General, of counsel for the de- | of men who would swear falsely in order to obtain their claims f the 
fendant, find as follows legal profession has descended to so low a grade, it is time we i 


So that the court heard the Assistant Attorney-General in this case. | repeal the laws providing courts for the adjudication of questions axis- 
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a he - wash 
ing between tl itizen and the Gov iment. Sir, I do not entertain 
60 low an opinion of the judges of our courts. I have a higher appre- 


ciation of the legal profession in this country than to believe any such 
gh it may come from a member of the profession. 

The Committee on War Claims, of wiich I have the honor to bea 
s regard for the opinion of the Court of Claims. It has been 
argued here that because the court is not vested with power to render 
judgment its Gindings ought not to be respected. 
dowed with power to find the facts, and when it does so I am not one 
t 





tand here and question that finding. I donot understand that the 
Committee on War Claims is here as a court of appeals to review the 
findings of the court which has been prov ided specially to protect the 
int ts of the Government in these cases. 
Gentlemen talk about claimants waiting for twenty years and resting 
mie hile upon theirclaims. Sir, these people have in many cases | 


y years or more knocking at the doors of Congress for r« 
f, and when they go to the Court of Claims net over 2 per cent. « 


' 

] 

the cases referred to that court ever come back here with favorable 
i ‘ 


profess to be lawyers and talk about their legal 
knowledge say that the Court of Claims and the claimants may get up 

. showing of facts as will defraud the Government. If this be 
tru why does not that court send back here the ninety -eight cass 
which they now reject out of every one hundred referred to them for 
consideration ? 

as this individual case is concerned I do not know anything 

than what the Court of Claims has sent here as its find- 
ing The case was referred by the Forty-eighth Congress to the Court 
of Claims and was reported by that court te the Forty-ninth Congress. 
The Committee on War Claims in this Congress took the finding of the 
Court of Claims and the report of the committee in the Forty-ninth 
Congress and said: 


more about 


We find this state of the case existing: We believe that when you have en- 
ithese people to go before the court to test the legality and justice of 
t rclaims you are in duty bound, after the facts have been found by the court, 
to pay the amount which the court has found to be due. 








The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosrpH D. TAYLOR] offers to divide 
this claim and pay half the amount. He says it is all wrong; but he 
is willing to pay one-half of the sum claimed. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] proposes an amend- 
ment by which he acknowledges the justice of this claim, just as does 
the gentleman from Ohio. Sir, if this claim is just to the extent ofa 
dollar, the whole claim is just; and if you are not going to pass the 
bill and pay the amount found due by the Court of Claims, vote down 
the whole bill and say you have no confidence in the Court of Claims 
that the whole proceeding is wrong, and that the opinions of the court 
are valueless. 

If you will mark out a positive law in one direction or the other yo 
will save the Court of Claims and the Committee on War Claims o! 
this House a vast amount of unnecessary work. 

JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is there a solitary iota of evidence be- 
fore the Court of Claims as to the occupation and use of this property ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr, Josepn D. TAyLor] I wish to say that the Committee on War 
Claims has never considered itself created as a court to review the de- 
cisions of the Court of Claims. We believed that court had sufficient 
legal talent to make its own decisions; that the law and the facts were 
before them; that they acted under their oath, wherein they had 
staked th eir honor they would decide in accordance with the law and 
the facts, and we have taken their findings in this case and acted upon 
them. We have never pretended to review their decisions. 

Chere is no question but they had ample evidence for every finding 
they have made, 
| should think, Mr. Chairman, the members of that court had bet 

1d their summer vacation praying to be delivered from the de- 
itions of the members of their profession who are members ot 


~ 


the CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the amendment as 
modified, which will be read by the Clerk. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
e out ‘ $12,442.98" and insert “ $3,715.55.’ 
» committee divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 33. 
HIOLMA> No quorum has voted. 
Mr. LANHAM. It is evident there is no quorum in the House, and 
I ask that the bill be laid aside for the present and that we proceed 
with the other bills upon the Calendar. 
Mr. COMPTON. No, sir; I can not agree to that. 
LANHAM. As there is no quorum present and the point of 
order is made, because we can not proceed to do any other business, I 
all move that the committee rise. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as there will be a vote taken on the bil! 
in the House, I do not insist upon the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order having been withdrawn, the 
amendment is disagreed to. 
The question next recurred on reporting the bill to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


Sir, that court is en- | 
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| considered last I'riday, and was passed over wit 


f 
| month ending December 31, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be reported the House with 


the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
Mr. COMPTON. I hope that will not be done, and isk for li- 
ision. 


The committee divided; and ther 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The question ag uin recurred on the motion that the bill be laid; 
to be re merted to the House with the recommendation that it do 

The committee di d; and there were—ayes 

So the motion was agreed to. 


> were—ayes 20, noes 33. 


noes <7 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
enadar., 

Mr. BOWDEN. I wish to direct the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the case first called up this morning by my colleague [Mr. 
WISE] should be now considered, in view of the decision made by the 
Chair on the case just disposed of. This is the case which was partially 


: 
10ut losing its place 





th a view of printing 7 s report and bill in the Recorp. I helieve 
it is the first case on the Calendar reported from the Court of Claim 

The CHAIRMAN. WI! oo use does the gentl man refer to? 

Mr. BOWDEN It is the bill (H. R. 5517) for the relief of the Nor- 
folk County me rry Committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. he { bili on the ¢ ar? 





The CH AIR M AN. No, it is not 
Mr. BOWDEN. It is the first bill on the Calendar fro: 


ol Sot, 
The CHAIRMAN. Was that reported from the Forty-ninth Con- 
gres van placed on the Calendar at the beginning of the session ? 
BOWDEN. No. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then it does not come up, and the Clerk will 


read the next bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 26) for the relief of William J, Poi 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucl lask, Mr. Chairman, that the same r 
be followed to-day that was followed on the preceding Friday, that the 
Clerk shall call the Calendar, and after the reading of the title of the 
bill, if no one asks for its consideration, it shall be passed over, and 
the Clerk shall call the next bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. This bill may as well be dispesed of to- 
day as at any other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the consideration of 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Carolina that this plan will facilitate matters in connection with tl 
onsideration of these bills on the Calendar, and I hope there will be 
no objection, He will find that gentlemen, if they are present, will 
call up these bills as they are reached on the Calendar; and of course 
if no oneis present to look after the interests of a bill when it is reached 
it will be passed over informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands objection is made, and 
the Clerk will report the first bill on the Calendar, the title of which 

J 
has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to William J. Poitevent, out of any money in the 
rreasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $46,626.66, for the uso of his 
steam-boat A. G. Br Ay by the United States Army, in the waters of Mississippi 
and Louisiana, from April 20, 1863, to April 7, 1866, said sum being the amou 
reported by the Secretary of War as the lowest paid by the Goveran $1 300 
per month) for (chartered) vessels of similar capacity in the ” ute rs aforesaid; 
ind also the sum $5,873.95, being the net proce ds received by Col. A. M. Hola- 
bird from the sale of 222 barrels of rosin taken from said Poit sal = sol lin 
New York, December 19, 1363, and accounted for by him in his account for th 
nd also the further sur ns, in pay! nent 
perty taken from said Poitevent and reported by Qu ermasters A. shad 
and said Holabird to have > beene - nded or used in the service « »f the { 
3: Seven coils rubber belting, $750; 108 barrels of tar, $6 43: 1 


ne (42 gallons), $525; Leoil hose, $100; 1 meta row-boat, $100; : 
¢ £95: 17 pillows. $50: boat 
»¥ : ié Puloy ~ 3 boa 
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relinquishment and satisfaction of all claim for damages sustained by him as 
aforesaid. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I object 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Lilinois objects. The ques- 


tion is on laying the bill aside. 
Mr. HOP! <INS 3, of Illinois. Iask for the reading of the report in 
this case. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


| chair, Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on EnrolledBills, reported 


that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the tollow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jackson, 
Mich. 
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The CHAIRMAN i r the report is demanded 
Mr. HOLMAN t Ga 
[he report ir N . cy) was vd, as f ws 
‘ t var ¢ > vas ré r i the i.R 
the ' I ' 5 ) ving re} 
facts irises Ww ind ate ri 
rept rt ( \ Cla s (Xd Sé i ses rorty A 
Lor T 3 < is et | 
¥ ! ! ‘ he said re; ‘ v? irep wk th 
Sf r ida i tha 
1 : 2 No. 35 ( gres i sess 
I ( Wa a t vas the IR 
the f of V J. Poiteve ’ t nsidered the ‘ id a 
sti t the »w x I 
< be a by « ence chiefly of a 
‘ i ere I f it < i it Was f s 
Anco Cour $#155 engag iu er 
ft » Saw ‘ aw t ats an 
i ge at ‘ 3 y 3 < a i i 
val i r i i Hi vas tl 
Or th « fA , l 1 States Ar ,on a 
ped 1 from t p ans posse town of Ga 
y esaid 1 e € , lant cé 4 
ert 1 € ' € vor ind es, to wit 
I< tia t t i Apr at G es\ e. Miss.. I seize 1 
took fi Vi event “5 1ce, t llowiwg-des 
pro 2 t yi rity of the Unite 
Crove t t ) 4 : » S a - aArreis 
i s tur 1e I gx I ~ ru er 
l il metallic row tand 30a . ttresse i} ; 
th amer A. G, Brown 
cowl 
C 21el, Commean twent t 
GAINESVILI Miss., A 20 
Sa i pro} er y 41s k 1 { , N ‘ . i ec] rt . » ; 
bird, chief quartermaster of t 1 receipted r Lieut. S, I 
Colonel Cowles’s re nental g . y Caj \. M.S , th - 
ant quartermastel Ce I i \ DY of ‘ r to > ret 
Captain Ship r April, 1 ule of 1 sof tton rece 
from Lieut. 3. H se, Co el ¢ artermaster. Appe 
to this voucher e cert { y es { < 
pounds) by order of Holabir eds lich re $ 27 
count of Colonel abird relat is receive } for Dece er 
with supporting er 1iOWS Lhe le OF A espo! ng quantity ot ! 
to that delivered to him by Colonel vile regimental quartermaster. 
official record shows sales in Ne \ Db er | of 272 bar 3 
rosin, received per ship R. C. Winthrop f: New Orleans, the net proces 
which are $7,196.92; and Holabird’sa int for the month ending Decem|l A 
1863, credits the United States, ‘* by sof 1 1, 37,4 2 ie other ar ‘ 
taken from the claimant by Colon 4 appea the detailed report « 
Quartermasters Shipley and Holabird as having | n exp d or used 
service, The amounts allowed by the imittee in pa j for the ar ‘ 
expended or used in the service are much below what s prope 
proven to be wort! 4 
In the December t of t T i States Court of ¢ 'd 
cia bre tsu a < ved \ for t t ‘ 
. taf 4 
‘ ) t ‘ » ving gre ( 
In e Cot sims. W bee] é 5. T i States. N 
At a Court of Claims held in the city g ie 2 la a 
4.1 1873, in the eause aforesa rm + ) I A 
at ,s 
Phe court, on due consid f the pre ses 1 simar 
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< of and from the t Sta € 4 
‘to $1,631.27 
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Cowle 8 esaid 
On the 25th of May, 1886, the } 2 on] { ; retary of the T 
for a copy ofthe register or enrolime f i ste rA.G. yw 
urnished three days later. The same day ; icia vy of enr 
was received the mmittee i l ith ame t rw i the billf 
vent’s relief, to the Secretary of War,and asked fori rmation as to w 
Government paid for chartered vessels of milar capacity to the steamer A 
Brown during the war of 1861, in the waters of Missis pi, Lou 
‘ s; to which the Secretary replied on the 10th of J a, 1 is fo 
rhe Quartermaster-General reports June 5, 1866, that the rate paid 
Government for (chartered) vessels of ilar capacity, in the locality 
is from $1,300 to $1,500 per month, the Government paying all expens 
‘ ring, manning, victualing, et It is presumed that during t 
4 ), 1863, t Apri that this ves was in possession of the Go 
ment € nsive repa uve i por r by the Gover ‘ 
was usually the e ex ive t pairs were this office $1 
been able to ascertain.”’ 
At the time Poitevent received said steamer back she was so comple 
mantled machinery damaged I old her to the city of New ¢ : 
for the nominal sum of 00, wh is ¢ ce that no extensive repail ’ 
been placed upon her by the vernment She was comparatively a new T 
sel when put into the r the ted States. Her registered tonna ; 
t id enrolled J 


officially reported at 22% ; : tat Pittsbu 
uary 9, 1860, at the port of Sh : f Mis i 
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An act (H. R. 3361) to provide for holding terms of the circuit and 
district courts « United States for the district of Kentucky at 
Owe gh, it 1 district, and for other purposes; 

A I]. kt. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; 

An act (H,. R. 7232) for the relief of C. L. Wilson: 

An act (H. RK. 6602) for the relief of James O’ Brien; and 


An act (H. R. 
University. 
The message announced that the President had on August 9, 
%, approved bills of the following titles: 
An act (IT. R. 4785) granting a pension Rosanna K. Griffin; 
An act (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig; 
An act (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to William M. Dicken; 
An act (H. R. 9540) granting a pension to Martha J. Rushford, 
widow of John Rushford; 
An act (H. R. 9595) granting 
An act (H. R. 9729) granting 


7452) for the relief of the Southern Illinois Normal 


] 


a pension to David A. Yeaw; 
a pension to Malinda Hardin; 


ONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





Avaust 10, 


| ties between the Confederate States and the Union was a resident of 
| Gainesville, Miss., and owned a large lumber-yard there, two saw- mills, 


a store, fifty negroes, and two steam-boats plying between New Orleans 


| Covington, Ky. In 1874 (I think it was under the act of March 3, 


| 1871) he filed his claim before the Southern Claims Commission, de- 


| manding the sum of $135,133 for property destroyed during the war. 


| 





| federate fort. 


| of loyalty to the Government during the war. 


The proof that he offered before that commission as to his loyalty was 
of such a suspicious character that a special agent was sent down to his 
home to inquire into that subject. He was also notified of what was 
proposed to be done in this regard, and informed of his right to be pres- 
ent at the time of the taking of any evidence touching this matter by 
the agent. 7 

He went down there and had the privilege of cross-examining the 
witnesses whose testimony was taken by this agent upon his claim 
After taking full evi- 
dence the agent reported to the commission in this language: ‘‘ You 
may rest assured that no one here has any faith in the claimant’s loy- 
alty.’’ After that, upon application of the claimant, an opportunity 
was given for him to take proof to refute this charge. It was shown 
in this evidence that this man had four sons, three of whom served in 
the Confederate army and navy. It was also shown in the proof that 
he made a contract with the.Confederate government by which he fur- 
nished the material and superintended the job of putting material in 
Pearl River, so as to obstruct the passage of the Federal gunboats up 
and dow:r#that river. 

It was also shown that on the Ist day of July, 1861, he furnished 
21,000 feet of cypress, 10 by 12, for repairing the palisades of a Con- 
When this matter was under hearing before this agent 


| he denied such charge until the parties who were investigating the mat- 


An act (H. R. 9731) granting a pension to William A. Humes; 

An act (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Sarah Riddle; 

An act (H. R. 9733) granting a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; 

An act (H. Rh. 9878) granting a pension to Moses T. Coffey; 

An act (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron Teachout; 

An act (H. R. 9911) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Hulse; 

An act (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. Harris; 

An act (H. R. 10244) granting a pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood; 

An act (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to Mary C. Davis; 

An act (H. R. 24) for the relief of Eliza Russell, widow of Eldredge | 
Russell; 

An act (H. R. 3764) for the relief of Mrs. Delilah Whipps; 

An act (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Mary Nevels; 

An act (H. R. 7624) for the relief of Coburn D. Outten; 


An act (H. 
An act (H. 
An act (H. 


R. 8150) for the relief of John H. Claus; 
It, 8423) for the relief of William H. Porter; 
R. 9029) for the relief Marshall Burtrum; 


An act (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Rose; | Commission say ‘‘ the claim is rejected for disloyalty.”’ 


An act (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan 
Meade; 

An act (H. R. 7093) granting an increase of pension to John A. Rolf; 

Anact (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pension to Charles Jewett; 

An act (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca Man- 
love; 

An act (H. R 
pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 8460) to place the name of John J. Mitchell on the 
pension: roll; 

An act (H. R. 10579) to place the name of Samuel Massey on the pen- 
sion-roll; 


. 3923) to place the name of Frederick Ronicke on the 


| 


| 


ter presented a receipt or account made out by him against the Con- 
federate government for $375, in which he acknowledged payment of 
that amount from the Confederate government, and signed the receipt 
in his own handwriting. These are briefly the facts presented before 
the Southern Claims Commission; and after a full investigation the 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one reason I had in asking for the reading of 
this report was to show to the members of this House the danger of re- 
lying on reports coming from the Court of Claims, without making any 


| further investigation as to the character of the items charged or the 


loyalty of the claimant. It appears from the report I have referred to 
that this man was as disloyal as any man who served in the Confed- 
erate army during the war of the rebellion; yet he made a claim for 
payment of a number of bales of cotton destroyed during the war, and 
| the Court of Claims found in his favor and certified to his loyalty. One 
| gentleman here to-day, discussing the claim which has just been dis- 
| posed of, referred to this and Ceprecated the idea of acting upon proof 
| taken by the Court of Claims in a matter of this kind. Hereisawealth 


An act (H. R. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Cynthia | of proof establishing the disloyalty of this man during tke war, and 


J. Carlton; 

An act (H. R. 8988) to increase the pension of Mrs. Minerva Eagle; 

An act (H. R. 6764) to grant a pension to ‘‘ Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah’’ 
or ‘‘John,’’? an Indian who aided in saving the lives of many white 
people in the Indian outbreak in Minnesota in the year 1862; 

An act (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to Elizabeth O’ Laughlin, the 


helpless afid invalid daughter of Dennis O’ Laughlin, late a member of 


Company I, Ninth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry; 
An act (H. R. 9010) increasing the pension of William J. Heady; 
An act (H. R. 9079) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 


An act (H. R. 10128) toauthorize the construction and maintenance | 


of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air Line Rail- 
road and Banking and Navigation Company across the Oconee River, in 
Laurens County, State of Georgia; 

An act(H. R. 10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 10758) te amend the charter of the Capitol, North O 
Street and South Washington Railway Company; and 

An act (H. R. 10573) to provide for two additional associate justices 
of the supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes. 


WILLIAM J. POITEVENT. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Imove that this bill be passed over informally, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN, It can only be done by unanimous consent, and 
the request has been once submitted and declined. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to renew the request, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man to the committee. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside to be 


reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
on this question. 


I desire to be heard for a few moments 
The claimant in this case on the opening of hostili- 


are we to be bound by the ex parte evidence on which he made his claim 
before the Court of Claims? ‘There is not a single element in the case 
which can be urged in favor of this claimant. The gentleman who 
presented the claim in the form of a bill to the War Claims Committee 
is so thoroughly convinced of it that he does not ask that this bill be 
favorably reported. I say this because he was in his seat when the 
matter was called up in the House, and when I rose to oppose the bill 
he had nothing to say in its favor. 

Now, sir, without taking further time, I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported adversely to the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I must say, Mr. Chairman, that I very 





much hope that that sort of action will not be taken by the House. I 
have twice to-day insisted that this bill or this claim be passed over 
without losing its place on the Calendar. I know, sir, that the evi- 
dence before the Committee on War Claims was as clear and conclusive 
of the loyalty of this claimant as it could be of the loyalty of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] himself. I knew that this evidence 
filed before the Southern Claims Commission existed, and I know that 
evidence exists to refute every single, solitary particle of it; and it was 
on that account and on that kind of evidence that the committee report. 
But on sending to the file room for the papers in this case I found that 
this evidence does not appear inthe papers. In the interest of fairness, 
fair dealing, and justice I hope that the House will not agree to any 
such action as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], 
but that the bill may be passed over, and if those interested in this bill 
do not by the time it is again reached for consideration refute the charges 
made by the gentleman, then I have nothing further tosay. Iam not 
an advocate of this claim and do not care anything about it, but I be- 
lieve it will be eminently unjust and improper to treat it in this man- 
ner at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
Kentucky a question. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
swering it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
were lost from the files. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I do not know what papers were miss- 
ing, but when they were sent for they could not be obtained. 


I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Certainly. I will take pleasure in an- 


Will the gentleman state what paper 
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Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Were the pape which 











which tended to show the disloyalty of the claimant? 
Ir. STONE, of Kentuck They do 1 to 
geem to be in the paper 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Where they b y 
Mr. STONE, of Kentu papers naing to 
ki uty we it f ] mid nothing about t 
the House t t i p ed ove ist 
man who presented tl ] l here 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois I have t cts her 
fore ind I sha oppose the s estion y 
f ‘ The « idence } re the (¢ ritte 
na peen ¢ a eof an t nature and 
na padi l proceediz yr 16 18S the cross-¢ im it 
out the truth No man can rely upon eviden 
this kind 
N , this record from wl iI} rleaned t 
en to the committe de up of dey ons t 
t sa nt, woo was sent out ! t Sout] n Cla 3 
very place where this claimant lived, and 
formed of what the commission to do 
portunity to go down there and face the witnes 
them if he saw fit. Not only that, but he was 
the Southern Claims Commission of introducing 
commission to est 3 loyalty l af 


dence it was conc] r shown, as I have 


was as dis oyal as any ol his sons who served 





It was shown that these two steam-boats whi 
plyin x between Covington and New Orleans kept up t 
New Orleans was taken by the Federal forces, and 
the General Government obtained control of that city 
do business there. 

Not only that, but during all the time New Orleans 


control of the Confederates this man owned a lumber 


carried on his business; but the moment the city surt 
Federal forces he ceased to do business. If he was a 
was the time to have shown it. It wae after that, if | 


record, that he made a contract by which he s to fi 
to obstruct Pearl River for the purpose of hindering a1 
damaging the General Government. As the commissi 
record, the evidence that he introduced to show that 
man is utterly unreliable. It is the testimony of me 
acter. The evidence that was given for that purpose 
serpentine character that no man could rely upon it 
jected in foto. The agent who was sent down there ha 
of talking with the neighbors of the claimant, and witl 
done business with him during the war, and he says, 
tofure stated, *‘ You may rest assu 
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1 that no one here has any 


dence in the claimant’s loyalty.’’ Now, sir, with such a claim as tl 


presented here for our consideration I must insist upot 


motion. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, is it proper to 
word upon the subject-matter of this bill 

The CHAIRMAN It is. The question before the committes 
Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House wit e r¢ 


mendation that it lie on the table? 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iam in favor of that, 
1 


give my reasons. The other day the House voted to p 


trees that were shot down by artillery at the battle of Mu 


+} 


It was not even shown whether it was the Union or 
artillery that did the damage, but, all the same, the 
for on the ground of the loyalty of the claimant. We 


where it is undisputed that the party received money from the Co 
erate Government for services rendered for the purpose of damagi1 
and hindering the cause of the Union. 

We have here on record from the accredited agency of the Gover 
ment, to wit, the Southern Claims Commission, evidence that 
was disloyal. Years afterwards the Court of Clain ds that he 
loval. Now, which shall we believe, the court which took jurisdicti 

; . 


of the case and passed upon it at an 
upon it ata much later day? It is evident to me 
safe we should follow the finding of the Southern 
I would not insult my friends on the other side by 
lieve that we believe that there were any consider: 
people in the Southern States, and especially in tl 
man lived at the time in question, because the people 
dead earnest and were all united, and no gentleman 





side will dispute the fact that the Union men of the Sou 


if there were any, were colored men and not whites. 
in no disparagement of the people of the South. 
They did what they conceived to be their duty, ar 


wanted to do it or not the situation was such that they 


to be against the Union and in favor of the Confederacy; 





sense at this late day to ask to believe that a man 


in the Confederate army, a man who, for money receiver 
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J i i 3 10 i y liar ca l 
to br t! re led errmin id of the i ( ims 1 iv 
8! ated over the victo i } it 

rf vi befor bring them ¥ men whov down there, and there were 
mi ) ir } dings were more ] \ disp 1 to injureothers but used their 
of we who had een l po lisp 1 toinjure others it was 

easy for them under the imstances to do so, and to charge that a 

I ! I ’} iber, when the great 1 ‘ ( h era rmy ¢ 1 sympathy with it, 
had mie { last n had been fi and the terrible struggk und to repo! } L ¢ eg ind of disloyalty 
Was 0 { ! ' 1 Leeand his army received from Gen pi it merely ex part lence a1 ce it upon us. Human 
Gran Wi iber t were invited back here to put bel nature is unco weak, and how easy it vyhen inclination leads a pliant 
us the ad th hal ted the country, to return to the h const ice, to rive at conclusio adv to the interests of persons 
of Congi temple of « fa when we were invited to leay rainst whom prejudice exists 
behind us t memory of strife and to march in the future as a grand Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. hat is n le evidence, 
united n [ can not but ree too, the recent proceedings at Get- | Mr, STOCKDALI Was he the 
tysburgh, w 1 every true Southern soldier’s heart beat with emotion | Mr. HOPKINS Illinois. No, h not there; but he had the 
in witne ( en who stood there and spoke for the Union, | privilege to be the 
t pros] und futu ry of this country, including the South. | \Ir OCK DALI He had the privileg 
Sir, [ respect a brave Union ic He wants no humiliation of the} Mr. ALLEN, of M ran. He was notified he had the privilege. 

; th or] r so He would rather aid than retard t} Mr. STOCKDALE. It may be, but he had the right to rebut the 
progress i 1 gant truggle to retrieve their ruined fortune evidence, nevertheles it as I have already stated, where the inclina- 
a [ wil ! ions to such as deserve them, but that does not | tior s the slightest evidence is taken as conclusive against a claim- 
re em that W. J. Poitevent was disloyal when he says he j a 

ot. say this, Mr. Chairman, that I can not state on my per- 

{ coneur with the gentleman from Michigan, that the man who was dge, because I did not know this gentleman during the 
disloyal under the law is not entitled to be remunerated for property | wan have known him for many years, and I can say now I do 
of his which the Army used. if I thought that Mr. Poitevent had | 1 ve old man Poitevent would go before a jury or before a court 
been loyal—and I know him and his family well, I know there are | a t falsely for any amount, let alone the amount involved in 
no more honorable people in the world—I would not urge his claim be- | this case. If I were a judge or a juror and he were to come before me 
fore this Hous | upon the bench or upon a jury and swear a certain thing was true I 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. You know he had three sons in the | would rest on his statement. 

} larmy, do you not? | Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. This report ofthe Southern Claims Com- 
I POCKDALE. Ido not know whether they were in the army | mission shows that this claimant did go before that commission, so that 

ry | he did have a hearing and did have his day in court. 
HOPKINS, of Illinois, One of them was in the navy. |} Mr. STOCKDALE. Now you rest on that conclusion? Then we 
TOCK DALI { am willing to take the gentleman’s statement | have it announced in the Congress of the United States by my friend 
‘ t pr nd admit that they were all in the Confederate army, | from Illinois, who I presume is a lawyer, that if an agent is sent out 
for the sake of the argument. | to gather in testimony—say that he is an authorized agent of the South- 
| say fror ie War Department and the Navy Department there is | ern Claims Commission, which can not give him any more standing than 
evidence of this gentleman’s loyalty, and the Navy Department has | a commissioner of a chancery court or a special commission of a circuit 
n iisrep ited the evidence to us. court—he is sent out to take testimony and notifies the opposite party 

\ ALLEN, of Michigan. Willthe gentleman allow me toask him | and he comes there without witnesses and attends, then, according to 
l tion the gentleman from Illinois, he has had ‘‘his day in court.’’ Is that 

Mr. STOCK DALI Yes, sir. the law? Is that the law in Illinois? Is it the law of the United 

Mr. ALI , of Michigan. Did you know this gentleman during | States? Is it the law, I ask my friend, anywhere amongst civilized 

war ? people? Isay no. When he comes into court he has a right to re- 
ir, STOCKDALE, I did not. but that evidence. I say that he bas rebutted it, and I hold in my 
\LLIEN, of Michigan. Give us your best judgment asto whether | hand a bundle of papers which have been just sent to me from the 
loya iot during the war. Senate, which I am satisfied contain evidence in rebuttal of that fact. 
ir. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That is not evidence. It is rebutted already sufficiently to be considered by this House. 

Mr. STOCKDAITI L know it is not evidence, but I am not argu- Here are papers, I have not time now to select from them, but there 
ing this case on the merits now. It has already been decided as to his | is one here I know from the Secretary of the Navy, and no man will 
loyalty by ‘Court of Claims. I have reported against many cases | doubt hisloyalty, favoring the payment ofthe claim; testimony showing 
purely on the question of disloyalty. If I believed this claimant was | that thisman ran his boat away from New Orleans instead of going there 
disloyal 1 would not have concurred in the report, but the papers show | and hid her away in the bayou, and that he had nothing whatever to 


he was a loyal man. 

‘Mir. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Did the gentleman consult the report 
Southern Commission as to what was the evidence taken by the 

leman who was sent down there for that purpose ? 

STOCKDALE, My judgment is that the reports of these agents 

ut down there are of the most unreliable character. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The agent not only reported his con- 

, but he also reported the evidence which he had taken, and 
ommissioners report from that evidence he was a disloyal man. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have investigated many of these cases, as I 
have already stated, and found the reports of the Claims Commission 
unreliable. Some time ago there was a case during this session from 
the city of Nashville. The Southern Claims Commission reported, or 
some body of that sort reported, the man wasa rebel, a rebel recruiting 
it appeared to me that it was a singular proposition to come 
here under such circumstances asking relief. I found on examination 
that very shortly after the property was taken a board of army officers 
was appointed to examine and report on the case. That commission 
looked into the matter and that commission pronounced him to be loyal, 
and his property ought to be paid for. 

General Thomas examined into the report of the commission and 
approved it. The man had an order to protect him in the possession 
of his property that had not been taken because he was loyal. 

The fact that General Thomas was satistied of the loyalty of this 


ocer, 


do with the Confederate war, although his sons may have had. Does 
that make him disloyal? I have heard it said that the ancestry may 
taint the blood of the children, but never, Mr. Chairman, in the course 
of my experience before have I heard it alleged that the children’s act 
taint with disloyalty their forefathers. Why, it is worse than the old 
fable of the wolf pouncing upon the lamb because he was muddying 
the water, drinking in the stream below him. 

Suppose his sons were in the Confederate army. What then? I 
was in the Confederate army from beginning to end, and therefore my 
father was disloyal who lived in Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] Is that 
the logic? That is the argument that the gentleman would have you 
adopt to defeat an honest claim. I would ask my friend what he 
would do with a case of this sort occurring in Tennessee: A Confed- 
erate boy captured his brother fighting down there upon the other side 
and kept shooting away in the direction of the enemy, when his brother 
cried out tohim, ‘‘Hold on, Jim; hold on, you will shoot the old man. 
He is right over there.’’? [Laughter.] What would be the condition 
of these men? Both the Union soldiers were disloyal because one was 
arebel, presume. [Laughter. ] 


Now, I say this on my own personal knowledge, that although his 
sons may have been in the Confederate army, there is not one of them, 
either the father or the sons, that will go before any court or swear 
falsely and deliberately for four times the amount of money involved 
Better, truer, or more upright men do not live in the 


in this claim. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 34. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

rhe committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole, hav- 
ing had the Private Calendar under consideration, had directed him to 
report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


CATHOLIC CHURCH, MACON CITY, MO. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask by unanimous consent of the House, as I have 
1 the chair for several Fridays, and not having had an opportu- 
nity to call up any bill, to be allowed to move that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 11007) for the relief of the Catholic 
Church at Macon City, Mo. It merely appropriates $725 to pay for the 
use of that church by Federal soldiers during the war. Nothing is 
charged for damage to the building. It is a unanimous report by the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from its further consideration of the bill, and it was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 


been lI 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


| thorized and directed to pay to the resident minister in charge of the Catholic 


no Southern man h within his breast the slightest feeling of ill will | 
lk ird the colored man 
itever may be the opinion to the contrary, I know it to be true 

that the colored people of the South were loyal to us, and we are now 
loyal to them Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that Mr. Poitevent was 
a loyal man, because he sa ) If the facts turn out to be otherwi 
] will vote against this b but I know that this House does not want 
to act in the dark, and therefore I ask that this bill be postponed untii 
we can have thr papers be ore u 

Mr. CATCHINGS What testimony had the Court of Claims befor 
them? : 

ir. STOCKDALE. Thatisthe trouble aboutthis matter. If I had 
known twenty-four he » that this case would come up, I would 
have had the whole thing in my head. But nobody suspected a thing 
of thi ort to h ippen in the House No one expected that for the 
first time during this long session a war claim would be called up b 
the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Hopkins], who knows nothing about 
it, and cares nothing about it except to defeat it. 

Mr. ALLEN, ef Michigan. Did those ‘‘loyal’’ men you speak of | 
hi receipts from the Confederate government for services rendered ? 

M POCKDALE. I do not know, but they may have done so. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then they were not loyal. 

Mr. STOCKDALI Yes, they may have been loyal in spite of that 
fact 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No, sir. 

Mr. STOCK DALE. Now, I will show the gentleman that the cir- 
cumstance he speaks of may have existed and yet the men may have 


heen loyal, Suppose a man steals a horse from my friend from Michi- 
gan, loses him, and can not return him. Is he entitled to pay for him? 
Would the gentleman refuse to give a receipt for the money? The 
Confederacy had a way of pressing property into the service sometimes 
was just as willing to take in that way the property of a Union 
man as of a Confederate. Should those Contederate officers have failed 
in common honesty to give a receipt for what they took? I can point 
of that sort in Mississippi—plenty of them. 

If you had been in the South, or I had been in the North, and had 
been ordered in front of half a dozen bayonets to do a certain thing, 


and 


out to you Case 


we would have done it if it was not dishonorable. Suppose it had hap- 
pened—lI do not know that it did in this case, but it did in others— 
that the Confederate soldiers along the banks of the Mississippi River 


went upon a United States boat running up from New Orleans; put 
soldiers behind the pilot and engineer and made them run the boat 
ashore and deliver the sugar to the Confederate soldiers: and then 
turned the boat loose and told the men to go and bring up another load 
of sugar. ‘The men in charge of such boats were in the service of the 
Confederates for the time, but they received receipts for the sugar. 
Were they disloyal for that reason? In such a case the parties never 
willingly enlisted in the service of the Confederacy. 

I think it requires the assent of a man to an act before you can con- 
vict him, There is no law, no reason, no justice in standing up here 
and maintaining the position that no man who was in the South dur- 
ing the war can truthfally say he was loyal. What proof of loyalty is 
presented here this Government should recognize it and say to the 
party, ‘‘ You did well,’’ instead of turning away from him and saying, 

Chere were no loyal people there during the war.’’ A1l through the 
war it was claimed by the Government of the United States that there 
were loyal people there; that we were forcing them into our service. 
There were not half so many as was supposed, it is true; and it is 
rather rough on him now for the people to whom he was loyal to turn 
him the back of the hand. I ask that the proposition to report this 
bill with the recommendation that it lie on the table be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair did not understand the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor. 
How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman has been pro- 
ceeding by unanimous consent. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Then Lask that the pending motion be voted 


down, so that the bill may be reported to the House with a favorable | 


recommendation. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will withhold his point until 
I can read a document. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I desire to make a statement in reply 
to what has been said by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
plish anything in the way of legislation on the Private Calendar in the 
order in which we are proceeding. Gentlemen insist on the consider- 
ation of a bill 
order, and it is then laid aside or passed over. Therefore, to reach 
the bills which have been reported to the House, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
heard. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is in order. 
Texas moves that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask for a division, 


I hope that motion will be withheld until I can be 


The gentleman from 


, and when no quorum appears they make the point of 








| them up for consideration. 


It is perfectly evident it is impossible to accom- | this request. 


, 


| Church of Macon City, in the State of Missouri, the sum of $725, for the use and 


occupation of their church building by the Ninth Regiment Missouri State Cay- 
alry for quarters during the late civil war 
The report (by Mr. Stone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of the 
Catholic Church of Macon City, Mo., report as follows: 

The evidence submitted shows that the church building was taken possession 
of, used, and occupied by various commands of United States troops during the 
fall and winter of 1864; that the use of said building was necessary tothe health 
and lives of the troops; and that the rental value for the time it was so used 


| was reasonably worth the sum of $725. 


The building was much damaged and injured in value by said occupation, of 
which the committee have taken no account. 

Your committee report herewith a bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pussed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH FRANCIS, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask by unanimous consent todischarge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of joint 
resolution (S. R. 62) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That in view of the life-long services to humanity and to his 
country of the now venerable Joseph Francis, in the construction and perfection 
of life-saving appliances by which many thousands of lives have been saved, 
the Director of the Mintis hereby authorized and required to strike a gold medal, 
with a suitable device and inscription, prepared under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on the Library, to be presented by the President of the United States 
to Mr. Francis, in recognition of his eminent services, 

Sec. 2. That a sufficient sum of money to carry this resolution into effect is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated 

The report (by Mr. STAHLNECKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S, 
R. 62) in recognition of the services of Joseph Francis, submit the following re- 
port : 

That they have considered the same, and recommend that it do pass. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHEADLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask, by unanimous consent, that 
Wednesday next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set 
apart for the consideration of bills coming over from the Committee on 
War Claims. -There are quite a numberof small cases in which mem- 
bers are interested, and they desire an opportunity to be given to call 
They are yrging me on all sides to make 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage without amendment of bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of A. M. Anderson and others; 

A bill (H. BR. 3859) for the relief of the Sone & Fleming Manu- 
facturing Company, Limited, of the city of New York; 

A bill (H. Rt. 8956) for the relief of S. B. West, administrator of 
Thomas Becton, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 2611) for the relief of Joseph W. McClu 

A bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co. 


rg; and 
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It also announced 
ments in which concurrence was 1 ested 

A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land witl 
District of Columbia 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for the sales and for 








of sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue tax« 

A bill (H. R. 2592) f r the e] of An w Gleeson: and 

A bill (H. R. 6783 tO | of John A. Gi ( 
sion-roll 

It also announced that t ~ f id 1 of ti ‘ y 
titles; in wl e concurrence of the Ho was req 

A bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Milling: 

A bill (S. 1818) to grant to the town of Moscow 1 Idaho Territ 
certain lands for cemetery purp« 

A bill (S. 100) for the relief of Samuel Tate 

A bill (S. 27 for the relief of the German | eal ¢ 
Martinsburgh, W. Va 

A bill (S. 3433) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept 
the surrender of and cancel land patents to In 3 in certain ea 

A bill (S. 3328) for the relief of James ¢ 

\ bill (S. 3168} regulating admission to the Institution of the A 
ciation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purpos« 

ORI ( g 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 

from Kentucky if he contemplates calling up | eported from the 


Court of Claims which have been oceup: 
Friday sessions have been pretty genera by them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘There ¢ those bills likely to 
come up which will create any such discussion as we have had late] 
I can not tell exactly, but none of these claims will be called 
such, perhaps, as embrace small sums. The most of the claims tha 
will be taken up : 
bers of the Hou 

The SPEAKER. 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to include in that also such bills as may } 
presented by the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not amendable by a motion. Itis simply a 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask that that be included 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to know if that will interfere with general 
appropriation bills? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. If the day is set apart immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, it will of course take precedence of appropriation 


h timeof late. Our 
] 
l 














l a deep interest 


Is there objection to the request of the entlemaz 


Of course. 


bills, because the motion to proceed to the consideration of appropria- 
tion bills can only be made, except by unanimous consent, after the 
morning hour. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then I object. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, I would like to have that modified, so 
that we may have a day not to interfere with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. FORNEY. at the gentleman shall have a day, 
but not to interfere with the Appropriations Committe 


lam willing 











The SPEAKER hen the gentleman from Kentucky modities | 
request that the day be set apart immediately after the morning he 
not to interfere with appropriation bill 

Mr. FORNEY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WARNER. I shall have to object unless it is provided th 
shall not interfere with the bill for the organization of the Ter of 
Oklahoma—— 

Mr. HOOKER. There comes in Oklahoma a n. the most persist 
ent bill I have ever known. 

Mr. WARNER A bill in which a half million of ire sp 
cially interested, and which is of vast importance to the e couutr 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iam wil 
meet the views of the gentleman, but with the understanding tl 
that day , 
mittee, or the Oklahoma 
have the next day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think I shall have to obje rhe 
Committee on Commerce has not had a day, and has been retused its 
requests in that regard. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the disp 
from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have just passed a bill for the 
Catholic Church at Macon, Mo. There is another here on t 
for the relief of the Catholic Church at Chattanooga, about w 
will be no contest, and I ask unanimous consent that it be taken up 
and considered now. 

The SPEAKER. 
ular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
considered. 


I 
; occupied by either of the bills of the Appropriations Com- 


hill +1! ‘ 
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But the gentleman from Texas demands the reg- 


I hope the gentleman will allow this bill tobe 
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ee a 
‘ io 

j l church at the commencement of 
ti r t | was so enthusiastically and outspoken]; 
ke bod ya rebel bushwhacker, from wh 
he t beginning of the year 1865, from the effe« 
‘ J Y. Brown, who succeeded him as pastor, we are satis 
fic i ‘ ! sa lo 

» Wh ispicuously a loyal n The present bishop, Pat 

r \. Feehat ‘ a pl tat St. Louis, Mo., of foreign birth, and not natu 
ized until the ” rt of the year 1865, when he was admitted to citizenshij 
and took t} rath of a giance required on such occasions. 

ppe 3 yn the evidence that other church societies in Chattanooga, 
wi ha r ad n injured by being used by the Army, were paid by the 
Q ms 8 De; t the followi ims to put them in as good condi- 
tio is before, namely Phe Presbyterian church, $4,599.46; the Cumberland | 
Presbyterian church, $2,450; the Protestant Episcopal church, $3,649. But this 
claim of the Catholic ec! ch was rejected because the property had been taken 
through the orders of the Engineer's Department, and did not, therefore, come 
within the law applicabie to the other churches. 

Your committee are not disposed to deny this construction of the law, but 
upon sound principle they are unable to see why the latter case does not come 
within the principlecalling for compensation as well as the former, and they are 
aware of no just or sound principle upon which such compensation should be 
refused They therefore recommend the allowance of the claim to the,amount 
of $ 729.09, as above stated; and that thisamount be paid to the Catholic bishop 


of Nashville, in whose diocese the said church of St. Peter and St. Paul is in- 
cluded, and they report a bill accordingly and recommend its passage.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN, 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NEAL. ‘This bill needs an amendment, Mr. Speaker. In the 
fifth and sixth lines the name ‘‘ Patrick A. Feehan”’ should be stricken 
out and the name ‘‘ Joseph Rademacher’’ substituted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask a question touching this bill. Iam 
not a member of the War Claims Committee, and am not as familiar 
with the rule adopted by the committee as applicable to these cases as 
the members who have presented these bills. I wish toaskif we have 
been paying this class of claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state to my friend from Illinois that the 
churches at Chattanooga were all treated as loyal churches, and this 
one especially so. All of the other churches which were used and oc- 
cupied by the Army during the war have received compensation, but 
the difference in this case is this: The Protestant churches were occu- 
pied for hospitals, and they were compensated in the sums reported 
there, paid by the Quartermaster’s Department, but when this claim 
was presented to the Department, inasmuch as the material was taken 
and used by the Engineer Department for fortifications and other pur- 
poses, it did not come within the law authorizing the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department to take cognizance of the claim and make com- 
pensation for it, and that is the reason that it comes here now. 

Mr. CANNON. I understood that; but what I ask is not by way 
of antagonizing the bill, but to learn what the facts are and whether 
this would make a precedent under which we would be called upon 
to make compensation for all churches used in the South—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. By no manner of means. 

Mr. CANNON. For property taken or for destruction of church 
buildings. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not by any means. This property was in 
course of construction. It had never risen higher than the second 
story. There was a large amount of cut stone on hand ready for use. 
The Engineer Department, in constructing the forts and casemates, took 
this material and appropriated it to theirown use. It became very 
valuable property and is estimated at $1,800. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And General Thomas recognized this appropria- 
tion and had an estimate made of the value of the property taken. 

Mr. CANNON. Suppose the church had been completed, or suppose 
that the church in the next county was standing, and it was necessary 
te take it down to be used in the construction of a fort, or it was de- 
stroyed during war, I ask the gentleman, is there any difference be- 
tween such a case and this? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think there is a great deal of difference. In 
the first place, here was a loyal congregation, controlled by a loyal 
priest, who was afterwards shot by rebel bushwhackers. His congre- 
gation was loyal, and quite a number of them went into the Union 
Army, and it is simply a question of what is fair to them. The Goy- 
ernment took their property and made it available for somuch money- 
worth in the prosecution of the war. 

Mr. CANNON. Could not the Government have taken it absolutely 
and used it for the purposes of the war ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think they could; but I know this case. I 
was there for nearly two years, and I say there was no more loyal 
man than the pastor of that church. A large part of the congregation 
entered the Union Army. It was not the ravages of war; but the 
property was appropriated. I should say that all the other churches 
of Chattanooga were to some extent affected by ravages of war. 


I think it isa proper measure; I do not object to it. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Avuaust 10, 





ion, than this. 
} poor now. 
Mr. CANNON, lam not antagonizing the claim. The gentleman 
has personal knowledge and is convinced that it isa proper bill to be 
passed, but I am asking if the gentleman can say whether this places 
the Government in a position of making a precedent by which we will 
in the future have to pay for all church property destroyed during the 
war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam ready to defend ourse!l 
of inconsistency. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Has this case ever been investigated 
before the Southern Claims Commission ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was investigated by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s Department. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
Congresses ? 

Mr. HOUK. Oh, yes; it has been reported several times. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I think it is sufficient to any of the members of 
the old Army of the Cumberland to know that Colonel Sackett has passed 


These people at that time were poor, and I assume they 


3 from any charge 


Has it ever been reported to previous 


| upon this claim, for they all know that he is one of the most honorable 


of men, and also to know that Captain Slayton, of theSixteenth Michigan 
Engineers, who was on the ground, should have passed upon it and knew 
the worth of the property and that it was used by the Government. 


| We have also the report of the committee giving all the details and 
i i 


facts of the claim with the amount, and we have also the evidence, I 
may say, of officers who are members of Congress on this floor as to that 
property being used, because we saw it with our own eyes. 

Whether it makes a precedent or not I want to say as an officer of 
that army, and of my own personal knowledge, that this is a just claim 
in every respect, and it would be adishonor to the officers of that army 
not to pass this claim. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and readathird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JAMES CALER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of James Caler. 

The SPEAKER. This bill comes over from a previous session of 
the House. 

Mr. BOWDEN. That bill was considered in Committee of the Whole, 
but when it was reported to the House the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE], who happened to be in a critical mood that evening, saw fit 
to demand the reading of the engrossed bill. Later, the gentleman 
sought to withdraw his objection, but an opportunity to do so was not 
afforded him before the House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALFRED H. THOMAS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. LANHAM move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


We used them for hospital purposes, and there was shelling promis- | 


cuously through there, and every dollarof that damage was paid by the 
Quartermaster-General’s Department. Here was property not at the 


time in the actual formation of a church, but it was taken possession 
of by the Government from loyal people and appropriated to the use 
of the Government. There can be no higher claim made, in my opin- 





table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ALEXANDER MOFFITT. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BYNUM. I withdraw the objection which I made awhile ago 
to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stonr] that a 
day be fixed for the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I shall have to renew it until the Committee 


| on Labor and the Committee on Commerce are assigned days to make 


good those which they lost by the action of the House. 





Naan 2A: ites 





ies <i 


BAR eee 














rs, re ri 






SSIONAL RECORD 


_—— 


and ratify 


agreement made Ww 


render and 1 
Fort Hall re 
town te, ar 
tion oe | 
poses vito t 
mel ion t 


, for the s 
a portion of th 


rposes oi 









1l@ amendment 
t the Hou 
agree to a conference. 


e were non-concurred 


rhe amendme! 
ence requested by the Senate was agreed to, and the Speaker ap] 


as conterees 





on the pat Mr. PEEL, Mr. 


sissippi, and Mr. 







BARNES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the 
iich was read, referred to the Committee 


ie following message from 


the President; w 
and ordered to be printe d: 


To the House o 


I return with 






House bill No 


149, entitlh 


sion to Rachael Barnes 





Ar 


he husband of this beneficiary served inthe re 
1y of the United States from February 24, 1838, to February 24, 1841. 





In 1880 he applied for a pension, alleging that he contracted disease of the eyes 


dur 


app 





g the year 1840 while serving in Florida. Pending the examination of his 


ation and on the 24th day of March, 1882, he committed suicide by hang- 


ir His widow 


result of diss 


im for pension, alleging that he died of insanity, t) 
jected on the groun 








Her claim was re 








that his insanity forty-one years after discharge from the service had no cor 


nection with 





his military service. In July, 1886,a special act was passed grant 


ing a pension to the widow, which met with Executive disapproval, 
time the soldier committed suicide he was sixty-eight years old. 
I hardly think insanity is claimed. 


least evidence 





Upon the f 
ot appear to be 
, however, and 


At least there does 
of it unless it be the suicide 





with good reason, that he had become despendent on account of the delay in 
determining his application for a pension, and because he supposed that impor- 
tant evidence to establish his claim which he expected would not be forthcon 
ing. It is very likely that this despondency existed, and that it so affected the 
mind of this old soldier that it 
took his own life in a deliberate 
was the disability claimed, was not, in a proper sense, even the remote cause of 






claim was rejected 1 








ed to his sui But the fact remains that he 


affection of his eyes, whi 





manner and that t! 





I confess that I have ends red to relieve myself from again interposing ob- 


of a pension to this poor and aged widow. 


jections to the grantin; 
not forget that age and poverty do not themselves justify giftsof public mons 
and it seems to me that the according of pensions isa serious business which: 
ought to be regulated by principle and reason, though it may well be tempered 
with much liberality. 
which would not lead 
arising from military service followed by suicide. 
crimination against many who,though in sad plig 
in similar circumstances, and would esta>lish an exceedingly troublesome 
dangerous precedent. 


I can find no principle or plausible pretext in this case 
vension in any case of alleged disability 
It would be an unfair dis 
t, have been refused 


to granting : 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, 





The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
the President of the United States: which 
was referred, with the accompanyin i 


valid Pension 


To the House of 








on of Mr. MorRIL! 
to the Committee on 





and ordered to be 


I return without 
pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow 

The husband of this beneficiary served about nine months in the Mexix 
war. Heentered the service as a brigadi« 
the war of the rebellion with credit, and was wounded in the left arm on the 
15th day of May, 1864. 

For this wound he was pensioned according to his rank, and re 
pension until his de 


1878 





f the late W. T. Wart 





general in 1861, and served through 








> of seventy years, which occurred October 12 





s death was br tto be ser 


The cause of h 


claimed that it ! 


eipt of the pension l for those of herclass by 


His widow is now in re 
the Mexican pensi 
If this bill becomes a 


widow of any « 


am unable to see why in fairness and justice the 


er of the grade of General Ward should not be allowed $50 


month,the amount} 


other consider 


roposed by this billto be paid his widow, regardless of any 
ition except widowhood and the rank of the deceased husband 


The bill herewith returned, while fixing the monthly amount to be absolutely 


paid to the bet 


iciary, does not make the granting of the pension nor payment 


of the money subject to any of the provisions of the pension laws, nor make 
avy reference to the Mexican service pension she is now receiving. 
the rule under general laws that two pensionsshall not be paid to the same per 


son, inasmuch 





is entitled to the pension she is now receiving uy 
ch the special bill was passed, and 1 


grounds different from those upon wh 
tention is apparent 
seded, it may result that under the peculiar wording of this bill she would 
entitled to both pensions. 

The beneficiary f 
is still pending awaiting evidenc 


wound, 


in the special bill that the other pension should be super- 
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ed aclaim for pension in the Pension 





i was musts 
m that time to Apr 
months thereafter 
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EXECUTIVE Mansion, August 10, 1888, 
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id not file an ap} 
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GEORGE 


The SPEAKER also iaid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred, with 
accompanying bill, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ord 


to be printed: 
To the House of 


ruary 15, 1862 
cal treatment for 
charged about 

Though he has 
sick at about the tin 
sence of two yes 


I herewith return without approval House bill No. 490, entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
a pension to George W. Pitner 


discharge at any time 
has been inforu 
: investiga 


% aypears from the records that the beneficiary named in this bill entered the 
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that it errone N i proof has been supplied and the case has not 
been i acted upon in the Persion Bureau. 

i snot seem to me that this « in its present condition should receive 
favor e consideration 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Execurive MANston, August 10, 1888 
MRS. CAROLINE G, SEYFFORTH. 
ry 


rhe SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
i the President of the United St: which was referred, with the 
accompanying bill, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 


4 
toes 
iro Les: 


To the House of Repre latives: 

lL return without approval House biil No. 9126 entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mrs. Caroline G, Seyfforth 

rhe husband of this beneficiary served as contract surgeon in the United 
States Army from September i862,to August 17,15865,and was stationed at 


Portsmouth Grove Hospital in Rhode Island. 

i da claim for pension and died July 21, 1874, of congestion of the 
liver. His widow filed an application for pension in 1882, alleging that her hus- 
band’s death was caused by blood poisoning contracted while dressing the 
wound of a patient in January, 1863. There is proof that he suffered from blood 


le never fil 





potsoning, 

Ihe record of death states its cause as congestion of the liver, but the certifi- 
cate was not signed. A young doctor named Adams, a friend and pupil of the 
deceased, seems to have been more than any other the attendant physician, but 


he appeared to think that one of three other doctors had actual charge of the 
These physicians, named respectively Sullivan, Dana, and Sargent, agreed 
that Adams had charge of the case, and that they were consulting surgeons in 
the last illnes 

rr. Ada ial examiner that from intimate association 
he knew that the deceased was subject to kidney disease and other symptoms 
of bad health from discharge to hisdeath; that as he had lost a part of one hand 
from blood poisoning in the Army he always supposed his subsequent troubles 
were referable to that cause; that he believed the cause of death was albuminu- 
ria, and that his liver was also affected. He further expresses the opinion that 
the death was the culmination of the disorders which affected him from the time 
of his discharge from the service 

’r. Sullivan deposed that he knew the deceased well from about 1869, and 
never had any reason to think him the subject of blood poisoning or its results. 
lle further says that he was called in consultation at the last illness of the de- 
ceased and diagnosed his trouble as liver disease, due to the patient’s habits of 
Infemperance 

voctor Dana testified that he knew the deceased well from the time of his dis- 
charge; that he was called to consult in his case with young Doctor Adams 
a few days before the death occurred; that he took a general view of the case 
and considered that the trouble was due to habits of intemperance. 

Doctor Sargent deposed that he knew the deceased well and knew that he 
had lost a part of his hand as alleged from septic poisoning in the Army, though 
he was not dware that the poisoning had left any other effect ; that the deceased 
had several spells of alcoholism after the war; that he had heard him complain 
of his kidneys, but attributed his troubles to his excesses. 

Other evidence suggested the same cause for sickness and death spoken of by 
these physicians, but there seems to be an almost entire absence of evidence 
connecting the death with service in the Army. 

I! am of the opinion that a case is not presented in any of its aspects justifying 


® pension, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


ns testified before a spex 


bhike 


I.XECUTIVE MANSION, August 10, 1888, 


EDSON SAXBERRY. 
also laid before the House the following message 
of the United States; which was referred, with the 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 


The SPEAKER 
from the President 
accompanying bill, 
to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

! return without approval House bill No. 6193, entitled “An act for the reliet 

of Mdson Saxberry.”’ 

beneficiary named in this bill filed a declaration for a pension in 1579, 
alleging that in 1863 he bruised his leg, which became very sore,and when it 
began to heal his eyes became sore. 

e evidence taken upon a careful examination of this application seems to 
catablish, by the admission of the applicant and by other evidence, the correct- 
ness of the position taken by the Pension Bureau in rejecting the claim, that 
whatever disability was incurred existed before enlistment and was in no man- 
ner attributable to military service, 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

I:XECUTIVE MANSION, August 10, 1888, 

BERNARD CARLAN, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message froin 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the accom- 
panying bill, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


[ return without approval House bill No. 2233 entitled “An act granting a pen- 
nu to Bernard Carlin.” 
ity this bill it is proposed to pension the bepeficiary therein named as of Com- 
pany A, Fourteenth Regiment of Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

lt seems that he served in the company and regiment named, but that he also 
served in Company A, Sixty-sixth Illinois Regiment, and it is claimed that while 
in the latter service exclusively he received the injuries for which « pension is 
claimed, 

ilis application is still pending in the Pension Bureau, and the papers per- 
to the same are now inthe hands of an examiner for special examina- 


Bk 


taining 
tion, 
I think this should be completed before a special act is passed, and I under- 
stand this to be in accordance with a general rule adopted by Congress and its 
pension committees, This is certainly the correct course to be pursued in this 
case, in view of the failure to state in the special bill the regiment and company 
to which the soldier belonged at the time of the ineurrence of disability. This 
can be corrected by the Pension Bureau if the claim is found meritorious. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, At 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE, RED CROSS ASSOCIATION. 
Che SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the accompany- 


gust 10, 1888. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aveust 10, 


ing documents, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


| I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State accom- 
| panied by a report of the delegate on the part of the United States to the fourth 

international conference of the Red Cross Association, held at Carlsruhe, in the 

Grand Duchy of Baden, in September ‘ast. 
i GROVER CLEVELAND. 
| Executive Mansion, Washington, August 10, 1888. 

WATER-RESERVE LANDS OF WISCONSIN. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 

printed in the RecorpD the following : 


An act (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wis- 
| consin are and have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress en- 
| titled *‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through the public lands 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1 Be it enacted, eic., That all lands in the State of Wisconsin described in and 
withdrawn from sale by the proclamations of the President of the United States 
issued March 22, 1880, April 5, 1881, and November 28, 1881, for the reason that 
said lands would be required for or subject to flowage in the construction of 
dams, reservoirs, and other works proposed to be erected for the improvement 
ofthe navigation of the Mississippi River and certain of its tributaries, be, and 
the same are hereby, declared to be, and to have been at all times heretofore, 
subject to the provisions of a certain act of Congress, entitled “An act granting 
to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1875, as fully, effectually, and to the same extent as though 
said lands had not been described in said proclamations, or withdrawn from 
sale thereby, but had remained with the body of public lands subject to private 
| entry and sale: Provided, however, That any andall parts of said lands acquired 

by any railroad company under said act of Congress shall at all times be sub- 
| ject to the right of flowage which at any time may become necessary in the 

construction or maintenance of dams, reservoirs, or other works which may be 

constructed or erected by or under the authority of the United States for the im- 

provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River or its tributaries: Provided 

further, That the railroad companies availing themselves of this act sha!], in ad- 
| dition to filing the maps now required by law to be filed, also file maps of defi- 
| nite location of their proposed lines of railroad, over said water-reserve lands, 
in the office of the Secretary of War, and until the approval of said maps by the 
Secretary of War no right to occupy said lands shall vest in such companies; 
and no location shall be permitted which takes for right of way or stations 
lands needed for the use of the present reservoir system, or in the construction 
of dams or other works, or any proposed or probable extension of the same, or 
which will obstruct or increase the cost of the present or prospective reservoir 
system; or shall any railroad company be permitted to take material for con- 
struction from any of said reservoir lands outside the right of way granted 
herein. 





The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1880) 
declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and 
have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing to railroads the right of way through the public lands,’’ submit the follow- 
ing report: 

Section 5 of “An act granting to railroads the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States,’”’ approved March 3, 1885, provides— 

* That this act shall not apply to any lands within the limits of any military 
park or Indian reservation, or other lands specially reserved from sale, unless 
such right of way shall be provided for by treaty stipulation or by act of Con- 
gress heretofore passed.”’ 

The lands referred to in this bill were withdrawn from sale by Executive or- 
ders and proclamations, dated, respectively, March 22, 1880, April 5, 1881, and 
November 28, 1881, for the reason that they or portions of them might be re- 
quired for use and flowage in the construction of dams, reservoirs, and other 
works proposed to be erected forthe improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River and certain of its tributaries. The purpose of this billis to declare 
the lands so reserved subject, with certain restrictions and conditions named, 
to the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, notwithstanding the exceptions 
made by section 5 of said act, above recited, 

The public works for the use and benefit of which these lands were with- 
drawn from sale being under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of 
War. the bill has been made to conform to his recommendation, it having been 
referred to him by the committee of the Senate having charge of the same. 

No provision has yet been made for the construction of any of the works 
within the State of Wisconsin contemplated by the withdrawal of these lands, 
but in the event of such construction no interference or additional cost will be 
ineurred by reason of this bill. 

Your committee therefore report the same back, with the recommendation 
that it be concurred in. 





War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, April 7, 1888, 


Sir: In reply to your letter of the 17th ultimo, inclosing copy of a letter of the 
12th ultimo from the General Land Office, requesting the opinion of this De- 
partment on the proposed Senate bill 1880, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to de- 
clare that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have 
been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act granting 
to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United States,’ 
approved March 3, 1875, I have the honor to invite attention to the inclosed 
report of the 5th instant, and its accompanying paper, from the Chief of En- 
gineers on the subject, in whose views the Department concurs. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 3 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War, 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D.C., April 5, 1888. 


Sm: I have the honor to return herewith the communication of March 17, 
1888, from the Department of the Interior. referred to this office, inviting atten- 
tion to the provisions of Senate bill 1880, Fiftieth Congress, first session, and to 
the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office thereon, and in reply 
to submit a copy of a report from Maj. C. J. Allen, Corps of Engineers, to whom 
the letter from the General Land Office was referred. 

Upon consideration it is believed that the danger of interference with any 
plans or estimates of the War Department for reservoirs might be averted or 
lessened by the addition of the following after line 23 of the bill: 

“ And provided further, That the said railroads shall file maps with the Secre- 
tary of War, for his approval, showing the location of the proposed lines of rail- 
roads, and of such portions of the said public lands intended to be used for sta 
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DiPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washing A} 14, 1888 | 
Sir: I am in re pt of your y 11, transmitting Senate 
No. 1880, "declaring that certain er reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin | 
are and have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An | 
act grantir to rai vis the right of way through the public lands of the United 








States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’ upon which you request the views of this De- | 
partment | 
Said bill was referred to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 


port there 


re- 
, Who suggested that as the plans and estimates of the officers of 
the War Department having charge and control over the construction of dams, 
reservoirs, and other works for the improvement of the Mississippi River, might 
be interfered with by the provisions of said bill, itshould be referred tothe War 
Department for its opinion thereon. 

in accordance with said suggestion, I referred sa 
Commissioner of the General Land Office tot 
together with the report of the Chief of Engineer 
of the Corps of Engineers, and the report of tl 
Land Office, is herewith transmitted. 

I have no other suggestion to mak« 
Very respectfully, 





l bill with the report of the 
retary of War, whose report, 
the report of Maj. C. J. Allen 


Commissioner of the G« 


he Sex 








nerai 


> than is cont: 


ned in said reports. 


WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. | 








lion, P. B. Piums, 7 | 
Chairinan Committee on Public Lands, Un t Statcs S f | 
| 
ousetia | 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFIC! 
« St. Paul, Minn., March 28, 1888, | 
I have the honor to report as follows upon Senate bill No. 1880, Fiftieth 
ss, first session, in reference to certain ‘“‘ water reserve’”’ lands in the 
State of Wisconsin, which bill, with other papers, has been referred to me by 
first indorsement, oftice Chief of Engineers, United States Army, March 23, 1883, 
The lands are referred to in the billas withdrawn from sale by proclamations 


of the President of the United States issued March 22 1881, and No- 
vember 28,1881. The last-named proclamation (November 28, 1881), however, 
deals only with lands in Minnesota, and it is presumed that proclamation dated 
February 20, 1882 (a copy of which proclamation is one of the papers referred 
to me by first indorsement), was intended instead of proclamation dated No- 
vember 28, 1881. 

The lands withdrawn by the proclamations are those liable to overflow or in- 
jury from the construction of dams or create reservoirs to serve as aids to nay 
igation, and the proclamations were issued subsequent to, and as the result of, 
appropriations made by acts of Congress approved June 18, 1878, March 3, 1879, 
June 14, 1880, and March 3, 1881, for surveys and examinations for and construc- 
tion of reservoirs at the headwaters of the Mississippi, St. Croix, Chippewa, 
and Wisconsin Rivers. 

The bi!l proposes to enact that all lands in the State of Wisconsin withdrawn 
from sale by proclamations of the President, for the reason that they would 
be required for or subject to flowage in the construction of dams, reservoirs 
and other works proposed to be erected for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi River and certain of its tributaries, be, and be declared to 
have been at all times heretofore, subject to the provisions of an act granting to 
railroads the right of way through the publig lands of the United States, ap- 
proved March 3, 1875, and to the same extent as though said lands had not been 
described in said proclamations or withdrawn from sale thereby, but had re- 
mained with the body of public lands subject to private entry and sale. 

The bill closes with an important proviso, namely 

** Provided, however, That any and all parts of said lands acquired by any 
road company under said act of Congress shall at all times be subject tot 
right of flowage which at any time may become necessary in the construction 
or maintenance of dams, reservoirs, or other works which may be constructed 
or erected by or under the authority of the United States for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River or its tributaries.”’ 

The report of the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, March 12, 1888 (one of the papers referred to me by first 
indorsement), and which explains the situation so fully that but little remains | 
to be added, states: | 

“The act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., 482), grants to railroad companies the right 
of way through the public lands of the United States which have not been | 
specially reserved from sale to the extent of 100 feet in width on each side of | 
their roads; also the right to take from the public lands adjacent to the line of 
the road, material, earth, stone, and timber necessary for the construction of the 
road, and also grounds adjacent to the right of way necessary for station pur- 
poses, 

‘“* As the bill under consideration proposes to extend the provisions of the act 
of 1875 to the lands in question as fully and to the same extent as though they 
had not been reserved from sale, reserving only the right of flowage, it follows 
that railroad companies claiming the benefits of the act of 1875, may, in the event 
of its passage, acquire not only a right of way through such lands, but also the 
right to occupy portions of the same for station purposes and the right to take 
timber and other material therefrom for the construction of their reads. 

“It is evident from correspondence with the War Department on file in this 
office that in many instances the existence of timber, stone, and other material 
upon the reserved lands governed to a considerable extent that Department's 
estimates of the cost of constructing the dams and other works contemplated 
by the act of Congress above mentioned. 

“The passage of the bill under consideration, at least so far as it grants the 
right to timber and other material, might therefore seriously interfere with the 
plans and estimates of the officers of the War Department having charge and 
control of the proposed improvements. "’ 

The estimates by the engineers under the War Department of the cost of con- 
structing the dams were based more or less upon the prospect of being able to 
appropriate for such work timber, stone, clay, ete., existing upon the lands that 
would be withdrawn from market and assigned forreservoir purposes. Should 
these materials be taken by railroads, the cost of reservoir dams in Wisconsin, 
if any such are to be built in that State, would undoubtedly be increased over 
the original estimates, though to what extent can only be determined by ex- | 
aminations in detail. 

As to where projected railroads may run through the lands in question, this 
office can not, in the absence of any information upon the subject, even con- | 
jecture. 

Ido not know what the wishes of Congress may be as regards extens 
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Was titled, although he completed the full period of four months’ cod-fis} 
within the time which th« res , 

The SPEAKER is 1 re objection to discharging the Committe« 
of the Whole House from the further consideration of this bill and 
al iment? 

FOWNSHEND. Is it in order, if we do not object, to move an 
a iment to cover another case 

The SPEAKER, One private bill can not be amended to include 

another, 


There was no objection; and the Committee of the Whole House wa 


discharged from the further consideration of the bill and amendment. 
fhe amendment of the Committee on Claims was adopted, and the 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mir. LANHAM moved to reconsider 
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the vote by which the bill was | 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table, 
‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. 8S FLAKF, 

Mr. ENLOE. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. 8S. 
Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
ected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard (a lunatic 


re 
the sum of $150 to James S 


Henderson County, Tennessee, the same being for quartermaster’s stores, con- 
sisting of one horse, taken from the said Howard and appropriated by the mil- 
itary forces of the United States. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. WILKINSON) 
was read, as follows: 

rhe Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1029) for 
the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard, submit the following 


report: 


‘The Committee on War Claims having examined the proof in this case find | 


that claimant, who is guardian for Samuel Howard,a lunatic, filed his claim 
before the Quartermaster-General under the act of July 4, 1864,and the claim 
was examined by the special agent of the Government, the taking and use of 
the property, a horse, was proven, the loyalty of the claimant was established, 
and the claim was allowed by the Quartermaster-General, fixing the amount at 
S100. After the claim was allowed it was discovered that the claimant was 
barred by the act of March 3,1879,and the allowance was withdrawn and the 
claim was rejected on that ground, 

The committee think that no advantage should be taken of a lunatic becanse 
of the failure to file the claim in time to escape the bar, and therefore recom 
mend that the bill be amended by striking out $150 and inserting $100, and that 
the bill so amended do pass, 

There was no objection; and the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on War Claims was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Some time ago I objected to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. StonE], and I would like to know 
whether I have not the right to withdraw the objection at any time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] that Wednesday next after the 
reading of the Journal be devoted to the consideration of reports from 
the Committee on War Claims, and if that day be not occupied to bea 
continuing order until one day has been occupied ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHESTER, PA. 

Mr. DARLINGTON. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up for 
consideration at this time a bill (S. 129) for the erection of a public 
building at Chester, Pa. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise procure, a suitable site, and 
cause to be erected thereon, at Chester, in the State of Pennsylvania, a substan- 
tial and commodious public building for the use of the United States post-office 
and internal-revenue and other Government offices: Provided, That no money 
appropriated for said building shall be expended until a valid title to the site 
selected (whieh site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in 
adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 50 feet, including streets and 
alleys ted in the United States, nor until the State of Pennsylvania 
shall have ceded jurisdiction over the same for all purposes, during the time the 
United States shal! be or remain the owner thereof, except for the enforcement 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. The 
plans and estimates for said building shall first be prepared, examined, and ap- 
proved as required by section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
and the ultimate cost shall not exceed the sum of $75,000, which sum is hereby 
appropriated for the same out of apy money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, 





shall be v« 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking up the bill ind 
for consideration at this time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The recognition of the gentleman from Michigan 
was objected to and the recognition of another gentleman from another 
district was objected to, and I think there should be some system 
adopted in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. Thesystem of the Chair is to endeavor to act fairly 
between the two sides of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One gentleman has received two recognitions, 
although not from the present occupant of the chair, while others have 
not received any at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to take a recess 
ing. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 37. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. OATES. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers on the motion to take a recess. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 15 voting in favor of the demand, 
which was not a sufficient number. 

So the House refused to take a recess. 

Mr. OATES. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent when the regular order of business is demanded. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the REconD—— 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded; and the Chair 
can not recognize any gentleman to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. I will withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I renew it; but yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HooKER], who wants to have published an article in 
the RecorD from one of the reports on a bill considered to-day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatwillnotdo. If the regular order is demanded 
let us proceed with it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and the 
Chair will proceed with the bill now in the hands of the Clerk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the bill? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has asked unan- 
imous consent to consider a bill which has been read and is now before 
the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not 
make the point of order upon an amendment I wish to offer to his bill, 
I shall not object to it. 1 want to move an amendment to provide for 
the erection of a public building in Illinois. I have been trying for 
some time to secure its consideration, without avail. 

Mr. DARLINGTON. Ihave no objection, if the House is wiiling. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
o’ clock. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the House will vote that motion down. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House took a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


icated 





until 8 o’clock this even- 


I object. 
I move that the House take a recess until 8 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 


SPEAKER's Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 10, 1888. 
Hon. BEntoN McMILLIn is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro /en- 
pore at this evening's session of the House, 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonn B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar 
under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole under 
the special order. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent that each gentleman pres- 
ent may be recognized and allowed to call upone bill this evening. I 
have been trying to arrange matters to the satisfaction of all persons 
present, and believe this plan will meet with no objection. 

























































































FINLEY. Mr. Chain I é é eve Friday « 
ing for two months trying to get certain pension bills ch I 
am personally interested. I re vy iust att t t on the ¢ . 
endar where we le({t off b ess bef [ will not. however. object to 
the request of the gentleman from I ina it the « e of t 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the 1 est of the gentle 
man from Indiana 

1} . ‘ 1 

rhere was no objecti ind it \ SO « 

WILLIA) EI ) 

Mr. MORRILL.  Iask unanimous consent sider the bill (S 
2106) granting a pension to William Kelsey. 

The billis as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intex e, ar é 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, s t vis : i 
limitations of the pension laws, the 1 eof W m Kelsey f ¢ | 
G, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunt« Cavalry 

The report (by Mr. MorriLi) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pens s,to whom w ‘ ed S. 2 
granting a pension to William Kelsey, submit the wing re 

William Kelsey, the claimant i Ss is served 1 tl rmies of 
United States as follows: From Septem 1,18 to September 28, 1545, as a 
private in Captain Griffin’s Company A pe 4 lia Battalion Miss 
Mounted Volunteers, and from November 5 December 29, 1 + 
private in Company G, Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cava n the wat 
of the rebellion 

On August 9, 1878, he made application for pension, alleg is t Asis « iis 
claim that he contracted, about November 1862, at ¢ Cre Arka 
sciatic neuralg and about December 20, 1862, in the ge ! hospit it | 
Scott, Kans., erysipelas. 

rhe claim for sciatic neuralgia w illowed and t ‘ t pe ied 
the rate of M per month rhe cla for erysipelas was rejected June 2 " 
on the ground that there was “‘ no evide e of existence of a 5 t 
sionable degree, at any time since discha 

The certificate of disability on which thecla ant w lis 2 s 3 
he is unfit for the performance of the duties « a r se ¢ neu 
and erysipelas Prior soundness is established: « , t aevion in 
mitted. Asto continuance, Dr, Thor irs tha Ww s fa y 
physician from 1858 to 1867. * er his irge fo 
ralgia and erysipelas. His neigh at s for city are u 
questioned, swear to an intimate a clain t » % 
after his discharge in 1863 he has suff a 
in Is and again in 1869, he was co yi 
and erysipelas, the latter lasting ne » 18 
about five months. * #* Has suf » 
is unable to perform manual labor « 

Claimant 1s now receiving 36 per ! t t, ta 
into account his faithful service in t} is rec 
no pension, his great age, his ina OF 3 
destitute circumstances, his pension is inadequate, and therefore re¢ l 
that the bill be amended by adding ‘‘and pay him a pension of $14 per m« 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving,” and that the bill so amended do pass 

Che amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 

y ‘ : ] 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
FIDEL GATI 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be id is hereby i 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-r subject to the provis S 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Fidel Gates, late a } ile 
Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, is follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was ré red the bill (HR 
10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates, have considered the same id now re 
port: 

Claimant enlisted August 28, 1862, and was « arged Jani 7, 18 Ir 
declaration filed January 18, 1869, he alleges that he contracted sore eyes al t 
one month before his discharge, and was also affected with enlargement of 
spleen. After a special examination the claim was rejected October 3, 18s4 } 
the ground that disease of eyes existed prior to enlistment, and that mala 
poisoning, causing disease of spleen, also existed before enlistment 

After a careful examination of this case we are of the opinion that the evidence 
substantiates prior soundness, and that the disabilities alleged were incurre: 
the Army and in line of duty, as stated in his application. The claimant pr 
sents a case that appeals strongly to the sympathies. He has been totally blind 
since 1872 and dependent upon the charity of his friends for support, and, be 
lieving that his claim is a just one and has been fully proven, we subm 1 fa 


vorable report, and recommend tle passage of the bill 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to 
mendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH L. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin. 
rhe bill is as follows: 


} 


rected to place on tl 
the pension laws, the name of Hannah L 
late of Company D, Thirteenth 


cease 


, 





enacted, ete 


Cavalry. 


The report 


The Committee on 
granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin, 


10418 


port as follows 


Cyrus E. Irwin, the 


Invalid 


Pensions, to whom 


husband of the claimant, 
Thirteenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, 
1862, was discharged May 29, 1865, and died December 18, 1886 


I ask to call up the bill (H. 





ect to the 





by Mr. THompson, of Ohio 


prov 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
re pension-roll, su 

Irwin, widow of Cyrus E, Ir 
Regiment of Pennsylvania V« 


s herel 


isions and limitati 


was read, as follows: 


was 


having co 


referred 
\sidered the sat 


was a Sserg 





the bill 


ant of Compa 


H 


win, d 
iunte 


D 


He enlisted July 22, 


On the 26th ot 


F ebruary, 1863, in a fight with the enemy at Woodstock, Va., he received a gun- 


X1LX—467 





th 
as widow of Shepherd Fra 


Ke Vol 


pe 
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nt 





zed and dire« 


icky 





inte 
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it j j + ) Ww 
) 1 Cor h Regiment Ke 
1 \ lier | I n for injuries re 
Po in i ‘ ‘ eing a wild n ‘ 
i ed hip and | the muscles a 
y { f ‘| nsior 1s wid v yt 
ay el t t! , d troub nd 
Ir t ‘ p 
Db i J } ining ind whose post-o 
Cave I Hard ( int ! afte duly swo i 
f t t i Shep! di y his last illness i 
j f t ‘ ‘ January 7 e treated him fory 
onia of pled with art ilar rheumatism of the lim! i 
} \ l ( I J y 17, 1885, when he was so far recovered f 
} ‘ no r treatment; but he still suffered from rhe 
mat i I t 24, 1888, he was again called to the case, and found 
the lier s I re pa in t region of the heart; that the soldic 
ale o 1« i 2 i888, and was caused by pericarditis, which 1 
fre ; wcted in service 
Your com! ee have ” ided from the evidence that the soldier’s death 
Was caused 1 Ase « ] art, iltin ury received while in line 
ofd and { it, | lo i toa pension; and th 
fore spect ¢ d that the bill « 
l bill laid aside to be ort House with the recom- 
mendation that it ¢ 
HENRY LWARD 
\i IO TON, of Indiana [ call up the bill (11. R. 9653) grant- 
ing ye! 1 to He \lward, dependent father of Henr I. Alward 
bill i follow 
Be it enacted. e That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
land directed to place on the pension-rolkthe name of Henry Alward, 
ndent father of Henry M. Aiward, decease ~ late a private of Company H, 
th Re rent Indiana Volun r Infantry cording tothe provisions nd 
limitations of the pens n laws. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

rhe claimant is the father of Henry M, Alward, who enlisted in the service of 
the United States on the 17th day of September, 1862, as a private in Company 
Ii, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, who, while in theservice and in the 


line of duty at Murfre« rough, Tenn., died of fever on the 18th day of April, 











1 86. rhe applicant alleges in his application filed February 28, 1833, that he 
was vhole « rt dependent upon his said son for support at the time of 
his de« ‘ Phe cation for pension was rejected on the ground of nor 


ldier’sdeath. Itisin evidence that the soldier made 








dependence at the time of 
his home 1 claimant prior to his enlistment, and contributed by his labor to 
the support of claimant up to the date of enlistment, and at that time was th: 
awa n living with hi: 
Claimant had about the time of the death of the soldier two acres of land, a 
ttle home valued at a total of $070, including personal effects and improve- 


laimant was a plasterer by trade, and his total income did not exceed 


ial ex er, who seems to have given the case avery thorough and 
impartis al examination, closes his report as follows 
From all the testimony introduced, the standing and credibility of the sev- 
fiants, and the estimation in which the claimant is held, and the claim 
d by the community generally, I have no hesitation in recommending t! 
same as a just claim and one that should be paid, and respectfully submit tl 
same with that view 
Che claimant is now very feeble, is eighty-four years old, and in view of a 

the circumstances the committee believe that the relief asked for by the claim 
ant ought to be granted We therefore submit a favorable report and recom 
mend the passage of the bill 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it - pass. 





GILBERT REI 

Mr. NEAL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pension to 
Gilbert Reed. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, : 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gilbert Reed, late a sc 
lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry. 





The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Gilbert Reed, late a lieutenant in Company E, Eleventh Tennessee Regiment 
of Cavalry, praying for a pension, having had the same under consideration, 
submit the following report 

(hat Gilbert Reed, the petitioner, was a recruiting officer, detailed as such to 
procure recruits, and from the evidence on file appeared to have done good 
service for the Union cause from the early stage of the war to the time of his 
accident, August 9, 1863, On the night of that date, while le sading recruits to the 
Union lines in Kentucky, through the C umberland Mountains, on account of 
the darkness, he fell over a declivity and sustained severe injuries to his body, 
besides dislocation of the hip. From the evidence of recruits with him at the 
time, it appears that t Reed was piloting them over an intricate way in 
the darkness, when as stated: that the injuries were so severe that } 
could not be moved except to the shelter of a cave near by, where his wants 
were attended t« ntil he recovered sufficiently to be taken toa place of greater 
safety and cor I hat in transporting him he had to be carried in a shect 
or blanket. 

The evidence shows also that the petitioner was, previous to his accident, a 
scout, and frequently gave relief to loyal persons whom he found inside of | t 
that after the accident he was unable to perform military « 
iment, which were destroyed by the enemy at a subs 














enemy’s lines; 
The papers of his reg 
quent period, obliterate the record, so that he is unable to secure a pension by 
the existing pension acts, but evidence of comrades and civilians acquainted 
with the facts has been furnished. 

The committ are of opinion that Gilbert Reed merits a pension, and th 
fore recommend the passage of the ac omp anying bil 

Amend by addi: f the word “ Reed,” the words 
e provided by law for a sec ond lieutenant 
















and pay him a ps 





sion at the rat 
The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
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r\ AR 
AT > ; . ; 1a- 
l I ARQUHAR I ask consi ‘ the bill (H. R. 10525 ) 
l e the p not ] ra ar 
he bill i oll 
é t j eretary of the I ( 1 he } é 
{ i a I ice t I © « ra ah nel ar 
‘ rigadier rie { States \ unteers, « t pens r 
r i } i ul Lol present pe! ym « a pre 1ont 
rem by M WYEI was read, LO ws 
! while « mel of the Ninth New York Volunteers: vet 
' ¢ ! v wounded in thigh during the New York City draft 1 x 
He now a pensioner at month r sy sl act of Congress approved 
June 1. I increa 1 Pension Bureau, becar 
ra < pe the act; and ther re, and because of incre ed 
pe Cx ! 
Dr. G. H. Hu ‘ vy ( under i f February 6, 1 
ma s the follow 1 rer 
I hereby certify t! e know s officer and have attended him pro- 
fessionally from ti since the vear ] , when we served together dur- 
the war in the same r nent, the Ninth New York Volunteers (the Haw- 





kins Zouaves 




















and that on the 15th July, 1863, in the city of New York, during 

the draft riots, General Jard , While in command of troops engaged in sup- 
pression of the riots, was wounded in action, suffering a ec mpound gunshot 
fracture of the left thigh I in itst per t ! Chis wound cri ppled hi or 
life After about a year « reat pain and } he so far recovered as to get 
about on crutches witha ly deformed and ess lim Butthe wound has 
repeatedly broken outafresh, and dut r e yventy-five years he has again 
and again under et eatest pa ind danger to his life in consequence of 
ttacks of inflamm mand death of portions of the injured bone, with exten- 
sive abscesses; that ing the t onths has been confined to his bed 
owing to one of t! wcks result of a fa which for the third time - 
actured his tender, ba , irritated | dd a portion of this time his 

has been in the utmost danger f: i ) I i poisoning. 

He is at present¢ tabsoiute to his bed reclining chair lite unabie 
to move from plat » place without great assistance, or to dress himself, or to 
serve himselfina f ordinary functions of life, unable to sit in a natural 
attitude owing to stiffening of the left hip-joint,and, moreover, liable at any 
t e to a recurrence of dangerous i immations which so often have 
threatened to kill hi Hie may pe ‘ps ti about again upon 
crutches, but the state of the limbdo t yet w unt rediction as to when 
the time for so doing may come.’ 

ledical examination « d by the Pension Bureau under a misapprelen- 
sion of facts since the date of the above~ t ertif sof Dr. Humphrey fails 


to show an improvement in General Ja ! s condili a thing most out « 
question in view of his advanced ag 

rhe general pension laws provide a p< on 0 ) per month for those who 
are so totally disabied as to require the regular ai nd atte ese yt 


n, but as this amoun in »t be granted by the Pension Bureau, for reas 














heretofore stated, your « imiuttee iy Satisi Lol e ap] cant’s he ais 
dition, are of « i that 18 relief asked for should be anted, and therefors 
report favorably the ompanying billand as t it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. McSHANE. ask the consideration of the bill (S. 3219) to in- 
crease the pension of Keyes P. Cool. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int r be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and dire« ted to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool, a privat n 
Capt. G. Spencer's Company of Vermont Militia, in the war of 1812, from $8 
o $40 per month, in accordance with the provisio i limitations of the 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to Whom was refern d the bill (8. 32 
an increase of pension to Keyes P. Cool, have considered t 
the bill back to the House, recommending its passage 

They adopt as their report the statement of facts correctly 
port of the Senate Committee on Pensions, as follows: 


> Report No. 





i9) granting 
‘same and repo: 





set forth in the re- 


[Senat ieth Congress, first session.] 





Claimant was a of Vermont Militia, in 
the war of 1812; participated 

N. Y., in the fall of i814. He 
act of 1878. 

In his petition for an i 
of support other thant G 
the war of 1812, and that] 
to $50 per month. 

Hon, Frederick Johnson, late member of Congress, of Glens Falls, N. ¥ 
states that he has - mn acqus 1inted with claimant for many years, and believes 
his statements to be trutl ful and correct, 

In an affidavit executed at Glens Falis, N. Y.,on the 6th day of July, 1888, Dr. 
James F erguson, 2 phy sician and surgeon of high ete anding, testifie s thi at he has 
heen a practicing p! ician and surgeon at Glens Falls for more than thirty- 
five years; that he ha as been acquainted with the claimant during all of that 
time; has known of his mental and physical condition and infirmities; that he 
believes the claimant to be more than ninety-two years of age; that within the 
ast five vears his mental faculties have been very much impaired; thatduring 

last two years he has required and does now require the constant attention 
a watchful nurse or attendant; that a larger part of the time his mind is 

> 
’ 


s sncer’s company 
in an engagement with the enemy at Plat tsburch, 
is now pensioned at the rate of $8 per month under 








“ase of pension claimant states that he has no mean 
per month which he is receiving as a pensioner of 
respectfully requests that his pension be increased 



























ided; that he is subject to halucinations, and at such times it is not safe t 
eave him for a moment to himself, and that he has to be dressed and undress« 
generally by an attendant 

In an aftids avit executed June 23, 1888, Hiram M. Cool, of Saratoga Springs, N 
v2 te stifies that claimant is not posse ssed of or the owner of any property ex- 
ceeding in value $100 or $200 (which is old furniture), and that said claimant de- 
rives hi is principal support from his pension of $8 per month 

The m is a meri ious one, an 
passage of fthe bill. 


Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





l your committee therefore recommend the 





Mr. PERKINS. I ask consid on of the bill (H. R. 8534) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob Copes, 










































juarter of a century 
ico, as well as the dey 


‘ irrence in the recommendation 1ined in the above-quoted r 
e comnnittee the ‘ 1 the \ I n that r 
pass 
\ tmrn 1 4 1 
Mir. CHEADLE. This is one of those iz =» tills im vielation of 


law. 
Mr. SAWYER. Then all these bills are y 
Mr. CHEADLE. When objection has been made as often as I have aii r 


made objection to the consideration of these bills and said that I w 1 an, ‘J 
} 1 »t 34 \ 




















continue to object, I think it is very unwise on the part of gent } 
to call them up. ns 

Mr. STRI E. I will xk if ti gentler 1 from In na | iey ‘ ‘ 
CHEADLE] ot willing to let th ) over and retai 5 it { farr 
the Calendar. , aa Oi ; 

Ir, HERMANN. Is this the case of the widow of an office . unt to ha 

Mr. YODER. It is the case of widow who has a daught : : 
asylum and she is drawing a pension . 

Mr. HERMAN! I d ‘a pension up to t I 
amount ? - . 

Mr. YODER. She is drawing a pension under special law. ; " 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing the va , 
allowing it to retain its place onthe Calendar? The Chair lears i Be: 
and it is so ordered. ' 

Mr. FINLEY. Iask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9684 : - 

pension to William J. Brown. A 
he bill was read, as follows = . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t I or l is ‘ . 
thorized and directed to piace on the pe pNy-F 
limitations of the pension laws, the! . \ ‘ . 
soldier in Company G, Third Regiment Kent y wn 3 vith tr : - 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is 

mmittec lid Pensions, to | i . 
at s illiam J. Bx ve « I itha 





as follows: 

The claimant was rivate in r ¥ ‘ v 
the time of his « tr tat Camp : Ky., « ru 3 € 
July 3, 1865. , 5 

In this claim for } sion Mr ‘ at ¢ 3, Ky : rit : 
February 10, 1854, \ r t 
from his horse and his c ‘ er ire His claim was 
on the ground that 
while claimant was absent trom h I 1 an furlough. ig i t j 





v on 3% 


the a i I va curred in the line of du it ' » went > 
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was in the service near! 

is taken with some disease of the stomach from which he is very sick, and has 
been from thence hitherto. He was discharged for this disease in the regular 
order of business where there was full opportunity for examination. 

The Government afterwards granted to the soldier a pension for this disa- 
bility, and the committee think his name should have been dropped from the 
pension-roll only on clear and satisfactory testimony that the disease was not 
contracted in the service and in line of duty, and the committee think from a 
careful examination of this testimony that this conclusion is not warranted. 
The soldier is now past fifty years of age; he says that he was not able to ap- 
pear before the special examiner for the reason that he was financially unable 


to be present to confront the witnesses, but the testimony taken by the special 
examiner is decidedly in favor of the soldier and goes to sustain his case. 

On « consideration the committee think that the name of the soldier should 
not have been dropped from the pension-roll, and therefore recommend the 
passage of this bill 

Mr. STRUBLE (interrupting the reading). The report seems to be 
satisfactory, and I move that its further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The testimony of about forty witnesses was taken 
ani this is a summing up of their evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon the reading of 
the report. 

Che reading of the report was concluded. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM B. STOKES, 


Mr. HOUK. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2908) to increase 
the pension of W. B. Stokes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of William B. Stokes, late a col- 
onel of the Fifth Tennessee Cavalry, to $75 per month, commencing with the 
passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2908) granting an inerease of pension to William B. Stokes, have considered the 
same and report as follows 

Che claimant was a colonel of the First Middle Tennessee Cavalry from No- 
vember 15, 1862, until March 14, 1863, and from April 18, 1863, to March 10, 1865, 
serving two enlistments in the same regiment. His first resignation was based 
ona gunshot wound of left side, the ball penetrating near the heart, incurred in 
line of duty His second resignation was based on disability from rheumatism, 


incurred also in line of duty. During his second service he was on detached 
duty, commanding posts at Carthage and elsewhere a considerable portion of 
the time. He is now a pensioner of the United States, at the rate of $30 per 


month, for gunshot wound of left breast and rheumatism and neuralgia. 
examining board at Nashville, Tenn., July 18, 1883, reported that the ball 

struck— 

ihe left side of thorax immediately below nipple, passing in and through 
thoracic cavity, and coming out on the same level, right side of thorax, poste 
rior aspect, near spinal column, between fifthand sixth ribs. Both points of en- 
trance and exit clearly marked. * * * He has alsorheumo-arthritic contrac- 
tions of the toes, especially second toe right foot, and numerous arthritic nodes 
on wrist-joints, both hands, and a finger and metacarpal joints. Either one ot 
these affections would constitute a total disability, third grade. He can posi- 
tively do no manual labor.” 

The same board in April, 1886, report that rheumatic affection of one of his 
feet had necessitated the amputation of one of his toes, and that he could not 
raise his arm to a level with his breast, nor put on his upper garments without 
aid, 

Chis board again, in 1886, reported that his disabilities had increased since the 
previous examination, and that he was totally and permanently incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor, requiring assistance in some of the duties 
of life, especially in dressing. 

he claimant is now seventy-four years of age. 

Your committce recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
striking out the words ‘‘ seventy-five,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty.’ 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. DOWDALL. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of William H. Dowdall, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 


Mr. FELTON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FELTON. I would like to know the order of procedure. I 
find that bills are being passed over the order in which they occur on 
the Calendar. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that on the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON], chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, unanimous consent was given for each gentleman 
present to call up a bill. 

Mr. FELTON. In what order do they come? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the recognition of the Chairman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that he will recognize gen- 


tlemen as their names appear on a list that comes over, and then will 
recognize members of the committee, and afterwards gentlemen as they 
shati ask recognition. 


It there be no objection, the further reading of 





Aveust 10, 





a year and no signs of disease are visible, and then he Mr. BINGHAM. What is the order of the recognition of the Chair? 


The CHAIRMAN. The order of recognition is pursuant to a list 
that has been received by the Chair as coming over from a similar oc- 
casion, 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
tion of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair stated that he would recognize, first, 
the gentlemen on the list coming over from a former meeting, and 
then recognize members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
then members, alternating on each side, beginning with those that first 
asked recognition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
alternating? 

The CHAIRMAN. Alternating beteveen the two sides, recognizing 
a member on one side and then a member on the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not propose in this matter to have my name 
called as being on that list, but I propose to ask for recognition for the 
consideration of a claim and the consideration of bills fairly reported 
from the committee. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not know what the regular order is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the reading of the report, 
which the Chair will now direct the Clerk to proceed with. 

Mr.BINGHAM.,. The Clerk can read that regular order so far as the 
report is concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On this special bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I will concede that. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall, makes the following report 

Villiam H, Dowdall was enrolled on the 13th day of September, 1854, at Alton, 
Ill., in Company I, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment of Ilinois Volun- 
teers, toserve for one year or during the war, and was mustered out July L4, 1865, 
at Springtield, Ll. 

The evidence submitted in this case shows that Mr. Dowdall’s family were 
living in Alton, L., where the company were slationed when the injury was 
sustained, Dodwall was color-bearer, and in some way his flag got torn, and 
the captain of the company told him when he went home to supfer to take the 
flag and have it mended. By the permission of his officers he was allowed to 
craw his rations and board at home. On returning with the flag, in company 
with one comrade, he fell over an emnbankment aud was injured 

Walton Rutledge, who was first lieutenant of the company, reports as fol- 
lows: 

‘On examining my morning report of the 2d of December, 1864, I find Cor- 
poral Dowdall and Private Crane injured by falling from an embankment. On 
the 3d December they were sent to hospital at Alton. Crane reported back for 
duty on 22d December; Dowdall never reported back for duty while we were 
at Alton.” pt. 

‘he testimony of a number Of physicians shows conclusively that he has re- 
mained permanently injured in one knee and in his back. This case was sub- 
mitted to a special examiner, who made an elaborate report, and closed with 
the following: ; 

‘IT am of the opinion that the claim should be submitted for allowance on in- 
ury to left knee, left foot, and back.” : 

When the case reached the board of review it was rejecied on the ground that 
‘disability was contracted while out on pass, and not in line of duty.” 

Your committee believe that while he was out on pass he was under the order 
of his superiors, commissioned to get the torn flag mended, and that while act- 
ing under such orders he was in line of duty and ought to be pensioned for his 


injury. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL PURCELL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up for con- 
sideration by Mr. LyMAN) was the bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of 
Samuel Purcell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rollthe name of Samuel Purcell, 
who was a private in Company A, First Indiana Volunteers,in the Mexican 
war,and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he now re- 
ceives. 

The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8545) grant 
ing an inerease of pension to Samuel Purcell, have considered the same, and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company A, First Indiana Volunteers, Mexi- 
can war, from June 16, 1846, to June 16, 1847. While therein he contracted fis- 
tula in ano and diarrhea, and he was pensioned therefor, under a special act of 
Congress, at the rate of $8 per month. His disabilities have greatly increased 
in severity, but his application for increase of pension to correspond therewith 
has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on thé ground that there is no law au- 
thorizing the Pension Office to increase pensions where the rate is fixed by spe- 
cial act. The claimant therefore appeals to Congress for relief. 

The claimant is sixty years of age, and his physician, Dr. W. A. Vincent, tes- 
tifies that his disabilities are such as to make him incapacitated for performing 
any manual labor. The physician is represented to be thoroughly reliable, and 
his testimony is supported by that of others filed in the claim. Sucha physical 
condition under the general laws warrants a rating of $30 per month. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


I desire to know what is the order of the recogni- 


Will the Chair please indicate what is meant hy 


Regular order. 


The regular order is the reading of the report on 




















188s. 


on 
—= 
> J 
a4 
— 
ow 





SUSAN 





The next pension business on the | te Calendar ed up for con 
siderntion by Mr. RUSSELL, of Mass iset was the bill (S, 11 Oo 
the relief of Sus Kk. Alger 

he bill was read, as follows 

Be it ena [ 4 l it tl cs ens S < ind he . y 
authorized ar d is re ~ ttot I : : 
and mitations of t of isan | A mothe t 
Warren A. Alger Regiment Massachusetts \ 





unteers 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH 


nvalid Pensions, to wl 


rhe Committee on I 














m was referred the I l 

for the relief of Susan E. Alger, have had the same under considerat l 
beg leave to submit the following report 

lhe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows 

‘Susan I. Alger is the dependent mother of Warren A. Alger, cot ‘ f 
Company D, Fifteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, who died in e Anders 
ville prison in October of 1864, of scorbutus, The case belongs to a class 
provided for by law, but the equities of which have n recognized by 
special acts rhe soldier, though married, was the sup; r 





rtof his mother 
soldier's widow was allowed a pension, but she having died, the mo 
petitions that the lapsed pension be awarded to her 

“The committee are satisfied that this mother is not only now indigent and 
was dependent, but that her health was seriously in 
during the war; and they think that when a woman, in giving her son to the 
country, has deprived herself of the stay of her old age, the country makes but 
sinall recompense in the allotment of a pension for her partial support. 

rhe committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no pension paid or payable under the general law to any one or 
account of the above-named soldier, your committee, justified by a long line of 
precedents, return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 





ired by her labors as nurse 


GRORGE RHODY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up for considera 
tion by Mr. CHEADLE) was the bill (H. R. 2139) g 
to George Rhody. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


anting a pension 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of George Rhody 
ile a private in Company K, Thirty Reg Indiana Volunteers, and 
{ | 


to grant him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
ws of the United States. 


“SIxth ment 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred House bill 2! 
have considered the same and now submit the following report 

I claimant is now on the pension roll at $8 per month for loss of sight of 

fteye. Claimant made application for increase alleging loss of sight of right 
rye, resulting in total blindness. The claim was rejected on the ground that t 
] of sight of right eye was not due to claimant’s military service. Inana 
‘ 
t 








lavit filed March 1,1881, claimant testifies that since the disease, contracted in 


ervice, the ball of his left eve bursted and the sight ran out after 


and that ¢ 
his right « 


wards,on December 8, 1876, while chopping wood,a chip struck 1 
putting it out and leaving him totally blind. His right eye, it seems, had been 


diseased, as shown by testimony 
it would have gone blind 


in original papers for pension, and he believe 
now. as he most blind at the time 





before was al 












vecident occurred. 
served as a private in Company K, Thirty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, from 
September 20, 1861,to September 21, 1864 It seems to the committee that this 
case in which Congressional action is eminently proper. Heserved his count 
ifully three years, and during that service contracted disease of his eyes 
which has directly and indirectly caused total blindness He is now entirely 


helpless,and requires the constant services of an attendant. The examining 
board at Muncie, May 11, 1887, gave him a rating of $30 per month. We there- 
fore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill with the 
following amendments: 

Strike out all after the word “to,” in line 4, and 
f strike out all in said bill after the 
sert ‘‘to 


insert * increase 


volunteers,” in 


the pen 


line 6, and i 





$30 per month in lieu of 





r > pension he is now receivin 
Che amendments recommended by the Committee on 

sions were agreed to. . 
he bill as amended was laid aside t 


the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP NEUMAN. 


Che next business on the Private Calendar (called up for consideration 
107 








by Mr. LA! N) was the bill (H. R, #9) granting a pension to 
Philip Neuman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 3 hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisi ind 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Neuman, late of Comp 
H, Eighth Kentucky Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tl H 
10789) granting a pension to Philip Neuman, have had the same s 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report 

Philip Neuman served from August 15, 1862, to September 20, 1865, in ¢ 
pany M, Eighth Kentucky Cavalry, Company K, Thirty-fifth Kentucky Ir 
try, and by transfer in Company H, Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry, resp 
ively. 

He alleges that in the winter of 1862 and 1853 he contracted ty; d-pne 
monia, which resulted in bronchitis and disease of lungs. He also claims pen- 
sion on account of blindness of right eye and disease of right leg. The claim 


for the two latter disabilities have been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 
ground that the origin of the same is not shown to be of the service, while the 
other disability existed prior to enlistment, 

It may be conceded that the action of the Pension Bureau with reference to 
disease of eye and leg was proper, and should not be disturbed; but, after a 
careful examination of all the evidence in the case, it is the opinion of the com- 
mittee that the claim for bronchitis and disease of lungs is entitled to further 
sonsideration. 
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JOHN T. VINCENT. 
Ther t 1 isiness cn the Private Calendi called up for cor 
ration by J HUNTER) W the bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pen- 
Sion to J A Vincen 
Lhe bill was read follows 
‘ it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
! to place on the pensio ol sul tto the provisions and 
f they m laws,the name of J Vincent, of Clinton Count 
ile a priv Conij y D, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky \ 

































































itt on Inve ensions, to whom was referred the bill (H 
+’ pe n r. Vincent, have had the same under c 
I ur Li l report: 
ppears f I re your committee tl nant was enr« 1 
f riva ( } LD, ve Regimentof Kentucky Volunteer Infant: 

t A ny, Clin i 4 y, Kent cy, on the 15th day of October, 1861 i 
ont ist d ‘ vem be 1861, while on a march with said command from 
Albany to Some K.y., he contracted measles and was Iecft at Seventy-Six, 
ar ken yu th t yme in Clinton County, Kentucky, where he re- 
mA dina pr condition for some months with said malady : t- 
ing lung « 4 On his partial recovery from the acute stage - 
uttack it was < i that his lungs, which were deeply involved during his 
sickness, had become permanently affected, rend him there unfit r 
further 1 ry ¢ view of which he did not report to his con nd 
was not the e mustered into the United States service. 

I port « 3 cation claimant furnished an affidavit of George W. 
Hi iu ! i e citizen of Albany, Clinton County, Kentucky, who 
Was u S€ uy cant’s company and regiment, as follows 

* hat John Vineent enlisted in Company D, Twelfth Regiment of 
Kentucky \ inteer Infantry, in October, 1861, and went upon and remai i 
on duty at Albany, Clinton County, Kentucky, when he enlisted, until hisr - 
mer { ! umberland River There was measles in camp at Al 

vlhen the command left Albany said Vincent left 

‘ ! ped out somewhe on the march, but at what px 
a nt deo n . yw of his personal knowledge While in camp north of Cum- 
bea 1 Rive iliant was informed that said Vincent was absent sick with 

- \ t itin said Company D, Twelfth Regiment of Ker 
i Volu I r l sacquainted with said Vincent and k 
H ‘vel from his personal knowledge, and has nointerest in the matt 

slso fur . rn statement of John Absten,a reputable gentleman 
venty-s iton ¢ ty, Kentucky,who wasthe first person cailed upon to 
ACE « ! ef out of ranks on the march from Albany to Somerset 
Ix i neasies, and is as follows: 

‘ that [am acquainted with John T. Vincent,and have been 

for t ty ve ‘ thatsaid Vincent wasenlisted in the Tweltth Regi 
of kK ucks eer Infantry at Albany, Ky.,on or about the 15th da f 
October, 18 ’ that place with his command for Somerset, Ky., but fell 
out of the 1 t march ator near Seventy-Six, Ky.,on aceount of an 
n i i returned to his home. I further st: 1 was 
sul to’ id found that he had a ere attack of n wna 
Was su y ich and complaining with his breast when I visited h 
I have n ved in the community where said Vincent resides for the 
fifteen or tw y years and can not state his present physical condition 
nage is fifty s,and my post-office is Seventy-Six, Clinton County, K 
‘ i furt that I have n ointerest in the prosecution of this clain:. 














\ idavit ee ‘ ) s 
1 ul ( ( 3 
j 
* That r r } t t \ inv. € 
( wn lL. Vin t { it I 
ha j t « ed in ¢ y D, ‘Tw rk nt of Ke 
i i 1 ry of Oct . 
at é {tA ul Ss et, K iN mber. « 
t isles on t \ nd con) i back to 
ea rh « Zz r tir 
gy sta ) aid \ ; 1 of | 
ere a 3 oul 1 
sno ‘ the ° 
j ‘ J es f 
¥ et \rmy) l jer ( 
} 
‘ l s ‘ 
pre ud 
; ' tof Alba Ky ul 
i \ 
i i y I a 
j , l 
; ; 
iy . 3 A : 
‘ - i had hada \ } 
‘ ttl ti gt { ‘ 
oO n i Ss au 
vn t ry} ul 3 en u > é m a 
i \ tl A y I . itt } 
s 1 the sickness ind wt ya pl 
v in the d e of | co t ils to ¢ 
\ f r. Vv » t} le and bod 
irs d i 1 there John T. Vi nt 
hh D ‘ Co { . line 
| 1 
I) imendme 3 recomm led y the Committee on I l rr 
were avr l to 
hed} ' ' 
Che bill l ed w laid a de to ) bi 


commerdation that it do pass 











oO ‘ HACKELFORI 
he next ] 1 business on th Calendar (called 
) deration by Mr. BACON) was th f. lt. 9719) for t f 
of Thomas Shackelford. 
Che bill was read, as folloy 
R enacted, et J t e Secretary of t ( nd] } 
{ Land directed to place on the pension-r« b t provis sand 
s of t Del ol iw t of J mas S ord, k f 
} enth United States Infantry, of the Mexican wai 
The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follow 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the b ~ ' 
ing a pension to ford, have considered the san ind report 
t ows: 





Thomas Sh nant, was enlists 








Lith day of May, 1848, for >in the Mexican war V ent to Balt 

nd transferred to Fort McHenry, Md., where he remained until discharged 
July 20, 1848, having served a period of seventy-one days, 

The Mexican service bill requires a period of service of sixtydays. This« m 


aimantserved 


ipated in no batt! 


was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the« 
fifty-five days prior to the close of hostilities,and parti 















Ihe claimant is sixty-seven years of age and in } r circumstances 1 
actual term of service is more than that required by tl enera H vas 
taken by the Government as a recruit, l was en rot for t! and d 
erved more than the required period before news of the close war 

eived. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and rx t it 

h a recommendation, with the following amendn t 

Strike out the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the per i 











laws” in lines 4 and 5 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ ai 
rat f $8 per month ;” so that the bill will read ‘‘to place on the pension-r« 
the rate of £8 month the name of Thomas Shacl rd,”’ ete. 
ny nail Y 1 } , , } | 
The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pe 
sions was agreed to. 
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enacled, eic., That the Sec tary of the Intex 

d and directed to place on the pension-rol 
lit ons of the pension laws, the name of M 
Potts, late of C my D, Seventh Regiment Il 





The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 





ferred the bil 
same under consid- 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ré 
granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts, have 
ion and beg leave to submit the following report: 
> Department refused her claim for a pension on the ground t 
“3s insanity which caused suicide was not brought on by milit 
bout fifteen years after discharge he conducted his busines 
a suecessful manner, and itis not believed that the insanity developed about 
1881 can be traced to his hardships as a prisoner of war. 
VYealy C. Woods testifies that 
‘He was orderly sergeant of Company D, Seventh Illinois Cavalry Volun- 
teers; that he was well acquainted with Noah Potts; that they were members 
of the same company, and that he knew him intimately; thatat the time of his 
enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied man, and free from disease of any kind; 
that he was taken prisoner at Collierville, Tenn., in the latter part of 1863, and 
was confined in Andersonville pr that he saw him soon after his discharge 
» had en- 
ed: heard soldier say that he believed his bones were rotten. Affiant fur- 
+r states that he noticed during the conversation that his mind was affected 
and that his memory failed him very much.” 

























from prison and he was a mere skeleton, on account of hardships ! 
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that soldier was hurt while on pa Ife obtained permission to go to the land- 
ing. a short distan 1 camp, after having just been relieved from guard 
duty, and got on a Government wagon going in that direction While in the 
wagon, through the carelessness of the driver, it was upset and soldier thrown 
against a stump 

Congress in similar cases has recognized the justness of this class of cases, not 
reached by the gwene iw and being fully satisfied that the disability, which 

described by the examining surgeon asa dislocation of right hip, was incurred 
in the service and under the circumstances set forth, your committee report fa- 
vorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, 
by striking out all after the word “ volunteers,” in line 6, and insert therein in 


stead the word subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
ph of the report was read and agreed to. 

ill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


1 
» } 


HH. H. HELPER. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I call up for consideration 
the bill (8..2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enaeled, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Hardie Hogan Helper, who 
Was a private soldier in Company H, and sergeant-major of the Eighth Illinois 
Cavalry, also a private soldier of Company H, Second New York Cavalry, and 

o in the interim of that service was totally and permanently disabled whilst 
mder military orders of General A. E. Burnside, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, and that he be granted a pension of $24 per 

nth, instead of $10 per month, his present rating. 


The following report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read in part, the com- 
plete reading being dispensed with on motion of Mr. KILGORE, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 272 
for the relief of H, H. Helper, having had the same under consideration, adopt 
the Senate report thereon, which is as follows, and recommend the passage of 
the biil, 
facts in this case and upon which the claimant asks the relief granted by 
the bill are contained in a sworn statement forwarded by him to the Committee 
on Pensions of the Senate, dated March 28, 1888, and are as follows: 


y, N. C., March 28, 1888, 


he 3d day of March, 1881, I was granted a pension at the rate of $10 per 
vw hich was and is wholly inadequate, not only in view of the fact that I 
n ex-soldier of more than sixty-six years, but that Iam now, and have 
ever since the first week in March, 1862, been wholly disabled for the perform- 


rhe 





Mocksvi.Lue, Davie Coun 








ince of manual labor by reason of disability incurred whilst under military or- 
ders of General Burnside in defense of my country. : 
iclieving it is the desire and purpose of Corgress to give each man his due, 
recording to reason and the law of God to man, I now appeal my case to that 
bod nd ask for simple justice, 
Following a justified statement of my case: I was born in this county (then 


Rowan County) March 21,1822. After the publication of my brother’s book, 

rhe Impending Crisis of the South; Howto meetit,”’ in 1857,1 sought a home 
in free Illinois. Immediately afterGeneral Frémont issued his famous order in 
June or July, 1861, prohibiting the return of slaves to their masters who sought 
refuge inside the Federal lines, I volunteered as a private soldier at Macombs, 
McDonough County, Illinois, by letter addressed to General John F. Farns- 
worth, at his home in Ngrtheastern Illinois, of whom I had previously known. 

Whilst the regiment ®ighth Illinois Cavalry, was in camp at ‘Camp Cali- 
fornia,’ in Virginia, near Washington, and being eager for active service, I was 
mustered out of said service as sergeant-major, to join General Burnside in my 
own State, (See papers filed with Commissioner of Pensions in 1874, with my 





application for a pension under the general pension laws.) 
ler orders of said general, 1 was commissioned verbally with strict and 
minute instructions to makeacareful and accurate reconnaissance of the position 
| strength of the Confederate forces at Fort Macon, atand near New Berne, 
a to destroy the railroad bridge that spanned the mouth of Trent River at 
New Perne, in order that the Union forces might thereby enter New Berne 
without a battle. At4o'clock Friday morning, March, 1862, I scaled the middle 
stone abutment of said bridge, right under the nose of the Confederate sentine}, 
and successfully attached with a chain the inflammable material (prepared by a 
crank, which 1 predicted to the general would result, as it did result, in a failure 


he wood structure of the bridge and setit on fire. For atime it blazed beau- 
f y, but in a twinkling the Coufederates on the New Berne side of the bridge 

ened to the burning structure and soon extinguished the flames. A graphic 
account of the attempt to destroy the bridge appeared the next morning in the 
New Berne Progress, charging the attempt to burn the bridge to a Confederate 
enemy inside their own camp. 

A severe snow-storm that sprung up from the northwest in less than ten 
minutes after setting fire to the bridge saved me, I shall ever believe, from cap- 
ture and execution by the Confederates. During the storm I was completely 
veiled by the snow from the Confederate fortifications on the south side of 

use River, and when about 10 miles south of New Berne the storm became so 

rious that | lost my hat, the rudder of my boat, and an oar, Near the mouth 
of South River, 20 miles below New Berne, I made harbor. Saturday night I 
ht up at Ocracoke light-house, in which I came near freezing to death. 
Sunday, Sunday night, and until Monday late afternoon I was crossing Pamlico 

und in an open boat with oars only,a feat never, perhaps, accomplished be- 
fore, when I reached a Federal gun-boat, having had nothing to eat from Sat- 
uraday Morning 

It was those eight days and nights of exposure to the elements, salt water, 
and eold, being the most of the time wet to the skin from head to foot, that dis- 
abled me, 

On the I!th day of March I reached the general's flag-ship, the Alice Price, 
and made my report to him verbally as the fleet was weighing anchor to pro- 
ceed to New Berne. How well | performed the duty assigned me General 
Lurnside could tell if living. See, however, a letter addressed to me by him- 
eclf, now on file with my application in the Pension Bureau. So, also, could 
one Gilbert, as brave a sailor as ever lived, and Jack McLain, an arrant cow- 
ard, two experienced sailors who accompanied me on my reconnaissance, if 
living, and could be found, f 

The singular and peculiar disease of which I became afflicted, and am still af- 
flicted, commenced in both feet on Sunday morning before leaving Ocracoke 
light-house, and notwithstanding I was suffering untold agony at the time, I 
y volunteered to make a reconnaissance facing the enemy near the 








cheerh 


mouth of Slocum’s Creek, on the 12th day of March, 1862, in order to ascertain 
the depth of water, with the boat’s crew of the Alice Price, the gunboat Dela- 
ware, Captain, now Rear-Admiral 8. T. Quackenbush, protecting me. I also 
volunteered to go into the battle on the 14th of March, but under peremptory 
orders of General Burnside I remained aboard his ship in consequence of my 
extreme suffering. 
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RECORD—HOUSE. 


On reaching New Berne I took shelter in one of the deserted buildings of that 
city, where I was attended by Drs. Church and Rivers, of the general’s command, 
now deceased, and a faithful negress, whose name I can not now recall. I was 
also visited by the general himself. 

After remaining several weeks in New Berne, being able to travel, transpor- 
tation was furnished me by order of the general to New York. I was attended 
by a homeopathic physician in Brooklyn, N. Y., whose name has long since es- 
caped me, 

After General McClelian’s defeat in June, 1862, on the peninsula of Virginia, I 
obtained an authorization from the then governor of New York to raise a com- 
pany or regiment for the service, but because of the apathy of the people I be- 
came disgusted and volunteered as a private in the Second New York Cavalry. 
My health soon gave way again entirely, and [ was mustered out of that service at 
Ball's Cross Roads, Virginia, upon my own request, in order to join General Sax- 
ton in the Department of the South, and upon my own request assigned to duty 
in Florida, feeling it to be my duty to remain in the service in whatever capac- 
ity my health would justify,so long as the war lasted. (See papers on file in 
Pension Office as to these last two services.) 

Now, I was mustered out of the Eighth Illinois Cavalry upon a military order, 
I joined General Burnside upon a military order. I served that general under 
his military orders, and I believe I should have been pensioned under the gen- 
eral pension laws on my application filed in the Pension Bureau in 1874, but the 
Commissioner of that office rejected my claim for the reason, as he said, that I 
was not “in the line of duty.”’ Certainly there can be no equity in such a de- 
cision, as you may observe by reading the last twelve words of the then Secre- 
tary of the Interior in a decision addressed to the Commissioner of Pensions on 
my appeal to that functionary for a higher rating, 

Knowing that I had merit, justice, and equity on my side, I went to Congress 
in that bebalf, and General Burnside being at the time in the United States Sen- 
ate, went before the Committee on Invalid Pensions and certified to my service 
and disability, and hence the allowance of the meager, I might say parsimon- 
ious, allowance of $10 per month by special act March 3, 1881. 

[am not only unableto perform manual labor, but am permanently disabled, 
and have been ever since the first week in March, 1862, and very much more 
than half the time require the aid and attendance of another person, to wit, my 
wife and thirteen-year old son, who alone constitute my family now. (See 
certificates and papers on file from my family physicians in Pension Office; 
also, see what the Pension Bureau surgeon said of my case when I was exam- 
ined in the Pension Office in 1874.) 

I now come before your committee and respectfully request Congress to do 
me simple justice by granting me a pension commensurate with my service and 
sufferings, now that 1 am on the verge of the grave. 

HARDIE HOGAN HELPER, 














To the ComMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


STaTE OF NortTH CAROLINA, Coun{y of Davie, ss: 


Personally came before me, clerk of the superior court for Davie County, North 
Carolina, on this, the 28th day of March, 1888, Hardie Hogan Helper, well known 
to me as a respectable citizen of said county, and made oath in due form of law, 
and declared that the facts set forth in the foregoing instrument of writing ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, United States Senate, are sub- 
stantially true. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of my 
office on the day above written. 

[SEAL. ] A. T. GRANT, 
Clerk Superior Court, 

The facts set up in this petition were stated in almost the same language in 
the application of the claimant filed in the Pension Bureau in 1874. Not only 
are most of these facts sustained by the papers in the case, but also by the fol- 
lowing letter from General A, E, Burnside: 


Unit 





ED STATES SENATE CHAMBER, 

Washington, March 17, 1875. 
My Dear Sie: In reply to your letter of the 15th instant allow me to say that 
the incidents of the occasion to which you refer are distinctly remembered by 
me, and in compliance with your request I haye this day forwarded to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions a certificate covering all the points you have mentioned. 

Very respectfully and truly, 
A. E. BURNSIDE. 


Hi. H. HeELPer, 
Salisbury, N. C. 


The above letter seems to corroborate the facts set up in the petition filed in 
1874 

It was necessary that the application should be made to Congress, as was 
done in 1881, as, perhaps, under a strict construction of general law the claim- 
ant would not be entitled to a pension, the incurrence of the disease having 
taken place in the interim between his discharge and subsequent enlistment, 
but while acting under the military orders of General Burnside. The board of 
examining surgeons, who examined him in 1875, fully sustain his statements as 
to his physical condition, which is further sustained by the certificate of Dr. 
M. T. Bell, dated April 26, 1881, as follows: 

MOCKESVILLE, N, C., April 26, 1886, 
To whom tl may concern: 

This is to certify that Mr. Hardy Hogan Helper’s condition, concerning which 
I made a certificate some time ago, confirms the opinion expressed in that pa- 
per, i. e., that his disability was permanent and his ailments*progressive. At 
present he is unable to walk more than a very short distance without much dif- 
ficulty of breathing; in fact, the mere rising from his chair accelerates his res- 
piration to quite an uncomfortable degres; his legs are very weak and painful 
below the knee, requiring a cane asa prop when standing. The digestive ore 
gans are weak, seeming to be involved in the general weakness of the wholo 
nervous system, voluntary and organic, causing a want of appetite and tardy 
digestion; sleep is hard to secure, and unrefreshing when obtained, 

With the progress of time his actual sufferings increase; while muscular 
strength is slowly giving way, threatening to reduce his pleasures of life to in- 
telleetual recreations alone, 

M. T, BELL, M. D.., 
Family Physician, 

After a careful examination of the facts in this case the committee is satisfied 
that the claimant ought to receive from Congress the same recognition for the 
services rendered to the Government under the immediate orders of General 
Burnside, in rendering whieh he incurred the disability, as though he was at 
that time actually enlisted in the Federal Army. 

The proof shows that, if he is entitled to anything, he is entitled to be rated for 
inability to perform manual labor, which, under the law, would entitle him to 
a pension of $24 per month. 

It is therefore recommended that Senate bill 2724 be amended in line 11, by 
striking out “ fifty ”’ and inserting ‘‘ twenty-four; ”’ and, as so amended, the bill 
is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 















































































Mr. PETERS. lIask for the present consideration of the bill (H : t t Capt. I 

















i ‘ A 4 i 
R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Sh so ; 
The bill was read, as follows 3 ' 1. Fora 
rected to place t name Frederick C. Shaw, late ¢ ' a I i y ess as t 
Cavalry Volunteers, « t pension-rollis, su ct to tl rov ns and limita : 
tions of the pension law : . : 
The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 
Che soldier enlisted in Company F, Third Il 3 Cavalry, on the id - : 
October, 1862, and was discharged on the 10th day of October, 1865 Phe cas 
was rejected by the Pension Department because he could not furnish ¢ dei wir ne? t reports ] t} ‘ ‘ } f 
of the origin of the disability for which he claimed pension 
tion, in the service. The applicant has no hospital record et. t “ 
been present for duty, and has a good faithful record as a s« 3 Sons 
to be no doubt from the evidence but thatthe soldier was a "4 I <ILGOR lI underst ad itt 
young man at the time he enlisted in the Army. aa 1 7 e109 ; ; 
The testimony of David M. Orr is as follows _ . + pension OF , , =. , 
“IT knew Fred. C. Shaw in 1857, and he was counted a well and healthy man ment proposes to raise to Sov am ith. 
I have lived close neighbors to him since 1866, and he has been under the doc- M GEST. When I introduced the Id not know wl am 
tor’s care most of the time since. He has not been able to doa f ! w ; ‘ ol : } . 
since 1866, to my knowledge, and he has not been able to do any ata t —— ae gp cag _ : , ’ 
about one-fourth of that time.” amount the law provided for i 3 1 t pension flor service t 
Dr. W. R. Hopkins testifies: s Black Hawk war It is a case not pe onable at t Pe on O ea 
| began treating Frederick C. Shaw for pulmonary consumption in 1866, and il I erroneously inserted ‘$12 ' m : ‘ ‘ 
continued treating him until 1872. ee os ae ~_ : — 
In 1884 Dr. Hopkins made anotiier affidavit, in which he says: mount ougnt to be Dol. 
“‘T was the family physician of the said Frederick C, Shaw from the year | Mr. KILGORE. I understand from .the reading of the report that 





1866 or 1867 until 1872; that he treated soldier for bronchitis and consumption 
frequently during that time; that he lived within 2} miles of him during that | : 
time, and was intimately acquainted with him; was not acquainted with him | tion should be made 1n favor Of @ soldier 0 Diack Paw wa 
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’ 





this man served only twenty d 

















prior to enlistment; that saidShaw, in conseguence of said disease, was disabled | avainst soldiers of other wars. It occurs to! that a pension of $12 
from performing manual labor folie eno-helll that he can not give exact dates | 2°) gy ucoht to be oa ; 
of treatment, because a part of his books have been lost; that said Shaw was a | ® MONCH ought to be enough, : ‘ . ‘ 
man of temperate habits and was not addicted to the use of strong drink | Mr.GEST. I hope the gentleman will not object to the rate of pen- 
Orville S, Orr testifies: sion proposed by the committee l n is eighty years of age 
*“*T have been acquainted with Frederick C. Shaw since 1856, and continu- | ; Se hatte Bakes wll blind ! ! lent n] r r} 
ously up until 1862, when he went into the Army. Never knew of his being | Has F “_ > AS Wile 1s Dina .-— 2 oe aeigu- 
sick or under the physician’s care. He was a perfectly sound man 1) aman in this s ition, With an aged wile who Is 
Your committee think, from all the evidence in the case, that the soldier was | }) led abou t pension of $30 a month is « ta 
a stout and hearty manatthetime of enlistment, andthat within afew months | , ‘ 7 
after he was discharged he had consumption. He was discharged in October 10 : ; ; 
1865, and the evidence of physicians shows that in 1866 he was treated for this M i Pp on ¢ not go to the wile nd He 3 
trouble. The evidence also shows that from 1866 he has continuously suffered | g this seems to I rimination whi i t 
from consumption, and he has not been able to perform more than half work “i oe a 
The evidence of Dr. Hopkins, who says he treated him for consumption in 15 hae a - 
and following years, would indicate that even at that time the disease had be- | ir, GhA1 it is not a discrimination 
come somewhat chronic, and if so, this would necessarily lead to the conclusion | Vir. KILGORI If the pension pI sed were $12 or $15 I ith 
that the incurrence of the consumption was during his service inthe Army. Th I would n 0 obiectior ] ( t ! dit Ime . 
disease is one that usually comes on slowly, beginning with a cold, and contin- vould Make No objet ms - nend the amenam - 
ning without attracting very much attention until after it has fastened itself upon mmittee by striking out “thirty ind Inserting teen 
the system. Mr. GEST. This is a pension for services in the Black Hawk I 
It is not often that persons in the ordinary walks of life have their attenti ‘ 1832. out in urt of e count 
directed to the disease until after it has obtained a very firm hold, and very oft« or tes ee ae . 
in fact in a majority of cases, as is pretty well shown by casual observation NI LGO RE [ understand 
doctor is not called in until after the disease has become firmly establishe I Mr. Gl L ec n hope rentleman Ww 1iot « to 
the human system. Mr. Shaw is shown to have been a laboring man, with pw n of $30 a month for this " ae oat 1 
very much means, and it is reasonable to suppose that he did not goto ado Caer ee ¥ : ee : : 
and consult in regard to the disease until after its progress had become s ' oth of them are neipiess, | encdent upon the chal 
what alarming. é ors. [he lication in tl is 5 ted 1 pet ) 
Your committee therefore think that, from all the evidence in the cas be a : ¢ a ‘ : 
the circumstances surrounding it, they are authorized to find that the c« " : , ee Se now = Te : i 
tion of which the soldier complains, and from which he is suffering n t en t 1a eal Ayre 
incurred during his service in the Army; and we therefore report the | I KILGOR A st } i 1 te t l 
ably and recommend its passage. ‘ : 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- r. GEST. I will take it. 
mendation that it do pass. fr. KILGORE. Verv well. then. st! out 


ELIZABETH EVANS. | “< Srteer 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2120) | ir, OT 




















. ws . iT { ‘ 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans: 1 Gi RE. No: I ) Lise « 
The bill was read, as follows: | The CHALK MAN. Deba 3 not in ora 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | and he is hereby, | Y'!"5 “ye 
authorized and directed to place the name of Elizabeth Evans, dependent sis Che committee divided; and the ere—aves n g 
ter of William Ayres, late a private in Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Mr. KILGORE. I make the p t no ¢ 
Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, and pay her a pension of $12 per ment! Mf BINGHAM Make it t t 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws } os = a RE I aoe Pr 
i KRiLGOUNE v with ( i ) l ‘ 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: | fifte 
The claimant is the dependent sister of William Ayers, late of Company F | AT GI r" Make it twer 
Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, who died in the service rhe | af : ' x ' ‘ 
claimant was married to William Evans, who died in 1856. The claimant and | r KILGOKI vO, 3 only ! 
her daughter then made their homes with the mother of the deceased soldier A GES] Very we let it goa ‘ 
and was supported by the said soldier up to the time of his enlistment in the | The CHAIRMAN Che Chair hears a ; : and the 1 
Army. The mother of the soldier was dependent on her son for support, and a oe ry’ ; . 4 The ( 7 ad 
after his death drew a pension until her death, which occurred in 18s] y 2aae ERIE t ane . LS 7 cou U see = a - C- 
The claimant made her home with her mother after the death of her husband, | tlon the Dill w ll be laid aside to be reported to the Hou with t 
and was supported in part by the pension her mother drew asa dependent. | reegmmendation that it do pass as amended 
Since the death of her mother she has been dependent on the township for a : ’ ‘ ae ae “ 1 
port, and being a confirmed invalid, as is also her daughter, she must be s here was no objection, and it w ed | 
ported by charity or go to the poor-house. We believe it is fully proven th i SAMUEL ANDI x 
the claimant was dependent upon said soldier prior to and at the time of de at ee 
hat she has no means of support whatever hat she is a confirmed invalid | Mr. JOSEPH, by unanimous consent, ealled un for er the 
It seems to the committee that the relief asked for in the bill ought to | bill (H. R. 10017 ys ‘ ran an & ' 
granted. We therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage } Sed eRe ere - 
ot the bill. ihe Dill was read, as lollows 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- + en l iar rs at secre ; 
‘ ed hel to . 


mendation that it do p&ss. ce age scape gy naadng hag we aa P : ; 
JOSEPH F. GARRETT. y E, Fifth Re 








a uses : ; ; : — Ty “NO! ’ oN TT was read. a liows 
Mr.GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6501) to grant he report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as fol 
: T . ‘ mm itt ~e 1 Pp ne ¢ . vy t 7 ’ 1 t 

a@ pension to Joseph F. Garrett. _ The Committe 1 Invalid } 

io - s+ ba Lix rar n 4 pens » Sa ‘ é 

Che bill was read, as follows seine 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- Che claimant en] ’ privat 1 ( t I } ( 
therized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Joseph F. | October 4, 1862, mu rch 31. 18% i [ 
Garrett, who was a soldier in Spy Battalion, Fourth Illinois Regiment, in the | In ration filed June 11,1879, he alleges that at Bur - e, K n Now 
Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of $12 per month, | vem 





he contracted meas!es, and on account of cold and exposure while 
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dt ‘ emaciated and quite feeble. He has a trouble- 
i I find great dullness on percussion over re- 
aud bronchial respiration and superficial expiration 
F r same re na tation. There is great want of freedom of the move- 
I f chest right« i There is depression of the intercostal spaces 
‘ h sic 1 other inptoms of phthisis pulmonalis in second stage.”’ 
Phe mittee are of the opinion that the case is clearly made out that claim- 
ant was} lly I it the time of enlistment; that he had measles, caught 





sulted in the disability for which he claims pension, and that the 


t } to be inted. 
We therefi ! . favorable report and recommend the passage of the 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the Il with the recommendation that it do pass. 
RICHARD Hi. VAN DORIN. 
Mr. GEAR, by unanimous consent, called up for consideration the bill 


(S. 2118) granting a pension to Richard H. Van Dorin. 


The bill was read, as follows: 









Re enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the x be,and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pla yn the pension-roll the name of Richard H. Van Dorin, of Fair- 
field, lowa, who served with the United States forces in the war with Mexico, 
and actually participated in the battle of Buena Vista and one other engage 
ment,and pay him a pension of $83 per month, as provided in section 2 of the act 
approved January 29, 1 . entitled *‘ An act granting pensions to the soldiers 
and sailors of the M in war,and for other purposes.”’ 


Mr. STRUBLE) 


on Pen 


was read, as follows: 


ns, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2118) granting 


The report by 
T) 


Commi it tee 


a pension to Richard H. Van Dorin, have considered the same, and report it 
back to the House, recommending its passage. The statement of facts in th 
re} of th enate com { rectly set forth the case, as follows: 

Ser Ire ] No. 822, Fifticth Congress, first session. ] 





The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2118) granting 





Y . 1 to Ric rd H. Van Dorin, have examined the same, and report: 

rhe clair weompanied the Army to Mexicoin 1846-’47 as teamster, but 
yar pated in the battle of Buena Vista and in an engagement subsequently 
thereto; was honorably released in the spring of 1847; drew a Jand warrant in 
virtue of his services; and asks to be pensioned the same as an enlisted soldier. 

Iiis character and cred ity are vouched for by Hon. JamMrs F. Wiison, Sen- 
al m lowa, and « stantial testimony is also presented from neighbors 
and acquaintances, whose probity has the same satisfactory indorsement. 

Che committee 1end the passage of the bill. 





Mr. PARKER. This a Mexican pension case, and there is 

doubt about it, and I move it be laid aside to be reported to the House. 
There being the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

» with the dation that it do pass. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF LIEUT. GEORGE R. M’GUIRE. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have not called up any bill as yet, but I have 
the right to do so, and I will yield whatever right I have to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. FELTON], who is over here grazing on our 
pasture. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FELTON, by unanimous consent, called up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ho 





no objection, 
' 


the Liou 





reconime 


> 


Be it enacted, et 


That the Secretary of 
thorized and directed to place on the pens 
limitations of the 
MeGuire, late a lic 
Volunteers, 





the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ion-roll, subject to the provisions 
pension laws, the names of the minor children of George R. 
utenant of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania 





The report (by Mr. LyncH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4038, 
have had the same under consideration, and respectfully submit and adopt the 
report in the same case made by this committee in the second session of the 
Forty-ninth Congress, as follows: 

“Margaret A. MeGuire was the widow of Lieut. George R. McGuire, late lieu- 
tenant and captain inthe Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. She was 
granted a pension by special act,and having since died, her surviving children, 
who are all under the age of sixteen years, are debarred from obtaining relief 
through the Pension Office, 
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There being no objection, the bill was !aid to be reported to the 
1 } } + 
hi with the recommendation that it do pa 
MARY L. TANNER. 
T > } ’ 7’ 4 47 
VI ? y unanimous con , Ca l 101 mm tne 
' . y y ‘ Tare ’ 
Bi, Li ») Granving a pe mn » NLATY L. i ine 
j bill w f 1, as lollows: 
tcted I tt Ss reta he isi ) 
landd d to pla on the } »the p sions i 
l ms of t sion s, the I h ¥ < - 
G.I me of Cor ( Yv« Ve ee! 
r . y } l . 
to ¥ ‘ 1 rred the bill (H 
yr L. Tanner, 1it the following report: 

i le om ¢ te a private in Com- 
< Voluntec lier enlisted October 
ks he was inded in the left elbow. 

! dition a i that amputation be- 

ul A t 2 2, his le arm was amputated 

»w the shoulder joint.”” He was discharged 

Oo I , and immediately returned to his home in Western New York, 

vere he died October 2, 1875 Th oldier at the time of his death was draw- 
ensio $24 per month. The widow applied fora pension } 
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i in 1886, The soldier died of 
ilt of the amputation. 
that the claim that the apoplexy or paralysis re- 


was not tenable. 


ame Was finall; 
paraly sis claimed to be thi 
Che medical referee de 
sulted fre imputation 
The evidence »ws that the soldier even after the amputation suffered from 
the wounded stump, was very nervous, constantly compelled to take medicin 
to alleviate his nervou that he always suffered toa greater or lessextent 
at cause. 


. S. E, Bassett, 





Lie 


Shi 





ASneSss ; 


a regular physician and surgeon of twenty years’ practic 
aflidavit of date of April 2. ts 
“‘Hle was first called to said soldier professionally about the 26th or 28th of 
September, 1875. I found him sutfering severely from violent spasmodic con- 
tractions of the muscles of left side, volving in a high degree the left 
shoulder armstrings and left limb, springing, jerking, rolling over in a most 


} 


1 > 
SA 
i >, 





26: 





Bt 


his in 





r 





violent manner. I found upon a more thorough examination and inquiry (and 
agreeing with the highest medical authority) that the stump of left arm had 


not kindly healed by first intention, but had become irritated and inflamed, and 
thus the ends of the divided nerves of said left arm had participated in that in- 
flammation, becoming badly and permanently diseased and with the general 
debility of his whole system. I found said diseased nerves of the said left-arm 
stump had produced partial reflex paralysis of the right side of said patient. 
That in my opinion the partial nervous paralysis of said soldier, Alemson G 
Tanner, was caused by the diseased state of the nerves of his said left-arm 
stump.”’ AS , , ce 
This statement of the attending physician impresses the committee with the 
belief that the soldier's death was the result of his amputated arm, although th: 
medical referee in the Pension Office fails so to consider, The evidence shows 
the beneficiary to be a poor and worthy woman, and whatever doubt there may 
be in the ease we believe this woman is entitled tothe benefit of it, and the com- 
mittee report favorably and recommend that the bill do pass. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
RICHARD HOGAN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, called 
up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pen- 
ion to Richard Hogan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Richard Hog 
rivate of Company B, First Regiment of United States Dragoons, in the 

1 Mexico, and grant h 1 pension of $30 a month from and after the pas- 

of this act,in lieu of the pension he now receives. 
The report (by Mr. Biiss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9253) rrant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Richard Hogan, have considered the same and 
port as follows: s 
The claimant was a private in Company B, First United States Dragoons, for 
over two ye during the war with Mexi He isin receipt of a pension at 
3 per month under the Mexican service act of January 29, 1887. 
four ve age, and totally blind from cataracts of both eyes 
the disease was contracted during the war with Mexico, and, 
ugh he has furnished no evidence that said disease existed while he was 
in service, he has shown by the testimony of three credible neighbors that 
he had disease of eyes in 1849, just after his return from service and during each 
year since. 
Yourcommittee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GEST. Ido not see why $30 should be allowed in this case, 
while in the case I called up the pension was cut down to $14 
Mr. MATSON. Has the report been read ? 
The CHAIRMAN. It has. 
Mr. GEST. I move to make it $15 instead of $50. 
Mr. MATSON. Inthecase to which the gentleman refers the woman 
was blind, but in this case it is the soldier who is blind. There is no 
doubt of this soldier’s service or of his blindness. Hewasa private for 
over two years during the war with Mexico. It appears by the testi- 
mony of three credible neighbors that he had disease of the eyes in 1849 
just after his return from the service and during each vear since. 
Mr. GEST. I withdraw the amendment reducing the pension to $15, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House withthe recommendation that it do pass. 
CASPAR BLANKE. 

OO 


I ask consideration of the bill (S. 2833) granting 
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Mr. HERMANN. 


a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, Oregon. 
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EPH T. GARRETT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole He is the bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension 
to Joseph T. Garrett. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
made in the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GEST, Iask unanimous consent to substitute ‘‘twenty ”’ in- 
stead of the amendment to make it ‘‘ fifteen,’’ agreed upon in Com 


mittee of the Whole, 


The CHAIRMAN Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 


the amendment to the amendment is agreed to. 

Phe bill amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pa ed 


ENATI 


BILLS 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 3219) increasing the pension of Keyes P. Cool; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan FE. Alger; 


PASSED. 


A bill (S. 2500) granting agension to Gertrude K. Lyford; 

A. bill (8S. 2724) tor the relief of H. Harper; 

A bill (S. 2118) granting a pension to Richard H. Van Dorin; and 

A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Casper Blanke, of Portland, 
Orc von, 


The bill (S. 2106) granting a pension to William Kelsey was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House with amendment. The amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill as amended was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 10735) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Theodore Lewis, of Louisiana, reported from the Committee of th 
Whole House without amendment, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed (two-thirds having voted in the aftirmative). 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The hour of 10.30 o’clock p. m. having arrived, in accordance with 
the previous order, the House adjourned. 

PRIVATE 


BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


| 
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Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced | 
| g 


and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11143) for the ben- 
cfit of William Burton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

(Iso, a bill (H. R. 11144) for the benefit of A. W. Harper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11145) granting a pension to George W. 
Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

hy Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11146) for the relief of Collin 
Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
uncer the rule, and referred as follows: 

by Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Hill County, Texas, relat 
ing to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

by Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of W. F. Dilworth, heir of Susan 
¥. Dilworth; and of Sarah 
Mississippi, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of John E. Cooner, heir of Samuel 
FE. Cooner; of T. C. B. Morrow; of E. W. Wright; of William B. Day; 
aud of Joseph B. Ferguson, heir of Joseph Ferguson, of Alabama, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of depositors of the Freedman’s Bank, 
residing in Augusta, Ga., for the passage of the bill making an appro- 
priation for settlement with the depositors—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Fort Pitt Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of Senate bill 
553—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of John L. P. Hopkins, of Ac- 
comac County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. HEARD: Petition of 26 citizens of the Sixth district of Mis- 
souri, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers from Jacob Berger, Fred. Berger, and 
William Young, of St. Croix Falls, Wis., in relation to the railroad 
grant from St. Croix River to Bayfield, Wis., and praying for relief— 
*) the Committee on the Pablic Lands. 


J. Ragan, widow of George W. Ragan, of | ) 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Rev. E. M. Fowler and 44 others, 
citizens of the Third district of Maine, for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traftic, 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Board of Trade of Liberal, Kans., fa- 
legislation for ‘‘No Man’s Land’’—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of 56 citizens of Ramsey County, Minnesota, 
for amendment of secti 3 and 10 of the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Louisa Walker, of Fulton, 
Ga., for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of heirs of M. W. Roach, of Jackson 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of S. A. Carroll, « 
John A. Hagan, of Lawrence County, Tennessee, tor relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of C. B. Wentzell, president of 
Jefferson County School Board; of Alexander Murphy, and of A. M. 
Sponseller, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
MonDaAy, August 13, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 

RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION DEFICIENCY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, submitting an estimate of a deliciency in the ap- 
propriation for railway mail transportation for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1°88, of $562,482; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Titus Hutchinson, of Lyn- 
don, Caledonia County, Vermont, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO. I present certain papers relating to the claim of the 
heirs of Dr. Henry E, Perrine, now pending before the Committee on 
Public Lands. I move that the papers be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Departmentof Washington Territory, praying that an appropriation be 
made for head-stones for ex-Union soldiers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ipresent the petition of Mrs. Sarah A. Woodbridge, 
praying for a pension, accompanied with proofs and papers. In con- 
nection with this petition, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the vote by which the bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pen 
sion to Sarah A. Woodbridge, on the report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered, and that the bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions with the papers I now 
present, which furnish the proof the committee called for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was in- 
definitely postponed will be reconsidered if there be no objection, and 
the bill, together with the petition and accompanying papers, will be 
The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. Kk. 71) providing 
for the ascertainment and report by the Secretary of State of the claim 
of the legal representatives of Walter H. Stevens, deceased, to report 
the same back, and ask that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the joint resolution, and that it, with the ac- 
companying papers, be referred tothe Committee on Foreign Relations, 
which, as the Committee on the Judiciary thinks, is the proper and 
regular committee for the consideration of matters of that nature. 

The report was agreed to. ° 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were ‘re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 


A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 401) for the relief of Col. Daniel McClure, re- 
porteg it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

I am directed by the Committee on Publi¢ 


Mr. WALTHALL. 


















1888. 


Lands to report an original joint resolution, and I ask the unanim 
consent of the Senate for itsimmediate consideration. I wil 


the matter can be disposed of in a moment, the object of the 





olution being to remove a doubt as to the construction of a 
lution heretofore passed t 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read 


ic 
length for information, subject to objection 


118 session. 
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rhe joint resolution (S. Rk. 103) to construe joint resolution of May 






14, 1888, as amended by joint resolution of July 16, 1888, was rea 
the first time by its title, and the second time at length, as follows 
l e Senate and House of Representatives, ¢ . That the joint res 
tion approved M 4, 1888, entitled *‘ Joint resolution relating to the dispos 
ot public lands in certair s,’’ as amended by the joint resolution appr 
Jul 16, 1888, shall not be onstrued so astodenytoa y State the rig 
ls in plac or indemnity lands, in accordance with exist , laws 


lan i grants to States 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better be printed and go over 
It covers a very important subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newm 
the pension-roll, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sul 
mifted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods 
A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; and 
I 
( 





A bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newt 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom v 
referred the bill (H. R. 7410) for the relief of settlers upon Old Car 
Sheridan military reservation, reported it without amendment 


Mr. PLUMB, trom the Committee on Public Lands, to whom w 


referred the bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McK 
late of Lexington, Ky.,’’ reported it without amendment. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3419) providing for an additional 


ciate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, and for ot 





reported it with an amendment. 
ATTENDANTS AT INSANE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent at this time to } 
the Senate reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 77s2 
relief of the attendants on the insane at Hospital for the Insane in 
District of Columbia, which was reported on Friday last, was indet 
nitely postponed, and then I shall move that it be recommitted to t 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The vote by which the bill 


definitely postponed will be reconsidered, if there be no objection, a1 


the bill referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Th 


Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMS introduced a bill (S. 3434) to prohibit bridges over 1 


cable streams of the United States without consent of Congress: whicl 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on C 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3435 
sion to J. D. Haworth; which was read twice by its title, 


to the Committee on Pensions. 





OVERHEAD ELECTRIC WIRES 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the followings 


hg resolution, and ask fo1 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 





are hereby, directed to inform the S ate as soon as may be, wheth , Since 
ist day of January, 1588, they have granted any pe it or given any other a 
thority for the erection of overhead electric wires of any kind in any of the 
nues, streets,or alleys of Washington or Georgetown, and if so, in what instance 


for what purposes, and under what authority 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the res 
lution 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I just wish tosay that my attention was attract 


to this subject by seeing an article in a newspaper in this city within 


two or three days stating that the commissioners had granted a per 


for some overhead electric wire (I think a motive-power wire, instea 
of a light wire, which would of course carry a very heavy charge of 
electricity) somewheie on New York avenue. I had supposed that 
both Houses of Congress were of opinion, as every other sensible per- 


son ought to be, that the erection of overhead electric wires of any 


kind in this city any more was to be stopped entirely, and I was v 
much surprised at that statement. I hope itis not true. This re 
lution is intended to get the earliest information possible in or 
see if we can prevent any more overhead business of that kind. 


Too resolution was agreed to. 
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you shall have for attending court.’’ That would be a gross usurpa 
tion, as | take it everybody would admit. 

In this case, if | correctly understand the law, and I think I do, the 
Attorney-General of the United States has no more authority over th« 
supervisors of election than I have, and he ought to have less, becaus: 
I could only appeal to them in my character and sense and situation as 
a citizen to urge them to perform their duties, while a great official at 
the head of the Department and having a particular bias might ap 
proach them in a diflerent way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator how many sub- | 
ordinates these supervisprs can appoint; whether there is any limit to 
the number they can appoint? I simply desire to say that, as I un- 


derstand, without ever having seen what has been done or having e: 
amined the law since this question has come up, the Attorney-General 
mated the length of time ‘during which these multi- 


l Il ap 


may have ce 
tudinous employés should be upon duty. If he has done that, 
prehend he has done simply his duty, and that when the report cor 
in he will a tull, just, and Jegal ground for having done so. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly hope it may be so, whatever is do 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The amendment proposed by t 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] having been accepted by the 
mover of the resolution, is the Senate ready for the question on the 


adoption of the resolution? 


‘J resolution was agreed to 
TAC N MIS MUNICIPAL ELECTION, 
he J DENT pro tempor Is there further morning busine 
If t re | { i order is clo ed 
Mir. BR XY ds | move that the Senate proceed 


WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield 
{ ! nt 


busi 3 of t enate will allow, it is my purpose, after the morn 
ing | ess Shall have been closed, to call up for the consideration 
‘ enate the resolutions reported from the Committee on the 
J ry relative to the alleged suppression of the vote of colored 
citi at n, Miss. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A meé re from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
( Ino 1 that the House had passed the following bills; in 
wh it 1 iested the coneurrence of the Senate: 

\ bill (11. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 

\ bill .. 793) for the relief of William Collins; 

\ bill (H. Rt. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 
Howard 


bill (Hi. R. 1067) toamend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas 


\ bill (H. Rk. 1073) for the relief of the Roman Catholic Church of 
St. Peter and St. Paul, at Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 
it. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans; 
\ bill (H. IR. 2139) granting a pension to George Rhody; 
Kt. 2661) for the relief of James Caler; 
ill (H. R, 2908) to inerease the pension of W. B. Stokes; 
\ bill (GH. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victoria, Gertrude, Mar 
‘ t, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 
1. Kk. 4039) granting a pension to Mary Pfeiffer; 


H. Rt. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Hargain; 
ill (H. Rt. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 
\ bill (HL. KR. 5525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 
4 bill (H . 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 
ill (H. 2. 6347) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt; 
bill (H. R. 6501) to grant a pension to Joseph F. Garrett; 
bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 
1 (H. R. 8534) granting a pensien to Jacob Copes; 
il (J ht, 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; 
ll (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 
ill (Hi. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Hogan ; 
ll (li. R. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcena Noel; 


granting a pension to John Dean; 


4 ‘ +h sont 


for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin; 
653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 


M Alwar > 
li (ii. RR. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 
l 9717) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford 
\ 1 (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 
\ bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 


H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 
!. R. 10418) granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin; 


il (H. R. 10 


to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
Rt. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tan 


nil -. 10735) for the removal of the political disabilities of 


Ti , of Louisiana; 
LU7S9) granting a pension to Philip Neuman; 
RK. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 
10954) tor the relief of Mary Ann Reid; and 
, j07) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon 
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| The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution 
A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Algex 
A bill (S. 2118) granting a pension to Richard H. Van Dorin; 
| 
| 
| 


A bill (8. 2500) granting a pension to Ger 
\ bill (S 2724) for the relief of H. Helper; 





A bill (8 3) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland 
Uregon 

\ bill (S. 3219) to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 62) in recognition of the services of Joseph 


4 . 
The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 


in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
aT] | , . . 
he message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and 


- S. 2106) granting a pension to William Kelsey, with an amendmen 
i 
| 
' 


| ratify an agreement made with the Shoshoneand Bannock Indians, for 
| the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of a portion of 
| the Fort Hall reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes 


of a town site, and for the grant of a right of way through said reser- 
vation to the Utahand Northern Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
| votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. 
| ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. PERKINS, managers at the conference 
| on the part of the House. 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the fisheries treaty with open doors. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII b 
| 
| 


ing in order, the Senator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to 


the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open execu- 
tive session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of 
| the last open executive session will be dispensed with. The Execu- 

tive Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Oct 

‘+r 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] to postpone the further 
| consideration of this treaty until the Wednesday after the first Mon- 
| day in December next. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it has not been my purpose to enter 
into the discussion of this treaty, but I am impelled to do so from the 
fact that the State which I in part represent has a seacoast from the 
Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico of nearly 1,400 miles. That seacoast 
ibounds in fish; and the privileges of the fisheries upon the Atlantic 

| and the Gulf coast of Florida are of very great value, and are destined 
| in the future to become still more valuable. In that point of view 
the principles upon which the fishery rights shall be decided by our 

Government in its relations with others becomes a question of very 

vreat importance. 

Chis subject has been alluded to in the discussions which have al- 
| ready taken place before. the Senate. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

SHERMAN |, in his speech a few days ago, made the following observa- 

tions: 

Do not the merits of this treaty affect just as much all the fishermen along the 
Southern coast and the Gulf of Mexico and the Pacific Ocean as the fishermen 
of New England? There are provisions of this treaty, including the fifteenth 
article, so wide-reaching that if adopted they would in their consequences open 
the ports of the Southern States to every Canadian vessel that chose to come 
into your ports to fish in your waters. It would open all that vast fishery on 
the Pacific, infinitely more valuable than the Newfoundland fishery has ever 
been, to the depredations of people from British Columbia. It would open up 
controversy there. It is just as important to the people of Ohio astoany other, 

| although we have few fishermen there and do not care who furnish our fish. 

If that be soit isa just ground of objection to this treaty. The fif- 
teenth article of the treaty is as follows: 

ARTICLE XV, . 

Whenever the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oi! 
seal-oil, and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil), being the produce o: 

ries earried on by the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland, including 
j.abrador, as well as from the usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, 
and other usual and necessary coverings containing the products above men- 
ied, the like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fisher- 
men of the United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of the 
same, as above described, shall be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of 
Canada and Newfoundland. 

And upon such removal of duties, and while the aforesaid articles are allowed 
| to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re- 

uposed thereon, the privilege of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 

foresaid coasts of Canada and Newfoundland shall be accorded to United 
states fishing vessels by annual licenses, free of charge for the following pur- 
S, namely: 

|. The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies 
ind outfits, 

». ‘Trausshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance. 

. Shipping of crews. 

uppties shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained. 
| Che like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canada 
| and of Newfoundland on the Atlautic coasts of the United States. 


I do not so interpret this treaty, Mr. President. The ‘‘like privi- 


| 
| 
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Th j treaty, therefore, ] to ie lered rf lone in 1 erel »> tO 
the settlement of the troubles on t Nort] t st as between 
Provit J » 7 1eries upon 1 ’ 
Cc t the high is, but in ~ 
erence the | ted States, to o 
great t treaty prese 3 
juris ( ‘ own d i 
iad } ient to d ind ! ’ 
ny sl} t present 
ina p 
rh  { 
dian ‘ ‘ { , 
treat 
W he is differe) ¥ ‘ L Ar I 
the convention of O r 20, 1 the ¥ vand Her M 
< Queen of t ted K lom of Gre and | and, b 
tually desirous of removing i 3s of mis lers dir Lt t t t 
i omot f y i x ‘ 1 t 3 
United § 3 and 4 sof H 5 No : 
eolve to i » tre » tl 
The objects of the treaty are the promotion of friendly intercour , 
and good neighborhood between the United States and the possessions : 
of Her Majesty in North America. The twelfth article, which h 
been the source of this claim that the treaty opened the coasts and ‘ te ‘ ‘ 
shore fisheries all along the Atlantic and the Gulf coasts of the 1 ted , 
States to the Canadian ships, is as follows saan wees 
E x fro ‘ . M : 
Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the Atla ‘ nate re : 
of the United States a e privileges res¢ ed 1 secured , 
United States fishing vessels in the aforesaid waters of Canada anc t bie prop rime ‘ 
] l ‘ + + \ AT \ ‘ 
land I ble states } 
What privileges are reserved to United States fishing v ; ng him t ‘ 
waters of Canada and Newfoundland? The limited a for i 3 : t Dn i 
privileges defined in this treaty, and none other; no fishing privileges nter ional jaw the wa l i 








whatever, but simply defining the privileges acquired under the treaty | the nd bays of the United States, within 3 ma ‘ 
of 1818, prescribing in definite terms and in a manner which can not | pu ocean, the « mon property « unkind, and 
be mistaken, the ground for the exclusive right of fishery on the part | pl ernational \ ters into t Lvs « I 

of the United States, and modifying the conditions upon which vessels they e high seas, t! 1mon 

engaged in fishing shall be allowed privileges in the ports of the North | way « ll nations 

American colonies, namely: The purchase of provisions, t, ice, If that be tr 

seines, all other supplies and outfits—transshipment of catch for tra Key West 1 the mai id, 60 m ! 


port by any means of conveyance—shipping of crews. ne iby a chain of keys, the wide ba ind ¢ 
How then can it be said with this express limitation of the privi 3 | four 1 the Atlantic coast, the indentat sof t coa 








conferred upon vessels of the United States in Canadian waters, that | cla yy all the earlier precedents t 
there is any grant whatever to Canadian fishing vessels of rights and Government by r \ \ M 
privileges to catch fish in the waters of the United States upon th: New Orilea uli these 
Atlantic and Gulf coast? Ithink, Mr. President, that this ground of eople ¢ pain and a 
objection to this treaty is without force. But what is the contention ican fishermen upon thi t t 
It is that in the treaty of 1783, as the maj report states it, ‘‘ prop- | the ¢ it seas and inland waters the 
erty rights’’ were conferred upon the | ates in the jurisdictional If the contention of the Senator from ‘ 
waters of the British Empire in her North American provinces. I take | this vast line of territorial possession a 
issue with that proposition. the treaty that asserts the jurisd 

I think it is a bad precedent to establish If it could possibly | of the Government of the United Stat i : 
true that the jurisdictional sovereign power of a government over its | Sta to this vast ls ind sea ery t 
own waters could be dispossessed by a right of property given under a | and there is a princy ) irisdiction 


treaty, whether it be termed arightora privilege, I affirm ifthe United | to give the inshore tf ries of the ¢ 

States to-day were to make a treaty with Spain or with England by | American British c ! to t] 

which the fisheries upon the shore of the coast of Florida within 3 | would be a fatal surrender; the othe I r ‘ 
t be used by the sub sovereign ter 

jects of either of those governments, that it would convey no property | and neces y tot 

right, that it would not disturb the jurisdiction of this Government. Mr. Pre nt, the Senator 1 ( » is 

It would be a right resting in treaty, understood to be, and properly | There is no h priz le of internat 

understood to be, subject at all times when the convenience or the inter- itin wv ed within the d 

ests of this sovereignty demanded if to be repealed or set aside, and it | to within 3 mi of tl] t were t \ : 

would be the duty of this Government, as it would be the understand- | the high sea e public o 

ing of the contracting parties by virtue of the fact of the entire sover- pectable authorit » prov 

eignty of the Government of the United States over its own soil and its 


miles of our coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks, migh 
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the coasts of the ocean generally, without reference to the clausum mare | 
or the principle of inter fauces terre or the waters inclosed within the | 
jurisdiction of a sovereign power—it is true that outside of these lim- | 
ilations, as a rule of convenience, the jurisdictional power of a country 
has ordinarily been held to extend to the distance of a cannon shot, or 
a marine league, or 3 miles from the shore; sometimes one and some- | 
times the other. 

In the second volume of Grotius, an authority, as we know, most 
highly respected and cited by all tribunals which have been engaged 
in the settlement of disputed points of international law for centuries, 
we have the following: 


By this instance it seems to appear that the property and dominion of the sca 
should belong to him who is in possession of the lands on both sides; though 
it be open above asa gulf, or above and below as the straits, provided it is not 
80 great a part of the sea that when compared with the lands on both sides it 
can not be supposed to be some part of them. And now, what is thus lawful to | 
one king or people may be also lawful totwo or three, if they make themselves 
masters of the sea betwixt them at one and the same time, and agree upon the 
terms of property 


sin this manner that rivers running through lands of 
two different nations have first been possessed by both and then divided. 
* * - * * 


for it 


Now, it may very easily be that the sole jurisdiction or sovereignty over some | 
part of the sea may be held without any other property. Nor do I think that 
that law of nations, of which we have spoken, does any ways oppose or contra- 
dict it. The Argives did formerly complain of the Athenians, that they suf- 
fered the Spartans, who were their enemies, to pass unmolested through their | 
seas, looking upon this as a breach of a contract that was betwixt them, in 
which it was decreed that no one people should permit or tolerate the enemies 
of the other to pass, éta r7s €avtwv, through any part of their jurisdiction. 


* - “ * * * * 


The Romans, therefore, Salust, Flora, Mela, and others, call all the sea with the 
strait’s mouth theirs; but Dionysius Halicarnassensis adds more, taqns cpare: 
darac ete rhey (the Roman people) command every sea, not only that 
vithin Hercules’s Pillars, but the whole ocean, too, as far as it is possible to be 
sailed on And Dion Cassius, speaking of them, zacns cyeSov BactAdevorres yijs 
hadawns, FOVerning almost every land and sea. 


"Ss, 


Ke 


And this proposition has been followed by the experience of nations. 
‘Thus in the Hellespont from the days of Constantine a tax was imposed | 
upon all shipping under the Roman Emperor. The sea inclosed by Tur- 
key’s dominions, a vast sea, has been until recently, when Russia has 
acquired a portion of those, held to be a mare clausum, with rights ac- | 

red by the consent of the Turkish Empire. 
So, Mr. President, when we came to treat of this question, as shown | 
hy the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. GEorGE], in the treaty of Utrecht, 
this rule was followed by the express affirmation of Great Britain and 
Spain and France, although, as Bancroft states, the fisheries upon the 
northeast in the great banks had been resorted to by the Normans and 
various other people in the earliest part of the sixteenth century, yet | 
these three maritime nations, then holding rights prescribed by the | 
Pope of Rome, except England, and acknowledging the jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Pontiff to prescribe territorial limits aud boundaries, af- 
firmed in the treaty of Utrecht that these were territorial rights de- 
pending upon the nearest soil, and that they were transferred to and | 
dependent on it and became a part of the dominion of Great Britain. 
it was precisely in the line of this precedent which had come down 
from the days of the old Roman Empire, which had been a part of the 
Carthaginian law, as stated in the instance cited by Grotius, and which 
had continued to be recognized as a proper rule of action between na- 
tions up to that period of time, confused and uncertain as were then 
the rules upon which international rights were predicated; but it is 
ficient for this proposition to affirm that the Government of Great 
ritain, which then represented the colonies, affirmed the principle of 
territorial possession and an exclusive sovereignty over these fish- 
eries, 

When we came to negotiate the treaty of 1783—I will not weary the 

nate by reading what has been read, which I have before me—Mr 
\dains’s express declaration was that these rights were not claimed 
under international law, but were claimed as the peculiar and exclusive 
territorial right of Great Britain. It is true that the French minister, 
is is stated in Banecroft’s History perhaps a little more succinctly than | 
anywhere else, did in that negotiation, while objecting to what he re- 
garded as the persistent demands of the colonies for an extension of 
their fishery rights, declare that it did not matter what should be the 
action of the commissioners upon that subject or what should be the | 
provision of the treaty, because he said by the international law the | 
lisheries upon the ocean were public property and would beso regarded, 
not then regarding the question of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors, 
or the inshore fisheries. 

To the end that we may have, Mr. President, alittle insight into the 
view which was taken of this subject by our forefathers and by the 
representatives of this Government in their negotiation with Great 
Britain in the treaty of peace of 1783, I read from Bancroft’s History: 


In the hope of a settlement, Parliament was prorogued to the 5th of December. 

On the same day on which the final instructions to Oswald were written, | 
Vergennes declared in a letter to Luzerne: ‘‘ There exists in our treaties no 
condition which obliges the King to prolong the war in order to sustain the 
ambitious pretensions which the United States may form in reference to the | 
fishery or the extent of boundaries.” 

in spite of all the eajoleries which the English ministers lavish on the Ameri- 
cans, I do not promise myself they will show themselve3s ready to yield either 
in regard to the fisheries or in regard to the boundaries as the American com- 
missioners understand them. This last subject may be arranged by mutual sac- 
rifices and compensations. But as to the first, in order to form a settled judg. | 


‘ 





ment on the probable issue it would be necessary to know what the Americans i 
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understand by the fishery. Ifit isthe drift fishery on banks remote from the 
coast, it seems to me a natural right; but if they pretend to the fisheries as they 
exercised them by the title of English subjects, do they in the name of justice 
think to obtain rights attached to the condition of subjects which they re- 
nounce? France would not prolong the war to secure to the Americans the 
back lands and the fisheries. 

It was in this spirit and with this feeling that the assent of France 
was obtained in the negotiation of the treaty of 1783, and the provision 
relating to the fisheries as contained in that treaty was due to Benja- 
win Franklin, who said: 

This was, after a great deal of conversation, agreed to by John Adams, as well 


| as his colleagues, upon condition that the American fishermen should be al- 
lowed todry theigfish on any unsettled parts of the coast of Nova Scotia, 


Franklin said further: 
I observe as to catching fish you mention only the banks of Newfoundland. 
Are 
you afraid there are not fish enough, or that we should catch too many, at the 
same time that you know that we shall bring the greatest part of the money we 
get for that fish to Great Britain for your manufactures? 

It was upon this argument and the urgency of the French minister 
and the French Government that Great Britain made this grant of— 
what? Not of a property right, binding herself not to exercise sover- 


| eign power and jurisdiction over these fisheries whatever, but of rights 


in the sense of a right existing under and by the provisions of this 
treaty and under the incentives of these arguments of mutual interest, 
of the expenditure of the proceeds in the commercial relations and 
business of the former colonies, then to be an independent nation, and 


| Great Britain, as a wise public policy for herself, grants this liberty or 


privilege to us, holding unaffected her absolute sovereignty over the 
right thus given. 

In the discussion which occurred here some days ago the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] asked the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] if he understood any one to assert that this fishery 
claim of the United States was predicated upon a disturbance of the 
jurisdictional sovereignty of Great Britain in these waters? Mr. Presi- 
dent, it can be predicated, in my judgment, on nothing else. If it be 
a property right, if it be aright to the water and to the fisheries, then 
it is a right which can not be disturbed without condemnation or with- 
out voluntary sale; and if it be a propertyrightin the sense that Great 
Britain may at any: time determine it when the interests of her sover- 
eign power, her commercial interests, or her people may demand it, in 
what respect does it differ from an easement ora privilege or any other 
term—a liberty existing by a treaty, subject at all times to be deter- 
mined by her? 

Mr. President, in my judgment this treaty is to be regarded from a 
different point of view. We have passed the days when treaties are to 
be made upon the basis of advantages to be gained by one people over 
another. We have passed the day when international relations are to 
be considered in the light of extortions by one people from another. 
We are commanded by the spirit of the age and the interests of this 


| generation and of the great public policies which have grown up, to 


treat this subject in a different form, not in the shape of national prej- 
udice or the shape of supposed exclusive and peculiar rights, but 
upon ideas which are of a broader significance and a wider influence. 
A very gifted man, a son of New England, richly endowed for the inves- 
tigation of great public questions, a student contributing much to the 
advancement of the human racein his day and generation, has written 
in a recent number of a popular magazine, the Forum, for August, 
a few words which I think may have a proper application to this treaty, 
and which I cite for the purpose of vindicating the President, whose 


| dignified message presenting this treaty has been read, and theSecretary 


of State under whose influence and by whose eminent ability this treaty 
has been negotiated. Mr. Edward Atkinson, in the August number of 
the Forum, writes as follows: 


As it has become more and more fully admitted in political science that each 
man, each race, each stafe, each nation, serves the other by exchange, the press- 
ure of want has been diminished, and one can dimly foresee the time wien the 
prophecy of the poet may become a living truth, when— 


“Down the dark future, through long generations, 
The echoing sounds of war grow fainter and then cease.”’ 
Again he writes: 


When theday dawnsin which the English-speaking peoples of the world may 
become united under a system which shall give toevery man the utmost liberty 


| consistent with the rights of his fellow-men; when national prejudice is abated, 


and the whole great body moves onward in its efforts to benefit the people of 
the world by mutual service, the word will then go forth to all other nations, 
disarm or starve. The Statue of Liberty which standsat the mouth of the great 
harbor of our country may then, in truth, enlightenthe world. This isthe vision 
which lies back of the dry columns of figures, and which brings the imagination 
into play on the part of him who can read between their lines. 

Mr. President, this treaty is thus to be regarded. It must stand or 
it must fall as it is in correspondence with these great principles of in- 
dustrial life, of popular comfort, of the well-being not only of ourselves 
but of those who are our neighbors and of the world. Let us see then 
on the one side, notwithstanding our own example, notwithstanding 
the Senator from Uhio, the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator 


| from Vermont,who has led the Republican payy for so many years, 


have advised and consented to the public action of this Government in 


| the treaty of 1871, and in acquiescence for this long period of time in 


the provisions of the treaty of 1818, notwithstanding the President has 
been advised by the authority of Daniel Webster, by the authority of 
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John Quincy Adams, to i} é vyby wv { ights of American ur 
fishermen should be prescribed and limite t does not matter how 
j ribed an ted y wh ul sovere nty < ( 
ay t Britain over the NO! \ 1 Br coasts, seas, gulfs, and ( 
5 harbors should be a ned da wl notw inding « 
example in the initiation o lep lence in 1783 in asking 
Brit k, not 1 International 1 buta on o ece, and N l ‘ \ 
notwithstanding we repudiated expressly the idea th re cl t 
ing what the French ne tors sought to impose upon us, a publi equity, of i ) 
right, a right under the I: of nations; notwithstanding the majority | | O di 
report and the minority report re contain the instructions of Mi 1 
Seward in 1866, supported by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. | red that w h we did 
MUNDS]| and the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. HoAR}, for a treaty | eign 1 le to own property 
with Great Britain which may be regarded as their advice to the Pres ther peop! not a pl e, nota! 
ident and to Mr. Bayard to make this treaty with these provisions as | not disturbed by wa 
found in the draught communicated by Mr. Seward to Mr. Adams, a Ir. President, I take it tha it i 
follows: in the history of this Gover ant hefore this 
Mr. 8 lito Mr. Ada negotiatic which followed the v f 1812 i 
DEPARTMENT OF Strate. Wasi t April 10, 18 t t this iS a ht resti i od t ‘ 

Sim: Isend yeu a« y ofa very suggest letter from Mr. Richard D. Cutts in orig il equitab ¢ t 1 1 ‘ t ire l 
who, perhaps you are aware, was en as surveyor for marking, ont { v 3 against the Fre 
part of the United States, the fishery limits under the reciprocity treaty M : ood f 4 
Cutts’s long familiarity with that subject practically aud theoretically entities | Mace Lie property Of . — , , 
his suggestions to respect er sovereign cont! and 1 

it is desirable to avoid any collision or misunderstanding with Great Britain | patio rio bv er! 
on the subject growing out of the termination of the reciprocity treaty. With |: ,, _ " ; 

\ , T rr ¢ © ¢ 

this view Linclose a draught of a protocol, which you may propose to Lord | *45"% 0 i —— . : 
Clarendon for a temporary regulation of the matter. If he should agree t t ibsoiute s ity ola ea t 
it may be signed. When signed it is desirable that the instructions referr to I ed State over t \ 3 ] to ‘ 
in the concluding paragraph should at once be dispatched by the British Gov ; 4 ; 
ernment, A UOSilt ra SUSUEN = ; 7 

As the fishing se 1 is at hand, the collisions which might be apprehe: 1 n the United States, and wv ] Ss eve I ‘ re ¢ ed as ¢ 
may occur when that season advances r the + mon ¢ t enbis | rete } r mn his ! 

I am,sir, your obedient servant 7 ; 2 ; : s 
WILLIAM H. SEWARI i ive the ( mie ¢ the rej i i not read 
( fr. I i l ted S 4 
Draught protocol comm ut , Mr. Adams to ] f ¢ ndon in 18 . cided ¢{ baie . ; eyes 
— } i 
. , . tot t ‘ x 

Whereas in the first article of the convention b« een the United S s and ea ind 1 ht I i ra i 
Great Britain, concluded and signed in London on t 26th October, ISIS, it was | 14 \ iil. } ’ ‘ ( Hudson ( 
declared that tie ‘ 6. 284 2 

Che United States hereby renounce, forever, any liberty heretofore enjoyed . i oe ae 
or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, o1 e fish on or wit So exciul 7 _ - 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, c1 r harbors of His Britann y oliense comi i nst l il l st the ia r 
Majesty's dominions in America, not included within certain limits heretofor: the sovere ’ y he follo eve to t I pon t I 
nent oned;”’ { ; 

And whereas differences have arisen in regard to the extent of the above of the Onendlng 
mentioned renunciation, the Government of the United States and Her Maiesty { v a 
the Queen of Great Britain, being equally desirous of avoiding further misun- | P 10uth I y f i i fif ‘ ers 
derstanding, have agreed toappoint i do hereby authorize the appointment ! i British Govern! t t c t it Was destined 
of a mixed commission for the following purposes, namely tugal, dispatched a to ‘ vas e} 

1. To agree upon and define, by a s« s of lines,the limits which shall sepa vhich the Alal i first w vite art r i ind orade 
rate the exclusive from the common right of fishery, on the coasts and in the ‘ edition apy ed, to give t t ! ahout o1 
seas adjacent, of the British North American colonies, in conformity with the effort to « cta la f case the s ea stt 
first article of the convention of 1818. The said lines to be regularly num red ig, to drive tl Lawa 0 neigh »keep 8 i 
duly described, and also clearly marked on charts prepared in dup Lth ‘ a ’ I 
purpose, } cet to M 

2. To agree upon and establish such regulations as may be necessary and It became necessat ir tt orde tof t expe 
proper to secure to the fishermen of the United States the ivilege of entering One was killed, so we l,a t ex ‘ 
bays and harbors for the purpose of shelter; and of reps amages thereir ave rise t ext 
of purchasing wood, and of obtaining water; and ipon and estab i t ! i 1 i 

h restrictions as nay be necessary to prevent tl »f the privilege re et 4. D. 18 ‘ 2 
served by said convention to fishermen of the 1 ~ that t e « ) > } on tin 

3. To agree upon and recommend the penalties to bea id such } 4 H ‘ 
ceedings and jurisdiction as may be necessary to secure aspeedy trial and I ( ‘ ‘ . 
ment with as little expense as possible, for the v ation of rightsand the trans territoria isciict 1 of t ( er! nt ( t J tain or ot t 
gression of the limits and restrictions which r hereby adopted 1 States Baan ‘ bor ' nad istlv to t 

" . ° nicer ite In her l ( is } A y ) 

Provided, however, that the limits, restrictions, and reg ations which m : . 5 
be agreed upon by the said commission shal! not be final, nor haveany effect, un Or any vs , , ) EE A 
til so jointly confirmed and declared by the United States and Her Majesty the th that vessel in ( da with mul! ) ihat law! 
Queen of Great Britain, either by treaty or by laws mutually acknowledged : it mav be the pron hiect o but it is pre 
and accepted by the President of the United States, by ang with the consent of : ; : : ; 7 
} : i by >t} f tR z the uw of the I ted Stat I ect 
the Senate, and by Her Majesty the Queen of Great Britafn. ‘ : : : , : 

Pending a different arrangement on the subject, the United States Gover N t shall we a t t this t ny imy 
ment engages to give all proper orders to officers in its employment Her sion tever to Gre \ eaty of Utre 
Britannic Majesty’s Government engages to instruct the proper col ~ ie ; oral . : ' 
other British officers to abstain from hostile acts against British and United e have I treaty ¢ é ‘ AmCLE ALC 
States fishermen respectively. tatuto legislation of 1830 t e the t y of 1871, which itself 

That was in 1866. The Senator from Vermont and the Senator from | ‘ eee : tl, d 
Massachusetts were leading spirits of that administration. This may , °) S!© Miho! i ee sae 
1 8 } } 1 (rt -, i ol ft I 5 
be said to be their work and their advice to the President of the United . 

States. Certainly it is part of the public authority of the United State oa fs dete tie ; ; i 

Now, my proposition is that when this Government has aflirmed a | States and Great Britain signed at Lond Cataten: 1 
principle of settlement for three-quarters of a century at least—yes, we Now. here the United States expres that it is a liberty con- 
will say for a longer period of time than that—when it has affirmed and | tained in the treaty of 18 I ( from Ver l 





recognized the exclusive territorial jurisdiction and right of property | the Senator from Massaciusetts and t narty to which my friend 
in another government over a certain territory; when so late as 1866 it | Senator from Maine [ Mr. FR‘ the party of wh 

has instructed its ministers to negotiate a settlement of differences upon | Senator from New York [ Mr. EVAR’ is been so conspicuous a leader, 
the principle of this recognition of the exclusive sovereignty and right | he. sneaking through them ned to t and Mr. Bavard 
of a nation and such a treaty has been negotiated, how are we to stand | jp negotiating this treaty and ‘ ted 4 that 3 o libertyr— 
in the face of the world, how are we to stand in comparison with this . 











taking, curing, and dry y i ° 
principle of public policy, of fair exchange, of honorable commerce, of 7 es , { States aha a 
good faith, when we go back upon it and assail the President and the mmon with the subjects of Hex i 
Secretary of State for negotiating a treaty upon these principles which That is what the United States and the : rmet 
we have instructed and advised them shall be the public policy of this the erty, for the term of years d A <XXIIL of this t 
Government? So much, Mr. President, for this branch of the subject. | ;° 4,04 aa Seltncee end ateeien att tien iain at Gan ae a ' 
This whole matter rests in this contention over the inshore fisheries |} New Brunswick and the colony of Prince urd’s und of t I 
of Great Britain, the subject of her absolute territorial domination over islat Gs t into adja - a be r ft uta ; 
the fisheries within 3 miles of her coast. So of the coasts and bays, | 5)0'C)." anels the Magdalen Is a or ft D : = anal 





creets and harbors of the United States, in Florida, in South Carolina, | curing their fish, 


Xx 1X——468 





Mr. President i terial whether this liberty entered within 
the bays or did n { 1 it will be well noted, if we consider the 
lanvuage of this treat that it so reads by its plain and necessary in- 
tendment. ‘The treaty of 1514, of the 20th of October, reads as follow 

lt isagre tween the his ntracting partiesthatthe inhabitants of the said 
United States i ‘ forever,in comm« i with the subjects of His Brita: 
Majesty, the liberty to take fish of every kind on that part of the southern « t 
of Newfoundiand wh extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on t 
western and northern coast of Newfoundland; from the said Cape Ray to the 
Quirpon Islands a the ‘ fthe Magdalen Islands, and also on the coast 
bays, harbors, and cree Mount Joly,on the southern coast of Labrad 
to and through the Strait lle Isle,and thence northwardly, indefinité 
along the con with ve, however, to any of the exclusive rights of t 
Hudson Bay Company iat the American fishermen shall also have 
erty forever to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and 
creeks of the southern part of the ist of Newfoundland hereabove described 
and of the coast of Labrador; but, so soon as the same or any portion thereof 
shall be settled, it shall not be lawful forthe said fishermen to dry or cure fish 
at such portion so settled without previousagreement for such purpose with th 
inhabitants, propri« or possessors of the ground. Andthe United Stat« 
hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the in 
habitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish, on or within 3 marine miles of any of 
the coasts, bays, cree or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominio: 
America not included within the above-mentioned limits 

It is very clear that Mr. Webster’s interpretation of this provision 
was the necessary one. If we leave out such of the words as are not 
connected with the subject, it would read thus: ‘‘The United Stat 
hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed to 
take, dry, or cure fish on any of the bays of His Britannic Majest 
dominions in America not included within the above-mentioned lim- 
its,’’ or within 3 miles, ete. 

It can not be questioned that for the subject of bays that is the 


proper and correct reading. Weare not considering coasts or cree} 

harbors, but a liberty of fishing within 3 miles of one of the bays 
of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America not included within 
the above-mentioned limits. And thatisin strict accordance with the 
practice of this Government both before and since, and with the treaty 
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of Utrecht, with the treaty of 1783, with the declarations of the French | 


treaty, or under whose direction it was 
and with the necessary public lay 
Who will base the relations of this Government with Great 
upon the proposition that a property right in fisheries within the bays 
and territorial jurisdiction of the United States can be created by a 
treaty which can not be set aside by subsequent negotiations? 

Who can deny that the treaty of 1871 in express terms, agreed to by 
this Government, affirmed the exclusive sovereign right and power o! 
the Government of Great Britain over these inshore fisheries, when we 


that 


Vergennes, 


minister who negotiated 
negotiated, Count de 


Britain 


consent not only in words, but to a different arrangement, and agree | 





to give a consideration for permission or liberty to exercise that right ? 

Now, Mr. President, how shall we stand in this age of progress when 
the people of the world are to be fed, when the great question is a 
question of public economy, to bring joy and gladness to th® poor man’s 
home, not for free fish, but the free right to eat fish, and eat cheap fish ; 
when the great question is the subsistence of the downtrodden, perish- 
ing people who are found not only abroad, but in our own country by 
hundreds of thousands; when we undertake to base our relations with 
this Government, not upon right, not upon a broad policy of right and 
mutual interest, but upon propositions of the character contained in 
this majority report, namely, a property right in the jurisdiction of 
Great Britain conveyed by the treaty of 1783, which neither the nego 
tiations and public treaties of the United States of 1871 and of 1818 
sustained, nor the contemporaneous opinion and interpretation of New 
England statesmen and of Mr. Webster himself supported? <A prop- 
erty right which can not be set aside, and making a demand from us 
upon Great Britain which reverses all our public action and goes back 
upon the action of the Secretary of State, and denounces him for doing 
what honor and public duty and right required, and for doing that which 
all our past public action has declared it was his duty and our interest 

hat he should do. 

Why, Mr. President, we have gone back a long time. Let us see 
what the people in the olden time had to say on this subject. We 
have a very great and prosperous people and we live in a very wonder- 
ful age; but there were great people who lived before us; there were 
people whose achievements had placed the world in subjection to their 
civilization and who had found it necessary to acquire principles of 
public action. These are alluded to in this quaint and learned old 
book of Grotius, which has always been an authority upon this sub- 
ject, in which he says: 

Scipio Africanus said the Romans have conquered because in entering into 
war they have always relied upon justice and right and good faith. 

Cicero Bays: 

‘For by faith not only every state is preserved but that grand society of 
nations is maintained. If this be taken away, says Aristotle rightly, avypnras 7 
wus GAAjmos yOria tT dvOpersy, all human correspondence ceases.” 

Therefore the same Cicero calls it detestable to break faith, which is the 
preservation of life ; and Seneca says the most sacred good of the rational soul, 
which sovereign princes ought the more solemnly to keep, by how much they 


offend with more impunity than others. Wherefore take ower faith, men will 
be like mere brutes, whose rage allmendread. Justice indeed in her other parts 





has something that is obscure, but the bond of faith is self-evident, and to that 
end do men engage their faith in their dealings that all doubts may be removed. 

liow much more, then, does it concern princes religiously to observe their 
faith, first for the sake of their conscience, then for that of their reputation, 
wherein consists the authority of a kingdom. 





























7 

Now, what shall be said of this cont 1 our part by the treat 
of 1783, that because we had participated i of G I n 
in the war by which these fisheries w ined t 1 toria 
sovereignty of Great Britain established, t ‘ that right being 
recognized by the treaty of 1783, it could not be ed by any sub- 

quent action of this Government, althou 1i@ a again we hav 
acknowledged in public negotiations, in the opinions of our statesmen 
who negotiated the treaties, that whatever m we had we had ] 
virtue of cession from Great Britain? 

Asa matter of argument, how muchs t, exce that 
it had what is claimed to be a recogni Lint reaty of 1783, as a right 
than the right to y other portion of the domain Great Britain in 
the North American provinces? I were a red by th od 
ind the treasure and tue participation in the war of tl men of the 
colonies and of the colonies as organized for ; he right extended 
quite as much to Canada or any other part o > dominion as it did 
to the territorial water ind it lacked only the elen t of recognition 

1ich the British Government have always clail riven to us 

mply as a liberty, and which we ours¢ ire ti \ in 
the treaty of 1871. 

50, Mr. President, I take it that t ti ms t ‘ e 
of exclusive territorial sovereignty in the nation or government ut 
controls the soil, the land around a eck sed sea, o lg ceording to 
the old doctrine of the Latin pudiicist aud the Greeks, that él oun- 
try owning the s und the mouths of th raits has sovereign and 

solute dominion over the inclosed sea; if it be then in that one 
government; if it be two, then in those two governn t nd I affirm 
without the fear of contradiction that as a matter of public law from 
the days of Aristotle, ho w: the first writer on the bie ol 
whom we have any record i by Grot » tl present time 
no publicist has ever denied the j ce of this affirmed principle of 
international relation extending through this long period of ti 

I therefore ay that to th countr' to 1 } e of joOridaa 
abounding in fish and fisheries, the right to s ip 
ondition that right by fo 
foreign peopl san Imp tr 
principle in recogni: vi » declare what pot 
tion of her inshore rit ileg l liberty ef the 
people of the United States; for we can not establish the reign of force 

enators talk a great deal about the power of the | ted States. W 

| are a great people and we are a powerful people, bat we are great and 
powerful only so long and so far as we conform to right, to humanity, 
to justice in our relations with other people. I am thankfal that the 





day has come when a great congress of nations, actuated by principles 
of humanity, recognizing the business of governments and of associa- 





ons and of men, is to advance the interests of humanity, to extend 
the comforts of human life, to establish policies which will relieve pov- 
erty, which will reward merit alone and banish force, a ud, and 
violence, and the suffering that results from it so far as possible. This 
treaty is in that direction. 

It has been said that this treaty is a concession to the desire of the 
Canadian provinces to enforce what is called free tish, and that the 
outrages perpetrated upon the American fishermen demand different 
relations. Suppose we admit that to be true, Iam myself in favor of 


the policy which the Secretary of State is pursuing in this matter, 
which I understand to be a demand of justice to every citizen who 
shall be wronged in his property by the harsh and improper adminis- 
tration of Canadian municipal laws. 

But how shall that be done? Shall it be done iall it be 
done by the orderly course of negotiations as they are now taking 
place? But that is a different question altogether. If Canada seeks 
to enforce a change in the financial laws and administrations of this 
Government by oppression of our citizens, we need not refuse to do 
what is right in avoiding causes of future trouble by negotiating a 
treaty to adjust and define the limit of their right and ours, because 
we still demand reparation and damages to those who have been in 





by war, or s! 


jured. 


The two subjects are entirely distinct. The one does not belong to 
the other. The settlement of the relations which we shall hereafter 
keep with a foreign government upon terms satisfactory and the de- 
mand for damages are two different questions. 

Why is it that Senators claim there is a vast concession? A vast 
concession of what? Of fishing rights, of territorial waters within the 
sovereign territorial dominion of Great Britain in the North American 
provinces. Yet here we have the report stating that these fisheries are 
of little or no value. The President and the Senate have been advised 
by Senators that this renounced territory ought not to be contended for. 
Each one of the Senators who has made this objection to the treaty has 
solemnly affirmed to the President, as a Senator, ‘‘I advise youin your 
negotiations with Great Britain that this renounced territory is not of 
sufficient value to be the subject of contention between that Govern- 
ment and ours.”’ 

Is there any doubt about that, Mr. President? Is there any doubt 
that every Senator who has spoken in opposition to this treaty has offi- 
cially, under his oath and in his place here, advised the President and 
the Secretary of State that these renounced waters were not of any 











no acount in rd to this Lemen .O person Wlii Cé 


Now. i¢ 











‘ hat it is e@ al y ma 3 Ww r this « 
tention about, for it does not matter whetherit war or whether it 
not, 

I take i een two enlightened ns as between two civil l 
men it 1 nere questiou about y 1e1 a yy r to 
to the death tl will justify them the n tia or the 1 
which they ir to each other [ ta t ( ed n l 
the civi i } iust be held respond to t, to justice, to i 
pu po ‘ Lo manity ) € 1 S « own peo wnat 
world, and not to the mere qu n wheth » be } 
death o ed, o 1e great calamit \ i ! 

I take it ere is a higher idea of rig that h ome from our Cl 
tian religion and from the great institutions of the church and its te 
Ings and civ ing influences t n the m¢ ques 1 ol « ng W 
may be compelled t lo by war, or Vv ch L) d I 
war 

What is it that we are d y this treat We ar negot 
with the people along our border. Much has been said Canadian 
ternal improvement, of great lines of tran tatio if that 


menace to the people of the United States 


l agree with the Senator from Ohio | M 


C SMTA in s ny 
these two English-speaking people are the vanguard of civilization 
human happiness, of the relief of the world fro evils which 

and evil condition of government h e iflicted upon mankind f1 
the earliest history. Weand they are the great agents and light 


civilization, and if these people along our border with their grea 
provements could take ry pound of 
who would be hurt if they would bring the 1 
World here for one-half less than they can be brought for now 

injury would it be to the people in these United States? The di 
which they wear, the silks that are imported, the tea that is di 

whatever is imported would be within the reach of the poorest mai 


one-half the cost that it now is. 





I think it may be harmonized with all the transportation interes 
of this country by a just and a wise interest, giv r abundant emp 
ment for all, but it is not the occasion of war, the occasion of envy, t 
oceasion of ill feeling. Perhaps there may be some restrictive lecisla 
tion that may be wise, but not in a hostile spirit. 

Let us see what this country is. Mr. Manning, in his report a y 
or two since L have not the date t I have here an extract from it 


states as follows: 


From 1812 to 1832 the aggregate annual traffi retwee the United State 
the British North American provi: 3 av i 1 ; from 
1545 it rose to $6,313,780, but, under liberal t sport Th ATT: ements 
from 1846 to 1853 to no less a innual a » than 6 * r 
favor, during that period of eight years, a balance of trade of over forty ar 


quarter millions of dollar 
How much harm was that to thiscountry? A balance of trad g 

eft in this country of forty and a quarter million dollars from Cat 

Who wants to cut that out? What harm w it do to rich or poo 


It was in 1845 that England, changing her colonial pc vy, empowered 




















Canadian provinces to make a tariff on imports tosuit themselv« Durir 
next year those provinces r -d the barrier again iy I WwW 
existed, in the form of dif al rates s I i 
mitted commodities from our side of th ne « th f sas < 10d 
were admitted coming from British ports. I ; gland y r 
ister at Washington previously communicated with the Treasury Departm 
present da further p oposition. 
* + : * * . 

Under its influence the aggre terchar of co 10Odities tw ' 
selves and the inhabitants of all the British p i rY 
as those of the State of New York—ros I lannt eofa 
$14,000,000 in the previous eight years to over th und a quart 
ions in gold in 1855, to nearly fifty millions in 1856, and to eight; ur 
in the last year of its existence. 

During the thirteen years the British provinces, according to their officia 





turns, purchased from us articles valued at over three hundred and fifty 
and a half millions of dollars in gold, and we bought from them one | d 
and ninety-seven millions, thus making an international trade of nearly t 
hundred and fifty-six and a half millions of dollars on a gold valuation. 





It seems we are negotiating a treaty with a people who have paid us 
over $160,000,000 within a few years past, a balance of that amount 
They have paid it to whom? They have paid it to those who ma 
facture goods, who grow products of the earth. They have paid it i 
all the avenues of our diversified industrial and agricultural life. 

Shall we say to these people what our Government has ever refused 
to say, what Mr. Adams denied to be a fact, what those who negotiated | 





no 
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e i ; 
exclusive right or enjo ent in any fishery when commercial privilege 
is granted to the fishing vessels of other nations to comeand go as the: 
please h fish and enter the ports of the land on which it is de- 
pendent Phat was the old ground of dominion; it was the depend- 
ence upon an adjacent soil, an adjacent territory. 

That is one thing. Commercial right and privilege is another. If 
it be considered desirable that commercial right and privilege shall 
exist, that fishing interest shall be encouraged and fostered in the United 
States and Canada, how are you going to get it? You have got to 


abolish these treaties, as they did in 1871. 
have a right to be consulted. 

For myself I should vote against a treaty that admitted to the fish- 
eries of the State that I in part represent, and the Atlantic coast, and 
gave commercial rights to fishing vessels; but if our friends on the 
Northeast desire sueh reciprocity in occupying the waters and in com- 
mercial privileges I should have no objection to voting with them for 
it, jor their coasts and bays. But why assail the President? Why 
find fault with this treaty for doing that which the uniform and un- 
varying policy of this Government has directed him to do, and ex- 
pressed to be the public opinion and the public policy of the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. President, I shall soon close these desultory remarks. I believe 
I have covered the few points that I proposed to make upon this subject. 
The question of fishery rights is one of very great importance to the 
people of my State and all the Southern and Gulf States. The fish of 
that region are abundant. ‘They are suflicient to feed the entire popu- 
lation of that country, and perhaps of many other countries. ‘The 
waters are alive with them. They seek the coast, bays, harbors, and 
inlets of Florida and Southern Alabama, and we demand their preser- 
vation upon just and fair terms, conceding to other people such rights 
as will promote the interests of our people and allow them the privi- 
lege of obtaining subsistence. That is the kind of relationship which 
we desire. 

I have introduced at this session of Congress a bill, which has been 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries, for the protection of those fish- 
eries, for the seizure of vessels as the Canadian people have done, and 
for fining of vessels found tishing within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, or in the State of Florida, in her bays, within 3 miles of her 
coast, or between Key West and the mainland. 

This serves to show that in this great country of ours, with its widely 
extended coast and its diversified interests, we must have some broad 
principles of public policy in making our treaties with foreign countries. 
What suits Canada, what suits our friends in Maine and Massachusetts 
in their relations with Canada, would notsuit us. The treaties which 
we make with foreign countries should contain provisions for this di 
versity of interests; but in no case can you afford to give up the prin- 
ciple of the absolute sovereignty of this country over the mare clausun— 
the inshore fisheries of the bays and the waters which are inclosed by 
our own country and our own soil. 

Mr. President, the future of our country will not depend, in my 
opinion, upon prejudice. It will not depend upon appeals to excited 
feeling. The great business men of this country, I think, will appre- 
hend the fact that it is not within the power of man to control the 
great causes that give necessary course to public action, to public 
thought, and public feeling. All economies must tend to feed the peo- 
ple. The doctrines of starvation and want have been shadowed by 
many of the great economists so as to make political economy what is 
called the dismal science, which Mr, Atkinson attempts to answer in 
the article ‘*‘ Must humanity starve atlast?’’ All public policies-must 
be in the direction of providing the agencies that will prevent human- 
ity from starving. 
policy all imaginations of men, all policies of government must fail 
unless they correspond with it. 

Therefore the enlightened public opinion of this country, of the men 
who contro! public opinions, sooner or later must look to this end, not 
to war, not to strife, but to the development of these higher economies 
which shall abundantly feed, abundantly clothe, abundantly educate 
and provide for the advancement of mankind. 

The public man who looks to these sources of action for his inspira- 
tion is the man to be trusted, not the man who seeks to live upon the 
excitements and the prejudices of the moment, or upon theories of pe- 


Canada and Great Britain 


culiar and local advantage confined to one country and leaving out of | 


consideration ail the rest of mankind. The action of the President 
and the able and distinguished Secretary of State in making this treaty 
is in the line of this broader, higher, and more beneficent public policy. 
This treaty has been subject to adverse criticism, both in this country 
and Canada, and that our people may see that the people of the Do- 
minion think that we have gained the advantage over them, I append 
the following: 


[Extract from a review of the fisheries treaty in London Law Magazine May, 
1888. | 


Whatever may be the fate of the fisheries treaty which was concluded at 
Washington on the 15th of February, 1888, there can be no doubt that the Brit- 
ish plenipotentiaries abandoned all the material contentions of this country up 
to the end of last year from the date of the fisheries treaty in 1818 between Great 
Britain and Ireland on the one hand and the United States of America on the 
other, In this matter our country can not boast of having obtained a diplo- 


sefore this imperious public necessity and public | ! 
| is to be rejected at once and without delay. 
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1atic success. The American plenipotentiaries have practically obtained every- 

thing which they asked and for which they contended : 
» Pa * * = * 

No wonder, therefore, that Mr. Secretary Bayard has spoken of the new treaty 

giving hiscountry 99 per cent. ofall the fishing grounds t 1ey had ever claime d, 

f any value, in the maritime provinces of Canada. Nay, more, no wonder 

the British plenipotentiaries, who negotiated this treaty, speak very modestly 

of their work, and have left their enthusiastic admirers to boast of what our 
plenipotentiaries had accomplished, From the point of view of international 
law, the British plenipotentiaries surrendered everything which the American 


plenipotentiaries could have asked with any reasonable ground of success. 

If the treaty has any justification at all, it is as a commercial treaty. As such 

s not lie within the province of this article. But,even as a commercial 
ty, am ata loss to see what,in the way of barter and sale,the Canadians 
and the Newfoundlanders are to get under the treaty in exchange for the rights 
which they have agreed to surrender. I should like to know, for example, 
whether the United States Government has abandoned all claims against us for 
compensation for alleged illegal seizures of ships and cargoes. 

Summing up this treaty, I would say that it stipulates foradelimitation com- 
mission; gives an interpretation of the territorial jurisdiction of the 3-mile 
limit from the shores; confers certain privileges by issuing free licenses; deter- 
mines the penalties for infringement of the treaty,and makes arrangements 
for a future and hypothetical adoption by the United States of free-trade prin- 








ciples as to fish and fish-oils. It is, therefore, very much more limited in its 
scope, in certain commercial respects than the treaties of 1854 and 1871. It is 
clearly and decidedly American in its origin, and in all its essential features 


bears a striking likeness to the proposals made to us by the United States in 
1866, 1870, and 1886, save in two or three important particulars. 

W hether there shall or shall not be free fish between our American cousins 
and our American fellow-citizens, the fishing rights of the latter in the bays of 
Chaleur, Miramichi, and of other regions are practically gone forever. In fact, 
the labors of the delimitation commission will be permanently binding for all 
time as soon as the several Governments ratify the treaty; but reciprocal free 
trade, though granted hereafter, need not last fora single day. Worse still, we 
ean never get back to our former position. The British home government con- 
ferred full powers of negotiation on their representatives. But the correspond- 
ence which passed during the negotiations between the British plenipoten- 
tiaries and Lord Salisbury has not been made public. 

It would have been very satisfactory to me if I could have seen it before writ- 
ing this article. Can we wonder, then, that there exists a widely spread opin- 
ion that the interests of our colonial fellow-citizens have been sacrificed in the 
interests of the Empire, or, at all events, in the interests of peace and good 
neighborhood? Why we alone and our American fellow-citizens should be 
obliged to surrender our legal rights, which have agreat and real money value, 
to the American Government for little or nothing in the interests of good neigh- 
borhood I do not understand. Why should not the United States have given 
up something as an actual equivalent forthe rights surrendered? If so, what 
have they given up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). The 
question ison the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] 
to postpone the further consideration of the treaty until the Wednes- 
day after the first Monday in December next. Is the Senate ready for 
the question ? 

Mr. HOAR. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts calls 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not see the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frys 
present. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws the call. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, before the yeas and nays are called upon 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama to postpone the consideration 
of this treaty until December next, there are some things tq be said, I 
think, that have not yet been said, and by other Senators than myself. 
I did not expect to be called upon to-day to make any remarks upon 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama to postpone, but as well now 
as at another time I may express the views I have in regard to the pro- 
priety of that motion. 

It has become evident from various outgivings on this floor from Sen- 
ators on the other side who have opposed this treaty that the treaty is 
not to be ratified at this session of Congress. We have been told in 
more or less of a minatory tone that it is not only to be rejected but it 


No special reason for this, as it seems to me, unseemly haste has 
been given by any Senator who has thus proclaimed the fact that the 
consideration of this treaty is not to be postponed. Senators on that 
side, in the plenitude of their partisan power, do not deign to give us 
reasons, except when it seems good to them to do so, for any proposed 
or threatened action on their part. But, whatever may be the reasons 
or the motives that actuated the Senators in hastening the considera- 
tion of this treaty and in declining any proposition for its postpone- 
ment, there are good reasons to support the motion of theSenator from 
Alabama that lie upon the surface and are easily stated. 

This treaty is now being discussed in the very midst of an excited 
political campaign. TheSenators who have discussed it have not been 
able to refrain from allusions to the effect that its disposition may have 


| upon the fortunes of one party or the other. We have been told here that 


we are arguing the British side of this case, and the whole gamut of offen- 
sive imputation has been run by Senators in their reply to those who 
have advocated, supported, and defended this treaty as a wise and sa- 
gacious means of settlement of the existing difficulties between this 
Government and that of Great Britain. 

Why should it not be postponed to a more quiet season? Why should 
we not invoke those influences that come from the sober second-thought, 
from calm consideration, from the absence of extraneous influence and 
excitement? Why should we not, in a matter that involves the rela- 
tions of the two greatest powers of the world, endeavor to put this great 
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debate between them into an atmosphere where the interests of « 
country and the welfare of our people may be considered without ex- 
citement and with due regard to their enhancement and security ? 

President, I do not like to deal in imputations or charges 
ag’ st those with whom I am engaged in debat . am compelled 
to ask, why is itthat the interests involved in tl! should not | 
given the poor opportunity of being considered when th “vy can be de- 
bated without t heat and without the bias which now seems to } 
sess the minds of Senators on that side whenever the treaty is before 
the Senate ? 

Is it that for the last six months absolute peace has reigned over all 
those waters that have hitherto been the scene of these vexatious and 
irritating interferences with American fishing right Is it that Sen- 
ators fear to trust the experimentum crucis that will be made dur 


this fishing season in those northeastern waters by the fishermen them- 








selves under the modus 4 idi, and that it will be demonstrated that 
there is a mode pointed outa ied by this treaty by which th 
great interests may be purs in peace and the harvest of gain ga 





nered without danger and without molestation? It would seem th 
was not an altogether unfounded or unjust imputation to m 
else why should such a challenge as this not be accepted by gentlen 
who oppose the ratification of the treaty ? What harm is to come to 
the interests involved even from their standpoint of opposition to and 
adverse criticism of the provisions of this treaty? 
Mr. President, the issues involved in this debate are t 
the consequences that may result are tco serious and grave to be lightly 
dealt with. When a proposition such as is contained in the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama to postpone the further consideration of the 
treaty until December next is made, when no interest that is involved 
or concerned in the treaty can possibly be affected injuriously, when 
the very fishermen whose rights are the subject-matter of the treaty 
are pursuing their vocation now unmolested and undisturbed under 
the protocol attached to the treaty, I say the burden is on those who 
deny that this postponement should be made, to g xd, strong, 
and potent reason for their opposition. 

We are dealing with the interests of our countrymen. This treaty 
has been made not in haste. It has been considered in all its arti: 
and all its provisions gravely and sedately, by men as competent to deal 
with their country’s interests and defend its honor as exist in all this 
broad land of ours; by men who are in every way, in ability, in int 
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rity, and in patriotism the peers of any man upon this floor. So, com- 
ing to us as a co-ordinate branch of this great Government, as joint 


negotiators under the Constitution, I say that it is the duty of those | 


who object to this most reasonable proposition to show us the ground 
of theirobjection. I venture to say that a proposition so reasonable as 
this would never have been debated one moment if it were not for some 
extraneous cause, some abhorrent forces that have intruded themselves 
into the Senate Chamber and directed the course of this debate. 

Mr. President, that is all that I expect or wish to say in regard to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama; but while I am on my feet, 
though I had no intention to extend my remarks beyond those I have 
already made, I wish to say a word or two on atopic which has been 
presented to me this morning by the reception through the mail, and 
{ doubt not every Senator has received a like paper, of a broad 
which purports to be a letter to a paper called the Evening Bulletin, 
where published or circulated I know not, but purporting to be writ- 
ten by Mr. Charles Levi Woodbury in regard to the twelfth article of 
this treaty. 

This is no new suggestion. Almost ever since this treaty has he 
before the Senate I have been receiving, aud doubtless 
have received, suggestions of the same kind from different newspap 
who have been very active in opposing the Administration—sugges- 
tions that the treaty has in some manner given away the rights of the 
States to control their own territorial waters; but never until now have 
[seen that suggestion made over so respectable a name as that of Mr 
Charles Levi Woodbury, and I do not propose, until I am better ad- 
vised, to make him responsible for the absolutely fatuous argument 
that is made in this paper, nor to impute to him views which are so 
unlawyerlike and illogical. 

Now, what is this suggestion ? 
the Senate reads in this wise: 
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Article XII of the treaty now before 


ARTICLE XII. 

Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the Atlantic coast 
of the United States all the privileges reserved and secured by this treaty to 
United States fishing vessels in the aforesaid waters of Canada and New 
land, 


This paper then goes on to state in effect, without quoting its lan- 
guage, that that gives to Canadian fishermen the right to fish in all the 
waters on the coast of the United States, that there is a reciprocal right 
of fishing conferred by Article XII, which wiil inure to the benefit of 
Canadian fishermen on all the coasts 3 miles from shore, in all the bays, 
estuaries, and other territorial waters of the United States. 

Mr. President, I need not say that, for one, if this absurd interpre- 
tation of Article XII had any foundation whatever, then I should not 
vote for the ratification of the treaty while it remained a part of it. I 
would go farther, perhaps, than some Senators on that side in my ob- 
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s¢ls from the provinces visiting the waters of the United States will be 
subject to all those limitations in the regard in which he speaks that 
are imposed by the statutes of the United States, and that they will be 
entitled to no other privileges except those that are secured to Ameri- 
can fishing vesse!s in the waters of the northeastern provinces, and those 
privileges are not fishing privileges, 

The treaty now before the Senate does not attempt to confer a fish- 
ing right upon any fishing vessel. It is what it purports to be by its 
preamble, a treaty of interpretation of the convention of 1818, and has 
undertaken to settle some of the vexed questions that have arisen upon 
the interpretation of that convention of 1818, and, as I have contended 
before and contend now only more strongly as this debate has gone on, 
has settled them entirely in favor of our fishermen and of our fishing 
vessels, 

Mr. DAWES. Then, before the Senator passes from this, will he 
teil us exactly what are the privileges reserved and secured by this 
treaty in the waters of Canada and Newfoundland to our fishing ves- 
seis? If he will state exactly what they are, we shall know what to 
attach to their vessels when they come into our waters. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, 1 have on another occasion discussed at 
some length, and at greater length perhaps than I shall do again, the 
provisions of this treaty. If the Senator from Massachusetts did me 
the honor to listen to the remarks that I then made, he would know 
that I attempted as well as I was able to show just what we had gained 
in the way of privileges and exemptions for our fishing vessels in the 
Canadian waters; and it would be a pretty long story justnow, when 
I have risen for a specific purpose for which I do not expect to occupy 
much time, to attempt to go over the whole of that argument again. 
But I merely repeat that the privileges secured to American fishing 
vessels—not to the fishermen, but to American fishing vessels—-in Can- 
adian waters are secured to Canadian vessels in the waters of the United 
States. 

Those privileges, as I said just now, are none of them fishing privi- 
leges. ‘They refer only to those acts of hospitality, if vou please, and 
of convenience for vessels resorting to those waters, which have been 
discussed here at great length, the right to buy provisions on all oc- 
casions, the right to resort to those waters in distress, to purchase fuel, 
for repairs, etc., exemptions from certain dues on that occasion, the 
privilege of not being called upon to report at the custom-house until 
after twenty-four hours, and other privileges of a like nature. 

I have called attention to this paper, as I said at the outset, because 
it appears over so respectable a name as that of Charles Levi Wood- 
bury. There is only one other point that seems to be new, so far as I 
have observed, made in this paper, which, as I said before, I will not 
impute to him until I have better evidence than the report of this 
printed broadside. There is only one other point that I think it nec- 
essary to call attention to. The writer of this paper says: 

This is not an idle construction of Article XII. The treaty becomesa part of 
Article I of the treaty of 1818—see its preamble. It embraces a wider scope than 
the renunciation clause, and as the interpretation of the treaty of 14818, its 
clauses become grafted and incorporated integrally as one substance with the 
clauses of that treaty. 

I do not believe that the eminent gentleman whose name appears at 
the bottom of that sheet ever risked his professional reputation, which 
I concede is a high one, by making such an argument as is there im- 
puted to him. Why, what is the preamble to the present treaty? I 
will read it: 

Whereas difference have arisen concerning the interpretation of Article I of 
the convention of October 20, 1818, the United States of America and Her Maj- 
esty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, being 
mutually desirous of removing all causes of misunderstanding in relation 
thereto, and of promoting friendly intercourse and good neighborhood between 
the United States and the possessions of Her Majesty in North America, have 
resolved to conclude a treaty to that end, and have named as their plenipo- 
tentiaries, etc. 

A distinct treaty, not an amendment of the treaty of 1818 whereby 
the provisions of the amendment would be incorporated into the body 
of the treaty amended, but a distinct treaty of interpretation of cer- 
tain clauses, so that the mere reading of that preamble and thissimple 
plain statement of what it is is sufficient, without more, to dispose of 
this seemingly ingenious argument of the writer of this paper. I do 
not think that any Senator here will take up the cudgels for this con- 
tention and upon the floor of the Senate contend that Article XII and 
the other articles of the present treaty are incorporated by that amend- 
ment in the treaty of 1818, made a part of its body, its blood and its 
flesh. It is a distinct treaty, apart from, independent of, the treaty of 
1818, and therefore this specious suggestion utterly falls to the ground. 

Now, Mr. President, I only say, as I said at the outset, that I would 
not for one moment think of voting for this treaty if it was susceptible 
of the interpretation that this paper attempts to put upon it. Tama 
little more careful of my country’s interests, a little more thoughtful 
about what concerns its welfare, than to do any such thing. I know 
that the treaty of 1871, negotiated under different auspices and un- 
der different leadership, did this very thing, and gave away, or at- 
tempted to give away, north of the thirty-ninth parallel the rights of 
the States to control their own fishing waters, gave them away to sub- 
jects of Great Britain. Had my duty been to consider that treaty in 
its provisious I would never have consented to such an attempted sur- 
render. 
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I do not believe, as I said before, that the General Government has 
any such right. We have rights in the waters of Her Majesty’s do- 
minions to the northeast of us, but we never will surrender and the 
American Senate will never be a party to a compact that gives away 
again the territorial waters of the Atlantic States or of any of the 
States along our seaboard, east or west. We have this magnificent 
easement, itistrue, in those northeastern waters unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the world. They are subjected in our favor to a servitude that 
this country long ago would have become so restless under, if the case 
had been reversed, that we would have broken asunder, treaty or no 
treaty, the bands placed upon our limbs and asserted the right of the 
American people to enjoy the heritage that God and nature had given 
them and that no government and no administration can take away 
from them. If we do enjoy that very thing upin these british waters 
and are maintaining it, and this treaty maintains it, we are enjoying 
rights to-day in British territorial waters that the State of Maryland 
will not allow you, sir [turning to Mr. Frys], a citizen of the State 
of Maine, to enjoy in her waters. We are enjoying privileges of taking 
and packing fish in those waters of the British Dominions that no citi- 
zen of Massachusetts can enjoy in the waters of the little State of Del- 
aware, or the State of New Jersey, or the State of Virginia, for I have 
examined the statutes of all those States in that regard. The States 
of this Union undertake to exercise territorial rights as against citi- 
zens of other States that you are seeking to deny to other governments 
and to the Dominion of Canada in regard to those who are aliens to 
her institutions and to her government entirely. 

The right of the States, the absolute right of the States over their 
territorial waters has been more than once asserted and maintained in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, but the last case with which 
I am familiar, the case of McCready vs. TheState of Virginia, decided 
in 1876, was a case which very distinctively and emphatically upheld 
and maintained this very right of territorial jurisdiction over all the 
waters within the boundaries of a State with regard to their extent or 
their width. Certainly that case maintains in all its breadth the doc- 
trine for which I have contended. 

Let me read a few sentences from the opinion of the Supreme Court, 
which was unanimous, and delivered by Chiet-Justice Waite. 

Mr. GEORGE. What year? 

Mr. GRAY. In the October term, 1876. 

Mr. GEORGE. What volume? 

Mr. GRAY. Ninety-fourth United States Supreme Court Reports, 
McCready vs. Virginia, pxge 394: 

The precise question to be determined in this case is whether the State of Vir- 
ginia can prohibit the citizens of other States from planting oysters in Ware 
River, a stream in that State where tie tide ebvs and fiows, when its own citi- 
zens have that privilege. 

The principle has long been settled in this court that each State owns the beds 
of all tide waters within its jurisdiction unless they have been granted away. 
(Pollard’s Lessee vs, Hagan, 3 How., 212; Smith vs. Maryland, 13 How., 74; 
Mumford vs. Wardwell,6 Wall., 436; Weber vs. Harbor Commissioner, 18 id., 66.) 
In like manner the States own the tide waters themselves, and the fish in 
them, so far as they are capable of ownership while running. For this purpose 
the State represents its people, and the ownership is that of the people in their 
united sovereignty. (Martin vs. Waddell, 16 Pet., 410.) The title thus held is 
subject to the paramount right of navigation, the regulation of which, in respect 
to foreign and interstate commerce, has been granted to the United States. 
There has been, however, no such grant of power over the fisheries, 

These remain under the exclusive control of the State, which has conse- 
quently the right, in its discretion, to appropriate its tide waters and their beds 
to be used by its re as acommon for taking and cultivating fish as far as it 
may be done without obstructing navigation. Such an appropriation is in ef- 
fect nothing more than a regulation of the use by the people of their common 
property. The right which the people of the State thus acquire comes not from 
their citizenship alone, but from their citizenship and property combined. It 
is, in fact, a property right, and nota mere privilege or immunity of citizen- 
ship. 

By Article IV, section 2, of the Constitution, the citizens of each State are ‘‘ ens 
titled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the several States.” Mr. 
Justice Washington, in Corfield vs. Coryell, 4 Wash. C. C., 330, thought that this 
provision extended only to such privilegesand immunities as are ‘‘in their nature 
fundamental; which belong of right to the citizens of all free governments.” 
And Mr. Justice Curtis, in Scott vs. Sanford, 19 How. ,53C, described them as such 
“as belonged to general citizenship.” But usually when this provision of the 
Constitution bas been under consideration the courts have manifested the dis- 
position, which this court did in Connor vs. Elliott, 18 How., 593, not to attempt 
to define the words, but “rather to leave their meaning to be determined in 
each case upon a view of the particular rights asserted or denied therein.” This 
clearly is the safe course to pursue when, to use the language of Mr. Justice 
Curtis, in Connor vs. Elliott, * we are dealing with so broada provision, involv- 
ing matters not only of great delicacy and importance, but which are of such a 
character that any merely abstract definition could scarcely be correct, and a 
failure to make it so would certainly produce mischief. 

Following, then, this salutary rule, and looking only to the particular right 
which is here asserted, ave think we may safely hold that the citizens of one 
State are not invested by this clause of the Constitution with a interest in the 
common property of the eilizensof another State. If Virginia had by law pro- 
vided for the sale of its once vast public domain, and a division of the proceeds 
among its own people, no one, we venture to say, would contend that the citi- 
zens of other States had « constitutional right to the enjoyment of this privilege 
of Virginia citizenship. Neither if, instead of selling, the State had appropri- 
ated the same property to be used as a common by its people for the purposes 
of agriculture, could the citizens of other States avail themselves of such a privi- 
lege. And the reason is obvious: The right thus granted is not a privilege or 
immunity of general but of special citizenship. It does not “belong of right 
to the citizens of all free governments,” but only to the citizens of Virginia, on 
account of the peculiar circumstances in which they are placed. They,and they 
alone, owned the property to be sold or used, and they alone had the power to 
dispose of it asthey saw fit. They owned it, not by virtue of citizenship merely, 
but of citizenship and domicile united; that is to say, by virtue of a citizenship 
confined to that particular locality. 

* 


* £ ° * 
Neither do we think this case is at all affected by the clause of the Constitu- 
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t ng of the United 
States would have the right, or the President and Senat« treaty a 
rangement or the Congress by legislation, to yn governments 
within that 3-mile limit to enjoy t ng rights, or whether the jur 
diction of t states ext 31n ‘ 13 1d t I 
low-water mark, 

The s yuestion ca up when a comm ‘ nt out i ith 
body to investigate the rights of the State of New Jersey to put limit 
ations and restrictions upon the menhaden fisheries within 3 miles of 
the coast of New Jersey, and it was the op n of a majority of that 


committee, I think, that the State of New Jersey had the right to reg 








ulate beyond her coast for 3 miles, the ex usive nt of cou 

ect of the fisheries; not in respect of navig i commer 
kind, but in respect of the fisheries, 

I merely desire to suggest this to the Senator ym Delawar 
because I have always supposed that the reason 1 the tu ( 
1783 no mention was made of the correlative or corresponding t 
of the colonial people to fish in our bays and along our « 
that attitude was taken by the British Government and by our Go 
ment also was because neither the congress of the confederation n 
the Congress of the United States had a right to grant to tl subjects 
of Great Britain whether abroad across the ocean or whether they lived 
on these shores, the right to fish within 3 miles of the coasts of tl 
different States then bordering the Atlantic Ocean, and therefore Great 
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Britain conceded to us the right to fish in all the places where we had 
been accustomed to fish along the coasts of her Northeastern poss: 
sions on this continent, and we were not called upon or exps 











make, and did not make, any concession to British subjects of the right 
to fish along our coasts in the treaty of 1783 within the 3-mile limit 
Prior to the treaty of 1783 and prior to the Revolutionary war, a 
the different colonies had perfectly free access to fishing privileges, | 
the treaty of 1783 put an end to that and a new line, so that 
after that treaty was made the people of t ted States had t 
right to fish along the shores where they had been accustomed to 
in colonial times, and in all the bays and harbors as they had been 
customed to do, and that right was secured to them while no 
sponding right whatever was secured to t Canadians or any i 
British subjects along our coast. I have always taken that to be an 
admission that under the Constitution of the United States the treat 
making power in this country had no right to grant to any tf gn 





country the power to fish within the 3-mile limi 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama state the names « 
the committee to which he alluded a little while : 
certain opinion about the fisheries on the coast of New Jersey 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not recall the names of the gentlen 
now. 
Mr. GRAY. I quite agree with the proposition which the Senato 
from Alabama suggests. Undoubtedly the territorial ribbon of 3 miles 








which by international law attaches to the coast of a country I 
our peculiar system belongs to the State to which it isattached. The 
is no territorial sovereignty of the United States over any portion \ 


State that is not granted to it by the State, or exercised under 
general specific power of the Constitution itself, and it tan not attach 
any more to a territory that is covered by water than to a territ 


which is entirely dry land. So that whil 
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lo 1. betwee ‘ d six degrees south of 54° 40’, as the true 
iso, I believe, though Iam not familiar as to the de 
tai! it, that when Mr. Webster was Secretary of State, he conclude 
t ty, called the Ashburton treaty, in which the boundary between 
Maine and Vermont and Canada was fixed; and whilst there were con 
tentions upon the one side and upon the other that the line should go 
further south or farther north, yet a line not consistent with the ¢ 
ntion of either party before was adopted; and so it has always b 
rotiat re d themselve and I think Pp yperly, as the attor- 
} 1 3 pre tatives ol their re pective governments, and when 
1 enter into negotiation they male contentions, they make clain 
1 ie 1} 1 the one i and upon t ther, v hin tl 
end ne I ts 1 } t me comn ind intermediate 
} wcupied by both partic 
to » back tothe tre ity of 1819, by which we acquired I lorida 
The Sal Rive I believe, is about 1V0 or 150 miles west of the M 
Rive not exceeding 150 mil The Rio Grande was £00 o1 
farther west. Our Government, through John Quincy 
\dams, insisted that we had a right to goto the Rio Grande, and yet 
"N ume to settle down upon the final line to be agreed upon be 
tween the parties, we went very little over one-sixth of the ground 
‘ h we had m i 
, Me. 3 lent, it would be unfair, it would be unjust to the | 
emory of that great man, it would be unjust to the memory of the 
A ican Senate, who in 1819 ratified the treaty with Spain by which 
e acquired Florida and fixed the boundary line between Mexico aud 
the United States, for us now to say that here we prove by John Quincy | 


\dams’s letter that we had aclear title to that teiritory up to the Rio | 
Grande, and when we came to settle we surrendered about four-fifths 


ot it 


It is that incident to which I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, who has just been speaking to the Senate about 
the claims asserted on behalf of the American Government by the | 


present Secretary of State. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if the Senator from Delaware will allow | 
me to make an observation in reply to the statement of the Senator from | 
Mississippi, I should like to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Those two Senators, especially the Senator from Mis- | 
sissippi, seem to adopt as the guiding rule of American diplomatists in | 
modern times the ancient definition of Sir Henry Wharton, that an em- | 
bassador is a person sent to lie abroad for the service of his country, | 
which gibe is said to have cost that eminent statesman and scholar (who, | 
by the way, was merely speaking in joke, and who was one of the most | 
honest and noble men who ever served the English Government any- } 
where) his position asembassador at the handsot King JamesI, What- | 
ever may be said by the Senator from Mississippi in regard to Signor | 
Don Luis de Onis, or whatever may be said by any other Senator in regard 
to any other negotiator in whose good fame he has an interest, I desire 
to repudiate with all the indignation of which I am capable the exist- 
ence of any such rule of action in the brave and honest breast of John 
(Juincy Adams. He believed, with as absolute sincerity as he believed 
in the right of hiscountry to exist, in our title derived from the Louisi- 
ana purchase west to the Rio Grande. It was a belief which he not 
only urged at the time of the negotiations when he was Secretary of 
State in the Cabinet of James Monroe, but which he asserted and re- 
asserted during the Texas controversy and the Mexican war down to 
the day of his death, and he spoke, as did many Democratic politicians | 
of that time speak, of the addition of Texas to our confederacy as a re- 
annexation or a recovery. 

It is true that Mr. dams was the guiding spirit on our side in the | 
negotiations which fixed the boundary at the Sabine River, but it is | 
also true that that treaty gave us Florida, and that the yielding to 
Spain, as a part of her then possession of Mexico, this unsettled, unin- 
habited, almost unknown territory to which we had a right, was not 
because of our abandonment of our original title to it as a matter of 
right, but because we received as an equivalent the noble purchase of | 
Florida to the Gulf, essential to the preservation of our commercial and 
political empire in that part of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask under whose ad- 
vice the 800 miles of territory were given up? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not see that that is a pertinent question, under 
whose advice it was given up. It was a good bargain. It was the | 
great triumph, the great diplomatic triamph, the only triumph of any 
kind, almost, except the treaty of 1818, of the administration of Mr. 
James Monroe; and the two Florida Senators sit here by virtue of the | 
action of that Massachusetts diplomatist. 

I should not think the Senator from Mississippi would enjoy recall- 
ing to the memory of the American people the other instance which he 
gave us, that is the abandonment of ovr, as we always believed, plain | 
and clear and unquestionable title to that noble territory, including 
Vancouver Island and a great part of British Columbia, which lies be- | 
tween the degrees of 49° and 54° 40’.. That was not given up because 
the American negotiators or the American administration of the time 
did not believe we had the title to it, which, as an electioneering cry, 
they pretended they were aboutto enfcrze. The Democratic party that | 
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went into the Presidential election against Mr. Clay with ‘‘ Polk, Dal- 
las, and the Tariff of °42’’ written on its banners, professed to the 
loyal and patriotic States of the Northwest that they meant to <tand 
by the title of the United States to 54° 40’; and when the time came 
Mr. Polk sent the members of his Cabinet around to consultin private 
lifferent Southern Senators to know whether they would stand by the 
wofession which had been made by that party in the election, and they 
ed. The men whowere then serving the interests of slavery in this 
try did not mean that there should be any addition to the Ameri- 


( 
1 
i 
I 
( u 
cun enipire _ 

Mr. GEORGE. Who were the Southern Senators? Name them. 


r. HOAR. On whatever grounds 
Mr. GEORGF. Name them. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi will 
take his seat. 


HOAR. They did not mean that that empire should be added 
he free loyal North when the contest between freedom and slavery 
was going on. I have been told within six months by the surviving 
member of Mr. Pelk’s Cabinet of his own conversations with some 
of the statesmen of that day. 

Mr. President, it is not true that the honorable men charged with 
diplomatic service state, in the interests of their country, or their own, 


1 


falsehoods that they do not believe. Ido not think any person con- 


| nected with the present Administration of the Government either has 


done or is capable of doing anything of that kind. When the Secre- 
tary of State said in regard to the numerous outrages on the fishermen 
of Massachusetts that they were brutal, that they were inhospitable, 
that they were outrages, when he said, and Mr. Phelps said in the 
diplomatic correspondence, that our title to our fisheries stoo:i on the 


| grounds which have been discussed this morning, he said what he be- 
lieved in good faith and in truth and on good ground; and when the 


Republican side of this Chamber stands to-day in the position which 
the Administration and which every one of its supporters on th's fleor 
occupied twelve months ago, we stand on it to-day in the same good 
faith, tor the same reasons, and on the same ground unchanged as far 
as we are concerned, witli no political bias causing us to eat our words 


| or abandon our position, just where we stood and they stood twelve 


months ago. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 


| GRAY] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi? 

Mr. GRAY. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Senator from Massachusetts would have 
had some occasion for his manufactured indignation if I had charged 
that John Quincy Adams had deliberately surrendered the magnificent 
territory now comprised within the State of Texas, when he believed 
we had a good title to it. Then there would have been ground for the 
Senator from Massachusetts to have become indignant at a betrayal of 
his country’s rights by the Secretary of State, John Quincy Adams. 
Nor does he help himself out of that difficulty when he asserts that we 


| got Florida in exchange for thatterritory. Read thetreaty,sir. ‘There 


is no Janguage in that treaty which professes to cede away American 
rights to American territory. When you read in that treaty the lan- 
guage of cession, of grant, it is the language of Spain ceding the terri- 
tory of Florida to the United States. When you come to the boundary 
line, when you come to the fixing of the Sabine and then up to the 
Arkansas as a boundary line between the two countries, you will find, 
if [am not mistaken, that the language of the treaty is that this is 
the boundary between the possessions of the two countries. 

Mr. President, the Senator alluded to certain communications be- 
tween Mr. Polk and certain Southern Senators in relation to the bound- 
ary of Oregon. I asked him to name the Senators. He declined to 
doit. Ido not believe that any such communications took place. If 
they did take place, they were communications from somebody to some- 
body. There was a man on one side sending the communications, and 
upon the other there were men receiving them. Whowerethey? The 
Senator is dumb when that question is propounded to him; and if I 
desired to get up a little factitious indignation, I might say with great 
propriety that the Senator from Massachusetts has no right at this day, 
when these men are in their graves and can not be heard, to cast an 
insinuation which in the general terms in which he puts it may apply 
to any one of the eminent statesmen who represented the South in the 
American Senate in 1846. Whoare themen? Whoare the men from 
the South who bartered away their country’s rights in that treaty? 
Who are the men who, knowing, as the Senator says John Quincy Adams 


| knew with reference to the State of Texas, that it was a clear and in- 
| dubitable right of the United States as the purchaser of Louisiana to 
| all that territory up to the Rio Grande, surrendered it, and who, upon 


the other hand, knowing the rights of the United States were clear to 


| Oregon up to 54° 40’, surrendered those rights? 


Mr. President, there were doubts and disputes about all these things, 


| just like there are about this treaty. Why, in the very treaty about 


which we have been discussing here for weeks, there isa plain ac- 
knowledgment on the partof the United States as well as on the part 
of Great Britain that neither country’s rights were clear in that terri- 
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tory, for in one article ofthe treaty there ul vision 
very fishing treaty of 1818—for ; nt occupal f all that territory 
both by + United § ! I l. to t in < 101" 
With an express stipulation qualifying this arti that this agree 
should not be held or treated as impairing the rhts of either ¢ 
to that part of the North American continent on the Pacit t 
S lt President \ e ¢ to t com N 
that t vas dis that t re « t we! c 
lary « s, clai ot bo it, made upon t one s \ 1 t 
the other, and all compromised, a settlem nt made of them 


Mr. President, my attention was first called to this matter \ | 





was a boy in] t var with Mexico going on, Mr. Polk then 
President, and the Democratic party contended that Tex ‘ 
to the } General Taylor was sent beyond the Nue t 
almost in sight of the Rio Grande, and th he met the Mexican 
and two battles were fought, and who does not remember, is it 
fresh in the memory of all, that it was denied bv the Northern W 
then that Texas extended to hio Grande » ave n € 
he bitternes rowin ver the rtion of t ) 


exico, ‘‘ Whereas war ¢ sts by the acts of 
not remember that during the whole of Mr. Polk’s administration ir right 
ing the whole of that war, it was denounced as a falsehood, and it was | 1518, wherever t t i 








claimed that Mr. Polk had invaded without the authority of Cong es not bind any Se 

the territory of a peaceful and unoffending neighbor, and that the ro ir dut x t t ( 

cital in the preambie to the declaration of wa u I t 

then common in the Northern purtion of this country, ‘‘a flaunting lie.”’ y in 1] a t | x! 
That is the way things were done then; and if, as the Senator fr State 


Massachusetts says, John Quincy Adams asserted later in life that t Senator fro M : } G 
annexation of Texas was a reannexation, then all this criticism, all th m to state ry a tra ( 
condemnation, all this opposition to Mr. Polk and the war of 1846 wit negot in the « of t ; mad i \ 
Mexico was without just foundation. I 
Mr. President, I have said about all I intended to say upon this sub- | at al 
ject. I had no idea when I stated the historical fact here that we were | ing a demand and ut t nt 3 
going to have any controversy or excitement over it—none in the world cience, is in default to good 1 if states all t 
‘There stands the fact, the uncontroverted fact, the admitted and con 1imed, any more than a lawy« 
fessed fact by the Senator from Massachusetts, that John Quincy Adams | ¢ cause, places his damages at lie w 
believed that the claim of the United States under the purchase ot tified in a preliminary statem 





Louisiana was good to the Rio Grande. There stands the other fact | tention that had ever been made or 1 toh that ha i 
that the line was run to the Sabine by the treaty of 1819, and notwith- | the semblance of plausibility; but te ther matter, w 


standing the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts that it was | are debating vere what t se 
an exchange of territory, a swap, the language in that treaty when it | these two countri n regard to territorialit t e b to 
came to put us in possession of Florida is the language of cession and | 
grant, which it was right and proper that the party owning the terri- | negotiation with a foreign government 
tory should use, and when it came to the territory between the Sabine M resident, I do not propose to go over again theargu 
and the Rio Grande it is not based on any such language. mitted to the Senate in regard to the territoriality of these b it I 
Mr. GRAY and Mr. HoAR addressed the Chair. d t here in open Senate, because I am compe ito 
Mr. GRAY. If I may be allowed to interrupt the Senator from Mis tion in open Senate or not make itall, that the claim of ¢ 
sissippi and also the Senator from Massachusetts—— ctir yver those b: all of t is as complete and a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. the claim of t tate of Maryland t liction 
GRAY] is entitled to the floor. } yr of the State o y it ite of Dela 
Mr. HOAR. I desire tosay one word in response to the Senator fro1 | 
Mississippi, with the leave of the Senator from Delawar 1can not state the | ion otherwis I you force 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delawaz ito the position which I no h rable 1 vould to | 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? ed into, of saying that we have the rig y enter t r ba n 
Mr. HOAR. When I applied to the Senator from Delaware befor count of t public character and { time exclude Ld 
for leave to respond to the Senator from Mississippi, he answered that t the parties with whom w i I 
he should be very glad to have me do so their private characte1 
Mr. GRAY. Iwas very glad to hear the Senator, but that adm been no 21 
sion does not stretch out to the crack of doom ‘ | by the other side to itain the posit that é 
Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator now interposing seemed as | dered anything in tl 
though it was some invasion of his rig ) ‘ 
Mr. GRAY. All right, Mr. President. I before 1 i tot I t t tl 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not think that it will require more’ than two o bod ea t ory of that 
three minutes to say what I have to say in regard to that marvelous t Ir. Wheat Inte Law, sa 
logician, the Senator from Mississippi, and I beg to assure that Sen : rs 
ator that his manifestations of anger or ferocity or personality will not Be ‘ 
in the least affect me in the discharge of any duty which it seems to 
me I am called upon to discharge in this Chamber. ss 
Mr. John Quincy Adams believed, always believed to the day of hi 
death, that the purchase of Louisiana gave us the territory to the R 
Grande. Spain denied that claim, insisted that it came to a point f First. To the ports, harbors, bays 
east, to the east bank of the Mississippi, the Senator says, and I d nor a ' 
say that may be true. When we came to make a treaty Spain ced: , 
1s Florida, which did not belong to us before, and the words of « me Stat 
sion were appropriate; but when we were fixing the western bound nd com icating f 
of Louisiana, as we yielded to Spain something of our claim and she In regard to the b lent t ritory t is I ett 
vielded to us something of hers, it may be that the parties did not I except the one w \ 1 yn l to 
the language of cession on either side there, but only of fixing common fairness of great 1 ting 1 of 
declaring the boundary; and that is not in the least inconsistent with | configuration, the ré r f { t ry that surr 


the belief of Mr. Adams on one side or of Spain on the other it | go to deterr » the territé 
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When we came to the Mexican war we were demandir 
tory that we had by that solemn treaty given up to Spain, I . 
the title to which we were estopped in honor and in Jaw from denying | Augustsun. They : is much a nart o 
further. Therefore, it was not in the least inconsistent with Mr. John | ground that is cove by it 
Quincy Adams’s belief that that territory originally belonged to 
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ment has ever admitted, or permitted itself or its agents to admit, a 
narrower contention than this. Self-respecting and powerful and great 
governments decide this question for themselves, and must decide it for 
them ‘ and unless that decision is so gross, so violates common 
sense, is so subversive of accepted doctrines that it could not in fairness 
be admitted, it is acquiesced in by all other civilized countries. 

I alluded to t lact that Delaware Bay had been decided by the 


Attorney-General of the United States in 1793 to be the territorial 
waters of the United States in regard to a ship which was sailing out 
of that bay, and which was seized in it as upon the high seas, and the 
Chesapeake Bay in 1808, in the case of another vessel, had also been 
decided to be territorial water of the United States. Great Britain, 
through her courts, has decided that the Bristol Channel, 20 or 30 miles 


, ; 
] 
t 


wide, is part of the realm of England, and that its waters are within 
the body of the countries which border upon its shores. In a late case, 


which i did not have by me at the time, but I referred to it, between 
the United States Cable Company and the Anglo-American Telegraph 
Conipany, it has been decided that Conception Bay, on the coast of 
Newioundland, a bay 15 or 16 miles wide—I donot know but 20 miles 
wide—is a territorial bay. It was decided after grave argument by 
the court of last resort in England, the judicial committee of the Privy 
Council. That case was argued by eminent counsel. Mr. Benjamin, 
who had achieved a position at the very head of the English bar, ar- 
gued that case for the respondents, and his ability and character as a 
lawyer are suflicient to justify a citation from his argument. He said: 
The 
That is, a point in Conception Bay 10 or 12 miles from shore, where 
the cable company had fixed a buoy and attached their cable to it— 


point in question 


The point in question is as much part of the Island of Newfoundland as if it 
were dry land, The 3-mile ruje is not applicable to this case; for in the case of 
a bay like this, distinct!y formed by well-inarked headlands, its area and waters 
fall within that territorial jurisdiction which includes its shores. Conception 
Bay is a bay in the sense in which that word is used by writers on international 
law when they lay down the rale that the jurisdiction of the sovereign of the 
territory extends over bays. It is unnecessary to lay down any abstract rule, 
bat as a matter of fact, having regard to the extent and configuration of this 
bay, it is contended that it is within the territorial jurisdiction of the English 
Crown. All authorities concur that “‘ parts of the sea’’ may be subject to terri- 
torial jurisdiction, and that bays and estuaries are parts of the sea. 

He goes on further, after citing some authorities, to say: 


But nothing can be more vague and inconsistent than the dicta which have 
been relied on in favor of some limitation of the extent of territorial bays. 
Vattel (bk. i, e, 23) makes the test the facility of occupation, which is vague 
enough, and his only illustration of a bay which is not a territorial bay is that 
of Hudson’s Bay, an unfortunate illustration, since the Hudson’s Pay Company 
not only held agrant from the Crown of England of the exclusive right of navi- 
gation in that bay, but they exercised it until Rupert’s Land was transferred to 
the Dominion of Canada. In like manner Hautefeuille gives as his only illus- 
trations of bays which are “in reality great parts of the completely open sea,”’ 
the Bay of Biseay and the Gulf of Lyons, neither of which is inclosed within 
the territory of a single state, 

I agree with Mr. Benjamin that the dicta on this subject are vague 
and inconsistent where they attempt to establish anv limitation to the 
extent to which bays may be territorial and subject to the absolute 
jurisdiction of the country whose soil they indent. Whatevermay be 
the rule as to the 3-mile ribbon along the coast of a country, whatever 
may be the foundation of that rule, whether it be the range of a can- 
non shot now or the distance to which the ordnance at the time the 
rule was first enunciated would carry, the law and usage in regard to 
these bays was upon a different basis. They were encircled in the 
arms of the land. They were locked in its embrace. They were nec- 
essary to its fiscal, to its administrative, and to its defensive policy. 
‘They never were and never could be given up by a self-respecting na- 
tion powerful enough to resist aggression. It is idle to talk of the 
United States ever conceding the waters of Long Island Sound, the 
waters of the Delaware Bay, or the Chesapeake, or of the Albemarle, 
or of any of the great bays which indent our coast. I care not what 
their extent may be, if they were as large as the Gulf of St. Lawrence, 
the United States would assert her jurisdictional right to the last man 
and the last dollar before she would concede one inch of such terri- 
tory. 

it is not in my blood to stand here and argue against those little 
provinces up there, weak in numbers, in wealth, and resources, when 
compared with the United States, fora contention which we would re- 
pudiate when sought to be applied to ourselves. I will never gain my 
own consent to so far abdicate every feeling and every obligation which 
ought to animate the citizens of a free country that stands right in the 
advance of the civilization of the world, as to try to impose upon a 
neighbor who has been sneeringly spoken of by Senators on that side 
as weak in its numbers and in its resources a rule which we would 
never submit to when applied to ourselves. 

I heard the Senator from Maine speak with justifiable pride of the 
resourees, the area, the population, the martial prowess, and strength 
of this great country of ours; and he contrasted it with the weakness 
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and the poverty of resources of those provinces on our northern bor- | ¢ : t 
| in relation to the fisheries of the North Sea, and, later on, between 
| France and England, in relation to the fisheries that they held in com- 


der. He did not advance to the logical conclusion, it is true, in words, 


but he left it to be drawn by those who listened to his interesting and 
able address, that for that reason, if for no other, it was incumbent 
upon us to crowd those provinces to the wall in this negotiation in 
which we are here taking a part, to listen to nothing on that side by 
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way of remonstrance, to take as unworthy of idk ion everything 
that might be urged by her representatives in behalf of their own 
country. 
I say that this treaty came to us ear-marked with the justice and 
cnanimity that should belong to a great peo It comes to us 
rrendering nothing which belongs to the United and asking 
nothing that a proud and free people should net ask from those with 


whom they are brought into relation. 
Senators who oppose this treaty do not agré 
pon which they deny the territoriality of those w 
upon which they : the right of American fi 
those bays and estuaries at will, and to worktheir own pleasure when 
there. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. HioAr]some weeks ago, 
when I had the honor of addressing the Senate on this subject, inter- 
rupted me toask: 

Does the Senator know of a human being in this « 
to these fishery rightson a denial of the jurisdictional 
waters? 


Che eas to the grounds 
iters, or the grounds 


men to sail into 
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intry who puts any claim 
rights of Great Britain’s 
Again, further on, the Senator from Massachusetts said: 
The Senator will pardon me 
ther. I will say-sif the Senator will pardon me 
as faithfully as I could— 

I was then arguing more in detail than I am now doing this very 
question of the territoriality of these waters— 

T do not know a single man in the world who puts the American claim to these 
fishery rights on a denial or on any question made in regard to the jurisdictional 
richts of Great Britain's waters. [did not know it until the Senator stated it, 
and I think he will on reflection find that the present Secretary of State took a 
different position. On the contrary the Secretary of State in a letter to the citi- 
zens of Boston, which I shall comment on before this debate is over, begins by 
saying that this question solely relates to the fishery rights of one nation in the 
jurisdictional waters of another. 

That is true; but it certainly does not bear out the statement of the 
Senator that no respectable authority can be cited to show that its ju- 
risdictional rights bad been denied, as a basis for the contention made 
by those who are opposing this treaty. The Seeretary of State was per- 
fectly right in his statement to the effect that this question relates to the 
fishing rights of one nation in the jurisdictional watersof another. We 
have to-day an intimate participation, under the treaty of 1818, not dis- 
puted, notdenied, a tenancy in common with the subjectsof Great Britain 
in large tractsof her coast, and we are enjoying that without molestation, 
without interference, and without protest of any kind, so far as I have 
ever heard or seen in any diplomatic correspondence that has been pub- 
lished between the two countries. There is no let and no hinderance 
of any kind to the enjoyment of those exceedingly intimate rights of a 
common fishery on certain coasts and bays which the convention of 
1818 secures to American fishermen. 

But notwithstanding this large easement in favor of American fish- 
ermen, notwithstanding this burdensome servitude to which those 
provinces are subjected in our favor, we did in the treaty of 1818 un- 
dertake to renounce the right of fishing in certain prescribed coasts 
and bays; and we are brought to-day face to face with that stipula- 
tion, and we can not argue around it, and we can not evade it, and the 
sophistry and ingenuity of learned Senators can not obscure or obliter- 
ate the plain requirements of the written word. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts does not deny, as he says he does 
not deny, the jurisdictional rights of Great Britain in these waters of 
which 1 was then talking—for, of course, he does not deny them him- 
self when he asks the question whether any human being had ever 
denied them—I would like to know upon what ground he bases his 
contention that notwithstanding the words of renunciation contained 
in the treaty of 1818 we have the right at our will, and without asking 
leave or license, to vex those waters with the keels of our fishing ves- 
sels except for the four purposes specified in the convention of 1818. 

Now, Senators, we have these articles of this treaty presented to us 
which delimit those waters by way of interpretation of what the first 
article of the treaty of 1818 meant. This, as I said before, is a treaty 
of interpretation and not a new and independent treaty of ‘‘ give-and- 
take’’ on one side and the other. 

These commissioners on both sides were called upon to say what in 
common fairness and what in reason and in the intention of the parties 
the language of the treaty of 1818 meant, so that we might be relieved 
from the harassments and the annoyances that were constantly oc- 
curring and constantly inflicted upon our fishermen under color of a 
varying interpretation of language. That is what the office of this 
treaty professes to be; that is what it undertakes to perform, and in 
performing it it delimits certain bays and makes a rule of 10 miles 
width at the mouth as the rule of exclusion, not going to the whole 
length of Canada’s contention, for it contended that every bay of the 
British dominion was excluded in that language of renunciation of the 
treaty of 1818, and so it was. 

But they conceded something—the 10-mile rule suggested in the 
convention back in 1839 between Great Britain, Holland, and Denmark, 





Perhaps I ot not to interrupt the Senator 
, that having studied this mat- 


fu 
ter 


The extreme pretensions that were made by the Canadian Gov- 
They were obliged to re- 


mon, 
ernment were not acceded to in this treaty. 
cede somewhat from them. 














e it be formulated ar rccepted as a just 
upon bothsides. AsI have said, our concessi did not rest at th 

Mr. President, Senators may say what they please about Sir Charles 
Tupper; Senators may say that the Canadian people, the Canadian - 
thorities, are not fit to be dealt with at all, and that th: nited States vas mace ‘ 


oucht net in its own interest ever to negotiate with them on any sub- nsat ' 


ject, but press them to the wall with our sixty millions against 
ll But, nevertheless, that language « 


ere to rebuke them it will stand there I i 


conformance to the rules of tic 5 i i 





I have been led on at greater length than I expected to discuss again tst t t ’ 


this question. My only excuse for thus trespassing upon the patience: 3 

of the Senate at this hour is that since I last spoke some speeches have t, Secret 

been made to which I have listened with interest. One was made by 

a distinguished Senator whose ability and character I greatly respect in Vo, 1 t to the i co 

the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs]. v closed t 1 $a 
That Senator, in his long argument the other day in regard to this y { treat vo 

matter, though he dwelt upon it, did not seem to me to fit t 

vance one step in thedirection in which it was necessary for him to go 


in order to establish his contention. I 

I was not able, by the most attentive hearing, to discover what rule Ir. ] t é : - 
or what policy it behooved the United States to lay down in respect to t 
the territoriality of bays that indented a country. He pointed t t . 
upon the map a certain bay on the southern side of Prince Edward | exat t 4 l 
islind—Egmont Bay, I think it was—and said it was absurd to call | forfeit nd t ( 


and, with a general sweep of his hand in regard to all those | of eral Grant 1 I lt 
hem from the discussion as not being | mout 3 t é of d 

ion as to whether they individually were or w 

lies of waters as Canada was justified in claiming juris- | vessels have been s ’ ( it y 





to dismiss t! 





T i 4 ‘ T tT 
Che Se or spoke of the Franconia case. I was familiar with that the sh ment 1 { i its inst 3 
case, but I did not see its applicability to any contention that 1s mad ster of m e s of t cruise 


on this side nor as to any question or issue that has been made |» i to ¢ t it t 





tween those who oppose and those who support the ratification of this y bef ing A 
treaty. 1 the bou D 
lhe Franconia case was this: She was a vessel beating down the E I fter that é t l 
glish Channel in or near the Straits of Dover, and inone of her t have t in t n 
came ovel »> the English coast and within the 3-mile belt, and w nat do we i ) | t] tre yn 
thus nav ting those waters, while exercising her right of navigation ling e to argue yt l 
on the hig 2. ¥ hieh allowed her to go for the purposes of s hy j } ti ' t en t l 
within the territorial waters of countries that bord i the seas u} ‘ ‘ that 2 , 
Ww l e \ ynue v lin tha } i@ limit &@ Mm isc I { 
ur a kx : + na ye 1e E irt 4 th it + ‘ 
whet! 1 ; is any ter! riality o territorial jut iction atta y N hay 1 to suy t \ } { i I 1} Lics 


to the realm of & ind in regard to those waters, but a question whether | to Senators on the other side ef this ¢ 
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They taunt us here in open session with arguing on the British side | 


of this matter. 


Ah, Senators, you know that no taunt was ever so ir- | 


ritating to a Democrat; you know that you never could insult a Dem- | 


ocrat so much as by telling him that he was taking the British side 
against the side of his country. 
and no policy and no position in regard to foreign matters or in its atti- 
tude to Great Britain or to all the world that it is ashamed of. 
ocrats have always been ready to press to the extreme when their coun- 
try’s right and their country’s honor were concerned every contention 
which concerned a foreign government or a foreign country. They do 
not need to be incited to stand up for theircountry. They need rather 
to be repressed and their ardor checked until negotiation and states- 
manship have stated the issues and given them the position and stand- 
ing of a national quarrel which they can maintain against all the world. 

As my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] said the other day, in 
endeavoring to give this question such a position and such a status that 
we can stand upon it, and such as a decent respect to the opinion of 
mankind requires that we should give, we are not trifling or bartering 
or trafficking, but mean business. When that sort of negotiation and 
that sort of appeal shall fail, I know that the country feels safe in the 
hands of a Democratic Administration and feels secure while it re- 
mains in the hands of the men who new wield executive power in this 
country. 

Senators may say what they will, there is an abiding faith in this 
country in Democratic methods; that Democratic administrations have 
never sacrificed the honor of their country, or meant anything or done 
anything that could be characterized as a surrender, in the faintest 
possible degree, of their country’s right. And so, instead of a calm 
discussion of these articles, item by item, giving the Administration 
credit for endeavoring to do its whole duty in the exigency which 
came to it, and which it did not seek, we hear denunciation and im- 
putation. 

Outrages are recited; every seizure, no matter how much within the 
law or how much within the rights given by the treaty of 1818, no mat- 
ter how violent might have been the infraction of the law, all are pa- 
raded as outrages, no statement upon the other side being made. Ido 
not care to state the other side; but, in my duty as a Senator, I have 
undertaken to read as many of these cases as I could. Many of them 
were unjustifiable; many of them were of a character that justice or 
fairness couldnot warrant. Butall these infractionsin inhabited waters 
are put down as outrages. The fact of not being allowed to ship crews 
is the grand outrage of all. I pointed out, in the speech I made some 
time ago, some thirty or forty cases reported to the Secretary of State, 
in which the complaint was, and was alone, that the vessel was not al- 
lowed to ship her crew in NovaScotia, but was compelled to bring them 
down by rail, thereby incurring great expense. 

Mr. VANCE. And violating our laws. 

Mr. GRAY. And violating our laws, as the Senator from North 
Carolina says—our laws against contraet labor. Ay, even the hauling 
down of the flag has been cited. Ah, Senators, those who have been 
brought up in the school in which I have been brought up—those who 
have shared the political faith of the Democratic party—can laugh in 
your face when you undertake to teach them how to resent a national 
insult. 

And yet more than one Senator on that side has, with evident de- 
light, taken the statement that the Marion Grimes, when seized, and 
being in Canadian control for an alleged infraction of the Canadian 
customs laws, had the flag hanled down from her masthead. Well, I 
do not know about that, except that no Democratic administration 
ever permitted the flag to be hauled down without ample apology 
under any circumstances. But I do know that if a Canadian vessel 
had been seized for an infraction of the customs laws of the United 
States in the port of New York, our laws, and international usage, 
would require that her flag be hauled down until she was released. 

3ut the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from Maine, and, I 
believe, all the other Senators who pick this up as a matter with which 
to cloud and obscure the judgment of Americans, as it is natural it 
should be clouded and obscured when an insult to our flag is spoken 
of, flaunt this before us here over and over again. When they have 
been told, and have read from the record, just what was said by the 
Canadian authorities and the British Government, and the apology 
that was demanded and made in regard to that matter, some Senators 
said that no such thing had ever happened under any other Adminis- 
tration. 

Ah, Mr. President, they forget. In 1872, after the treaty of 1871 
had been negotiated, but before the legislation necessary to carry it 
into execution had been enacted, an American fisherman was seized by 
a Canadian cruiser, and her flag was hauled down, but then put up 
again with the British flag on top of it, and the American flag union 
down—an aggravated, unnecessary, antl intentional insult. Hauling 
it down in obedience to their general orders was one thing, but put- 
ting it up in a position of degradation wasanother, That was in 1872. 

I am not here to charge General Grant or Mr. Fish with not being 
patriotic; I know that they were both of them as patriotic as they were 
eminent and able, and brave as they were both. - But they did not see 
it worth while to go off into a tantivyaboutthisthing. They resented 


The Democratic party has no history | 
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this outrage and they received an apology, not from Great Britain, but 
from Canada, and the Canadian officials said that it was a mistake of 
the commander of thecruiser. Although he had general orders to haul 
down the flag of every vessel that was seized, he had no right to raise 
it again, union down, under the British flag, and they said they regetted 
that he had done so, and had sent himareprimand. But the orders of 
the Dominion Government, that the flag should be hauled down from 
every vessel seized, was stood upon, and no recision was asked by our 
Government from that position. 

That is all. Mr. Fish properly enongh conformed to diplomatic 
usage and diplomatic language, and I no fault to find with him. 

Let me read what the consul says upu.. the subject. 

He (the captain) said: 

He acted by orders, meant no insult; offense repeated next morning, but 
American flag not upside down. Lavoie, senior of Lachance, arrived, directed 
his attention to spectacle of ilags; desired him to rectify fault; agreed to, but 
about thirty minutes after vessel sailed for Quebee with flags flying; captain of 
schooner originally from Nova Scotia; did not desire consul’s assistance; re- 
ported to consul-general and consul at Quebec; believe Lachance was encour- 
aged to act by shore influence, but respectabie people express regret. 

Now, Mr. Fish says to Mr. Thornton, who conveys, not the apology 
of the English Government, but the explanation of the Canadian of- 
ficial, who regrets the occurrence. Mr. Fish says: 

It only remains for me to express my thanks for the prompt measures which 
have been taken by yourself and the Canadian authorities, to do away with the 
unpleasant impression produced by the error of the captain of the vessel who 
made the seizure of the James Bliss. 

Mr. DAWES. You said the captain was reprimanded. 

Mr. GRAY. He was reprimanded. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not know he was reprimanded. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, he was. 

Mr. DAWES. No, he was not. The record does not show it. 

Mr. GRAY. He was carrying out the orders which have been cited 
as the authority for hauling down the flag, which were never com- 
plained of, and never apologized for at all. There was no apology for 
hauling down the flag in the case I refer to in 1872, only an expression 
of regret that the officer should have so far forgotten his duty as to put 
it up again under the British flag and union down. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought you said he was reprimanded. 

Mr. GRAY. So he was. 

Mr. DAWES. Who reprimanded him? 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me by putting 
questions like that. 

I am stating the two cases and do not want to quibble about them or 
about words. I am comparing the attitude of the Administration in 
the two cases. I say that when Senators are comparing them, they 
are estopped by their manhood and by their American citizenship from 
continuing the imputations which they have alieady made. 

It is not the fishermen whose rights this treaty was intended to pro- 
tect who come here, but the orators of the fishermen, the retained coun- 
sel who come here and complain of this treaty. 

The men who complain are the men who own schooners which have 
gone into those waters with two men and a boy, and are expecting to 
ship in Nova Scotia hardy American seamen. These men who are 
supposed to be conductivg a primary school of American seamenship, 
lo and behold! are doing nothing of the kind, but are pursuing their 
own profit, just as all other Americans have the right to do under this 
glorious flag of ours. And yet, when it was first alluded to, indignant 
denial came up on that side that there was any percentage at all, or 
any large percentage, of these men that were not American fishermen; 
but tinally the denial has become more and more faint until now we 
we hear nothing of it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], when he comes to 
make his speech, ‘‘ confesses and avoids,’’ and says that it is good policy 
for us to let these Nova Scotians come here and let them see what a great 
State we have in Massachusetts, and that it will have a missionary ef- 
fect on these Canadian fishermen! But they go back home, neverthe- 
less, with great regularity, to spend the profits that they have put into 
their pockets, honestly earned on the decks of American ships. When 
formerly addressing the Senate on this subject I was not prepared to 
say that there was a majority of these men employed by these fishing 
craft who were not American fishermen. I feel justified now in saying 
that there are more than 50 per cent. of them that belong to the Cana- 
dian Provinces and are not American citizens. 

This very morning, since I came here, I happened to be looking, for 
another purpose, over the argument at the Halifax Commission, and I 
fnd that Mr. Foster, in arguing the case of the United States, and 
in performing his duty with great ability and lcarning, as he un- 
doubtedly did, tried to minimize the value of the privileges for which 
we were to pay. In the course of his argument he said: 


It night be a curious question, if it were important enough to dwell upon it, 
whether,in assessing against the United States the value of the privilege of 
fishing inshore, you were or were not to take into account the fact that half of 
the people who fish on shores in United States vessels are subjects of Her Maj- 
esty, and having disposed of their half of the fish, having paid half of the fish 
for the privilege of using the vessel aud its equipment, they sell the other half 
of the fish and bring the proceeds home; and whetlier it is a just claim against 
the United States if British subjects go in United States vessels, to require the 
United States to pay money because they do so. 


Mr. GEORGE. Whose languge is that? 





By whom ? 








CONGRESS! 
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Mr. GRAY. Itisthelanguage of Mr. Foster, the agent of the United 
States before the Halifax Commission. 
lt is impossible to get exact figures about this matter, but I have 


enough intormation to justify me that the 


» people who are 


objecting to this treaty—the people in whose interests objections to 
this treaty are made—are not the hardy young American fishermen to 


whom we look to man our Navy in time of war, 
as much admiration as any Senator on this floor—a hearty sympathy; 
and a proper pride in all their achievements, their character, and their 
courage. 

But I say that this treaty, in that, among other respects, it does 1 
permit their employers to go up to Canada and employ Canadian fisher- 
men, is made in their interest and that a large part of the objection 
and complaint to us, as to its motive and its origin, is in that fact, that 
these men who have found it profitable to employ Canadian fishermen 
have found that this treaty has left them out in the cold in that re- 
spect. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
peals to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. On that point I desire to read alittle. I wish to 
read from the Boston Herald of August 10, of this year, some ‘ 
ceedings of the Deep Sea Assembly of the Knights of Labor, whose 
membership is largely composed of fishermen.’’ The Boston Herald 
of that date says that they ‘‘adopted the following resolutions this 
evening. 

I only propose to read one paragraph of the preamble now. 
are denouncing the fishing trust. They say: 


Wi and for whom I hav: 
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Does 


2 pro- 


Th 


Whereas, should said trust be successful in its aims and intentions, the | 
ness would be rendered so unprofitable that the comparatively few American 
citizens now found on board of the vessels will be obliged to seek other employ- 
ment, 


usl 


Chis is from the proceedings of the Knights of Labor at Gloucester, 
Mass. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the number of the society ? 
ber of the society or assembly given ? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is suid to be the ‘‘Deep Sea Assembly, Knights 
of Labor.’? What I have read is a slip cut from the Boston Herald, 
and sent to my friend, the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who 
handed it to me. 
debate. 
ware. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Mississippi. 
I do not propose, Mr. President, to weary the patience of the Senate 
by dwelling longer on this point. 

In the course of the discussion that I have had heretofore in regard 
to the meaning of the words of renunciation in the treaty of 1518, I 
quoted Mr. Webster as admitting, as I felt myself compelled to admit, 
that the strict and literal interpretation of these words excluded us 
from the bays that were mentioned in the renunciation, and I quoted 
his language in his famous circular to the fishermen, written at his 
home at Marshfield, in which it was said that it would appear to be 
an oversight in the commissioners that negotiated the treaty of 1815 
to have made so large a concession as they did in framing the language 
of that renunciation. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] interrupted me to ask 
whether I had seen it stated that Mr. Webster was not the author of 


Is the num- 


I will read the whole slip at some time during the 
That part is enough now to sustain the Senator from Dela- 


that circular, that he was up in Massachusetts and had, I think, been | 


injured by a fall from a carriage at the date of that circular, and that 
the circular was supposed to have been issued here in the State De- 
partment by some subordinate officer and without Mr. Webster’s per- 
sonal or direct authority, although it was ascribed to him and came 
regularly from his Department. 

The Senator from Colorado, when I asked him what his authority 
was, said that he had no direct authority for the statement, but said 
he had seen that it was stated in debate. The Senator the other day 
in his speech, while not adopting as his the suggestion that he then 
made that that circular might possibly have been without authority, 
stated again that it had been suggested in the course of the debate had 
in 1852 that it was without Mr. Webster’s direct personal authority 
but declined to discuss it on that assumption. It will be of interes 
the Senator from Colorado as a matter of history, and perhaps to other 
Senators, to know how directly Mr. Webster is connected with this 
matter. 

After my colloquy with that Senator I had occasion to look up the 


to | 


ren tm ge 
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Yours always truly, 
DAN'L 1 
Mr. GIBSON. What date is that 
Mr. GRAY. Itis dated July 17, 1852, and addr d 
dent Fillmore. 
Here is the letter to Mr. Crampton to which Mr. Wi 
in his letter to the President. 
VW Webster to Mr. Crampton, B } vist tw } 
Jt i 
My Dear Mr. CrRAmpron: The threatened int Ipti 
5 ent of the fisheries which the fishing vesse« S ‘ so 
g practiced and possessed without interru nor . ‘ 
, and I fear full of danger I wish to see you as soc u ‘ 
ne North 
If l am notin Boston at the Revere He ise proceed > 
Marshfield, bringing with you as many of vour 1 ts as you } 
I have recommended to the President that w ‘ » the w t of 
the fisheries and the Canada trade at once, as matters of negotiat 
You will seein the Boston papers of Monday an « cial pu ca e 
Is it not possible for you to prevail with the provincial authorit 
no hostile proceedings against American fish r vessels t l 
given, and until you and I may have conferred t on the s 
[am anxious to see you at onc On receipt of this, inform m¢ 1 
when you can be in Boston 
lam, with great regard, yours always truly; 
DAN’L W 
These letters I thought would be interesting to the Sen 
of the fact that Mr. Webster's name had been used in this debat: vd 
his authority had been quoted for the proposition that those ys in 
the northeastern provinces were inhibited by the treaty of 1318 from 
American fishermen. 
I have only one comment to make, in passing, on the lett Mr. 
Webster that I have just read; that, to his great mind at that time, it 
did not seem undiplomatic or unpatriotic to suggest to the President 


of the United States that these troubles, which were evidencing them- 
in northeastern frontier, and in 
force, to use his own language, against our fishermen usi 


shoul 


selves Se inhibition 
ng those waters, 


In his letter to Mr. Crampton, 


izures on the 


d be the subjects of negotiation. 


the British minister, he invites negotiation, and we know that that 
negotiation invited in 1852, and no doubt accepted then in the shor 
interval that intervened between that letter and his death, resulted 
finally in the reciprocity treaty of 1454 
l have been somewhat desultory in my remarks, Mr. Presider I 

did not intend to address the Senate to-day, but I have been led to 
speak about some of these things as t ‘ tomy mind. It 

this great question of jurisdiction over the waters that are « i 
called, fairly ealled, prope rly called a I the very 

tion of this discussion. The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SH 

his remarks the other day so considered th I had intended t 

some specific re ply to the argument of the Se« 0 ) », to 

| listened with great attention and interest sididyt xe 

in his seat until this moment I allowed the o n to go b 
| that I listened to that speech with interest, with | 

satisfaction; that is, to the greater part of it. Ia 

from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] that the attitude of t 


matter and find it in volume second of the Private Correspondence of | 


Mr. Webster, at page 239+ 

Mr. TELLER. 
statement about it, but asked the Senator whether he had seen that 
statement controverted, that was all. I made no statement myself 
about it at all. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Colorado was not in when I began 
my statement. I stated that fact substantially when I commenced, 
and the Senator from Colorado has stated it correctly. But that Sen- 
atoy did call the attention of the Senate to the fact that in the debate 





If the Senator will pardon me, I did not make any | 


| 
} 
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Ohio is statesmanlike and becoming his great 
I was disappointed, however, and very much « 
an exordium, that the argument of his spe lt 


it with entire respect to the Senator, a 


as to what the treaty really provides for 
to the Senator from Ohio and to the Senat 
| his on this or any other question is entitled 
| conceive to be errors of fact into which he has fall 
| matter. 
He certainly confuses the fifteenth article 
of the treaty. He spoke ef the mere offer of 1 f i 
Government to give us certain privileg wh thie slat dep 
ment should grant free fish, an article that might | en out 
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this treaty and not affect its operation one iota. 
tors upon our side in dealing with the negotiators on the 


It was merely that 


the neyoi 

other side, who were evidently much disappointed when they came 
down here to find that they could not even discuss the question of free 
lish, by way of letting them down easy, I suppose, said ‘‘make your 


offer of what you are willing to give for free fish. Itis not within the 
competence, in our view, of the Executive to treat concerning matters 
of revenue, but you can make your offer to the American people, 
and their Congress, when they see fit, can pass upon it.’’ That was 
all there was about that fifteenth article, yet the Senator from Ohio 
dwelt upon it and inveighed against it eloquently and strongly, as if 
it was an operative and substantial part of the treaty itself. He told 
us what we wanted. He said, ‘‘ We must have everything that we 
wait in those waters.’’ 
his language would seem toimply. He continued: 

I believe that if our Government had demanded commercial privileges such 
as our fishermen want, they would have been conceded, 

ite did not allude to the commercial privileges that were actually 
secured to them by this treaty, but he went on to say: 


i read a little paragraph from a fisherman which strikes me as giving an ex- 
act statement of what they want: 

“What our fishermen want is the right to go anywhere and everywhere, use 
their harbors, ship men, get provisions, land and mend our nets, buy salt and 
barvels, and ship our catch home by rail or steamer without expense or annoy- 
ance, the same as we have heretofore.”’ 

I suppose the Senator from Ohio indorses that. 

Yet he seems to have forgotten that shipping the catch home by rail 
would put the Canadian fishermen at a great disadvantage. 

Hie said that we want equality with the Canadian fisherman, who can 
ship by rail from Halifax to this country all his catch! 


the suggester, if he demanded from those poor Canadians that Ameri- 
cans should go inte Halifax and transship the catch by rail to Boston, 
paying no duty whatever, while the Canadian can only transship by 
paying adnty. There is no equality about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I would say that 
the Canadians now, to-day, ship their fresh fish packed in ice, frozen 


fish, down into our market, and although our fishermen may catch their | 


fish side by side with these Canadians in an open sea, our fishermen can 
not send them in that way, although the railroad itself is owned largely, 
as I am told, by Americans, 

Mr.TELLER. Theysend them to the far West by way of Chicago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They send them to the far West, as has been sug- 
gested by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is talking 
about fresh fish, about which he did not talk in his speech, while I am 
talking now about salt fish. The fresh fish matter is a matter distinct 
by itself, and about which there is a great deal tosay. I admit that 
fresh fish was made free in 1870. 

With a Republican Congress in both branches, the bill being signed 
by a Republican executive, I admit that under the new process of treat- 
ing it there has been brought about a condition of things not contem- 
plated at the time. But weare not responsible for that. This Admin- 
istration is not responsible for that. Fault is found with the Secretary 
of the Treasury for admitting frozen fish as fresh fish free for immediate 
consumption. I think that is the language under the law. 

Now, I do not see how the Secretary of the Treasury could have 
avoided in the performance of his duty, putting that construction on 
the law, and he was justified in it by a decision of a circuit court made 
by a judge who was appointed long ago in the good old Republican 
times—and I hope they will get older and older, those Republican 
times [laughter ]—that this law admitting fresh fish for immediate con- 
sumption to come in free did apply to this frozen fish that was brought 
in. So that that takes away that ground of complaint even against 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the construction which he felt obliged 
in the performance of his duty to put upon that clause of our law. 

Mr. BECK. Now, will the Senator yield to me for a few minutes ? 

Mr. GRAY. With pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. Willit trouble the Senawor from Delaware if I answer 
the question of the Senator from Ohio and make a few remarks now? 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all; nothing will trouble me. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not know much about the details of this treaty, 
but the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] having put a question in 
regard to fresh fish being now admitted duty free, I desire to say a 
word. I suppose it is known to all of us that a Republican Congress, 
then Republican by over two-thirds majority, with a Republican Pres- 
ident, in July, 1870, admitted fresh fish duty free without any sort of 
connection with the Canadian fisheries, Canadian interests, or English 
interests. We admitted fresh fish free because the American Congress 
thought it was in the interest of our own people to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. BECK. I heard the speech delivered by the honorable Senator 
from Maine [ Mr. Frye] the other day—I picked it up in the Recorp 


just now. I hope I do not interrupt the Senator from Delaware too 
much—— . 
Mr. GRAY. Not at all. 


Surely he could not have intended all that | 


It would be a | 
reciprocity, Iam sure, of which the Senator would be ashamed to be | 
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Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] said: 

Then, again, when the Republican party put fresh fish on the free-list there 
Was no conception of the present condition of things in this country. When fish 
were put on the free-list under the item “fish, fresh, for immediate consump- 
tion,’’ it was understood that that meant fish fresh for immediate consumption— 
taken to-day and used to-morrow or the next day. Lut since that time there 
have sprung up under the inventive genius of this country refrigerator cars and 
refrigerators on every fishing vesse!. 

This method of freezing the fish and keeping them on board the vessels them- 
selves for two months at a time is now in vogue, and to-day you can take on 
the banks a cargo of halibut, you can keep them on that vessel for two months, 
you can land them in Gloucester, you can send them to Boston frozen, packed 
in ice; you can put them into the great refrigerators of the Boston market, you 
can keep them three months there, you can take them from that great refriger- 
ator and put them on the refrigerators in the cars, and youcan land them in two 
thousand nine hundred and cighty counties of this Republiein as good and per- 
fect condition as if they had been salted or smoked. Now,I say when fish for 
immediate use were put on the free-list it was never dreamed that these fish 
would be transported all over the United States and kept for six months. 

So long as free fresh fish could only reach such points as Boston 
and Portland, Me., and the people of the New England coast could get 
them cheap, at say $2 a barrel cheaper than they would if they had 
paid the tariff tax, that was eminently satisfactory to New England 
statesmen; but as soon as a process was discovered or invented whereby 
the people of Ohio, of Kentucky, and of the interior of the country 
could have the benefit of the law that the American Congress passed 
to give them free fresh fish, then it became an offense in the eyes of the 
New England representatives; and that is at the bottom of all the fuss 
that is now being made about this treaty, which all agree is much bet- 
ter than the treaty of 1818. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], better perhaps than most 
Senators, recollects when Bessemer steel was taxed $28 a ton, that was 
only the equivalent of 45 per cent. ad valorem when the duty was im- 
posed, but the basic process, the Siemens-Martin process, and the open- 
hearth process brought it down until 

Mr. FRYE. The tariff again! 

Mr. BECK. Yes, the tariff isat the bottom of all your clamor about 
fish and fisheries. It is an attempt to make a grab, if I may use a 
vulgar word, by the trusts or combinations in New England to put money 
in their pockets at the expense of American consumers of fish that has 
brought about all this trouble; it is done in the interest of Gloucester 
and Boston syndicates. That fact is so patent that even the laboring 
men of New England are protesting against it as a job set up by com- 
binations of capitalists, who, under patriotic pretenses, are seeking to 
rob the people of this country. 

Let me goon. When Bessemer steel was 45 per cent. at $28 a ton 
duty at first, and afterwards doubled, all the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber sought to maintain it; even after it became 120 
per cent. they were content to give Mr. Carnegie, as he told Mr. Scorr 
he got, a million and a half in one year. No wonder that he could 
build castles and libraries and schools, and carry your distinguished— 
not President, but the Warwick of your party, the power behind the 
throne—in his coachand four all over England and Scotland. He ought 
to contribute liberally to your campaign fund, and doubtless the Glou- 
cester fish syndicate will also. 

The purpose is evident when we look at the remedy these patriotic 
gentlemen propose? Stop free fish, enrich the syndicates because the 
men of the country who are now getting them cheap under American 
laws ought not to be allowed to have them unless they pay tribute to 
the Gloucester syndicate and to the combinations that are freezing out 
all the independent fishermen and small dealers as well as all the labor- 
ing men of the country. They insist that the President shall not ne- 
gotiate with England. They insist that the time for consultation or 
agreement has passed. One thing only must be done—stop the im- 
portation of free fish and New England will be satisfied! Is not that 
a wonderful panacea for all the evils we have had recounted here for 
months? We are dealing with England in this treaty, not with Can- 
ada, or Canadian fishermen. We can no more treat with Canada than 
England could treat with Kentucky or Ohio. England is the country 
we have to deal with. 

The Government of Canada forced Nova Scotia, against the protest of 
that province as I can show, into the Dominion. The Dominion Par- 
liament controls all. The Parliament passes the laws that are com- 
plained of. They or England send their cruisers to the coast and do 
whatever damage is done to our fishermen, and we are told here day 
after day the time for negotiation has passed, and that we must punish 
the poor Canadian fishermen. Why not England or the great interests 
of the Dominion of Canada through her subsidized railroads and canals? 
Retaliate, you say. 

Retaliate on whom? On Great Britain? No. Onthe Dominion of 
Canada? No. Republican Senators declare that would be an outrage. 
They demand that the President shall retaliate upon the poor individ- 
ual fishermen along the coasts of Nova Scotia and Newfoundland, who 
are no more responsible for the lawsthat are passed by England or the 
laws that are passed by the Dominion of Canada than if they did not 
live there; yet the patriotic combinations and syndicates along the 
coast of New England and the Republican Senators will be content if 
the President will only stop those poor individual Canadian fishermen, 
who work for their living and who live by their work, who had noth- 
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‘ir. President, I do not intend to go into this. Although I have 
been somewhat drawn off the track of such argument, if it may be 
dignified by the name of argument, as I have attempted to make, I 
was speaking to something that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN | said, and I do not intend to carry out my original intention 
when I rose, and which I would have carried out if I had seen the 
Senator from Ohio in his seat, to make some specific reply to the 
propositions contained in the argumentative part of his speech. 


I shall have something to say about that hereafter, per- 


put I have observed what seems to me to indicate a confusion of 


mind on the part of that distinguished Senator, attributable no doubt 
to the haste with which he has considered this treaty, and to the fact 


that he has taken at second-hand from his associates on that side of 


the Chamber their opinions about this treaty, and has been carried 
away by the eloquence of denunciation of the Senators from Maine 
and Massachusetts, and really believes that there was some foundation 
for those denunciations when he says that— 

What our fishermen want is the right to go anywhere and everywhere, use 
their harbors, ship men, get provisions, land and mend our nets, buy salt and 
barrels, and ship our catch home by rail or steamer without expense or annoy- 
ance, the same as we have heretofore. 

And this without regard to treaty obligations, treaty stipulations, 
aud what we can or can not do in conformity with what we have bound 
ourselves to do or not to do. It seems to me that he could hardly have 
meant to be taken seriously when he stated that this was what we 
wanted and demanded and ought to have. Why, sir, we know very 
well that our friends upon the New England coast are not at all back- 
ward about making claims, but I doubt whether any advocate retained 
or otherwise by the fishing firms up there would ever formulate seri- 
ously through an accredited agent such a demand as that. 

It reminds me of what I have heard somewhere of a certain number 
of citizens who got together—I do not know in what part of the coun- 
try, whetherin New England or elsewhere—and they solemnly resolved, 
after formally organizing themselves, first, that the earth and the full- 
ness thereof is the Lord’sand belongs to His saints, and resolved, sec- 
ond, that we are the saints. 

‘They want the earth, if they want what the Senator from Ohio says 
they want, and this they ought to have; and I only cite it, not to im- 
pugn the sincerity of the Senator’s argument, and certainly with no 
disrespect to his ability or earnestness in this matter, but I submit it 
to show that when the Senator descended from the high plane of his 
exordium he could drop into the fog, which is the result of looking at 
this question through partisan glasses. 

The matter of the territorial limits of bays I have dwelt on at some 
length again to-day, because after all, as seen by the argument of the 
Senator from Ohio and that of other Senators on that side, it does un- 
derlie very much this question and is necessary to its proper determi- 
nation. I believe that this treaty has wisely compromised that ques- 
tion. 

It has not taken the extreme contention that has been put forth by 
the Secretary of State in his correspondence; neither on the other hand 
does it accede to the extreme pretension of the Canadian authorities. 
They have not conceded to them all bays, as they seemed to havea 
right to contend under the language of the treaty of 1818, but bays 
that are 10 miles wide at their mouths and those other specially 
enumerated bays, some of which happen to be a little under and some 
over 10 miles. 

Upon that question I have nothing more to say. The rest of the 
treaty deals with those questions that were the ground of complaint 
prior to 1854 and prior to 1871. There was not a great deal of com- 
plaint up to 1839. There have not been very long periods that have 
been open to these differences, because from 1839 to 1854 was fifteen 
years, and then came the treaty of reciprocity, which swallowed up 
all these questions in a general freedom of trade, and the natural con- 
dition of things between the two countries which followed. Then in 
1866, after the treaty of reciprocity came to an end, the license system 
came in and the Canadians licensed vessels to go up there and fish in 
their territorial waters, and that continued until 1869. So from 1839 
on there has been very little of open periods in which these disputa- 
tions have occurred, but in 1870 and 1871 they begin to occur, as I 
have already pointed out, and in a more aggravated form than they 
have occurred since the treaty of 1871 was abrogated in 1885. 

The result has been that this treaty, after defining for the benefit of 
our fishermen, so that there can be no mistake about it, what the treaty 
of 1818 meant when it renounced certain waters and secured for the 
first time in the history of our country the commercial privileges for 
which they have clamored so long and clamored in vain except when 
they got them at the expense of free fish, and by opening our market 
to Canadian fishermen, this treaty comes here, and without attempting 
to meddle in any way with the legislative question as to whether we 
shall put fish on the free-list or not, removing from the scope of nego- 
tiation all consideration of the revenue policy, for the first time secures 
for American fishermen the right to go into Canadian bays, harbors, 
and ports and buy all necessary and needful supplies that an ordinary 
trading vessel needs without let, without hinderance, and without price. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








AveustT 13, 





What remains? Why this complaint? Why this denunciation? 
We are enjoying absolute peace and have enjoyed absolute peace during 
this entire fishing season of 1888. Not a murmur comes from that 
northeastern frontier, not a voice of complaint has been syllabled by 
any American fisherman during these six or seven months of this fish- 
ing season of 1883; and all this is the result of this treaty. For the 
first time in our history has there been an open period like this in 
which the correspondence of the State Department has not been choked 
with complaints and demands and counter demands and various irri- 
tating and vexatious questions that were constantly kept alive between 
the two countries. 

Now, an American fisherman can go from Gloucester to the Grand 
Banks, can catch his fare of fish, load his vessel, and go into any Nova 
Scotian port or any port in Newfoundland and buy all he needs, whether 
for his homeward voyage or to go again to the banks, putting his fare 
on some other vessel, and catching another, or he can go in at any time 
if he finds he runs short of any provisions, loses an anchor or a sail, 
and replenish all those supplies. 

Ido not know what more you want. Ah, Ido know. You want 
the right to go in there and ship men, and we come back to it every 
time. You want the right to go in there because the men who are on 
your decks live on those shores, and when they have been on those 
banks three or four months they want to go home and see their fam- 
ilies, and they want to go home for the various exigencies which take 
men home who have business and affairs centered in any locality. 

Sut is it fair, Senators, to denounce a treaty on the ground merely 
that it does not give this privilege to the employers of fishermen, but in 
the interest of the hardy American youth who live along the coasts of 
Massachusetts and Maine does not afford the facilities to bring them in 
competition with alien fishermen from the Nova Scotia and Newfound- 
land coasts? 

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I intended and in a very 
desultory fashion, but I do feel that this is a question as grave as ever 
was presented for its decision to the American Senate. I have endeav- 
ored in my study of this treaty and of the conditions which surround 
it and out of which it sprang todo my whole duty to my country. I 
have kept in sight, so far as I was able, the interests of the American 
fishermen, and I believe that by this treaty those interests are pro- 
tected, conserved, and advanced. 

I believe that the honor, fame, and reputation of our country is pre- 
served by this treaty, and I feel that if it shall be rejected and the 
troubles which have heretofore harassed and annoyed the American 
fishermen shall be renewed, I at least, inthe performance of my duty, 
and those on this side of the Chamber or any side of the Chamber, who 
vote for the ratification of the treaty, will have met fairly the responsi- 
bility that is upon them, and that the responsibility for trouble which 
may come and may ensue from its rejection must tall upon those who 
have undertaken to defeat it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to put a little historical information in the 
RECORD, and then I shall close. I shall not detain the Senate long. 

During the debate this evening between the Senator from Muassa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] and myself, that Senator used some language 
which might be interpreted to mean that the reason why the negotia- 
tion of 1846 between Great Britain and the United States as to 54° 40’ 
failed was on account of the opposition of Southern Democrats. Ihave 
the record on that subject, which I desire to read to the Senate, and 
that record proves the fact that every single Northern Whig, if I have 
not mistaken the politics of the parties, voted for that treaty, and also, 
voted against a distinct proposition to amend the treaty by extending 
the northern line of the United States to 54°40’. I read from the Ex- 
ecutive Journal, volume 7, page 94, June 18, 1846: 


Mr. McDuffie submitted the following resolution for consideration: 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring), That the Senate advise 
and consent to the ratification of the treaty between the United States of Amer- 
icaand Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, concluded at Washington the 15th day of June, 1°46. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the said resolution. 

On motion of Mr. Hannegan— 


Who was a Democrat— 


to amend the said resolution by striking out all after the word “ Resolved,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof: 


Now I read Mr. Hannegan’s resolution, moved as an amendment— 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby advised, by the 
Senate to offer to the Government of Great Britain as a just, fair, and equitable 
compromise of the conflicting claims of the two Governments connected with 
the country lying along between the Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean, 
extending from the parallel of 42° to 54° 40’ north latitude, and including the 
islands embraced within said parallels of latitude adjacent to the coast, the fol- 
lowing as the fundamental provisions for a treaty between the two Govern- 
ments: 

First, The Government of Great Britain shall acknowledge the right of soil 
and the sovereignty to exist and be with the United States to the whole terri- 
tory above described, and shall abandon to the United States all claim which 
shall in any manner conflict with the permanent jurisdiction of the United 
States therein. 

Seeond. The United States shall guarant 1 ) 
twenty years from the date of such treaty the most — security in all their 
possessions, and the ay to pursue their business of hunting and trapping,with 
all the immunities which pertain thereto, and to trade during that period with 


to the Hudson Bay Company for 
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the natives, and the use during that time of the ports, rivers, and harbors within M ead 
said territory without charge or hindrance ] 
Third. Within twelve months fromt date of said treaty commissioners shall 1 AentucKy— 
be selected by and on behalf of the respective governments, whose duty it sha | N 
be to assess at just and liberal prices the value of the property of the Hudson's | ! Cony nt 
Bay Company within said territory, which amount, when ascertained, shall be VEReCuCcuL—— 
paid by the United States to said company, in such manner and at such time as I 
shail be agreed upon between the United States and Great Britain | Mar nat 
i i i ‘ Ait 
rhat was the amendment to the resolution modifying the treaty as it | ybacker 
stood; and the first proposition in the amendment was to carry the From Virginia 
northern boundary of the United States to 54° 40’. i 4 
In was determined in the negative—yeas 5, nays 42, From V ' t 
Those who voted in the affiru. tive are as = 
Messrs. Atchisor Rus 
A Southern Democrat— From Te: 
Cameron = 
A Democrat from Pennsylvania— From Arkansas 
Hannegan | = Ss 
A Democrat from Indiana— | From Rhode Island— 
Semple— | Sneic 
A Democrat from Illinois; and— 1 Fr Mississippi— 
Sturgeon i i ey 
. ! . 
A Democrat from Pennsylvania. } From Tennessee 
The amendment got these five votes, all Democrats. | Upham 
Now let us see who the negative votes were: | From Vermont 
Those who voted in the negative are— { Webster 
Messrs, Archer " . 
° ee ron ssachusetts— 
From Virginia— yasen Spsenenmaets 
‘ Ibridcs 
Ashley | waerians 
: } From Michigat am 
From Arkansas— | From Michigan; and 
Atherton— | , FI . 
: ; | from lorida, 
From New Hampshire— ses ve 14) 
| That vote was ona distinct proposition to extend the northern bonnd- 
Bagby— | ' . { i 
, ary of the United States on the Pacilic coast to 51° 40’, and t e 
From Alabama— : 


| in favor of it was five Democrats trom the West, including one Sout 
Barrow— | 1 















|ern Democrat. General Cass did not vote; but one Southern Der 
From Louisiana— | crat, two from Pennsylvania, one from Indiana, and one from Illi 
Benton vere the only Senators who woul for that proposition. Wee 
I’rom Missouri— now to the vote on the treaty, whi I shall read to the Senate 
Berrien endment havir o been re jee ted by the vote to which I have called 
. ‘ . the attention of the Senate. 
From Georgia— — 
Calhoun 7; On the question toagree to the resolution, it was det 
AalLDO ' 
ve—yeas 41, nays l4 
From South Carolina— Chose who voted in the affirmative are 
Chal Messrs. Archer, Ashley, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, ( 
laimers I ymas Clayt n, John M. Clayton, Colquitt, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis 
From Mississippi— Dix, Evans, Greene, Haywood, Houston, Huntington, Johnson of Mary 
1 ee Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis, McDuffie, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, N 
Thomas Clayton ie e, Pennybacker, Phelps, Rusk, Sevier, Simmons, Speight, Turney 
rom Delaware— Webster, Woodbridge, Yulee 
Those who voted in the negative are 
John M. Clayton— F ' > oe : ' 
i aiacie Messrs, Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, I 
From Delaware— } J rfield, Hannegan, Jenness, Semple, Sturgeon, Westcott 
| : . ' 1 
Colquitt I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that on that 
From Georgia— voter Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton of New Jersey, Corwin of O ; 
Corwin— | Crittenden of Kentucky, Upham of Vermont, and Mr. Webster | 
From Ohi Whigs, voted to ratify the treaty on the line of 49 degrees. In the 
ee negative there were 14 votes; and unless | am mistaken—and I m 
Crittenden be in one or two of the names I shall read, and if I make a mistake I 


From Kentucky- 


Davis— 


can be corrected by Senators here—unless I am mistaken there was 
a single Whig, not a single opposition man to the admini 

found in the negative. Allen, of Ohio, was inthe negative; Atchison, of 
Missouri, was in the negative; Atherton, of New Hampshire, a 1 


stratior 
From Massachusetts— 


Dayton— 


. ae crat. was in the negative. Breese, of Illinois, voted in the nezativ: ‘ 
oe oe rey Democrat; Bright, of Indiana, voted in the negative—a Democrat; ( 

i . . eron, of Pennsylvania voted in the negative—then a Democrat ( t 
rom New York— Michigan, was a Democrat; Dickinson, of New York, was a Democrat; 
Evans Fairfield, of Maine—was he a Democrat? ; 
From Maine; I do not know his politics. Mr. FRYE. He was a Democrat. 

Mr. FRYE. He was a Whig. Mr. GEORGE. He was a Democrat. Hannegan, of Indiana, was 
Mr. GEORGE. He was a Whig. a Democrat; Jennes, of New Hampshire, I guess, was a Democrat. 
Greene— In those days New Hampshire was pretty solid. The State was Demo- 
From Rhode Island— cratic, I think, in 1846. I shall put him down as a Democrat unless I 


am corrected. Semple, of Illinois, was a Democrat; Sturgeon, of Penn- 
sylvania, was 2 Democrat; Westcott, of Florida, was a Democrat. 

I desired to put that vote on the record to show that any inference 
drawn from the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts this ¢ 
ing that the treaty was not satisfactory to the Northern people, espe- 


Hay wood 

From North Carolina— 
Houston— 

From Texas— 


Huntington— cially to the Northern Whigs, is wholly without foundation in the 
From Connecticut— record. 

Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Lewis— Since I am up, Mr. President, I desire to ask one of the Senators 
Dixon H. Lewis, from Alabama— from Massachusetts the question whethe r the Boston Herald is a paper 
McDuftie— of such character that the proceedings of a meeting published in it 


can be taken as correct. Will the Senator who sits nearest me answe 
or either of the Senators from that State? 


Mangum— ; Mr. HOAR. I donot think that is a suitable question to be put on 
From North Carolina— the floor of the Senate. 


From South Carolina— 


Miller— Mr. GEORGE. Very well; I will withdraw the question 
From New Jersey— Mr. HOAR. I will state to the Senator that the Boston Herald isa 
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paper of great enterprise, wide circulation, what is called an independ- | I did not know that they had got so far along up there in Massa- 





ent paper, a very lous supporter of Democratic 

Mr. GEORGE. 
to interrupt him, whether the Boston Herald is of character enoygh as 
to the publication of news that when it professes to publish the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting the people of the United States may rely upon 
the publication as the correct proceedings of the meeting. That is all 
I wanted to know. 


Mr. HOAR, It paper of high standing and character, unques- 
tionably. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. Now 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say, if the Senator will pardon me, as he has 
put the question 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 


Mr. HOAR. I have twice been asked by Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber questions like this; once in regard to the point now 
presented, which it gives me great pleasure to answer, and once by the 
honorable Senator from Ohio [ Mr. PAYNE] in regard to my opinion of 


the character of an individual. I think all Senators will agree, on re- 


lection, that it isa question which never ought to be put by one to 
another on the tloor of th nate, because—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Iv thdraw the question. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to make a single observation. Of course : 
refusal to answer such a question is always a great imputation upon 
the character of the individual to whom it applies. 

Now, as to the boston Herald, one or two of the persons concerned 


in its management, and Jargely concerned in its ownership I suppose, 
are among the best men we have in Massachusetts. It is @ paper of 
very wide circulation, a very earnest and zealous Democratic paper in 
substance, though inform independent. Thereare a great many things 
in that paper which it seems to me would very much mislead anybody 
who should trust them, On the other hand, I would not for a moment 
impute to the gentlemen connected with it with whom I am acquainted 
any willingness to put into their paper a narrative of an occurrence 
which was not entirely true. But I think this is the last occasion on 
which I shall answer such a question, if I were asked what my opinion 
was of the man whom I most honor and venerate in the world. 

Mr. GEORGE, I take it, Mr. President, after what has been said, 


that we may safely assume that the Boston Herald has character enough 
not to forge the proceedings of a public meeting, and with that remark 


I shall read from a copy of the Boston Herald, furnished me by my 
friend from Florida [Mr. CALL]: 

GLOUCESTER KNIGHTS OF LABOR PASS RESOLUTIONS AGAINST FISH TRUSTS. 

Special dispatch to the Boston Herald. 
GLOUCESTER, August 10, 1888. 

Deep Sea Assembly, Knights of Labor, whose membership is largely composed 
of fishermen, adopted the following resolutions this evening: 

** Whereas ceriain fish dealers in this city, not content with the monopoly of 
the fresh halibut business, have been secretly combining together for the pur- 
pose of controlling the sait-fish market, and as a result of their monopolistic 
machinations a sort of fish trust has been evolved, its chief object being to fix 
the prices to be paidthe fishermen for their catch; or, inother words, the aboli- 
tion of all competition in the purchase of salt fish and the centralization of the 
entire business in the hands ofa few soulless men; and 

‘* Whereas if said trust is allowed to exist, it will place the men who haul the 
line at the will and pleasure of a set of dealers of insatiable greed, who, in their 
lustful gain are unserupulous, avaricious, and devoid of that fellow-feeling which 
should prevail in all honorable business transactions; and 

** Whereas, not only the fishermen will be exposed to a ruthless grasp and 
abominable coalition far more dangerous than the treacherous shoals which 
they encounter in their hazardous calling, but the community in which it thrives 
will feel its baneful influence, for wherever monopolies or trusts succeed in de- 
pressing prices paid to the producer desolation follows in its track, as its legit- 
imate offspring; and 

** Whereas, should said trust be successful in its aims and attentions, the bus- 
iness would be rendered so unprofitable that the comparatiyely few American 
citizens now found on board of the vessels will be obliged to seek other employ- 
ment; and 

““Whereas certain fish buyers have kept themselves aloof from the compact, 
and paid a fair market price to the fishermen, much to the diseomfiture of the 
combined conspirators : Therefore, 

** Be it resolved, That Deep Sea Assembly, K. of L. 


Knights of Labor, I suppose— 


No. 5066, hereby denounce the action of those dealers who have banded to- 
gether to decrease the already meager returns— 


‘*Meager returns;’’ that is the term— 


which the fishermen receive as a most unjust and cruel alliance, and one which 
should receive the condemnation of all fair-minded and fair-dealing men as a 
blow at honest competition, which is the life of all trade. 

Resolved, That this assembly hereby testifies its appreciation of the action of 
the outside dealers who have so strenuously opposed the trust, and fervently 
hope they will continue to do so until the deadly upas of monopoly, beneath 
whose branches all honest industry withers, is removed from our midst. 
Resolved, That the fishermen, in disposing of their trips, should exhibit their 
gratitude to the outside dealers by giving them the preference. 

Resolved, That while condemning the trust, we do not overlook the fact that 
there are, we regret to say, some unprincipled captains who aid and abet the 
trust in its design for a paltry bonus. All such merit the most severe rebuke, 
and deserve to be treated with the utmost contempt. 

Resolved, That our Senators who so glibly repeat the stereotyped phrase, 
“The fisheries are the nursery of the American Navy,” and claim that Ameri- 
can citizens preponderate in manning fishing vessels, should cease such non- 
sensical assertions, which they must— 


They are a little severe here— 
know to be untrue, and we respectfully advise that they use the time for which 
they are paid by a tax-ridden people — 


| chusetts. 


I only want to know, if the Senator will allow me | 


I have heard about the Texan people and all down there 
being tax-ridden, but I supposed the taxes which our glorious tax 
laws levied were so manifestly a benefit to the great and good people of 
that favored section of our land that there was nobody up there who 
would talk about a tax-ridden people; but so it is, they use that lan- 
guage— 

we respectfully advise that they use the time for which they are paid by a tax- 
ridden people in enacting laws 

Destroying the treaty, excluding fish from the American market, rais- 
ing the tariif higher? Oh, no, these poor, humble fishermen have not 
got so far along in political economy yet. Now, let us see what they 
advise 
that they use the time for which they are paid by atax-ridden people in enacting 
laws forbidding a fish trust, or any other trust, to exist. 

These unlettered fishermen did not know that we had no constitu- 
tional authority to pass any such Jaw as that, and thai the only power 
we have under the Constitution of the United States is to let in com- 
petitors against these trusts. That is the only remedy we have, and 
that remedy these poor men have by which the people can be kept out 
of the power of these trusts. It shows, though, how they feel about 
them. It is not a lovely thing among them, however grand it may be 
to the owners of the hundreds of ships that sail from Gloucester every 
year on the tempestuous seas, manned, as these men say they are manned, 
by comparatively few American citizens. 

These poor fishermen can not be reached by a law against a trust. 
The only way is to let other people compete with the trusts so that 
those engaged in the trusts will be obliged to sell like other people for 
a fair market price. 

I will go on; it is interesting reading. I am reading from a repu- 
table paper, and I believe I am reading the words of reputable, honest, 
hard-working American citizens, who being brought in contact, face to 
face, with this trust in the same town feel its crushing weight upon 
their rights, upon their business, upon their homes, and their families. 
So Lread these words with pleasure, properly authenticated as to having 
been spoken and coming irom honest, hard-working men amidst the 
grandeur of our civilization, this grandeur about which we sometimes 
boast, these seventy-five billion of aggregate wealth in this country, 
as I heard the Senator from Nevada {Mr. Stewart], I believe, say 
some weeks or months ago. These menare in the midst of all this in- 
creasing wealth, built up, created by their hard earnings, when they are 
denied participation in it, when they feel the wolf of hunger at their 
door, when they see that this policy here which crops out in opposition 
to this treaty is but a policy by which men who never go upon adeck, 
who never cast a line, but who have money, the proceeds of the hard 
labor of these men, and with that money build ships and equip them, 
and do more than that, go upon the coasts of Nova Scotia and other 
provinces and hire those men, so well described by the Senator from 
Kentucky, whom they endeavor to starve at home so that they may 
get their labor here in competition with American laborers almost for 
nothing. Let us see what they say. As I said, they want us to enact 
a haw —— 








forbidding a fish trust, or any other trust, to exist; thatthey enact a law— 

A law that we can enact; we can enact this one— 
making it obligatory to have at least— 

They are very modest— 
to have at least five eighths of the crews of fishing vessels American citizens, 

That is a law we can pass; and yet I have heard, the country has 
heard during all these weeks of debate about this fisheries treaty, the 
policy I will not say intended, but if not intended at least well calcu- 
lated, if the treaty be defeated, to still further increase the gains of the 
men I have described, the men who own ships, the men who equip 
ships, and the men with a bounty levied upon the poor laborers of this 
country who, with the very money which they thus extort from the 
poor laborers of the country, with the very identical dollars thus coined 
from the misery, from the want of the laborers of this country, go and 
buy foreigners and put them at half-price or less than half-price in the 
places of the poor workmen, whom they say all this is to benefit. 

Iagree with these men there. I feel like they do. If that is pro- 
tection, if that is benefaction, God save us from such protection and 
such benefaction. 

Now, I will go on a little further. Whilst these poor fellows mis- 
took the Constitution of their country in the first instance (and I do 
not blame them), they did strike at last a remedy in our hands, a 
remedy which I have not heard proposed in the American Senate dur- 
ing these long weeks of serious, of earnest, not to say acrimonious, dis- 
cussion. You have turned loose the vials of your wrath, and when 
you have done you have expended your eloquence in trying to break 
down the Administration which has secured for these poor fellows more 
than they have ever had before, and which enables them, if carried 
out legitimately and fairly, to emancipate themselvesfrom the infernal 
shackles with which theyare bound hand and foot, and which prevents 
them from sailing a small vessel and getting supplies into your ports, 
which prevents them from following as independent workers this pur- 
suit and makes them the slaves of the men who, sitting in their parlors 
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buy Lowell and pay the cash for it with their savings-banks deposits. | 
All over the city where I dwell, which has grown from 15,000 to 80,000 | 


since I went there to live, are the homes, the houses, the dwelling- | 


places of these laborers, whom the Senator from Mississippi, the chair- 
man of the central State Democratic committee in the year 1876— 
Mr. GEORGE, And 1875, too. ' 
Mr. HOAR., 


capitalists. Why, Mr. President, those homes are homes which when 


you pass you know that there is comfort, love, blessing, patriotism, in- 
| . 
| for overdue taxes. 


telligence inside. 

I was a member of a committee to look after the poor, appointed by 
the various churches of the city a year or two after I went there to live 
in my youth in 1850, and we marked out the different districts of the 
town in 2 hard winter, each church or parish taking its territorial dis- 
trict, the town then having about 15,000 inhabitants, and I state on 
ny responsibility that I believe there is less poverty, notin proportion 
but in the aggregate, in that town of 80,000 inhabitants now than there 
was in the town of 15,000 inhabitants then. 

That is the system which the Senator from Mississippi has poured 
out the vials of his wrath upon. Talk about foreigners coming in here 
into the fishing business. ‘That has been all explained half a dozen 
times already in this debate. The men who come over and man the 
Massachusetts and the Maine fishing vessels come from the provinces 
largely, to some extent from the northern nations of Europe, the Scan- 
dinavians, and to some extent from the islands of Portugal, Fayal and 
other of the Azores, and from Portugal itself, and the Mediterranean, 
but the chief contribution is from Nova Scotia. 

They are Scotchmen, asarule. There are some of English descent, 
and some descended from our fellow-citizens who were Tories in the 
Revolution; but as a rule they are Scotchmen. The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] perhaps may be able to tell the Senate some- 
thing of the character of that race, whether it is a subject of taunt to 
the men who conduct avy particular industry in this country that it 
attracts an intelligent Scotchman to come over here and join in the 
business, and then bring his family after him and become an Ameri- 
can citizen. It is a little race up in the corner of Great Britain, but it 
is the Yankee of Europe. 

It is a race which has been famous for its industry, for its thrift, for 
iis morality, for its courage, for its patriotism. Wherever on the face 
of the earth you can find men speaking the English tongue, in what- 
ever vocation they are engaged, whether it is fishing, or manufacture, 
or agriculture, or railroads, or legislation, making laws for a great ard 
free people, there you will find the Scotch name and the men of Scotch 
descent on the front seats taking the foremost part. If you were to 
strike out the names of the men who belong to this race, or whose fath- 
ers belonged to this race, even from the history of the American Senate 
forthe last thirty years you would have to strike out some of its most 
brilliant and illustrious names. 

As to the Nova Scotians, I have since this debate began received let- 
ter a(ter letter from men in Gloucester and in Rockport and in Prov- 
incetown giving me the history of the men who have settled down in 
those town, who have been attracted by our fishing policy to come over 
just as France and Great Britain tried to attract our fishermen early 
alter the Revolution, according to the report of Mr. Jefferson. 

Mr. President, that this class of American citizens, that this policy 
which has brought these men here to America, should be lectured by a 
man who until within the last twenty years of his life thought the re- 
lation of a capitalist to a laborer was to own him and to whip him and 
to separate him from his wife and sell hischildren and keep him where 
he could not learn to read the Bible or know anything about the law 
of the land, and a man whose later notions of that thing will be found 
on the records of this Senate in the Copiah report, in the Carrollton re- 
port, and in the Jackson report, I think exceeds the limits of comedy 
or burlesque. Forthe Senator from Mississippi to get up here and un- 
dertake to taunt the people of Massachusetts with shackles and unre- 
quited toil so strikes me. I have not introduced this discussion nor 
this comparison nor this subject. I tell that Senator that it passes the 
bounds of burlesque or comedy when he gets up and undertakes to re- 
proach and revile and slander the people of a great State by such utter- 
ances as we have been listening to here. 

Mr. BECK. Now, Mr. President, I suppose it is about time for ad- 
journing. Unless there is objection on the other side, I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to add one sentence to what I said, and that 
is to tell the Senator from Mississippi also that the American peopie 
will know something about his style of mathematics as applied to the 
counting of the votes of American freemen before this summer is over. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. We can settle this in the morning. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 





A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 6344) 
granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of Tennessee; in which it 
reguested the concurrence of the Senate. 


Kighteen hundred and seventy-five, too, he says—is 
giving a lecture to on the way they are treated by the Massachusetts | 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
509) authorizing an increase in pensions in cases of deafness. 

The message further announced that the House concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief Andrew Gleeson; and 

A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times 
for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia 


The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the 
establishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, 
Wis.; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. WILSON of Min- 
nesota, and Mr. THomas H. B. Browne of Virginia managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
3ECK ] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 14, 1838, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MoNnpDAY, August 13, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
H. MILBurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 

SUBDIVISION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3329) to regu- 
late the subdivision of land within the District of Columbia, with an 
amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the amendment of the Senate is a 
very slight one, and I ask unanimous consent that it be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out ‘‘engineer commissioner ”’ and insert ‘‘ commission- 
ers. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT KEWAUNEE, WIS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1923) pro- 
viding for the establishment of a life-saving station at the harbor of 
Kewaunee, Wis., with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I think the Senate request a conference 
on that bill. 

Mr. HUDD. That is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. It appears that this bill has heretofore been laid 
before the House and has been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, but it has been withdrawn in some way and 
appears again upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that the House non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

J. A. GRIFFEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6783) to 
place the name of J. A. Griffey on the pension-roll with amendments 
of the Senate thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


GENERAL WILLIAM F. SMITH. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9396) for 
the relief of General William F. Smith with an amendment of the 


Senate thereto. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the House non-concur in the Senate 


amendment and agree to the conference asked for. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I think that bill ought to go to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill lie on 
the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ANDREW GLEESON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2592) for the 
relief of Andrew Gleeson, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, this bill originally appropriated 
$289.17, and the Senate has reduced the amount to $264.07. I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment be concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follov- 
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ing titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as indicated n adjudication it is found that they are entitled to 
below: t s oft treaty and w y on ont art of ¢ S 
The bill (S. 100) for the relief of Samuel Tate—to the Committee on Rat thas wask tlie coasted mabeattiod to the encite tn : 
War Claims. e the rights of the frecd 
The bill (S. 2740) for the relief of the German Evangelical Church of Mr. PHELAN i 3 sin t] t t l 
Martinsburgh, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. dians to resis DAv t 
The bill (S. 1818) to grant to the town of Moscow, in Idaho, certain Mr. HOLMAN.» proposition 
lands for cemetery purposes—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. tit t fri i 1 Texa - \ of 
The bill (S. 3168) to regulate admissions to the Institution of the As- | the fact that it has the lorst t S t In 
sociation for Works of Mercy in certain cases, and for other purposes rand the Comm er ‘ 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Ir, WEAVER And 
The bill (S. 3328) for the relief of James Grace—to the Committee Mr. PHELAN. No, sir 
on Claims. Mr. HOLMAN. It is s ) 
The bill (S. 3433) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to accept passed without objection 
the surrender of and to cancel land patents to Indians in certain cases— Mir. KILGORI I lerstand this is to be paid out of th i 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 
The bill (8S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- Mr. PHELAN. It is to be paid ultimately out of the funds of the 
ander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s, and from m y due trom th e | inds under appraise- 
JAMES MILLINGER. t west of the Arkansas River. There is a liate appropria- 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 602) for the re- OP» However, From the public fangs, bu ee er 
lief of James Millinger. "he gat Al ge oo ae aril 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of my colleague, Mr. | | aa saa ne Canete hill 3 ps . Soeeery: * E F ' ae 
Hikes, who is not present this morning, I ask that that bill lie tem- | “"\) A I ale i ha al 
porarily on the Speaker’s table. egy ee eae eee rea een cer eae ee 
There was no objection and it was so ordered. — LA I Ol LI rT E } th at the S nate bill | uit een report 
, , The SPEAKER. The bill that has been ui 1S SIMPLY a co 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. the Senate bill. which must be here before action can be taken up 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows Mr. PHELAN. I ask unanimous consent to substitute Hous 
To Mr. Browy, of Ohio, indefinitely. No. 5066 for the Senate bill, it being identical in all respects. 
To Mr. CARLTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. The SPEAKER. Still that would be acting upon the Senate bi!l as 
To Mr. McCormick, for five days from to-day, on account of im- an amendment. If the gentleman desires to take up the House bil 
portant business. Mr. PHELAN. 1 ask unanimous consent to discharge the Cal ul 
To Mr. HALL, indefinitely, on account of important business. rom the further consideration of the House bill of the same title and 
To Mr. LONG, indefinitely, on account of important business. pass it. 
To Mr. Bounpn, for one week, on account of important business. The SPEAKER. That bill has not been read 
To Mr. PLUMB, for eighteen days, on account of urgent business. Mr. KILGORE. Has it been reported from the committee 
To Mr. BOWDEN, for one week, on account of important business. Mr. PHELAN. It has been favorably reported from the Committee 
To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. | on Indian Affairs and is on the Calendar. 
To Mr. PUGSLEY, indefinitely. The SPEAKER. he House bill will be read. 
BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. Mr. KILGORE, Subject to the right of obj 
i > » . ree enhbiect he rial] hieetinr a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] asks | ,, See ae . K oe a ee cig _ ae = ae a rt 
leave to submit a request for unanimous consent that on Monday morn- | , pact pl sane aoe ede eee Re ee ee 
ing next, immediately after reading the Journal, two hours be set apart | ~ Mr } ANN¢ WN at the bill be : an 
for the consideration of measures reported from that committee grant- Vise. {eae enaaniiedl ie ; a the b i H. R. 5060 
ing registration to vessels that have been wrecked, purchased by citi- Mr ow EN. To «: ; ‘thet eta macy secu eee aaa a to the 1 
zens of the United States, and rebuilt in American ship-yards. Is a H da ee ee ee oe ee ee 
; ; : Ir. HOLMAN, I hope my « ylleague will not ¢ ct. Chis i 
there objection? oF ‘ auianlieei- watts dial ams ial ait eatin Sian Sm Cietnn: eaten on 
Mr. LYMAN. On condition thatthe next day, or a certain portion | pt imte 4] ies Re ectte Minds ; 
of the next day, shall be assigned for the consideration of general leg- | ¢ “"" i “et hago! et ees a ee ae ee ae 
islation from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I shall not object to Mr PHI LAN. e Suaeaare Se Saou Ra ial 
this request; otherwise I shal). a atdiaaah: dite € Ps he Sree thd: ee ee ele 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas is not in his seat, | “1 - ry ER a ae a a 
and the Chair simply lays the request before the House as proposed by | pn a . a ee ee a4 Ee ee ees 
him. Objection is made. 7 — iessee that he be permitted to make a statement in rega ) 
CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to that 
Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge Mr. CANNON. What is the use of making any statement 
the Committee « “the Whole from the further consideration of the biil | gentleman from Indiana objects to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 1494) to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their propor- | without a statement? 
tion of certain proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883, and The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects to the considerat 
put it upon its passage. bill, and does not intimate that he will withd 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of objec- Mr. RYAN. On the contrary, he says he wiil not 
tion. |} TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 
The bill was read at length. Mr. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
Mr. KILGORE. Iam inclined to object to the consideration of that | of the Whole House from the consideration tl ( bill (S. 2521 
bill; but withhold the objection for the purpose of asking a question Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order 
for information. I understand this is to settlea disagreement between The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the get 1an 
the freedmen of the nation and the Indians, which disagreement arises | from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER]. 
upon the construction of the treaty of 1866. I understand there is a | LEAVE TO PRINT. 
bill now pending before Congress to have the construction of thattreaty| Mr. HOOKER. I was not in the House the other da hen the de- 
submitted in the first instance to the supreme court of the District of | pate was first had on the clause the deficiency bill relatina 
Columbia, with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United | french spoliation claims, and I do n ww whether general p 
States. Is that correct? sion was.granted to extend remarks on that subject 
Mr. PHELAN. I will state, in response to the question ofthe gen- | and I desire to extend my remarks in the Rec . 
tleman from Texas, that a bill was introduced and referred to the Com- [he SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that i] ve has been 
mittee on Military Affairs of the House, but up to this time there ha ’ ted for the extension of remarks on that subject in the R 
been no report made upon it. In addition I will state that I do not ORDER OF BUSI? 
think there is any question as to the construction of the treaty of 1866. SPEAKER. TI ea al lav the revular order 
It has been already passed upon by the former Secretary of the hh oe Te seitathass den Pte Fe ta ha aN <a es 
terior, now an associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United eae Tae, et. 
States, and also by the former Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General ; LEAVE 20 PRINT. 
Atkins. They have no doubt whatever as to the proper construction Mr. MILLIKEN. Iask unanimous consent for le to prin rk 
of the terms of the treaty. 1 the clause of the deficiency bill relating to the French spoliation 
Mr. KILGORE. I wish to make this further observation: I under- | claims. 
stand that the representatives of this nation have been perfectly willing | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ma janimous cole 


to pay to the freedmen, out of moneyson hand, the amount of theirclaim, | sent for leave to print remarks on the Frene tion claims. 
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Mr. THOMPS On, of Ohio. I understand that general leave has 








The SPI KER Phat was general leave toextendremarks. Ther: 
being no obj m, general leave will granted to - nt remarks on 
the l’'rench spoliation claims in the Recorp, The regular order is t! 
call of States and Territo for the troduction of bills and re l- 

hi 

i ATE A 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H.R. 11147) to amend the inte: 
state-comme! act vhich was read a first and second time, re! 
to t Cx e on Com e, and ordered to be printed 

) UNION SOLDII 
Vr. HO rn { t foll ‘ ly is 1 
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Tl elery it e \ i on iiu 

} ed, J tt ( r ¢ 1 ged f hi 
‘ t t ii >¢« rOoutTi ‘ t rs 
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' OT TAY ' 
: i, 
r 
i } ii y vu i 
ea vo tie ¢ n { on A t 
J af f im of ,or son h thereofas may be necess 
f va sand pa ‘ of the con rent fund of the Ho I 
the expens of the Se t ¢ nt » to Inquire tnto t I ortat 1of ¢ 
tra ube Convi and Pau rs, to. be paid on order of the chairn 1 and 
< ols i ee ins ns not exce ng $1,000 at one tiine 
BUYING PRINTING FELT IN ENGLAND. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the following resolution; which was1 l 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Whereas the New York Press of August &th instant mentions the foll z 
f ut i 

“BUY! + PRINTING YELT OF ENGLA? 

Not content with buying their blanketsabroad, the Press is reliably inforr l 
that t Democratic Administration is now buying its felt for printing of } 
land Here is what Dr. J. LB. 7 mpson, a manufacturer of chemicals and dy 
stuff. says on e subject: ‘This Democratic Administration imports a } 
quality of felt for printing use from I p< d and pays more than it would t 
home dealers The facts are these: The it used to be p ee of Tingu 
liowe & Co., of Port Chester, N. Y. The piace of purc! >has undergone 
change within a year or so and the Government Printer lee of Englishmen 
Hie pays $1.60 a yard more than he would here, for a much inferior article. Of 
course the Government has to pay no duty on its own purchases, and perhap 
is f this reason that it turns aside from helping the manufactures of its « 
country:'” 

TI efor 

Resolved, That the ¢ mittee on Printing be and hereby is, directed to 
vestigate the fa in the case, and make report thereof to this Ilouse. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS, 

Ir. DE LANO introduced a bill (H. R. 11148) to amend the act of 
August 4, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the pension laws 3 in- 

the per nsions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or 
1e service;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to 
imittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PARDONS IN UTAH AND IDAHO. 

\Ir. DUBOIS introduced the following; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 


r 
} 


Ng 
leg n t! 
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Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to furnish to the House of 
Representatives a list pardons granted by the Presidentof the United States 
to persons convicted of the “crime of unlawful cohabitation " in Utah Terr 
tory and Idaho ‘Ter ry since March 4, 1886, giving the name, date of sentence, 
length of sentence, and date of pardon in each case. 


POSTAL TABLETS. 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 11149) instructing the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post: Ronde to int juire into the expediency 
of allowing a il tablets or private postal cards, weight n« vt exceeding 
half an ounce, to pass through the mails for 1 cent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


3 


Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 







INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 


214) to appropriate $200,000 to suppress infectious diseases in the | 


nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

This concluded the call of States and Territories for the introduction 
of bills and resolutions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House, this day is set apart 
for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, if that committee desire to call them up. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I shall call up the bill (H. R. 3328) to author- 
ize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to condemn land on 
Rock Creek for the purpose of a park, to be called Rock Creek Park. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr 
HEMPHILL] if he desires to occupy the whole day with District busi- 
ness? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. So far as I can form an opinion I think we will 
not occupy more than an hour. 
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The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia are 


| hereby authorized and directed to survey and plat for condemnation a certain 


tract of land, not exceeding 1,000 feet in width, lying and bs ing adjacent to and 


) both sides of Rock Creek, in the District of Columbia, beginn ing at the in- 























rsection of Massachusetts avenue extended and Rock Creek, and extending 
along the line of said Rock reek to the bo undary- line of the District of 
Columbia,and to survey and lay out the said land in the most practicable man- 
r for a park, which shall become the property of the United States of Amer- 
’ 
SI 2. That the commissioners shall cause to be made a careful map show- 
y i value of « par of private property to be taken for 
Ww i names of t < ners thereof, ¢ iid map shall be 
rele rt ds of the Dis nbia; and from 
t itd t eral tracts and parcelsof land ved in such park 
as condemned for | uses, subject to the payment of just com- 
I mt elor, to { 1 , 
3 rhat said comm om vent of the value of 
t l »t en to be asceria il to be made by three 
I l free} 
$ tif said commi ure by donation or 
t a re onable | i so idemned, by 
it respective ow after such con 
exp ‘ lays, make appli- 
pre e¢ 1 ofth ta g eral or spec ul 
, by petition containing a partic » property required, 
fthe owner or owne r, or their residence, 
the same can be ascertained, which court is he y 10rized and re- 
i, upon 1 ap ation, without delay, to ascertain ¢ assess the value 
i » ta I 





n the manner provided with reference to the taking of 








s District of Col i 
That the commissioners all report to Congress their p 
h condemnation, and no money shall be paid in consequence the 
im appropriatior ill be made by Cor ther r 








Phat in the event the Government vide for the pay- 
n tforthe landso condemned within two vea l sation ther 
t pr lings under this bill shall | 
fhe SPEAKER. The question is on lering this bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 
“von 4 rr C Renee s 2. © } oa tinaat nee 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Spe aker, is not this bill subject to discussion 7 


The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. JACKSON. Eut should it not be considered in Committee of 
the Whole? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. It makes no appropriation of any kind. 
Mr. JACKSON. I thought it made an appropriation. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Not at all. 
fhe SPEAKER. So far as the Chair has been able to examine the 
bill, it does not even provide for the purchase of ‘the land; it provides 
simply for a survey which is diectel to be made by the commissioners 
without any additional expense to the Government. Therefore it be- 
5 prope rly on the House Calendav. 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, not having had an opportunity to ex- 
amine the bill, I am somewhat at a loss to understand its purpose, un- 
less it is contemplated that the Government shall eventually make a 
purchase and an appropriation. If there be any expectation that 
there is to be a donation of this ground for a park, I would like very 
ich to hear a statement from the chairman of the committee on that 
ject. For myself, 1 may say that Iam not in favor of passing any 
ill contemplating the purch: ase of a large body of land for a park at 
he present time. Ido not, however, feel my self competent to discuss 
he bill with my ' present limited ee and I ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. HEMPHILL], who has charge of the bill, to 
make a brief statement in regard to it, and I yield to him for that pur- 
, reserving to mayeo! If the right to be heard further. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, this measure is a very simple one. 
As members generally know, the city is growing largely toward the 
northwest as well as toward the northeast, and it is the opinion of a 
great many persons that the locality indicated in the bill is an appl 
priate one fora park. A number of persons are willing to donate land 
along Rock Creek for that purpose, and this oan simply authorizes the 
ioners toascertain without any outlay the facts of the case, and 
ascertain ir 1 the first place whether any part of this land will be given 
for the purposes of a park, and if so, how much, and in the next place 
what additional amount of land, if any, will be necessary. The bill 
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| authorizes no purchase to be made; no title is to be acquired; nothing 


| 
} 


is to be done except to ascertain these facts and to report to Congress, 
and let Congress act according to its best judgment. That is the sum 
and substance of the bill. It is distine tly provided that in case the 
Government shall fail to pay for the land condemned within two years 
from the condemnation thenall proceedings under this act shall be null 


| and void. 


If the city continues to expand out toward the northeast and the 
northwest, of course the people out there ought to have some breathing 
place such as the people in the heart of the city already have, and if 
this land is ever to be acquired for the purpose of a park, it ought to 
be acquired now while it is cheap. When the commissioners make 
their report, if Congress think that the expenditure required will be 
greater than we shall be justified in making, it will be for Congress to 
act upon its own judgment; or if the commissioners should report that 
the owners of land are willing to give sufficient of it for a park, it will 
then be for Congress to accept it or not. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is there any need of legislation to authorize the 
acceptance of a gift of that kind? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Of course there must be somebody to assume 
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the condemnation proceedings shall fall and all preliminary steps 
taken shall be discontinued, and not operate as a cloud upon the title. 

Mr. MCCULLOGH. Isn’t that rathe® a high-handed proceeding ? 

Mr. HEAKD. No, sir; not by any means. It is not at all unusual. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will yield for a mo- 
ment, to receive a message from the Senate, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
cf the House to the bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes for the 
support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States. 

\lso, that the Senate had passed with amendments House bills of the 
following titles; in which amendments concurrence was requested, asked 
a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed conferees as 
follows, namely: 

Qn the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at 
Evansville, Ind.—Mr. SPOONER, Mr. QUAY, and Mr. PAsco; and 

On the bill (H. Rt. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham—Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. DAviIs, and Mr, BATE. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the House of the following 
titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John J. Coughlin; 

A Will (11. Rt. 5494) for the relief of John T. Robeson; and 

A bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which 
concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 1688) to regulate commerce carried on by telegraph; 

A bill (8. 1950) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Indians 
of the Fort Berthold agency, in Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2068) for the relief of Jacob Kern; 

A bill (S. 2163) for the relief of Alfred J. Worcester; 

A bill (S. 2560) to improve and encourage the cultivation and manu- 
facture of flax and hemp; 

A hill (8S. 2998) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles D. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 3015) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer; 

\ bill (S. 3139) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Fénton; and 

A bill (S. 3191) to amend section 4 of the act of March 3, 1875, as 
amended in section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877, in relation to the 
issue of supplies to Indians. 


WILLIAM J. TONCRAY. 


The SPEAKER. During the Friday evening session the bill (H. R. 
6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of Tennessee, was 
passed. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] thought that 
the amendment offered by him had been agreed to, but it does not so 
appear in the REcorD, and the gentleman now asks unanimous consent 
that the vote by which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and that 
the amendment be incorporated in the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out,in lines 6 and 7, “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


pension laws,” and insert the following: : 
“ At the rate of $8 per month from and after the passage of this act.”’ 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to this request? [Aftera pause. ] 
The Chairhearsnone. The vote isreconsidered, the amendment orfered 
by the gentleman from Tengpessee is agreed to, and the bill passed. 

ROCK CREEK PARK. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word in reference to this bill. I 
saw it for the first time this morning, and it evidently contemplates 
the condemnation, as gentlemen say in explanation, of 600 acres of land, 
commencing at Massachusetts avenue and running up Rock Creek, the 
land being about 1,000 feet in width, I suppose following the meander- 
ing of the creek. It provides in the first section that this land shall 
become the property of the United States, and that it shall be con- 
demned for use as a park. The gentleman from South Carolina states 
that many cities have parks, and in reality this is nothing more nor 
less than a proposition to give to the city of Washington a park, not 
at the expense of the city of Washington, but at the expense of the peo- 
ple of the United States, the people of the District of Columbia not 
being called upon to pay one penny orany portion of theexpense. Now, 
I believe in being liberal to the city of Washington, and I believe the 
Government is liberal. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement at 
this moment? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman can not have failed to observe that 
this bill makes no appropriation whatever for the expenditure of a 
dollar of the money of the Government or of the District of Columbia. 
It simply provides for securing to this Congress or to another Congress 
the condemnation of this land. The gentleman knows there is noth- 
ing to prevent the imposition of such conditions as may be thought fit 
in the purchase. That is frequently done in the appropriation of 
money relating to the District of Columbia. The free bridge across 


the river at Georgetown and across the Eastern Branch are examples 
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of what 1 speak of, and came partly from the funds of the District and 
partly from those of the Government. That is a matter to be consid- 
ered when the question shall come up on the purchase of the property. 
For one I do not know whether or not I will vote for the purchase of 
such property; that will depend upon the report made as a result of 
the investigation which this measure is to authorize. 

Mr. CANNON. I take the bill for what it says. I take it in con- 
nection with the invariable practice of the Government in dealing with 
the District of Columbia touching parks and a great many other things. 
The bill provides for the condemnation of about 600 acres of land and 
that it shall become the property of the United States. It is true that 
section 6 hus been added, and after providing for the condemnation and 
its use, that in the event the Government shall fail to appropriate 
money to pay for the land so condemned within two years, the con- 
demnation and all the proceedings under this bill shall be nall and 
void. I donot think that means much. 

I think that we may just as well be candid and say that if this bill 
passes it settles the question of a park running from Massachusetts 
avenue, as comprehended in the bill, to the line of the District of Colum- 
bia, and that it is to beat the expense of the general Treasury, to the exclu- 
sion of a dollar from the District of Columbia. Why, you take these 
parks in the city proper everywhere. It has always been claimed, and 
truly, as I understand it, that the titles to the parks in the District of 
Columbia is in the Goverrment of the United States, and that it is 
charged with the improvement and maintenance of them; and further 
than that, it polices them. The city is not at the expense of one dol- 
lar for these purposes. 

Take these parks running from the Capitol down to the river, and 
the proposed extension of those parks by the improvements we are now 
making on the river, and take the parks at the intersections of streets, 
and I state again that the Government is at the sole expense of their 
improvement and maintenance, and even policing. We have police- 
men there by day and by night to care for these parks and to care for 
the people of the District of Columbia in the management of those 
parks. More than that, there is Arlingtonnearby. We ownit and it 
is proper that we should ownit. It is a very pleasant drive, within a 
short distance, and we maintain that at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. So with the Soldiers’ Home, which is substantially a mag- 
nificent park for the city without one dollar of expense to its treasury. 
Now, I think it is a very serious question, and one that we ought to 
consider, whether or not the people of the United States should pur- 
chase, and take care of this park. 

Now, there is an application here in reference to the zoological 
garden in an amendment to the sundry civil bill for the purchase of 
106 acres of land away up the creek above Woodley lane. There is an 
appropriation of $250,000 for that, and it is stated from thé best opinion 
that 1 can get that the land will cost from $120,000 to $150,000, and 
perhaps more. So that if you talk about taking 600 acres and provide 
for its condemnation you can make up your minds that from $650,000 
to $1,000,000 will be the cost, and that is but the commencement. It 
is just the smallest portion of the expense. You take the land—beauti- 
ful and picturesque as it may be, it can only be used as a park after 
it is improved, as gentlemen know. That is to be done at a very great 
expense, and the whole of this will have to be done at the expense of the 
Federal Government. 

Now, I doubt the propriety of taking this step without very careful 
investigation. The gentleman says weneed not appropriate the money. 
I have been here long enough and so has the gentleman to understand 
that when you once authorize the commissioners to condemn this land, 
whether it costs much or little, situated as we are here, a thousand 
miles on an average from our constituencies and in contactall the while 
with the people who are interested in having this free gift to them, the 
appropriation will be made. So we had just as well understand that 
at the beginning, and discuss this bill from the standpoint of entering 
upon this work of establishing and forever maintaining this park. In 
the neighborhood of most cities, especially in the West, when parks of 
this kind or any other are to be established for the benefit of the peo- 
ple of the city they are usually dedicated for that purpose by the owners 
of the land and of the adjacent lands, who finda large profit in so doing. 
That is the almost invariable rule. 

In my opinion, it will require, first and last, to condemn this land 
and to improve and beautify it as a park, to say nothing about the po- 
licing and maintaining of it afterwards, an expenditure of from two 
and a half to three millions of dollars. Having said that much, and 
called the attention of gentlemen to this view of the matter, it is for 
the House tosay whether or not we should pass a bill of this character 
without further consideration. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. The bill provides that if the land is not paid 
for in two years after condemnation all proceedings under this bill 
shall cease. How would the landholders in that case get the land 
back from the commissioners if the title had passed ? 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose the condemnation spoken of can not be 
completed until payment is made. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If there is a particle of apprehension upon that 
point in the mind of any gentleman who is not acquainted with the 
subject of condemnation of lands for public purposes—and no one who 
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is familiar with that subject could | ‘ doubt about it—we 
meet the point by inserting the words *‘ when paid for.’ 

Mr. McCULLOGII How do t parties get the land back from 
the commissioners ? 

Mr. HEMPHILI The commiss ers are t to vet it. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Why 

Mr. HEMPHILI Has the gentleman read the b 

Mr. Moet ULLOGH. I have ird it] 1 

Mr. CANNON, | suppose that ett tit does not pass ul 
the money has been paid: but the bill provides all the machinery, it 
provides for a survey, it does everything that is necessary to be dons 
in order to « the title to this la rd pract l ly you had just 
as well strike out section 6 id ¢ ym the wor) it oO e: beca 
if it is to be entered upon in this way that means that we are to have 
the park whatever it may « 

Mr. DAVIS. I have not the slightest objection to the establishment 
of aparkin this region. It isa beautiful and picturesque region whicl 


proba ny had better be dedicated to such a purpose. 
But it seems to me that it ought to be distinctly understood by th 


House how that this region is of very little value for any private pu 


pose, and that therefore the Government ought to pay buta very small 
sum of money for it. The topographical features of the country ther 


are familiar to everybody who has ridden throughit. At many point 
the land is almost precipitous, and throughout it is very uneven, and 
for that reason is not likely to be used for building purposes. There 
fore I think it is proper that the commissioners who are to take action 
in the matter should understand at the outset the view of Congress as 
to the value of the property. 

Mr. JACKSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentieman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, upon reading this bill I am satis- 
fied that it goes much farther than I gathered from the gentleman 
from South Carolina that it did go It goes to the point of appropria- 
tion. There it stops; but it does go to that point It.takes every pre- 
liminary step for the establishment of the park, and every succeedin 
step except the actual appropriation of money. Now, sir, I am in 
favor of the most liberal policy on the part of the General Government 
toward this city. It is the capital of t ie greate nation on earth, the 
richest, and soon to become the largest nation in the world. What- 
ever will beautify the capital of this nation oughtin reason to be done 
And the Government has been liberal in its policy toward this city. 
It pays one-half of the expenses of running the city, not only the ex 
peuse of paving and maintaining the streets, but also one-half the « 
pense of supporting the indigent and the insane, and the public schools 
All that is paid for out of the general Treasury of the nation. In ad- 
dition to that the Government has provided one of the finest systems 
of parking that can be found anywhere in the world 

When you look at that magnificent stretch of parking extending 
from the Capitol to the Monument and beyond, you see that the city 
has not been left without suitable breathing place Wherever we go 
in any direction through the city these parks can be found, and they 
are kept in order, as 1 believe they should be, at the public expense. 
The result is that this city is not only the most beautiful in the United 
States, but it is rapidly becoming the most beautiful city in the world, 
and anything reasonable looking to keeping up this policy I am in 
favor of. 

But it seems to me that there are some things which ought to be 
done in this city before any more money is expended for the establish- 
ment of national parks. 

Go into the northeastern part, or the southeastern part, or the south- 
western part of the city and you will find within one-quarter of a mile 
from the Dome of the Capitol, muddy streets, unpaved even with cobble- 
stones. Go out by the carp pond and you will find the sewage of the 
whole central part of the city forms a canal there, where the summer 
sun breeds pestilence, disease, and death. I would attend to some of 
these things first, and not devote everything to the continuance or ex 
tension merely of what is beautiful. 

Now, sir, while I am in favor of liberal expenditures by the General 
Government for beautifying this city, I would expend some of the ap- 
propriations to making it a healthful place of residence as well. This 
House did not see fit to appropriate money to continue the improve- 
ment of the Potomac flats out of the national Treasury. It seems it 

yas too poor to appropriate anything for that purpose, and it was only 
when the Senate put the amendment on that it became incorporated 
in the bill, a work which is urgently needed for a sanitary, if for no 
other reason. 

Iam in favor of appropriations to beautify this city and make it 
what it ought to be—the most beautiful capital of the grandest, the 
richest, and the proudest nation on the face of the globe. But we must 
do all these things with discretion. We must not pile up everything 
in the northwestern portion of the city, but have some regard to the 
wants of other portions of the city. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to say in reply to the remarks of the gen- 





tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] that this city, unlike other - 


great cities of the country, is not provided with any great park, such as 
the Fairmount Park, in the city of Philadelphia, or the Lincoln or 
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proposed park. Its limits are quite indefinite, it appears. But this 
bill on its face, I repeat, goes much further than an examination of the 


; 
ground. It provides that as soon as a survey shall have been made, 








| 


and that can not be done without competent men and ees | 
of time and money, that it shall become the property of the nited | 
States But it does more than that, and I do not recall in ee brief 
Cx) sence any time when we have ever authorized or allowed the 
valuation or price to be fixed of large bodies of land by one, two, or 
{ persons without appeal or question, as this proposes. The 
missioners of the District are authorized by private negotiations, with- 
( t rest! t. it f the lands and the ) 
‘ I 
I kn f l i l say that aft ill of th done we 
not bound t i 1; that v ed not take the lands But 
I do not t to the Government of the United States placed in 
{ po m where h anaction shall be entered upon by the consent 
ot Conere a ey ma , ocations « blished, the limits of th 
park defined, men appointed to apprai value of the land, comm 
ners fixing its price, and then make their report to Con 3s, and 
Congress get out of the whole matt y pleading, ‘‘ Well, we are not 
bound to take this property,’’ at the expiration of twoyears. Iti 
L proper me thod of leyisla . Allow me to suggest that first an in- 
auiry should be made 3 to whether or not we want the park 
‘Then, if it is determined that we want it, let the grounds | ‘ 
ind located and a report made to Congress saying, here is ground 
able for the park, and the price is so much. It is entirely fit a: 
proper that a growing city like this great metropolis of the nation should 
have a great public park, and now here is property suitable for it, and 


it will require one or two million dollars to establish it. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me interrupt the gentleman for one moment to 
say that that is precisely the course that is pursued here, but before 
that can be done som body must be authorized to make an examina 
ion. I ask the gentleman who has authority under his supposed cas 
to do all that. Nobody, Ianswerfor him. Nobody. ‘This is simply 
doing exactly what he suggests, but giving authority to some person 
to do it. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then make your bill to give some one authority 


without giving the same parties authority to bind the Government of 


the United States as far as it can be bound except by an actual appro- 
priation of money for the purpose. Do not bind the Government to 
take this land, or be compelled at the next session of Congress to come 
in and wash its hands of the whole business. Do not compel the Gov- 
ernment to pay a grossly exaggerated price, or else to say, ‘‘We do 
not own the land; we do not want to be concluded by the action of 
our own commission,’’ and have to go over the whole thing again, 

I think the bill is hastily drawn; I think itis loosely drawn in that 
respect, but is well drawn for passage through the House without very 
much discussion, and upon the assumption that it does not mean any- 
thing, but is a mere matter of inquiry for the next Congress or the 
next session of this Congress to act upon. Iam opposed to such a 
system of legislation. I do not likeit. I do not like this bill. I only 
expect to be able to call the attention of the House to it, and if the 
members present desire to go on, of course I have nothing to say, be- 
cause it is not perhaps my province to set myself up in determined op- 
position to the wishes of the House. 

I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to say a word in reference to this mat- 
ter. For my own guidance, at least, I desire to understand, whenever 
I vote fur or against a measure appropriating the public money, some- 
thing of the purpose for which it is intended. I find that this bill pro- 
poses we use the power of the United States Government to condemn 
private property. That can be done legally only for public uses. 
Neither the bill nor the report discloses what partic ular public use the 
property in question is to be devoted to. It is only from the general 
reputation of the object of the bill that we can ascertain what this park 
is intended for. I am told, and I believe it is conceded generally, that 
it is to be devoted practically to a zoological garden. "if I am incor- 
rect in that I would like to be corrected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘The gentleman is entirely incorrect. This has 
nothing whatever to do with the zoological park. That is a different 
proposition embodied in an appropriation bill by the Senate, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I find that both of these bills locate this park 
in the same vicinity; both on Rock Creek. The gentleman says they 
are different bills. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. One of them proposes to buy a hundred acres, 
and Rock Creek has been designated as a good place to establish a 
zoological garden. The other proposes to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing a great public park there. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Are there to be two distinct parks? 


HEMPHILL. With the proposition embodied in the Senate 
amendment to the House appropriation bill we have nothing whatever 
to do. 

That is for a zoological garden. So far as the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is concerned it has nothing to do with that. The 
House bill is an entirely independent and separate proposition. 
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Mr.STOCKDALE. But do you intend to have these two parks, or 
are they to be consolidated into one? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. That isa matter entirely for the House. We 
can not determine that, They are separate propositions. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes; but there are two things joined, as I un- 
derstand it, and it means the same thing, the United States Govern- 
ient simply going into the menagerie business. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. We have no possible objection to the gentleman 
1ing the bill upon that theory, if itishisopinion. Butit has noth- 
ing to do with the question. 


Mr. ATKINSON. I wish so say to the ntleman that it isn 








very 
long since the United States was in the show busine at New (¢ ans, 
ind L believe sunk a million dollars. 
Mr. STOC KDALE, Down whet 
Mr. ATKINSON. At New Orleans; and I suppose if the United 
ites can afford to go into the show business at that expense, there 
would be no impropriety in going into it here for the purpose sought 
LHoIS bill. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Therefore do I unde1 
vinced that I should vote in favor of this bill 
tleman that because the United States dor 
money to display before the world he i 
therefore we should establish a menagerie? 


ATKINSON. We can establish a collection of animals an 
birds of the United States for the purpose of preserving them an 
educating the people of the United States, just for the same reasoz 
that we have procured and are now keeping a couple of buffaloes il 
this city in order to preserve them from extinction. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Weare keepingacouple of buffaloes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to educate the people of the United States. There- 
fore we must start a zoologic ul park by ge hin r 100 acres on Rock Creek 
and A planing animals and birds there for the education of the people ot 
the United States. Who will see them? Wi hat gentleman on this 
floor is going tgpring people from his district to the District of Colum- 
bia or to Washington City and hire a carriage for $5 to go ont and see 
a menagerie established under the auspices of the United States? He 
can go and see the two buffaloes on his way up there; that will be some 
consolation. This bill proposes to condemn private property for what 
purpose? Can any gentleman show me any authority which author- 
izes such a condemnation ? 

I say that private property can be condemned for public uses and for 
public uses alone, and I say there is no constitutional provision nor 
any other authority in America by which private property can be con- 
demned by the Government tor the use of any portion of its citizens 
nor fora city. You can appropriate the public lands for that purpose 
or any other purpose, for they are the property of the Government and 
it can do what it pleases with them, but you can not condemn private 
property for the pleasure of citizens of this country; only despotic, not 
constitutional, governments do that. It must be for a public use. 
When you take a man’s property away from him it has to be for some 
public benefit. 

Is there any necessity for this public park? Is there any sanitary 
necessity ? Is there any necessity of any sort except for the simple 
pleasure of the people and that of a very few of the people in compari- 
son to the whole people of these United States to come a public park 
on Rock Creek? ‘This city is already in debt $30,000,000. For what? 
A large amount of it for making asphalt streets 3 or 4 miles from the 
Capitol for the pleasure, I suppose, of some gentleman who wants to 
come here from California or Texas to see the two buffaloes, or to go to 
this menagerie. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
coyote. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Has my friend been there? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I speak from personal inspection, as I generally 
take in the sights. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. ButI will go on. It was said by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey who has just interrupted me that we should 
make liberal expenditure for this city, because this is the wealthiest 
and soon to be the largest government in the world, and this is our 
capital city. Are we simply because we are rich to make pleasure 
parks for the rich? I have no objection to rich men. I have no 
prejudices against the wealthy classes of this country; I rather like 
them, for they are good clients for lawyers, but I do protest against 
spending public moneys simply for pleasure grounds for gentlemen 
who are able to provide them for themselves. 

I do not want to be understood as objecting to parks being builtand 
the whole District of Columbia being beautified, for that matter. 
Such improvements exhibit the highest refinement and good taste. I 
would take great pride in seeing them cover the hills and have them 
ablaze with electric lights, but not at the expense of the Government. 
Let people who will enjoy its glory pay the bills, and I will be excused 
if I decline to put my hand in the public Treasury and take the money 
that has been taken from the people ostensibly for the support of the 
Government and devote it to making pleasure parks for Washington 
City or any other city. I was not sent here for any such purpose. I 
was sent here to try and benefit my constituents and act justly towards 
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There are not only two buffaloes, but also a 
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pose of this park. 


he secured. We provide that it shall be secured if it does not cost too 
much. Our object is to ascertain what its present value is and to get 
it at the present price. 

There can be no question about the bill being a bill simply for the 


purpose of ascertaining these facts and without any purpose to com- | 


mit the House or to commit Congress to do anything in the future 


without its consent and approval, and without any purpose to commit | 


Congress to make an appropriation either from the general Treasury 
or the treasury of the District of Columbia. Do not believe there is 
any such purpose in the bill, and I would have no objection to the 
adoption of an amendment to section 6 declaring the sole purpose of 
Conyress to be by this legislation to ascertain the cost of such a park. 

There certainly can be no legitimate objection to the passage of a bill 
when it merely provides for the ascertainment of the fact to be reported 
to the two Houses of Congress, and when the whole question is to be 
brought back to Congress to say whether the park shall be established 
or not, and whether or not an appropriation shall be made for that pur- 
Congress does not appropriate asingledollar. It is for the judg- 
ment of the House tosay whether or not an appropriation shall be made 
alter all the facts have been ascertained. 

Mr. JACKSON. Congress does not appropriate, as we know, for the 
purpose of executing the judgments of its own courts. It dishonestly 
refuses to carry them out by making an appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That may be the gentleman’s opinion; but in 
this bill it is merely provided there shall be an investigation to furnish 
the House with the facts in reference to this matter. By the adoption 
of the amendment which I have suggested we will not be committed at 
all to the establishment of this park in the future. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will excuse me; the bill 
fully provides for acquiring the property and committing the Govern- 
ment to this scheme—not for an investigation, ashe says. Ifthat be the 
case, Why should this language be used in the bill directing the com- 
missioner ‘‘tosurvey and lay out thesaid land in the most practical man- 
ner for a park which shall become the property of the United States of 
America?’’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If that were to go into the bill, I say it would 
make it property of the United States when we paid for it. 

Mr. PAYSON. But it is already in the bill. The bill provides for 
acquiring the property either by purchase, donation, or condemnation in 
express terms. Under proceedings of condemnation when proper au- 
thority is provided, then by the law, as well settled, the land would 
become the property of the United States as the bill now asserts, in 
terms, and the Government would be bound to pay for it. That tome 
is perfectly clear, and is what I wish to avoid now. An action would lie 
in the Court of Claims against the Government for the price of this 
land under the language contained in thatsection which I have just read. 
There is nothing in this bill which can be added to to make it a more 
perfect piece of legislation for securing the title and possession of this 
property by the Government of the United States for the purpose of a 
public park. It fully commits the Government in favor of the propo- 
sition. Congress is not only expected to make the appropriation nec- 
essary to pay for the property, but it would be bound to do it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I have no objection to striking out those words 
in the bill to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. PAYSON. Itoughtto be done if the purpose of the bill is merely 
as the gentleman states, to provide for an investigation into the facts. 
But that is not the scope of the bill; it is far broader. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We are willing that those words shall go out 
of the bill. I propose to insert certain words providing that the Jands 
shall become the property of the United States when they have been 
paid for. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is a different proposition entirely. To meet 
it, there must be substantial amendments made to the bill, and I will 
offer such as occur to me to that end. 

But on the merits of the proposed plan for a public park at the place 


pose, 


named I do not commit myself, for 1 have no knowledge of the situa- | 


tion on which to act, nor, and I say it respectfully, do I get any from 
this debate. I am opposed to any committal of the Government until 
I am advised. 

In a general way, I know the locality is one where there are now no 
considerable number of residences. The lands are largely open and 
unimproved, held by owners who are speculative purchasers for a rise 
in values, as improvements and residences shall tend that way. 

There is nothing in the ‘* breathing place’’ argument advanced here 


in the case, as it is all open country there now. Nor is thesituation of 


Washington—with its broad, shaded streets, its reservation triangles 
at avenue and street intersections, its open spaces, and entire absence 
of the crowded tenement-house style of habitancy common in larger 
places—such as to cause these suggestions as to this proposed park being 
a ‘‘breathing place for the poor’’ specially forcible to me. If I gave 
an opinion I should say it was clearly, very clearly, a plan to commit 
this Congress to a proposal to expend perhaps a million dollars, more or 
less (I have been told informally while standing here that the expense 


If we are able to ascertain the facts in reference | 
to the land, and if it ean be secured at a fair price, we think it should | 
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would exceed that), to secure this creek bed and banks, inclose, pro- 
tect, and beautify them at the expense of the Government, the primary 
result being to largely enhance the value of the speculative holdings of 


| the owners of real estate thereabout, bought and held by enterprising 


gentlemen in the hope, if not in the view of this action, as one impor- 
tant factor. 

Still the plan may be a good one for the city and District, and one 
that the Government ought to assist. I do not say because I do not 
know, nordoesthe House. Knowledge of thesituation, the amount of 
land, its surroundings, and the probable expense should be given the 
House by the committee; we are in the dark as to it all now. 

Again, this public improvement, the primary and natural, if not the 
only immediate result of which will be to largely increase the value of 


| contiguous property, should, in my judgment, be partly paid for by the 


property directly benefited. It isSnot right, it is wrong, that the tax- 
payers of the District generally and the Government should be bur- 
dened with the vast sum this will involve, to enrich the speculative 
ho!dings and purchasers near it, without cost to them beyond ordinary 
taxes. It can not be done by my vote. 

But on a proper bill, guarded as to expense and area, restricted as to 
power in the hands of the agents of the Government, and provisions for 
assessments for special benetits conferred, the scheme might not be an 
improper one. , 

My object in moving the amendments I shall offer, Mr. Speaker, is 
to strip this bill of all provisions which shall, in advance of any infor- 
mation, as to either appropriateness or expense, commit the Govern- 
ment to this project. The last sections propose the formal condem- 
nation of all this land. 

Section 3 should go out. 

Section 4 provides that the court shall proceed and assess the value 
of the land, as is done in the taking of land for highways in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

This proceeding, Mr. Speaker, provides for an assessment of the dam- 
ages—the value of the land—and when the report is made, its presenta- 
tion to the court for its approval, confirmation, and judgment. 

Now, sir, I understand the law to be well settled that after a report 
of damages in a condemnation proceeding has been acted on and con- 
firmed the petitioner in the proceedings can not abandon them because 
dissatisfied with the award. When the report is confirmed I assert the 
law to be in the case contemplated by these sections; the Government 
would be bound to pay the amount so assessed. Because we are not 
advised in the least degree, either by guess or estimate, as to the cost of 
this project, I insist that these sections authorizing condemnation 
should be stricken out, and the bill be left providing solely that infor- 
mation be secured and submitted to Congress for intelligent action. 

As I have said, Iam not opposing the principle of the establishing 
of necessary parks for the comfort of the people as well as the beautify- 
ing of the city, but I want to be advised as to probable cost of a project 
like this, which is confessedly not needed now, but is begun for the 
remote future, so far as actual use by the general public is concerned. 

The talk heré of donations to this park is to me idle, because nothing 
definite is tendered. Where are the tracts offered? Whois going to 
donate? Where are the conveyances deposited to be delivered later? 
This bill provides for purchase or condemnation of all the land to be 
taken, and I do not believe that any owner is going to give what he 
knows will be taken and fully paid for. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendments I shall offer, to change the en- 
iire character of this bill, will be adopted. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What is the object of limiting the 
width? Why is it proposed to secure only such asmall quantity of land? 
It seems to me that it would make an insignificant park for the great 





| national capital. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, that was the judgment of the sub- 
committee. It is all that has been suggested by those persons who are 


supposed to know the wants of the city in that direction. Of course 
this land, asstated by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis], 
which we propose to select is not very valuable land now. According 
to our judgment the great bulk of it is worth almost nothing for build- 
ing purposes; and it is the opinion of the committee that it can be 
purchased at a very low figure. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But would it not be very much smaller 
than parks are usually laid out? For instance, Prospect Park, Brook- 
lyn; Central Park, New York, and other parks in large cities generally 
throughout the country ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think it will be «maller, of course ,than either 
of those; but the very object of this bill is to ascertain the feasibility 
of locating a park there and give some definite idea of the area. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is the bill open for amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I have an amendment I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is now en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to suggest to the gentleman in charge of 
this bill that it is evident from what has been said here, and from 
listening to the conversation which has occurred around, that this bill 





can not pass without a quorum; and a quorum not being present, it 
seems to me it would be wise on the part of the committee not to pro- 
ceed further with it at this time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I trust no gentleman will call a quorum on such 
a& measure as this. The bill can be easily amended to remove any of 
the objections that have been urged against it. I do not think that 
anybody objects to the bill in the light the committee understands it. 

Mr. JACKSON. No; we object to it in the light that we under- 
stand it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, 
stand it, you mean. 

Mr. JACKSON. We object to it because you by metes 
and bounds what Jand you want and enable the owners of the land to 
fix their own values upon it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman can hardly understand that to 
be the object of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words in lines 12 

Shall become the property of the United States of America 


You object to it in the light that you misunder 


designate 


and 13: 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Lllinois. I 
After the word ‘‘ District,’’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That said commissioners of the District of Columbia shall have the power to, 


and are hereby authorized and directed to, appraise the benefits to the lands 
adjacent to and adjoining upon either side of said proposed park for the dis- 


offer an amendment to section 3. 


in line 4 of section 3, to insert. 
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tance of 1,000 feet on either side of said proposed park, and assess said benefits | 


upon said lands. Said assessment shall be a lien upon the same and when col- 


lected by said commissioners shall be used by them in paying for said park and | 


in beautifying the same. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I think, Mr. Speaker, that everybody 
is agreed that the bill for a park or system of parks proposed by the 





ifter be incurred or paid on account of any park established hereunder 1 
i opriations by Congress,shall be paid one-half out of the revet 5 
i of Columb ia and « ialf out ofthe Treasury of the United States 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON I offer the amend nt which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

Che Clerk read the amendment, as follows 

Strike out th vords “for lemnation n es 5 6, se mi id - 
sert “tor the information of Congress 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PAYSON. 1 also offer the following ame é 

rhe Clerk read the amendment, as follows 

Strike out the words “lay out” and insert “‘ make plat of il 

Che amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PAYSON. I also offer the following amendment 

Che Clerk read the amendment, as follows 

Ir e 5, section 2, after the word operty,”’ insert the word proposed ;’ 
so that it will read “ private property proposed to be taken for such purposes 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PAYSON. I also offer the following amendment: Strike out 
all of section 2 after the word ‘*Columbia’’ and insert ‘‘and report 
the same to Congress for its information.’’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wish to say to the gentleman that it is im- 
portant we should take some means to ascertain the value of this land 
which would secure the right to it at the price at which it is now 
valued In other words, ought we to takesuch proceeding as will en- 


hance the value of the property without taking such steps as to give us 


| such a hold upon it as would enable us to take it at the price it is nov 


Committee on the District of Columbia is something that ought to be | 


enacted into a law. The objection that seems to be raised is that land 
speculators and others will make money from the proposed improve- 
ments by placing fictitious prices on the lands contemplated to be taken 


by the bill and that adjacent thereto, and that it will be a great ex- | 


pense to the General Government. If the amendment I propose is 
adopted it will avoid both the objections which have been raised. The 
first is, that it will put a stop to speculation in lands lying along the 


proposed park, as the commissioners have the power to assess all bene- | 


fits which may be derived from t 
the extent of 1,C00 feet on either side. That principle, I will state, 
not by any means a new one, but is in every-day practice in all of the 
great cities of the country. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection to that so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. HOOKER 
tax the land 1,000 feet on each side of the park for any expenses which 
shall be made for the construction of that park and that no expendi- 
ture shall be made for its construction by the General Government or 
the citizens ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. It provides how the tax shall be ob- 
tained; but it does take away trom these speculators the opportunity 
for making money out of it, and also lessens the expense to the Gen- 
eral Government, 

Mr. HOOKER. Who does the gentleman refer to as speculators ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Anybody who owns land along there. 

Mr. HOOKER. If you desire to cut out the speculators, I think 
you ought to take more than 1,000 feet. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I propose this in answer to the state- 
ment that this improvement is in the interest of parties who are buy- 
ing real estate out in that locality which, if the proposed survey is 
made, will immediately rise in value. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia has very properly and very justly said 
that he has no objection to this amendment I have proposed, and I 
hope that it will be adopted. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I propose the following am« 
of section 6- 

Mr. PAYSON. 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the offering of an amendment to section 6 pre- 
clude us from going back to section 1 for the purpose of offering amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will not. 

The Clerk reported the amendment offered by Mr. HEMPHILL, as 
follows: 


Add to section 6 the following : 

‘It being the sole object of this legislation to ascertain the expense of such 
park, leaving it to the future action of Congress to determine whether the same 
shall be established.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add as section 7 the following: , ; 
“That all expenses incurred or moneys paid under this act, or that may here- 


Is 


ndment at the end 





Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 





he park upon the adjacent lands to | 


Does the gentleman propose by this amendment to | 
| determine ti 


wortl 

Mr. PAYSON. That would depend, first, whether we commit our- 
selves to the project. In a proceeding of this kind necessarily Congress 
ought not to commit itself to a project to establish this park and take 


this ground at its present price unless it wants it at that price after it 





takes action. Of course, asa matter of proper legislation, we ought 
before we act at all to be possessed of all the facts; and before we un- 
dertake to do this work I shall insist that we ascertain how many acres 


of land we probably ought to take, if 
much it will probably cost. Then we will be prepared to determine if 
we want the thing at all. Before taking action in a matter of this kind 
I desire tov know how far it goes. I know as a matter of law that we 
could put ourselves in a position for taking this land if we wanted it at 


we intend to take any, and how 


the price we wanted to give after full information. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I think in a proceeding for condemnation you 
have a right to ascertain the value and then it is in the j the 
sovereign to say whether we will take it or not. 

Mr. PAYSON. Butin any event that ought only be done after we 
it we are in favor of the project, and then authorize the 
ceedings for condemnation of the property if it can not be pur 
a reason ible price, 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 
will not take it? 

Mr. PAYSON. I know that after you have completed your con- 
denimnation proceedings you would be compelled to take it. 
not I have said, abandon your proceeding, after the report has 
approved by the court, because the price is toohigh. Could arailroad 
company say, after it has exercised authorized proceedings for the con 


wower of 





ased 


p! 
at 
1demn it and say w 


Supposing you goon and cor ec 


You can 


peen 


| demnation of a piece of land for right of way, and the jury has re- 


| 
| 
| 


turned a verdict and judgment been rendered thereon, that it is a ] 
ile more than they desired to give, and that therefore they would not 


take it? No,sir; you can not blow hot and cold at the same breath in 
this kind of case. 
After you have exercised the highest prerogative under the law— 


the taking of private property for public use by the exercise of the 


rioht f an 
ris of en 


yn 


inent domain under proper proceedings 


ceedings the report is approved by the court, I 


and in the pro- 

insist that the law is, 

lave said, that you can not abandon the proceeding because the 

xed is in your judgment too high. You have fixed the tribunal, 

authorized the proceeding and method, and would be, as you should 
bound by it. 

Th 


it ough 


needs, 


nrice tf 
i i 


b 
difficulty is, Mr. Speaker, the proposal in the bill is premature; 
t not to come till we are fully advised as to the situation and 
and that the bill may be made to conform to these views. I 


move to strike out sections 3, 4, 5, and 6. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. You might as well strike out the whule bill. 
Mr. PAYSON. I am inclined to agree to that the matter stands. 
The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PAYSON, and 


there were—ayes 35, noes 26. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. No quorum has voted, Mr. Speaker, 
say a word. This amer the bottom 


whole bill, and it is not worth while to occupy further time wi 


I want to 


idment simply knocks out of the 


h it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Even with this amendment, does not the bill 
give you all that you claimed in the first instance ” 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly; ample power to examine and report to 
us 


Mr. HEMPHILL. No,sir. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to the committee again having The committee recommended striking out section 3; which was agreed 


the bill. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the purpose of 
considering bills reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. RoGeErs in the chair. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (11. R. 9418) to incorporate the 


. Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed witb and that the bill be now read by sections. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 











le iL enacted, elc., That Thomas Dowling, H. P. Gilbert, Austin Herr, G. S. 
Dunlop, J. W. Walsh, T. L. Cropley, F. A. Miller, of the District of Columbia; L. 
PP. Wright, of the State of Illinois; Frank Hume, of the State of V inia; R.J. 
Bright, of the State of Indiana; Spencer Watkins, A.B. Cropley, James Hen 
derson, and 8, Gambrill, of the State of Maryland, and all such persons as shall 
or may be associated with them and their successors, are hereby created a body 


politic and corporate in { and in law by the name of the Washington and 
Western Maryland Railroad Company, and by that name shall have perpetual! 
succession, and shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend 
and be defended in all courts of law and equity, and may make and have a 
common seal, and the same alter at their pleasure; and said corporation is 
hereby authorized to lay out, locate, construct, furnish, maintain, operate, and 
enjoy a continuous railroad and telegraph line, with all the necessary appur- 
tenances, namely, beginning at the west bank of Rock Creck, Georgetown, 
thence westerly along K or Water street to the Aqueduct Bridge, thence west- 
erly between the bank of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal and the Potomac 
River to the District line at or near the Chain Bridge, as may hereafter be sur- 
veyed and agreed on by and between the parties named, or their successors, 
and the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

In lines 20 and 21 strike out the words ‘‘at the west bank of Rock 
Creck, Georgetown, thence westerly along K or Water street to,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘at a point west of.’’ After line 26 insert the 
following: 

Provided, That the tracks of said company shall be deemed and taken to be a 
public highway, and may be freely used for the passage of cars and motive 
power of any individual or corporation upon making just compensation for 
such use, and in case anv dispute shall arise concerning such compensation or 
manner of use, any party in interest may apply to the supreme court of the 


District of Columbia, which court is hereby empowered to fix the amount to be 
paid for such use, and the mode in which such use may be enjoyed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That the capital stock of said corporation shall consist of two thon- 
sand shares, at a par value of $50 per share each, which shall in all respects be 
deemed personal property, and shall be transferrable in such manner as the by- 
laws of said corporation shall provide. The persons (or their assigns) herein- 
before named, or a majority thereof, shall constitute a quorum for the transac- 
tion of business. The first meeting of said incorporators shall be held within 
twenty days from the passage of this act, in the city of Washington. A notice 
of said meeting, to be signed by seven of the incorporators named herein, shall 
be published for not less than fifteen days in one or more newspapers published 
in the city of Washington, and no other notice of said meeting shall be required. 
At the first meeting of said incorporators they shall select seven of their number 
asa board of commissioners of the Washington and Western Maryland Rail- 
road Company. Said board of commissioners, assoonas practibable after being 
selected, shal! organize by the choice from its members of a president, vice-pres- 
ident, secretary, and treasurer, The said board of commissioners shall cause to 
be opened books in the city of Washington, and to receive subscriptions to the 
capital stock of said corporation: Provided, That the said board of commis- 
sioners shall first give ten days’ notice of the opening of books for the sub- 
scription to the capital stock of said. company; and acash payment of 10 per 
cent. of all subscriptions shall be made at the time of subscribing, and it shall 
be receipted for by the treasurer of said board of commissioners, who shall be 
a bonded officer in an amount to be fixed by said board of commissioners; and 
as soon as an amount equal to two-thirds of the capital stock of said company 
shall have been subscribed, and 10 per cent. paid in on the same to the treasurer 
of said board of commissioners, then the said board of commissioners shall 
appoint a time and place for the first meeting of the subscribers tothe stock 
of said company, and shall give notice thereof in one newspaper published in 
the city of Washington at least five days previous to the day of said meeting ; 
and such subscribers as shall attend the meeting so called, either in person or by 
lawful proxy, then and there shall elect by ballot seven directors for said cor- 
poration; and at such election each share of said capital stock shall entitle the 
owner thereof to one vote, The president and the secretary of the board of 
commissioners, and in the case of their absence or inability, any two of the 
officers of said board, shall act as inspectors of said election, and shall certify 
under their hands the names of the directors elected at said meeting ; and the 
said commissioners, treasurer, and secretary shall then deliver over to said di- 
rectors all the properties, subscription-books, and other books in their posses- 
sion,and thereupon the duties of said commissioners shall cease and thereafter 
the stockholders shall constitute said body politic and corporate, and said cor- 
poration shall be deemed to be completely organized and constituted, with all 
the faculties, rights, and privileges hereby granted. 


, The committee recommended the following amendments: 

In line 12 strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two.’’ In line 36 strike 
out ‘‘one newspaper’’ and {nsert *‘ two or more newspapers.’’ In line 
54 strike out the word “ faculties.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to, 


to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 4. That there shall be seven directors of said corporation, who shall be a 


| board to transact and manage all the affairs of the corporation and exercisy all 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate | 


its powers, subject to the control of the stockholdersin general meeting. A ma- 


| jority of the board shall bea quorum. They shall be elected annually by the 
| : < y b) 
| Stockholders in general meeting, and shall hold their offices for one year and 





eee 


until their successors shall be elected. They shall be stockholders of the cor- 
poration, They shall be elected under such regulations and supervision as the 
board of directors or stockholders shall prescribe after the first election. 

Thecommittee recommended an amendment, adding after the word 
*‘elected,’’ in line 8, the words “‘ and qualified.’’? Also, in line 9, in- 
serting the word ‘‘such”’ after the word ‘‘ under.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 5, as follows: 

Sec.5. That the board of directors shall elect one of their own number as 
president of the corporation, and his term of office shall be the same as their 
own, and he shall exercise such powers asthe board or the stockholders shall 
prescribe. 

The Clerk read section 6, as follows: 

sec. 6. That a general meeting of the stockholders shall be held annually, at 
such time and place as the by-laws shall prescribe; and a general meeting may 
also be called at any time and place by the board of directors, at least ten days’ 
notice thereof being given by advertisement in two or more newspapers pub- 
lished in the city of Washington 1 all elections and in the decision of all 
questions each stockholder shall be entitled to one vote for every share of stock 
held by him or her. A number of stockholders holdinga majority of the shares 
subscribed, and being present in person or represented by proxy, shall be a 
quorum of a meeting of the stockholders. Stockholders may vote in person or 
by proxy, and the form of proxies may be prescribed by the by-laws. Less 
than a quorum of stockholders may adjourn a meeting from time to time, 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the word 
”? in line 5, and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ two.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 7. That the board of directors shall have the power to make assessments 
from time totime on the capital stock until the same shall be paid up, and upon 
default in the payment of any sum assessed and due upon said stock the stock 
may be forfeited and sold for the payment thereof, with interest and expenses, 
under such regulations as the by-laws shall prescribe ; or the corporation may 
by suit recover the same from the holder of the stock at the time of the assess- 
ment thereof. 


The committee recommend an amendment, adding to the endof the 


ts . 
one, 











| section the following: 


And no certificate of stock shall be issued until the par value thereof has been 
fully paid up. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 8, as follows: 

Sec, 8 That the said corporation shall have authority to construct, maintain, 
and work the railroad mentioned in the first section of this act, and such 
branches or lateral railroads from its main lineas Congress may hereafter grant 
authority. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
‘*and such branches or lateral railroads from its main line as Congress 
may hereafter grant authority.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 9, as follows: 

Src. 9. That for transportation on its railroad, or any part thereof, the said 
corporation shall have a right to charge and collect as toll and transportation 
charges at rates not exceeding 6 cents per ton of property or 5 cents per pas- 
senger for each mile of transportation; but for any distance 25 cents may be 
charged for a passenger or for any quantity of freight. 

The committee recommended amendments as follows: 

In line 4, strike out the word “property’’ and insert the word “freight;”’ 


strike out the word “ five”’ and insert the word “‘three.’’ In line 6, strike out 
“*twenty-five,’’ and insert “ten.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read section 10, as follows: 


Sec. 10, That the said railroad may be constructed with double tracks or sin- 
gle tracks, as the said corporation shall deem proper ; and said corporation may 
eonstruct and maintain all bridges, wharves,and other structures and works 
which it shall deem necessary for the purpose of its incorporation ; but the land 
which it shall havea right to acquire for the construction of such road and works 
shall not exceed an amount to be hereafter agreed on between said corporation 
and the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


The committee recommended an amendment inserting, after the word 
‘* maintain,’ in line 4, the words ‘‘alongits line or at the terminiof its 
road.’’? Also, in line 5, an amendment striking out the word “‘ bridges’’ 
and the word ‘‘it.’? Also, in line 6, an amendment striking out the 
word ‘‘deem ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘“‘ be.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 11, as follows: 

Sec. 11. That said Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to issue its bonds to aid in the construction and 
equipment of its railroad to the extent of $20,000 per mile for each and every 
mile or fraction thereof, and to secure them by mortgage on its property, rights 
of way, and all property whatsoever, real, personal,and mixed, including its 
franchise as a corporation; and as proof and notice of its legal execution and 
effectual delivery said mortgage shall be filed and recorded in the office of the 
register of deeds for the District of Columbia. 

The committee recommended amendments, as follows: 


In line 2 strike out the words “they are” and insert “it is;"’ in line 5, after 
the word “mile,” strike out the words “ or fraction thereof;” add at the end of 
line 11 the following: 4 

“Provided, That no bonds shall be issued until at least 50 per cent. of the capital 
stock of said company is paid up in full.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will not the gentleman from South ¢ 
olina accept my amendment to the bill? . wake ' 


Mr. HEMPHILI Che ¢ eman from Mar d has it in ’ tha y If t y 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois I then put the quest to the ventle- 1 e th 
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sot { ! I pit { t i 1 it b 
an nds can be issued en ¢ l 1 
M DOCK ERY W hat is the ge } I t? r to go i 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illino I) e st sta } In pr 1c « { i | 
iat 1 board of directo ’ ) ( of the eapital ) i ~ l 
nas i ribed f¢ lL pa } have power to e] yn 8S of , ‘ » 
corporation [ propose to strike out those words and to amend the |} the character proposed ry ft eman 
by providing that no bond shall issued until all of the capital st : | would put: np toa great many enterpr scharact 
has been scribed and paid for. is a n the part ot se persons who t 
lr. COMPTON If the gent 1 will turn to section 6 he w | ’ it is their « : i 
that the amendment there covers the point which he has made. Congress of the United States should be respon { 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No, that does not meet the jt } »t Ca f i } 
which I have raised. When p y considered I do not see how there oO I publi se I 
can be any objection to the am lment lhave proposed. If it was the J t the bondholders may , butasa 1 
intention of the committee to provide an amendment in section 6 cov ficiently car Lt ok out for th Ll they are ) 
ering that point, why not make aasurance doubly sure by adopting my | inve t yin L pl t 
amendment? isla 3 ild look « for t L { pe . The only t 
Ir. COMPTON. Just one word more. Theamountof stock which t 0 st the pul iires the road, and if they l 
is to be issued by this bill is only $60,000. Only 3 miles of the road to allow the consti n to go on under 
is within the District. Thatis all this charter covers. This road is rds as are always thrown al i, or should be th 
seeking entrance into Washington from Williamsport through the State ich enterprises; and I for one do1 care whether the 
of Maryland. The road will be operated mainly under the act of in- | 1 ith money of their own or whether they ire it on | at $2 to 
corporation from the State of Maryland, and this covers only a very | 0 s}toone. It canmakeno possible difference to 1 Phese 
small portion of the road. As I havestated, the amountcovered inthe | ré 1 the West 7 1 sold over 1 e! 
District will be some $60,000, and I think when the road isto be oper- | creditors to another. It i 


ated under the charter of the State of Maryland we ought not on ac- | have been fo 1, and the roads lt from o1 redit to 
count of this small portion of the road which enters the District to 1 anothe 
them down as the gentleman suggests. Bat it has not: d the 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. ‘The principle is the same wheth I 





r t] D } ! 

amount of capital stock is $60,000 or $60,000, 600. Che question is ie we ] ess; and no f ow ¢ ) y cb 

whether bonds shall be allowed to be issued before the « stock | still } the conve { 1 

has been subscribed and paid for. the way here. This road is fort of t _ not f ' 
he gentleman assumes in the statement made here that these par- | few capitalists who are pecuniarily i ested 





ties have no er purposes in view thanan honest intentionof building | Every | 
the line of road and of paying up their stock in full. Now, that being | country does not prosper. They juently put thei: y into 











he case what reasonable objection can there be urged against the | and losing enterprises, and Lun ike OF ations that re so 
amendment which I have suggested, which provides that the st | for afterwards. But that is their own it I tt 
shall be paid in full before they have the right to issue the bonds? | should hamper or restrain th: rt 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, while thes iry- | please, and thereby cripple the enterpi 
Jand [Mr. Compron ] has this bill specially in cl ) Besides that, such operations as t f 
say a word in reference to the objection “dh e y people. The workmen are lin t 
that a Legislature can possibly have in passing such an act is to construction of the road ) t led, ist 
that so far as in them lies the public are not to be deceived by anyt ¢ | pared, cars built, foundries run incon with them, rails produc 
that it of the action of the Legislative A ibly. id all classes of working people a nte1 lin ving public im- 
Che object of this measure is to provide for the construction o provements go on {ll this work has got to paid fi tg 
road. If wh n 50 percent. of the sto k is ] uid in the railroad is so ind it makes no difference in the eyes « Ul 
completed that sensible people having money are willingtoinvest their | holders get caught or not. I say the bill ought to pass, th W 
money in the bonds, I do not see what danger there can be inallowing | out such restrictions as the gent 1 Sugg I do not want i 


them to do so, or what objection could be urged against it. The prin- | the bondholders at the expense of t enter} 3 
ciple of requiring every man to pay up in fullof thestock subscribed by Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I recognize the fact that the suggestions 
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of the chairman of the committee and the gentleman trom Indiana 
should have great weight in this matter; but it will be borne in mind 
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by the members of the committee, upon reflection, that the proposed | 
amendment which has been adopted to section 6 does not meet the | 


objection that I have urged. Now, the gentleman says that no stock 
can issue until the subscription is paidin full. Butit may be, sir, that 
they may go on from year to year and not pay up the subscriptions at 
all, and yet at the same time dividends may be declared upon the cer- 
tificates, and the subscribers to the stock would get the benefit of the 
dividends although not a share of the stock had ever been issued. 

Every person who is familiar with corporations knows that this is 
one of the devices that is resorted to by parties who desire to speculate 
in such corporations, formed or to be formed. Now, that is the reason 
why L insist upon the amendment which I have proposed here. 
man ought to enter into an enterprise of this kind unless he is pre- 
pared to pay the amount of money that he subscribes. If he sub- 
scribes for ten shares in this stock he should be compelled to pay that 
amount before any liability is made upon the road. The public is in- 
terested in this matter as well as the incorporators themselves, and I ask 
for a vote upon my amendment. 

Mr.GROUT. It seems to me that the gentleman is a little imagina- 
tive in reference to the mischiefs that are toarise, You allow the bonds 
to be issued before the stock is completely paid up. Of course if it 
were to be allowed that the stock was to be partly paid and a certificate 
issued as if it had been completely paid, the sale of stock on that certifi- 
cate and the transfer of it might be calculated to mislead those who 
might desire to invest in the bonds of such an enterprise. As has 
been suggested by the chairman of the committee, as a man who took 
stock in the road you might fee] an interest in the enterprise, as they 
undoubtedly would. In subscribing for the stock, if they have not 
sufficient money to pay for that stock, give them reasonable time in 
which to doit. But atter they have paid, for instance, 50 per cent. of 
their subscription, there having been no certificate issued to mislead 
any one in reference to the amount which is paid, they Jearn of some 
one else who is willing to take bonds after that 50 per cent. has been 
paid in, 

Bonds are issued upon the strength of that 50 per cent. already in- 
vested on each share; and so they get relief from the outside. If they 
were required to pay up on the stock then and there, it would not be 
necessary to issue bonds. As the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
JIEMPHILL] suggested, those who subscribe for the stock may not have 
suflicient money to put in and complete the enterprise; but if 50 per 
cent. is paid in on the stock no harm can come to any one. There is 
certainly no deception practiced in that if no certificate is issued and 
they shall have paid in one-half of the amount of the stock. They 
might go out of the city and ultimately go to the bondholders, but 
there is no fraud on the bondholders and all the power that we should 
exercise here should be to protect it from frauds. When it is provided 
that no certificate shall issue until it is paid up, there is no chance 
for fraud. If any investor stands ready to put in his money on top of 
that 50 per cent., good and well; who is harmed? Who is to be 
harmed I can not see. 

The question was put on the adoption of the amendment and the 
Chairman stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 24. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois, and 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 

After proceeding for some time with the count, 

Mr. HEMPHILL said: Rather than consume the time of the House 
further I will accept the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The amendment of Mr. HOPKINS was adopted. 

The reading of the bill by sections was concluded. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move the adoption of the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ or tender,” inline 9, in section 15; so that it will read: 


“Upon such con .rmation of the first or any subsequent inquisition and report 
and upon the payment of the amount fixed in the inquisition,” ete. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RoGERS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9418) for the incorporation of the Washington and Western 


Maryland Railroad had instructed him to report it favorably to the 


House with sundry amendments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the amendments? If not, the amendments will be taken in gross. 

The amendments were taken in gross, and were agreed to. 


No | 


Is a separate vote demanded on any of 
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_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
| time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, — 

Mr. COMPTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 
| ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
| ‘WATER METERS, HOTELS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
| Mr. HEMPHILL. I caliup the bill (H. R. 10050) toamend section 
| 216 of the Revised Statutes, 
| ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
| 


Be it enacted, ete., That so much of section 216 of the Revised Statutes of the 
| United States relating to the District of Columbia as requires hotels to erect 
and maintain meters to determine the quantity of water used be, and is hereby, 
repealed, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. HEMPHILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred House bill 
10050, respectfully report that they have had the matter under consideration and 
are of t! + opinion that the bill should pass. 

The object of this bill is to repea! so much of section 216 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia as requires hotels to erect and maintain me- 
ters to determine the quantity of water used. 

This section was passed in 1871, but has never been enforced in the District. 
The commissioners under authority given them by Congress adopted a schedule 
of annual water rates which virtually abrogated the former law and which have 
been found satisfactory. As this law has never been enforced, and as there has 
been no demand for its enforcement, your committee think it should be re- 
pe The commissioners of the District see no objection to the passage of 
this bill. 

The committee therefore report the bill back to the House and recommend 
that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SALES FOR OVERDUE TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
| 
| 





TheSPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10060) 
prescribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property in the 
District of Columbia for overdue taxes, with an amendment of the 
Senate thereto. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 10, after the word “therefore,” insert “‘and a list of said prop- 
erty shall be published once in a daily newspaper published in the District of 
Columbia, at a cost not to exceed the sum of 50 cents for each parcel of prop- 
erty so advertised.” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the amendment of the Senate be 
concurred in. It provides simply for having the advertisements of 
the sales of property published in a newspaperas well as in a pamphlet 
or list, as has been done heretofore. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR, 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that Tuesday, the 21st of 
August, be set apart for the consideration of measures reported from 
the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that there 
is already a special assignment for that day, the presentation of statues 
by the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. MILLS. Then let it be the next day, Wednesday, the 22d. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] asks unanimous consent that Wednesday, the 22d of August, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of business reported from the Committee on Labor. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LYMAN. I object, unless the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
can have a day assigned for general pension legislation. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the 
Private Calendar reported from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and I think it is but fair to members who have asked me about 
it to state that my purpose is to call up one of these trust bills. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
not prevail. 

The motion of Mr. HEMPHILL was not agreed to—ayes 15, noes 21. 

INCREASED PENSION FOR DEAFNESS. 


Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 509) authorizing increase ot pension in cases of deafness. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
little premature. : 

Mr. MATSON. I supposed the gentleman was through. 


And therefore I hope the motion will 


It seems to me that our friends over there are a 
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total deafness, and such proportion t in I ul dea 
Secretary of the Interior may dé 1 equitable; the amount } i to 
mined by the degree of digab y existing in each S¢ 

Mr. MATSON. l move the previous qu¢ stion ¢ 1 ordering t! 
to be read a third time. 

‘The previous question was ordered. g 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read ! 
the third time, and passed. ta Se 7 ; = Sage : ; 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 1 i satisfactory, to purchase two | \ ea ‘ 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | ' neh i ' ohn ' i 
table. 7 : es: | ‘ ‘ ' 

The latter motion was agreed to. 4 s, shall be of A ny \ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. |} Mr. TOWNSHEND. It tev H l 
! } + + } 1 ‘ 
y WED - ° i Dave i ) Oo { i n ym 
Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | , . ( 
° « qe} an t At s it ‘ y 1 I i ‘ , i to 
the dependent pension bill be taken up. 
7 rr : 1ot the « mittee ect 

Mr. WALKER. Lobject. — - ' es 

‘ : . . : ; 3 tosee what we 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Regular order. 

rovisic , ‘ » the t 


Mr. WARNER. I did not see anybody rise to object , ese ie - , ood 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I object. a a a eee ae rea ae ere oe 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I have no warsbex co : = eee 














further business from the Committee on the District of Columbia ex Pad - ‘ 
cept the bills upon which the House has refused to go into Committe: ts ‘ ; a 
of the Whole. Sa SeaeaeearRa. ' 
Mr. TUWNSHEND. ive S¢ am ! e 
LIFE-SAVING STATION AT KEWAUNEE HARBOR, WISCONSIN. t this moment been able to obta 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the con- | dicated . 
ference on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Che Clerk proceeded to read as f 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1923) providing for the establishment of a St I plete the g " f t : 
life-saving station at the harbor of Kewaunee, Wis., the gentleman nt, ane r testing the same follow v ‘ steel 
from Michigan, Mr. TARSNEY, the gentleman from Minnesota, M: a hale aig ’P aie cine ace + nines’ 
WILSON, and the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. TuomMAs H. B. BROWNE. | for testing same, $25 é br 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. tenet eee ee grains’ the amex ra 2 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve eee, Ses Seer eee ¢ , 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the | (oF testine one 12-Inch breech_lo rad . 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills. Onn ull, $158,000 
The motion was agreed to. SEC. 4. For th se 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, | ; senifstigh patonben as cate cen hap 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. West Troy, N. Y., ina lance Ww t 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole | ! iry Board of I ‘ SHY: 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk will | co:s quarters. 
report the title of the pending bill. the purchase of roug shed, oil-te - 
Che Clerk read as follows: eee a : s 
A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to su defi cies in the ap ‘ ‘anc aa tl ; meat 0K } t 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for nev s i be ex ded « S i 
other purposes. j wt shall be made hereunder for 1 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be passed | pound for eacl — ee eee 
over for the present. ” Phe neaterial doe the gune provided for here at ear Po 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be passed | ance with section 3709, Revised Statutes sethe S 
over for the present, and the Clerk will report the title of the next bill. | * ®uthorized to make contracts with respons oe 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. eden Me et coe. f - 
FORTIFICATION BILL. in the United Gtatesa ble 
The Clerk read as follows: capable of mak o er ; , 
A bill (H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works | ea : ihn. ahs t = | i 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance | heavy guns to commence at t ‘ ‘ . 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. | and that for the largest calib amet she : ee 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire the first | of not more that 


| and that all the tools, n es, a ter for s 


reading of the bill for information to be dispensed with? le n the United States 
Mr. SAYERS. Unless it is the desire of the members of the com- Mr. TOWNSHEND. What page is the Clerk reading? 
mittee to have the bill read for information, I will ask that the first The CHAIRMAN. Just now the Clerk is re sia aetna 


reading of the bill be dispensed with. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentar 
Mr. TRACEY. I object. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state 
Mr. DOCKERY. Nothing can be gained by objecting to dispensing Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know 1 a 


with the first reading of the bill for information. | the proper place to make the point « “e ‘ ’ 
Mr. TRACEY. I will withdraw my objection to dispensing with | of order against evers ee, f 1 iad 
the reading of the bill. The CHA IRMAN. I[tisin Rae nails . a a 
Mr. SAYERS. I ask that that be done. end of every paragraph to he 4 SS inane. ai , 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the first read- | point. 


ing of the bill for information is dispensed with. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iw in as Sia real all 
The bill will now be read by sections for amendment. whole section. 
The first section of the bill was read, as follows: The CHAIRMAN. The . 7" ‘ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the | any paragraph or section when it is reaches 


» are hereby oriate any moneys in the Treas y not other- PRY " ’ ' 
same are hereby, approy riated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- | Mr. TOWNSHEND I wish to knov :; 
wise appropriated, namely: ; : ‘ : “sasieig 
For the protection, preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works | Whether the pointol! order can not be made ‘ mm? 
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The CHAIRMA Che Chair is of the opinion that the point of 
order shou!d be made at the close of the paragraph to which it applies. 
But if the point of order be made against the whole section it can be 
withheld until th ction has been read. 

Mr. TOWNSITEND. If the point of order be withheld until th: 
section has been read, then the Chair can not take advantage of that 
fact to de the point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under the circumstances would no 
take any such advantage. 

VNSHEND. I will wait then until the section has been 
ren ; 

J ei r of the ‘tion was concluded as above. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order against the entire 


ection, and I make it against each portion of the section. In the first 


place, I base it on this ground, that the same provisions contained in 
this bill are contained in a bill pending before this House, which was 
reported favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs some three 
or four months ago. I donot remember the date, but I have sent for 
a copy of the bill. 

That is a technical objection, but I make another point which I re- 
gard as absolutely Yatal to the bill; and I do not see how the Chair, 
under the rules of the House, can avoid deciding that the point of order 
is wé ll taken. 

‘The rules that we have to govern the business of the House, which 
were adopted at the beginning of the session, clearly and specificaily 
define the jurisdiction of the various committees of the House. If we 
are to be governed by those rules, and are to pay all respect to the juris- 
diction conferred upon the various committees, it does seem to me that 
the point I make must be sustained. 

The Committee on Appropriations, as is well known to the House, 
until the last Congress was entitled to assume jurisdiction over every 
one of the regular appropriation bills, amounting in number to some 
twelve or thirteen. At the beginning of the last Congress or soon after- 
wards it was determined by this House that the jurisdiction of that com- 
mittee should be divided, and some six of the regular appropriation bills 
were taken away from the control of that committee and placed under 
the jurisdiction and control of the various other committees of the House. 

\mong the bills which were left to the jurisdiction of the Appropri- 
ations Committee was the bill known as the fortifications bill. An in- 
vestigation of the facts in connection with that bill through many years 
past, and perhaps during all the past, will show that the appropria- 


tions therein contained related exclusively to the fortifications, to their | 


care, and to the necessary expenditures in connection therewith; but it 
did not go beyond. When the Committee on Rules was draughting the 
present code they specifically stated that all subjects relating to the 
fortifications should be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and that it should have jurisdiction over that subject. I hold that 
under these rules there is no question whatever but that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has the exclusive right to report bills here mak- 


ing appropriations to build new forts, for the proper care and repair of 


the forts already in existence, and for any permanent fixtures pertain- 
ing to them. 

The Committee on Rules at the same time provided that all legisla- 
tion should be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs which re- 
lates to the military establishment and the public defense, including 
the appropriations for its support, and to provide for the Military 
Academy. These subjects were specifically declared by the Committee 
on Rules, and adopted by the House, as proper subjects coming within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, and the rules of 


the House, so adopted, have up to this time referred all such subjects | 
to that committee. Its jurisdiction according to the very letter of the | 


rules is of all subjects relating to the 


implies everything pertaining to the defenses of the coast or to the in- 
land defenses of the country anywhere. In addition to that the com- 
mittee goes further and declares that all appropriations in support of 
the public defense and relating to the military establishment shall be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, then, what do we have here? As I have already read you from 
the rules, the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations in this 
respect is contined to the one single subject pertaining to the military 
establishment, and thatis ‘‘ fortifications.’’ Nothingmore. The words 
‘* and to the public defense ’’ are not in that provision of the rules which 
gives jurisdiction to the Committee on Appropriations. Theonly words 


military establishment,” a very | 
broad, general,and comprehensive term, and to the ‘‘ public defenses,’’ | 
as broad a term perhaps as possibly could have been used, a term that | 


a 
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Now, that is not a fortification, but something very different and far 
lt pro- 
poses to create a gun factory atthe Watervliet arsenal; notatafort. It 
has no relation to a fort. It is to make guns. For what purpose ? 
Siege guns, field guns, and perhaps guns to be mounted on the fortiii- 
cations, Thatisall true. But the provision here to which I refer has 


nothing to do with the fortification any more than the purchase of 
mall-arms to arm the guards of the forts or the manufacture of swords 
or of bayonets or the manufacture of gunpowder or any other of the 


military equipments that do not form any part of a fort or enter into 
its construction. Ifthe Committee on Appropriations have power here 
to exercise jurisdiction over this subject by building a gun factory and 
the purchase of steel forgings to make guns, why, on the same princi- 
ple and on the same rule of construction, they would have jurisdiction 
also over the question of providing pay to the privates, non-commis- 
sionéd officers, and general officers of the Army, and to furnishing them 
with clothing and provisions and all other supplies relating to the mil- 
itary establishment. 

But, sir, I have no desire to arrogate to the Committee on Military 












| Affairs any of the powers that are not conferred upon it by the rules. 


God knows we have had work enough in that committee without as- 
suming additional duties. Something like 1,200 bills have been re- 


| ferred to our committee; but I would bederelict in my duty if I should 


sit here silent and allow a proposition to come hetfore the House in- 
fringing upon the powers or duties and the rightful jurisdiction of the 
committee. Itseems to me that if the Committee on Appropriations 
would confine itself to the jurisdiction legitimately conferred upon it, 


| in the investigation of the six or seven great appropriation bills that 








belong to them, they would have enough to do without going around 
the House and seeking to take away from other committees their le- 


| gitimate and rightful functions. 


Therefore I submit to the Chair, in all candor, and without fear of 
successful contradiction, that this purpose for which the fourth section 
of the bill makes appropriation belongs legitimately and exclusively 
to the jurisdiction of the Military Committee, and the Military Com- 
mittee, sir, has by the action of this House been clothed with addi- 


| tional powers to what are contained in the rules. A bill was intro- 


duced and referred to that committee which I think contains verbatim 
the language used here in this section of the pending appropriation 
bill, and I refer to the bill known as the Cutcheon or Tracey bill, 
introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Tracey] and also 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTCHEON }. 

That bill was introduced early in this session. By theaction of this 
House it was referred to the Military Committee, not to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. Therefore by the action of this House it is con- 
firmed as coming under the language of the rules, which defines the 
jurisdiction of the committee. The House acting under these rules de- 
clared by its own act that the construction we place upon the rules is 
a correct one, and the bill went to the Military Committee and not to 
the Appropriations Committee. ‘The Committee on Military Affairs 
had the bill before it for some time, and after careful investigation re- 
ported it back tothe House. It is now upon the Calendar. Itmakes 


| appropriations for this very object, and I think, in the very language 


of the fourth section of this bill. I hold, first, that the rules declare 
that it belongs to that committee. Second, that the House acting under 
that rule thereby gave such a construction to its meaning as to refer the 
only bill that has been presented to this House on this subject to the 


| Conmittee on Military Affairs. No such bill has been referred to the 


Committee on Appropriations, and I lay down this proposition that the 
Committee on Appropriations have no more right to report to this 
House a bill on this matter than it has to report a bill belonging to 
matters pertaining to the public domain, and which should rightfully 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

It has not been referred to that committee, but it has been referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. There is another fact which I 
desire to call to the attention of the Chair. The Army appropriation 
bill after it left this body and went to the Senate was amended by a 
provision, if not exactly, nearly exactly in the terms of the provision 


| in this fourth section. That amendment is still upon that bill. The 


employed in the rule conferring jurisdiction on that committee are the | 


words ‘‘and fortifications.’’ 

Now, then, when the committee came to determine as to what com- 
mittee should have jurisdiction over the public defenses, the Commit- 
tee on Rules declared it should belong exclusively to the Military Com- 
mittee, and specifically placed the words in the rule which empower 
the Committee on Military Affairs to take action in regard toit. -The 
section of this bill which has been read seeks to deprive the committee 
of this jurisdiction. What does it provide? To what does it relate? 
To fortifications? It relates, sir, to the manufacture of guns. It re- 
lates to the establishment of a gun factory. 


House has taken cognizance of the fact that the Senate had made such 
a provision in that bill, and the House, acting upon the motion of my- 
self as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, has taken just 
such action as we desire to take, and has put that question in confer- 
ence of the two Houses, The question is now in conference. This 
very appropriation that these gentlemen propose to make is in confer- 
ence, and that conference committee was to meet at this hour. Now, 
is it not strange that at the very moment when the conferees of the two 
Houses are about to come together that the gentleman from Texas brings 
before the House that proposition which he knows is upon that bill 
which is to come before the conferees and upon which they are to pass? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, suppose the House should take action upon the 
amendment the Senate has placed upon the Army bill. Shall it also 
take action on the proposition here and have two appropriations for the 
same purpose? Why has the gentleman from Texas and the gentle- 
man on the Committee on Appropriations not sufficient patience to wait 
for the conferees’ report, when that subject will come up rightfully and 
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to the opinion of members of the body until we find it is so ambiguous 
and so obscure that no construction can be given to it 

Mr. Chairman, | do not see there is any great privilege involved in 
this. The gentleman from Arkansas{ Mr. DUNN | the other day showed 


very plainly that no privilege was invaded. None is intended to bein 
vaded. In the orderly conduct of the business of the House the commit- 
tee to whom specific duties shall be assigned should be permitted tg per- | 
form those duties. If this is true in the abstract, how much more is it | 
trne when a committee has had this whole subject committed to them. | 
‘They have had it conmitted tothem twice. Virst it has been committed 
to them by reference of the bill they have reported almost in the exact 
terms of this bill, a measure providing for the erection of an armory 
at Watervliet and the purchase of a large amount of steel. And again | 
when the Speaker of the House of Representatives appointed the con- 
ferces on the part of the House to meet the conferees on the part of the 
Senate to consider and dispose of this subject, in regard to which we | 
will meet in all probability during the day. 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


afl 





Mr. GEAR. I have but a word to add in support of the position 
taken by the Military Committee on this bill. It may be that the Con- 
gress which adopted the rules made a mistake, but the rule in regard to 
fortifications and the appropriations therefor is in language and terms 
perfectly clear. It gave consideration of these measures to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations alone. Tothe Committee on Military Affairs 
it gives the control of appropriations for publicdefenses. Ihave looked | 
through the bill under consideration and I found but four lines, in my 
judgment—not as a member of the Military Committee, but as a mem- | 
ber of this body and outside of the Military Committee—that are ger- 

| 





mane to the powers conferred under the rules upon the Appropriations 
Committee; and I refer to lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 of the first section of the 
hill. I fail to see under what construction of language the Appropria- 
tions Committee can take charge of a bill which applies not only to the 
detenses of fortifications, but also to field works. ‘The bill goes on and 
provides for gans of large caliber. To that I do not object. Iam in 
javor of the country having every system of defense and proper appro- 
priations for defense. That is the principal thing we want. We also 
want fortifications. But under the rules as contained in this book I 
do not see how the Committee on Appropriations can have any control 
of siege guns and fort guns and field guns as provided for here. It is 
manifestly taking away from the Military Committee a part of the ju- 
risdiction conferred upon it by the rules. 

Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard but briefly on 
the point of order, and shall confine myself to a few words in addition 
to what has been said by the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs aud by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mats]. 

The House is familiar with the fact that for along time the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations possessed the power to appropriate for all the 
purposes for which appropriations could be made by Congress. It was 
the great committee which held the purse-strings of the nation in re- 
gard to every appropriation. of the public money. Some Congresses 
ago, even long before the Congiess which made the division of powers 
of that committee by the adoption of the present rules, the same ques- 
tion was raised as to whether or not the committees having in charge 
the specilic matters intrusted to them were not better qualified to 
judge of the amounts to be appropriated and that should be applied to 
the specific objects under their immediate charge, rather than any gen- 
era! committee of the House. And the first invasion that was made of 
the rules of the House in that regard and the first division of the au- 
thority of this subject occurred many Congresses ago, when the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture insisted that, the subject of agriculture being 
conlided to them, they should be intrusted also by the House with the 
authority and the power to determine what should be the amount of 
the appropriation for the encouragement of this great industry of the 
country, which was placed under their especial charge and manage- 
ment. 

‘Vhat was the first departure from the rules of the House as regards 
the power of the Committee on Appropriations, and the first break in 
the powers of that great committee to make provision for all legitimate 
objects under the Government. It paved the way,.sir, for a change of 
the rules with regard.to other committees of the House; for if the rea- 
son that if the rales as applicable to the Committee on Agriculture was 
potent to warrant a change in regard to the method of making appro- 
priations for that Department, then it was urged by the members of 
the House with equal force that other committees should also be in- 
trusted with the same powers over the subjects under their control, and 
that it would be proper for the Committee on Naval Affairs to deter- 
mine the amount of appropriations necessary for the Naval Department 
of the Government, and that the Committee on Military Affairs should 
determine the question of the requisite amount to be appropriated for 
the maintenance and support of the Army and all of the details con- 
nected therewith, and so on through the list of committees designated 
by the rules of the House. 

In this manner the power of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
by the adoption of the recent rules now prevailing in this House, cur- 
tailed of its former dimensions and restricted in its theretofore great 
and enlarged powers to certain specific purposes of appropriation, which 
were still retained as appropriately belonging to the Committee on Ap- 
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propriations. And I will refer to the language of the rules them- 
selves in order that the chairman of the committee may see, in the 


| adoption of the amended rules by the Forty-ninth Congress, what was 


intended, designed, and expressed in specific terms to be retained as 
subject-matters which properly belong to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and by it to be considered. These items are specifically enu- 
merated in the rules upon the subject in paragraph 3 of Rule XI. 
This rule provides that— 

All legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the preceding 
rules, as follows, namely, * * Subjects relating to appropriation of the 
revenue for the support of the Government, to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

Now it specifies: 

For legislative, executive, and judicial expenses. 

And the Committee on Appropriations alone can entertain cognizance 
of and take jurisdiction of bills introduced in the House for this de- 
partment of the Government, and no other committee can infringe upon 
the functions of that committee in this respect, because by the specitic 
enactment in the rules these subjects are confided to the Committee on 
Appropriations, ; 

Again it proceeds: 

For sundry civil expenses, 
the Appropriations Committee must also provide. 

Again: 

For fortifications. 

And it will be remarked, Mr. Chairman, that there is nothing else of 
a military character left now under the existing rules within the con- 
trol and jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations except the 
words quoted, ‘‘ for fortifications.’’ What does that mean? It neces- 


| sarily means appropriations for the erection, maintenance, and support 


of fortifications, and that alone. Beyond that the committee has no 
control of the subject. For, what does the plain language of the rule 
confer upon that committee? 

Why, appropriations for the erection, maintenance, and support of 
fortifications, for the District of Columbia, and for all deficiencies, to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, it will be observed that of the subject-matters which relate to 
military affairs there is reserved to the Committee on Appropriations 
alone jurisdiction over the subject of fortifications. That is one para- 
graph or section isolated and by itself. There are no other military 
improvements confided or left in charge of the Committee on Appro- 
priations but fortifications. Whatare fortifications? By fortifications 
is meant the erection of coast defenses and defenses for the interior. 
That is the one item that has not been taken from the Committee on 
Appropriations. They have it there under the formation of the rules; 
they hold it now as they held it before. Then we have fortifications 
as contradistinguished from other defenses of which the Military Com- 
mittee holds jurisdiction, and no other committee can invade the fune- 
tions of that committee upon the subject of fortifications nor of the 
Military Committee on the other. 

But when you come to ascertain, Mr. Chairman, what are the pow- 
ers conferred upon the Committee on Military Aflairs you find under 
the same rule that all proposed legislation ‘‘shall be referred,’’ and 
I call your attention especially to that word. Shall be referred to 
what? To the appropriate committee to which it belongs, and desig- 
nating what shall be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
And now in section 12 in this very Rule XI is defined what subject-mat- 
ters shall be referred. Referred how? Referred by bills introduced. 
Referring bills to a particular committee and acted upon by the com- 
mittee and reported to the House. That section 12 says that “ forthe 
military establishment and the public defense, including the appro- 
priations for its support and for the support of the Military Academy.”’ 
For the support of what, Mr. Chairman? For the support of public 
defenses ‘‘ including appropriations for its support and for the Military 
Academy,’’ to the Committee on Military Affairs. Now, clearly this 
is a generic term. What relates to the defense of the country goes to 
the Military Committee. If it does not, then what does the term of 
defense mean ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Would the Military Committee have the right to 
build a monitor ? 

Mr. HOOKER. They would have the right to build anything for 
the purpose of maintaining our defense and for the purpose of manning 
our forts. I would like to ask my distinguished friend from Ala- 
bama what is meant by the words ‘' defenses of the country’’ in the 
terms of the twelfth section? 

Mr. FORNEY. Fortifications require not only the building of the 
fortification itself, but to complete it you must have the guns there. 

Mr. HOOKER. And the fortification would have to have small-arms 
also. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And soldiers too. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have the right to purchase small-arms. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You furnish them to the fortifications. 

Mr. HOOKER. I say that the gentleman can not get rid of the ar- 
gument that the Committee on Rules, when it used the term that all 
bills relating to the defense of the country should be referred to and 
considered by the Military Committee, must have meant something, 
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AvuGust 13, 
Mr. SAYERS. I want a ruling so that the ec ttee can ri It 
| is getting near 5 o'clock. 
Mr. LAIRD. I wish to ask this question—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, let us have the point of order disposed of. 
Mr. LAIRD. This is entirely in the line ofargument the gentleman 
Ohio has been pursuing. You say that the Committee on Military 
\ffairs as a matter of fact has not sought jurisdiction over the subject- 
1atter. I beg the gentleman’s pardon to correct that statement, to 


pri t] lfou ‘ ( tutional prero; utive to originate money 
bil ¢ 
ir. LAIR] On cient answer springs from the fact that they 
ha not « i i we will therefore not undertake to cross that 
b { iif 
POW ) 3 that committee any jurisdiction over ap- 
p tlion 
BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know whether it has or has not. 
POW NSHI ) i rules of the Senate require every ge 
priation bill, Arm Navy, fortification, or other approvriation 
i jal] referred to the Cc nmittee on Appr priations. | 
r. Bl PERWORTH. However that may be, whether they have 
or have not, I not they ha a committee on fortifications. Their 
business is ordered there as ours is here, but they have not the right to | 
disregard the rules of this House which provide an orderly method of 


originating money b 
8 to this body. 

1 wish to call my tention to the fact that in the Thirty- 
fourth Congress the House clearly raised and determined this question. 
I call his attention to the fact that the House was delayed in its or- 
ganization at that time, and possibly because of solicitude lest proper 
provision might not be made for the several Departments, the Senate 
assumed jurisdiction and passed two appropriation bills. 

When they reached this House, however, the House refused to con 
sider them and did not consider them, and that because it would not 
consent to recognize that the Senate had any constitutional authority 
to originate money bills. And it has been distinctly held by the Sen- 
ate that the clause of the Constitution which confers upon this body the 
exclusive jurisdiction to originate revenue bills covers and includes ap- 
propriation bills, and clearly what the Senate may not originate as asep- 
arate and distinct proposition they may not add by way of amendment. 
In other words, such items could not be regarded as amendments, but 
as original propositions. The right to amend does not carry with it 
the right to originate. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will call the attention of my friend from Ohio to 
the jact that there is a constitutional provision which precludes the 
origination of revenue bills in the Senate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. But, as I have stated, that 
clause of the Constitution covers and includes appropriation bills, and 
it follows, if the Senate may take any appropriation bill originating in 
the House under the orderly methods we prescribe and append to it 
other matter belonging to other appropriation bills, our jurisdiction 
is ousted. And my friend from Mississippi will observe that when, 
for the more orderly and convenient transaction of the business of pre- 
paring, or, 1f you please, of originating appropriation bills (money 
bills), we apportion a part to the Military Committee and a part of it 
to the Appropriation Committee, and a part of it to the Ways and 
Means Committee, and so on, we do this in the exercise of our consti- 
tutional right to provide rules governing our procedure, but we cer- 
tainly surrender no jot or tittle of our exclusive jurisdiction. 

In prescribing these rules we have provided that this work should 
belong to this committee, this work to that committee, and this to the 
other committee, in the matter of preparing and reporting to this House 
bills making appropriations for carrying on the Government. Now, if 
the position of my honored friend is a correct one, when we send an 
appropriation bill for the Department of Agriculture to the Senate they 
may attach every other appropriation in the whole category of appro- 
priations and send it back to us so amended, and thus the Senate would 
in fact originate nine-tenths of the money bills and confuse and con- 
found the jurisdiction of the several committees of this House. The 
gentleman insists, however, that this appropriation belongs to the Mil- 
itary and not to the Appropriations Committee. 

Sixty years of unbroken precedent sustains the jurisdiction of the 
Appropriations Committee, and more than sixty years of continuous 
legislation in this House in the line of the precedent so established would 
seem to prove that the gentleman is in error, and beyond that the 
Military Committee did not transgress the rule, nor leave the domain 
of its own jurisdiction, for they did not include in the bill they re- 
ported to this House the subject-matter covered by the Senate amend- 
ments. But, on the other hand, when it comes back from the Senate 
amended by the addition of subject-matter foreign to the bill, then 
all of a sudden we find the jurisdiction of the Military Committee at- 
taches. If it did not attach before the bill went to the Senate, it can 
not attach by virtue of anything that the Senate did, for if that were so 
the jurisdiction of the committees of this House would be fixed by the 
action of the Senate, and not by the rulesof this House, which would 
be absurd, 

Mr. LAIRD. Now, let me interrupt just there for a question, and 
a question that is germane to a point that my friend from Ohio is mak- 
ing in defense of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope we will have a ruling. 

Mr. LAIRD. I do not desire to take the gentleman from Ohio from 
the floor, but I want to ask a question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wil yield the floor back tothe gentleman. 


a jurisdiction which under the Constitution 
belons 


friend's at 


Mr. LAIRD. Just let me put one interrogatory right there. 


i 
begin with, and I should like the gent!eman himself either to correct 


or explain it. The committee to which it was referred did take up 
this bill; they did consider it; they reported it to the House, and it 
was placed on the Calendar; and there i ery wide distinction be- 
tween the action of the Military Committee in presenting this subject 


in their bill and the action of the other committee, which the gen- 
tleman defends. We presented the subject, having considered it—— 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They did not in the original bill. I do 


| not know what they did after the Senate amendment came back to 


the House. 

Mr. LAIRD. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. MAISH. We did it before. 

ir. SAYERS. Can we not have a ruling? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the gentleman from Nebraska will be 
permitted to ijinish his remarks, and I also wish to make some obser- 
vations in response to the gentleman from Ohio before the Chair makes 
a ruling upon the question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I insist upon a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now prepared to decide the point 
of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No matter, Mr. Chairman, what may be the 
desire of the gentleman from Texas or any one else to hasten a decis- 
ion of the question, | appeal to the fairness of the Chair to permit the 
gentleman from Nebraska and other gentlemen to answer arguments 
which have been made against the point of order. [Cries of ‘* De- 
cide!’ ] 

Mr. SAYERS. The discussion has run on for a long time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to argue the point of order myseli, 
and J claim that I have a right to be heard. It will not be fair after 
the gentleman from Ohio has sprung an argument here to cut us oft 
without a reply and deprive us of an opportunity to answer the points 
made by him and at the same time take the gentleman from Nebraska 
off the floor. Of course I am aware of the fact that the Chair will de- 
cide the question according to his own judgment, but the gentleman 
from Texas has no right to demand that the Chair shall decide in ad- 
vance of the discussion. It is entirely in the discretion of the Chair 
to permit the discussion to proceed; and I assume, as I know to be 
true, that the Chair desires to be entirely fair, and I am satisfied will 
not deprive the gentleman from Nebraska, or any gentleman who 
wishes to be heard, of an opportunity of finishing his remarks in re- 
sponse to the points raised by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has indulged the debate toa very 
considerable length on the point of order, and is prepared to decide the 
question thathas beensubmitted. The Chair would ask thegentleman 
irom Nebraska if he desires to proceed further. 

Mr. LAIRD. I desire to yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear any gentleman who desires 
to submit remarks on the point of order during the time that remains 
until the hour of adjournment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I suggest that the committee rise now and let this 
question go over. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to submit to the Chair that it is evident gen- 
tlemen are talking simply to consume time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not ap- 
ply thattome. I am only anxious that there shall be acorrect under- 
standing of the question before a decision is reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Nebraska has given the whole 
case away on the statement that he has already made, and I move that 
the committee now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that a few minutes yet 
remain before the hour when the committee must rise, and the Chair 
will hear, if there be no objection, arguments directly on the point of 
order until that time is reached. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I desire before the committee rises to say 
a word in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. If he will look to the 
rules of the House he will find that they present a safe and unerring 
guide as to what are the proper functions of each one of these com- 
mittees. 'The Committee on Rules declare that the Military Committee 
shall have jurisdiction over the military establishment, the public de- 
fense, and appropriations for its support. The same language is used 
in conferring jurisdiction upon the Naval Committee, except the ‘‘ naval 
establishment”’ is inserted in place of the military establishment. 
What does that mean? What has been the action of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs? That committee has made appropriations for every 
piece of ordnance that is used upon the ships or vessels of war, and has 
uniformly reported bills here covering these subjects since the appro- 
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By Mr. MOR R. 11157) for the relief of Thomas ania ty 
Wentworth Sta » the Committee on the Judiciary 
By Mr. J. H. ll (H. R. 11158) for the relief of Is1 : ; 
Stough—to the Committ nvalid Pensions A 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11159) for the relief of John K. Hum: ti 
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By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11160) for the relief of Eli Bail tne 1ate. , 


s to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11161) granting a p 
to Thomas V. Twoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pension eames 
By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 11162) for the relief of James H BBO 5 es 
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s Also, a bill (H. R. 11163) for the relief of James H. Gould—to the | + wil he 
tary Affairs. 
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‘is he Committee on War Claims scala : : 
By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 11165) for the relief of John Gr: Pensions 
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By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11166) for the relief of E. R. Shi; A DbIIL(H. Ro 2 
ley—to the Committee on Claims. A bill (H. R. 2139 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 11167) for the ief of William C. White—to t 4 b H. R. 2908) t 
Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 40 7 
| ra ul l 
PETITIONS, ETC. \ | (H. . 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, A 
under the rule, and referred as follow ‘ l ; 
By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of Francis Varga and 52 others, A bill (H 
| citizens of Decatur Coun , Iowa, for th ) passage of the bill for the re- A b ri. iv. Of 
lief of Ohio E. Hukill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions A bill (H. R. 6344 


»~ By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial of the Grand Armyof the Republic | Tennessee; 





Gale CONGRESSIONAL 


1) to grant a pension to Joseph F. Garrett; 
A bill (Hl. RR. ©494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 
1) granting a pension to Jacob Copes; 


Hl, Rh. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell: 
nll (FE, R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 
bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Ho- 
gi 
A bill (H. Kt. 9341) granting a pension to Mrs. Dulcenor Noel: 
A bill CH. R. 9572) granting a pension to John Dean; 
\ bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward:; 


bill (Hf. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown: 

bill (Ef. R. 9719) for the relief of Thomas Shackelford: 

hil R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson; 

bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 
} 1 


> > > 


A bill (H. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 
A bill (H. 101418) granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin; 


\ bill (HH. 
bill (Hf. 


IR 
\ It, 10525) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
\ R. 10705) granting a pension to Mary L. Tanner; 

A bill (Hf, R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Neuman; 

A bill (H. Rt. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; and 

A bill (H. R. 10954) for the relief of Mary Ann Reid. 

The bill (H. R. 1 

Theodore Lewis, 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

ile following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

\ bill (IL. R. 1029) for the relief of J.S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 
Howard; 

A bill (Hf. BR. 2661) for the relief of James Caler; 

A bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt; 

A bill (H. R. 9464) for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin; and 

4 bill (H. R. 11007) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon. 
Mo. 

The bill (H. R. 1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, 
deceased, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM KELSEY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 


to William Kelsey, which was,at the end of line 5, to add: 

And pay him a pension of $14 per month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 

So as to make the bill read: 


il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Kelsey, late of Company G, 
Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $14 per 
month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


‘Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concar in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa, presented a petition of Matthew Gray Post, 
No, 98, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ida Grove, Department of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Philip Goble, of Jasper 
County, Mississippi, praying to be allowed a pension on account of serv- 
ices rendered in the Mexican war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Lucy A. Grant, widow of Capt. 


vas referred to the Committee on Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3417) granting a pension to George E. Fernald, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. 
Newman, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3338) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 

{ill, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them each without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum; and 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


of Louisiana, was read twice by its title, and referred | 


we 


0735) for the removal of the political disabilities of | 
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Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLau 


ilin, a survivor of 
1ird United States 
1d submitted a report 


gl 
t TI 
Infantry, reported it without ameudment, 
thereon. 

P' BLIC BUILDING AT MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build 
ngs and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (5S. 3452) for the erec 
tion of a public building at Martinsburgh, W. Va., to 1eport it without 
amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate con- 
sider the bill atthistime. I expect to leave the city and I do not know 
when I shall be back. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is one amendment which I venture to 
suygest. In line 25 I move to strike out the word ‘‘ toward,’’ so as 
to limit it heyond question to the amount appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 25, before the words ‘‘ the construc- 
tion,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ toward;”’ so as to read: 

And the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be 
used and expended in the purchase of said site and the construction of said 
building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER July 16, 1888, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 


ae b ; , ent | agreed to, as follows: 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 2106) granting a pension 


Resolved, That tne Select Committee on Indian Traders be authorized to con- 
tinue during the recess of Congress the investigations directed by the resolu- 
tions of the Senate of June 3, 1886, December 20, 1887, and March 5, 1888, with the 
authority and in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, and 
also, if it is deemed necessary, to visit as a full committee, or by such subcom- 
mittee as may be appointed by the chairman thereof, the Chippewa Indian res- 


| ervations mentioned in said resolution of March 5, 1888, and said committee 


shall have power to employ a clerk and messenger during said recess; andthe 
necessary expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3436) to provide for the re- 
funding of certain sums to the purchasers of lands in the late reserva- 
tion of the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3437) granting a pension to 
Sarah B. Pool; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3438) to refund illegal internal- 


| revenue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin, as United 


States district judge for the district of Nevada; which was read twice 


| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
John Grant, late a citizen of Louisiana, praying for certain relief; which | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3439) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to ascertain the amount of money which has been expended and the 
obligations assumed by the State of California, growing out of Indian 


| hostilities therein and upon the borders thereof, not heretofore reim- 


bursed by the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that this bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and that 200 copies of the accompanying papers 
connected with it be printed for the use of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3440) to define trusts and to pro- 
vide for the punishment of persons connected with them or carrying 
them on; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BECK. Let that bill be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read the second time 
at length, if there be no objection. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a trust isthe combinationof capital or skill by two or 
more persons for the following purposes: 

First. To create or carry out restrictions on trade. 

Second. To limit, to reduce, or to increase the production or prices of mer- 
chandise or commodities. 

Third. To prevent competition in the manufacture, making, sale, or purchase 
of merchandise or commodities. 

Fourth. To create a monopoly. 

Sec. 2. That any person who may be or may become a member of any such 
trust, or who may be or may become engaged in the business of any such trust 
in any trade or business carried on with foreign countries, or between the States, 
or between any State or Territory and the District of Columbia, or between the 
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Mr. TELLER. It has not. The Committee on Indian Affairs re- 
port an amendment in the nature of a substit to the House bill, an 
the amendment consists of the vi ry bill the Senate passed some time 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committ the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Che bill was reported from the C ttee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 








Th Yankton and Missou lley lway Company, corporation duly 
organized under the laws of the Territory of Dakota, its successors or assigns, 
are hereby invested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, 
owning, equipping, ope rating, using, ar d main aAlning & railway, telegraph, and 
telephone line through th ankton Indian reservation in said Territory, be- 
ginning at any point to be selected by id railway company on the east e 





of said reservation between the northeast corner thereof and a point 1 mile south 
of the junction of the west fork of Choteau Creek with the east fork thereof, anc 
running thence westerly or northwesterly through said reservation, but at no 
point farther than 15 miles to the south of the northerly boundary thereof: Pro- 
vided, Thatif said right of way be so located as to begin on the eastern boundary 
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An act (S. 2124) granting a pension to John Bush: 

A wt (S, 23123) granting a pension to Ellen J. Snedaker; 

An nu 166) granting a pension to Mrs. Emiline Anderson; 

An act 144% ranting a pension to Catharine McQuade; 

An act (S, 244 inting a pension to James W. Bowman; 

An act 520) granting a pension to James White: 

An act (S. 2571) granting a pension to-Edwin FE. Chase; 

An act (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan B. Rarick: 

An act (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. Russell; 

in act (S, 2655) granting a pension to Lydia Hawkins; 

An act (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza M. Seandlin; 

. An act (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 

oung 

An act (S, 2413) granting an increase of pension to Ernst Hein; 

An act . 2700) granting increase of pension to Allen Blethen; and 
, . 


oint resolution (S. providing for the printing of a supple- 
ment to Wharton’s Digest of International Law. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FRYE. I renew my motion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to 
me a moment that I may ask the Senate to take up House bill 2190, 
Order of Business 1940, granting a pension to Jane Smallridge. It is 
a pension bill, granting a pension to an old lady who is now liable to 
pass away. 

Mr. BERRY. I shall have to object to anything except the Calen- 
dar. There is a bill for which I have been waiting for three or four 
days, the second number that is on the Calendar, and if we are to have 
bills considered I insist on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is in order under Rule 
VIII until 1 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. I have moved that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the fisheries treaty in open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the considera- 
tion of the fisheries treaty. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
noes have it. 

A division was called for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. I do not know how he would 
vote on this question. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
** vea.’’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but I have transferred the 
pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], and vote 
**vea.’? 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I see the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] is not here. I am paired with him, 
and therefore will not vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I announce the pair of the Senator from Colorado 
{[Mr. Bowen], who, I think, has left the city, with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL}. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). The Senator 
from New York [Mr. Evarts], I believe, is notinthe Chamber. I am 
paired with him, and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand from the Senator from Kentucky that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs] is absent, and I will trans- 
fer my pair to him and let my vote stand. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] having 
come in and voted, I now vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Iinquire whether the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
SAULSBURY | has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. He is not recorded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a general pair with him, and therefore re- 
frain from voting. 

Mr. PADDOCK, 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with 


the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
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Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] has 
not voted —— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He hastransferred his pair and voted. 
The Senator from New York is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is a misun- 
derstanding about the vote of the Senator from New York. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Alabama to say that the pair he had had 
with the Senator from New York was transferred to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VoorneEs]. Is that correct ? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Then the Senator from New York 
hould be announced as being paired with the Senator from Indiana 
who is absent [Mr. VooRHEES]. 

Mr. EVARTS. If my pair is transferred, I withdraw my vote of 





}; course, 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—24, 
| Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Sabin, 
Blair, Fdmunds, Hoar, Sawver, 
Chace, Darwell, Ingalls Sherman, 
Chandler, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hale, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 


Dawes, Hawley, Platt, Teller, 
NAYS—20, 
Reck, Colquitt, Gray, Pasco, 
Berry, Daniel, Hampton, Payne, 
Bren, George, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Gibson, McPherson, Ransom, 
Coke, Gorman, Morgan, Reagan. 
ABSENT—22., 
Allison, Davis, Morrill, Stanford, 
gate, Eustis, Paddock, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Palmer, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Plumb, Vest, 
Bowen, Harris, Quay, Voorhees, 


Walthall, 
Wilson of Iowa, 
Wilson of Md. 


Riddleberger, 
Saulsbury, 
Spooner, 


Hearst, 
Kenna, 
Manderson, 


Butler, 
Call, 
Cameron, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open exec- 
utive session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of 
the last open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive 
Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. ‘Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to postpone the further 
consideration of this treaty until the Wednesday after the first Mon- 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam advised that the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. GrorGE] had the floor. If the Senate is ready to vote I am will- 
ing to take the vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not desire to occupy the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, yesterday afternoon the debate on 
this motion to postpone this treaty seemed to have taken a good deal 
of the temper of the times, and seemed to have found the considera- 
tion of this subject in an atmosphere that was uncongenial to deliber- 
ate consideration of the very grave questions involved in it. It has 
been my purpose all the time to try to get the consideration of this 
treaty under such conditions or under such circumstances as that the 
American people would be satisfied that we had passed a quiet, judi- 
cial opinion upon it, not influenced by the pressure and heat of party 
politics. 

I have apprehended for some time that I should not be able to ac- 
complish this very desirable result, but I have determined that so far 
as I am concerned the fault of the failure to present what facts J] am 
able to array before the Senate in support of this measure shall not be 
mine. 

I have been a good deal criticised during the progress of this debate 
for having rather a serious view of this question and of its outcome in 
the future, and I confess that all of these criticisms make avery great 
impression upon me ordinarily. I am only the more confirmed in this 
instance by such matters, in the opinion that it is my duty as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Relations to try to get this question 
considered at a time when the Senate is more: dispassionate than it is 
to-day, or has been since this debate began, and I am also still more 
impressed with the belief that the attitude in which the Government 
of the United States will be put at the conclusion of our proceedings 
upon this treaty will be one that will be very embarrassing and prob- 
ably one of very great danger so far as the peace of the country is con- 
cerned, or at least so far as the quietness and proper progress of our 
commercial affairs is concerned in this country. 
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and in their wisdom. I know, however, that they do not give a n 1, somu bus t 
in my attitude credit for patriotism Certainly some of the ve ‘ ‘ his t 
heen quite free to say that they do not give me any credit for wisdom ; 1 ft Unit st t 
nevertheless, embarrassing as it must be for a Senator representing i negotiat 
sovereign State on this floor to take such thrusts put at him pers« t \ t 
and at the State he represents and the society that he happens to have Lint ion as the ¢ tuted 
belonged to in past political affiliation, I must rmly perform my duty dvise him and to « t t ne tt 
about it. I will try to do it openly and without resery I will do ts i tt t tw 
sincerely andas patrioticallyas [know how. Forif thereisany countt tel to t I t { < rit that ( with 
that I love better than this, I do not know where it is on the breadt} t | t v « ! ; le 
of this great globe. If there are any people I more admire than the ’ 1 und ‘ 
American people, I do not know who they are. If there areany inst rst ‘ O} of t United States under t t 
tutions that are sounder and wiser than ours, I have not heard of then t st of ou t 
in history. I have an idea about the Constitution of this Government lich our stat 
this p system of government under which we live, that lead i had ‘ 
‘ to have an affectionate regard for it above that of any institution tha f our hist et t é ‘ 
ever was devised by the wit of man. it wl ih ive t 
I believe, what I fear many do not believe, that this Govern t | to it when th were confronted t ‘ i i 
was born in a revolution that was organized in the world eighteen hu 1 tc t 
drec and eighty-eight years ago, and I believe the King that ve to of t very \ land I t 
5 us our liberties Himself sacrificed to the children of men His imper ( en eceived his g tha t Ve 
power when He was surrounded by legions of angels for the purpos« } t in that Ly | t 
establishing His authority among men as He chose, in either His te: t was f ect ry t rl al 
poral authority or His spiritual authority. I believe that revolution I indate which i t 
the foundation of the system that we are practicing in the United 
States, and that it was the first declaration that was ever made by | ery import pa 1p! t 
supreme authority of the right of a human being to participate in | ring t tain lett 
: own government and of his responsibility to human as well as div ' ‘ 
L authority for his conduct in that t t ! 





laid upon our shoulders in this « 




















divine right of kings torule and the dt ite to d i 1 and 

or of a strain of blood that may con ) ted ead t ~ 

veins or certain loins, but the divinity of manhood with which y ( te 

should be clothed and which we have put in force and are to continue by their votes 

to act out through the most successful examples that have ever bee I th it is a hide 

set to mankind in all the annals of g rnment Chat divinity is t led ster of t t 

ight of a human being to participate in his own government and his | when t come in 1a 

responsibility to God and to man alse for his political conduct I bel e | that this treaty | 
7 asin against the’Government of the United States, willfully perpetrated rived att ! t ! ity t letters, 

by an American citizen who is conscious of the wrong at the time he d tten by Edward ett to Mr. ¢ en 

it, is a very high moral offense. I believe that the Constitution of th« \I erett i t t t i { rht t vy to 

United States, as it is and as it will be after we have amended it bet ! nt » t | tion 

ter to conform to our future experience, places us under a moral ob] of the present action t { | { und 
f tion which is almost the coequal of any that could be mentioned i: ‘ ary b ) é : 1 tion 
i respect of any duty that is to reach away into the depths of an un to revive thera should go tot ( tt n Rk { l 

known futurity. I have that sort of erence for this Government ould by the { t ' t } 

and for this Constitution which ins; me with the belief that when | table. That is a hideous ga id gurat f t 1 

I serve, when I obey, and wh I it, Iam obedient at least to | pretended consistency of t 

that extent to the divine authority that rules amongst nations and also | this matter of the open dis { 

amongst men. hey say to the people istat 

So, while I make no boast of any peculiar patriotism, and while I am | op on, ‘* Weintend tolay t ' t 

‘ under a shadow, so far as the otber side of this Chamber is concerned en we come to fact hich are 

to which they very frequently,refer in respect to what they suppose t 1ent of the United States tl 

be my loyalty or my allegiance to the Constitution of the United Stat« yout, facts stat l argument rd Everett, t 

I feel that I stand before this Senate to-day in the rectitude of an hon: power that vot to an open t these ! : 


manhood, bound in conscience, in honor, and by my oath to the vol- | tothe light! That, sit ul 
untary and free, yes, the cordial support of everything that belongs to | ators the balance of their natural li to t 
the organic law of the United States of America; and I beg Senators, | could have | 





r 


therefore, hereafter, when they wish to refer to me in the character of | the pressureofa party caucus. ‘This is not going to 
an ex-rebel and to my honorable associates also in that same category | people of the United Statesare not going to be t 
. and undertake to reproach any work with which we may connect our-| If we are to have an open argument ¢ t 


selves by reflections upon our persons or upon our history, that they | the facts that bear upon it, and let 
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» years of the treaty there were not adozen American fishermen in British 
we had a right to go where we pleased. 
* . * 





waters fishing, notwithstandi 


A * a * 


Sure enough, what would be said of Canada? And yet we have been com- 
pelled to make it an article in this treaty asa concession to the United States | Was done. 


the Administration knows was adopted to coe 
As if any change had ever been made or at 
our tariff laws, The Senator surely knows that no 
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gooned into it either by the pressure of public sentiment. If there ever 
was a sentiment anongst fifteen million people that was universal and 
without except t was that sentiment that we were standing in that 
war for our rights under the Constitution of the United States and for 
those guaranties that had been given to us by the most express and 
solemn sanctions contained in that instrument, 

ITkne 

Continued the I ym Massachusett 

1} v, as the peo} f the North know, that there was courage in the stout 
hearts which matntaine lict for those four Jong years, Ido not be- 
lieve that the men o yuthern stock, who displayed, even when in 
the wrong, the courag tion for home and State, the aptness for com 
mand, the incy y for great aflection and generous emotion, 
the reading to « “rty and death and exile, which won the ad- 
miration of mar nd lag of the country which has forgiven them 





and restored them u is insulted and dishonored, will be quite 


content to take their tone from the Secretary of State or the Senator from Ala- 
ArmA 
There is an attempt, a cold-blooded, deliberate attempt to put the 
Senator from Alabama in a non-representative position in regard to the 
Southern sentiment, and that too for something that he never said, and 
more than that, for something that he never thought of. <A cause that 


has to be supported by finesse, misconstruction, misinterpretation, and | 


misrepresentation like that, is a cause that is not worthy of theabilities 
of that great Senator. He proceeds: 

There is no oceasion for a note of war. Firmness and strength and calmness 
and dignity and understanding and maintaining our own just rights are much 
more likely to keep peace than the supplicating and yielding diplomacy of the 
present Administration 

Supplicating and yielding diplomacy! He will find out how that is 
presently and who has prayed and who has yielded and bought peace. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] said on the 
16th of July: 

The treaty is dishonoring to the nation in many points: 

1. It isa national dishonor, because it has been negotiated after a series of 
wrongful seizures and other outrages perpetrated upon American fishing ves- 
sels for the very purpose of forcing upon us a disadvantageous bargain, and 


yet it does not include any acknowledgment of the wrongs done or provide | 


reparation therefor. The long catalogue of unjustifiable assaults upon Ameri- 


can rights has been often proclaimed to the world. The oppressions seem to | 


have been purposely intended to be offensive to American honor. The flag of 
the Union has been hauled down on the deck of an American vessel by a Brit- 
ish captain for the apparent purpose of degradation and insult. 

The intent of Canada’s whole course has been apparent from the beginning, 
to harass us into a new treaty of some sort. Therefore, no treaty should have 
been made as long as the outrages were continued, and the very first article of 
n treaty should have provided apology and ample reparation for the wrongs 
done. And yet no allusion to these occurrences is made in the treaty or in the 
President's accompanying letter; and the claims for damages for seizures and 


wrongs which were once valiantly presented are now at last left unadjusted | 


and unnoticed. No independent nation should stoop to make a treaty under 
such circumstances and with such an omission. 

If that had occurred to the Senator from New Hampshire when he 
was a member of the Presidential Cabinet during which these very 
evils and wrongs were perpetrated as flagrantly as they have been dur- 
ing Cleveland’s administration, if that idea had occurred to him then 
in the plenitude of his patriotic love of country, I suppose that that 
Senator would have been in St. Elizabeth’s by this time through the 
pressure upon his brain of the terrific neglect with which he had treated 
the great affairs of this American Union, for he and all his colleagues 
were as dumb as oysters about these things. The old offenses and the 
new, this long category, which I grant you has been unredressed 
through many varying administrations of the Governmentof the United 
States, this long category which has oftentimes been condoned by pur- 
chases of a very expensive nature made by our people was smoothly 
passed over by this alert administration of which that Senator was 
member. These gentlemen now proclaim from the house-tops to the 


world the delinquences of everybody, forgetting that they themselves | 


were the chief delinquents. What did they do or even attempt while 
in the Executive Departments to assert the rights or redress the wrongs 
of our fishermen ? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I can not yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama declines 
to vield. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have a good deal of work ahead of me yet, and I 
do not want to occupy any time skirmishing with the Senator from 
Colorado. I read again from the Senator from New Hampshire: 


2. The treaty is a national dishonor, because by it we are forced by Canada | 


towards alterations in our customs duties desired by her. 

It has occurred to me that there is really no better argument to be 
made upon this treaty than just to read these propositions and let the 
world understand, as they show upon their face, theirabsurdity. There 
are very few boys in this country who are so illogical that they can not 
understand the absurdity of these statements. 

She wishes reciprocity treaties opening our markets to her products. We 


have declined so to open them. She begins to harass us on subjects not con- | 
nected with customs duties, and we yield and negotiate a treaty looking to | 


changes in those duties. 
That is not the fact. 


This is degradation. 
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Yes, itis. It is not the degradation of the Administration, however 

| but it is the degradation of somebody else. Thati 
put at the bottom of that sentence. 


’ 


the rigut word to 














\ reciprocity treaty may be honorably made, each side giving what are nat 
uraland customary equivalents, Buta treaty by which we change our customs 
duties and Canada gives nonatural equivalent w *h we can honorably accept 

} as such is not friendly reciprocity, but on our part a pusillanimous surrender, 

| We claim full commercial rights for our vessels in Canadian ports without re- 
{ to customs duties insposed by either country She oflers to give to those 

| 3 limited commercial hts on condition that we will remove our duties on 

| f and we are asked to make that bargain We can not afford to doit. ‘I 

| equivalent for commercial rights for our vessels in British ports is the similar 





rhts now accorded their vessels in our ports. Thus let both stand or f 
Commercial rights for our ships, which we persistently claim and to which we 
believe we are entitled in return for like privileges given British ships, we can 
not safely purchase by alterations in our tariff. If we do, what ll we ask of 
Great Britain as an equivalent for the commercial rights of hervessels? Itcan 
| not be too much emphasized that the whole controversy with Canada proceeds 
from her determination to reach our markets at reduced rates of duty or with 
| 





sh 











duties removed. It is national injury, dishonor, and degradation to allow Can 
ada, backed by Great Britain, to compel us in such ways as are proposed to alter 
our customs duties, 


|} And that, after the act of 1870 making fresh fish free of duty, and 
| then repeated in 1883, was made a voluntary offer on the part of the 
Republican party of the United States to Great Britain, or to Canada. 
I read further: 

| 


8. The tr®aty is a national dishonor because itis a part of a negotiation con- 
| ducted by the representatives of England, not alone with the United States 
; Government, but, avowedly, with one political party in this country. 

When in 1885 Minister West first enticed Mr. Bayard into an unlawful agree- 
ment to extend the fishing articles of the treaty of Washington for six months 
and to ask Congress to submit the fishery question to another joint commission, 
| and public outery against this arrangement was made in behalf of the fisher- 
men, Mr. West declared that of course a majority of the Republican Senate 
would assail any arrangement made by the Cleveland administration. Mr. 
Chamberlain has also been free in thinly veiled assaults upon the Republican 
party, and Mr. Bayard has followed in his wake, while Sir Charles Tupper « 
cioses the whole purpose of the treaty negotiation to make an alliance withthe 
Democratic party and through the agency of that party tosecure the reduction 
| or removal of customs duties and free trade for Canadian producers in our 
| markets. 






I wonder if that is the same game they played on General Grant in 
1870, when they got the duty removed {from fresh fish. 
| The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] asks me what was unlaw- 
ful about the arrangement of Mr. Bayard in 1885. We shall see pres- 
ently. I will come to that after a while. 

It was not only lawful, but it was indispensable to the peace and 
security of our fishermen and the whole country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] continued in 
his abusive strain. I have never seen a gentleman so liberal in his 
abuse as this gentleman. It must be a favorite production of his mind 
and heart that he is able to lavish it to such an extraordinary extent. 
Perhaps he is retaliating for something he has received heretofore him- 
| self. I do not know anybody who has a better right to retaliate than 
he has. If I only knew the cause of his severe animadversions I could 
probably better understand his utter abandon. 

He further says: 

No further evidence can be needed to prove the truth of the assertion that the 
agents of Great Britain have opened negotiations with the Democratic party to 

obtain for Canadians alterations in our customs laws and free actess to our 
markets; and to give these isthe whole purpose and object of this British-Dem- 
ocratic alliance. It is a most shameful procedure; discreditable to ail parties, 
British and American, engaged in it. Never before in the history of this coun- 
| try did emissaries of foreign governments openly engage in negotiations and 
alliances with one political party. Citizen Genet attempted, not an appeal to 
| 





one party, but what he called an appeal to the people, and Washington sent him 
back to France. 
o ~ * = * * * 

Equally disgraced in this unprecedented business are Sir Charles Tupper, Mr. 
Joseph Chamberlain,and Mr.Secretary Bayard. The American Senate ought 
to find a way to tell them that while our party strifes are bitter enough they 
| shall not, without rebuke, be made the open basis of diplomatic negotiations. 
4. The treaty is a national dishonor, because two of the so-called plenipoten- 
tiaries, being appointed by the President without the consent of the Senate, 
were not constitutionally selected. 

By section 2, of Article II of the Constitution, the President is given power by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint ambassadors, other 
public ministers, and consuls. Without that consent (except temporarily in 
case of vacancies in offices previously established by law) he has no power to 

appoint officers of the United States to negotiate with foreign nations. But 
| without the consent of the Senate and in defiance of the Constitution, Messrs, 
Angell and Putnam, two private citizens, were appointed plenipotentiarics to 
negotiate a fisheries treaty with Great Britain; and for monthsin Washington, 
| directly in sight of Congress, they pursued their negotiations; and the wrong 
was the greater because the Senate had by a vote of 35 to 10 declared that no 
commission ought to be constituted for the negotiation of any treaty. 
. . * « 2 


The consequences, whatever they may be in future controversies, of the ad- 
missions made by the President and Secretary of State are inevitable; but 
| against the admissions of the miscalled plenipotentiaries, who were in fact only 
impertinent private citizens, the country had the right to be protected. 

I suppose there are a good many people in the United States who, 

| when they hear that President Angell and Mr. Putnam are imperti- 
nent private citizens because they were invited by the Government of 

| the United States to come into its councils and assist in its negotia- 
tions, will be very much surprised at this lofty Senatorial declamation 
which the Senator from New Hampshire uses for the purpose of char- 
acterizing those gentlemen. It will probably be considered asa denun- 
ciation ex cathedrd, and hereafter they are not to be considered as or- 
dinary citizens holding ordinary intercourse with their fellow-citizens, 
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Dut as l rtinent ] vate ¢ ) ) 
the level either of their ta t spectab Alas. that thev sho 
be condemned from t ist Senate by an ex-Secreta f the Na 
Vell. M President. I do t ect that thev will feel very m 
hurt about it i [ sh i not nde vw be i 
w to t r f m New | Ss ‘ : 
t eS Sa t D sa t 3 i 
t \ y In \ t ut of M \ 
or Mr. Put 1. ¢ NI or al ) else t ha 
strike the d d and able & i om New Har si t t the 
are ‘‘in rtinent p te cit 3? w . "7 sme iN? tters 
deen ere » this « mtr { inv the ] ( ¢ 
United States ihe Senator l¢ 
i rh ed ur ‘ i tt 
re i { 
Pie eat - i se t 4 ‘ 
only the bare rights « t : Sst } shi} ; 
not obtain for s entrv { i 1e! v i * 
wo such as are e be v granted to t s els and 
vessels of Canad i I 1 A Y I ‘ f 
When the statut ort Unit i ( 
with that d ition, the Senat \ ( | : 
it would have been better if | I I 
> be e he made that statemen t : 
uppened t Mr. ] lw —— : 
la Perhaps vanity of t cred ‘ 
| nes ft Bb ‘ i i at «} 
| tect t zhts of the New Eng ‘ was n t 
honor; and so Mr. ¢ it las said : : 
( vlian Pa . 
easy vict ry 
1aK I wa A 3 
Mr. Bayard is hardly a vain man, but he isa very proud man \ has oa vee ; Soo B ; 
: ‘ ; , . : . . sons fo I tk y able ‘ 
doubt very much if the Ame in family in all of its generations ha i » thes . . ‘ : ‘ . 
given birth and nur ‘ su rt to a man whose character fo ud remained at vas a 
tegrity, for worth, for excellence in every respect, is higher than that _ - ng 
. rr 7 . . . . l vy Ww \ i va 
of Thomas F. Bayard I know, Mr. President, that there are men in sed vould be } vith ¢ Br and ¢ ida : 
the United States who hoid themsel ve Ss up very h oh, who when they r wouid not assist the 5 I 
come into h 3 presence can not bear the contact. They feel that ther ‘ ad i the transact S © tor W 
| . 1 ; : 1 . y, 8 t has had ( ( 
| is someihing about him that rebukes them; that there is an atmos sf : pa : ‘ " 
phere about him that they can not live in, but I have never — t \ stra acti 
that man charged by friend or foe, until this debate started, with being y,iw s ! I é the ‘ 
anything else than a true man of splendid bearing, of what I mig ° -_o ; ee es cers 
. i t embers this 8 ‘ ) : 
~ term immacul ite honor. ; ; ; 5 pub sses g ds 
Che tongue of detraction and censure has been let loose here in thi you ‘ State s g to e1 3 
Chamber and at this time in a way to convince the 1, lam afraid, | that 1 ~ oral Ae ++ 
} co ates + +} er a. n rc . . ’ 
that when our doors are closed in executive session nothing but tl ana Ee i D 
scorpion’s whip is applied to the backs of American Citiz hen we | this as a Democratic measure 
we are investigating their fitness for oflice or their work in negotiating —— iii So 4 f Stata that al 
1 . , . . . vy MAL 1D LICL’ Alin ih if i Lt } 
treaties; but Il dare say, I will say in behalf of the Senate of the United | , : ; : a as ’ 
: P. . ® *» eae . n slience to ¢ ery one wn cD es ) I ‘ } 
States, that this open and public exhitition induced and compelled by | , : Saad 
the necessities of a political situation at this moment of time, is the ’ par ? 
. . : ; Lille o™ v ‘ , 
very first occasion when I have heard these things saidanddone. God, | , ] t " 
3: , . , . i Vy L if I Wi oy A ¢ ( . 
send us speedily back into the seclusion where our fathers placed u ‘ from Wi ‘ i. 
one hundred years ago and where we have been kept ever since, that 
we may have an opportunity of affecting the minds of each other in ; : 
\ debate by logic and by argument and by reason, instead of being forced i deal of re : 
; out into that field where politicians love to revel and to scatter the 
revilings before the mobs that gather around the stumps of this coun- | !! b with 3 1 Ww as , 
try too often to listen to their depraved harangues. i aesen talk chan QiAlmediaeeahianeial dacieseik aaatiier ait atriotic Ame 
Che Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] then continues e a sensa ut nd not of anger. If t 
as follows: Secretar} tate has a : 
st except the 1A f the 
But there must have been more in the surrender than the vanity and decrep ais shasta’. 1 orm very alad 
itude of Mr. Bayard. It is impossible to resist the conclusion that a combina- | yorary of State has disavow 
tion was formed between the leaders of the Democratic party to sacrifice t 
' . . } } ; +} , , f+} I 
interests of th gland fishermen and to break down our tariff system I do not know anything abou rie e ( I 
The utterances of Sir arles Tupper, which I have quoted, conclusively prov ket [t takes a wise! nd mor earned 1 t 1 l am 
. this. To carry out this plan diplomatic correspondence was dropped ; an ur ae? ; ae a ro St ‘4 
constitutional commission was created; the demand for commercial rights was | ' about tha i 0 . som & OP} —_ 
abandoned; a surrender was made to all the Canadian theories concerning the | mation upon that subject at a 
fisheries, and the initial step in the main purpose of the alliance was taken The other Senator ft 1 Mas l t M 
Article XV of the treaty, which is intended to foree Congress to remove som Osth af 1 
of our customs duties. Southern Democrats gave the orders to Northern Dem- | ~*%41 OF J U1} 
ocrats; the Democratic party abandoned its spasmodic attempt to defend the | I remember on ‘ : st La ! 1 set at of 
fishermen against Canadian aggression; and the great object of this Democratic- an attempt to ytain pe e and nee It wa it t i 
British alliance now is to pass the Mills bill, keep the Democratic party in power ‘ my days of the sess next preceding t naug at of |] 
and destroy the American tariff system. as early as January of that year, the Pens . nay . i was su : 


é * . * ’ : ; ; ‘ 
o - vs le ands not a whit less stifiable, 1 LW ess te 


Thus does the Administration of Cleveland and Bayard discredit the United | people of the United States than t ‘ nds 
States in its foreign relations 

The dishonoring acts and omissions do not concern one section of the country th 
alone. f Re 








and when a Government off l, whos 





va S « t : was ed be re 





And thus, beneath this heap of unjust and unseemly abuse, lies buried : ily w : 
what was once as proud a name and as noble and generous a man as eve! Mr. Gray. Of course the Senat 
sat in the Senate. : 

I suppose that requiescat in pace would be a charitable inscription to ve no iden of t! 


Tats 


put in the REcorD just after that funeral oration that has been p upon us. If we had fired a aati . 
i ] : J ‘ a oods . i ‘ Y 

nounced upon Bayard by his slayer, the Senator from New Hampshire any as od 

rr “* - » + ° 3 ar a j r¢ | it ‘ vas . 

Then he winds up as follows Fete ens : ~~ aa / : 
South of us a French company, instigated and supported by the French Gov 3 the excla tior We awe ‘ al emauing t 

ernment, is slowly but surely pushing its canal from the Atlantic to the Pa peo} of this country fr ‘ t lA ft 

and within five years the Isthmus of Panama is likely to become a French | © ‘ { i top to sav 1 \ 

colony, while this Administration is opposing and defeating the Nicaragua Aga President. t ‘ 

Canal scheme, proposing no canal in its place, giving up all efforts to prevent | ' ea 3 

“" or neutralize French aggression, and abandouing all assertions against either s vet at 





France or England of that traditional policy known as the Monroe doctrine, | 
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- . he result, I venture to say that it is ut- | glad indeed to find that there still lingers in the Southern veins 
ter m po t it t yas @ treaty of peace There can be i ~ ; a i i went! in 
pe i I O tie ted it on the one side and those who nego that o!d tide of blood which has been true to convictions of honor and 
tin ! r very different reasons, will find their dissatisfac- | honesty during all times of public need and during all times of perse- 
t i i the 1810 for strife will multiply on either si 1 on ; 
u fit i ) nota tw vemmonth would pass be re by con ’ : . . = 
I to retrace sian aikeaal Gee { Ir. President, having shown to the country rer » the Senate 1 
' ] ounderstand anything about this, and does not want to kr 
“ * ywwn toth e temper of mind in which vy 
> ' ' ‘ . : 
‘ that the Canadian ne { ‘ \ | WwW el red 1n estions concerning this treat 
bel ( ! ‘ rse in I i 1, f 1 ‘ } ‘ 
i ument and < sone toans ‘ Zp ited re ince oI the argum t un 
ek h t vt th judge whethe | t] € cl ) I rie € I ese denunciat 
i ! ! ed_the deba uld telegraph to | ‘ 1 ! th t to tone o ith will find at the | 
the Brit 1 { j to t i Mr. Bavard one positions whi j ‘ } lead } : hall 
he made r 4 : t to whicha 7 was induced | ¢ f them the true solution of this caucus movement, I shall no\ pt 
to { e his consent ot that which Mr, Bayard fused to letthe Ser l ) 1O* th bee he cour ef b ory about a] I 
1 I I th I | 
= hav c : he e the anadian Parhament end m pot gt ay this } ma te which been 1 1 ¢ Lh and for which th 
é ent « tt had reed that: dy sh know these | ' j 
: Pa : 1 A nistration come in fo f ] ‘ ‘ ousal 
| 
to put i by side the t ‘ Bayard tl 1 1 that is in reg itot yrotoco] l 1 » mod ? 
th } ‘ s iknowt se nd the statement | I want to treat tha I do « other « y au QO! 3a 
of ‘ same subject, sot t } r those who cars . 4 Sau 36 1 
to o t I : . “TE . : . to make up a< matter Dy itse per e ft ts ol t { que tion r¢ 
f rd 7 i not to } iumbled nd conf 1 oth . tt } 
in res] l of tl tre > ito rom M | « t or extrar us to it ner quit nough r l 
cl t A ) | coming to a pi on bout t g t ut 
} 1 . 4 
! ‘ t | the facts which b ippropriately to it, to its interpretation, to th 
« t I t ‘ ity for its « tent i to the good that i hoped that it will 
r,a ym lish 
| + . ’ ; 
rurther on { shall t I ing devote my tim 
Sir, not less Canada than the United States will find this treaty not atreaty | pro } und I i tol e the Ry 
of p ith the ut because it is  pusillani is surrender by us | ++ ; 
> ? ‘ rot 
of v rights, and ise, though the Canadians have obtained co ee s0F 3 - am TBpors : ; 
a dresser doy. eater and the larger object for the attainment of which tl | tt feature t ( tl it has l 
used t only as an iment they have utterly failed lalleged t i Adm stration ha 
It is a marvel to see how deftly the Senator has answered himsel , ward 1 want to 1 re Wh l n -e 
when he shows how Canadians have “utterly failed’ to get what | began, and how it began, whom it originated, and t ruits and 
t} e) t i t reat | results of it, so as to see y¥ rt e@ « ves again t esent 
The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY] said, on | Administration are justifiable 
Mr. Gra T - n has a yul er he ouchtnot. | We all know that the treaty of 1854 expired in 1866; that i - 
, uh i saat | ° . —- «© . . 
ir of f er ved ‘ ndm ! clear ut | tinued for twelve years. We Know that that was a treaty ol pretty 
he says is « | broad reciprocity. There is one thing about that treaty which I sup 
i i t j ol e neg ) mid 7 - } ‘ 
told that it is none of1 siness what were the steps which led to this re ult, pose 13 not gener uly known; that there is ne in the Department of 
1 shall consider the proposition made by the Senator from Delawar | State or in the archives of the Senate or anywhx e preserved in 
' e . 
My oom Ay Are we not negotiat 4 ourseives under the Constitution ? iw riting any statement or m« morandum whatever which shows what 
ir. Daw I rt d like toknow why weare not permitted to s« bead ' re 1] ! 
i : " ner | ‘ ‘ant earely . +4 bo } ‘ . 
hear what has been done up to this time in the negotiation | hegotiauon was sCepe : rely the treaty ltseli. Calis we — 
} 4 } ; - . ' ; ¥ r 
Gray. We have been permitted to see and hear all that has been done. | by the Senate, on the resolution of Mr. Webster, for a production of 
it. Daw es, and we are indebted to Sir Charles Tupperin the Canadian | the memorandum, of the protocol, orof any other thing that was con- 
Pa iment fos i t face of an absolute refusal by our own Secretary « i 4 4 4 ~ 1 ‘ 
Siate to gi t t t 6 re ult We ha get into t pretty th | nected with the negotiation of the treaty of 1 1, but nothing was to 
a t srive ul excel Lise suit. vé ve i } I ) I I . é : 
ourhlyv. an < Ame} 1 people to that foreign 1 be found to illustrate it or to explain it in any way W : I 
gotiator fort | Iam not complaining ofthat. In fact, I think that the best system 
is nota ta ent of diplomacy is to let a treaty speak from its four corners exactly what 
| . > ’ . . . . = 
‘Then the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] paid his respects to | its meaning is, so that neither party can resort to extraneous matter, 
n iin. He sa | such as protocol or précis or contemporaneous correspondence, for the 
eadidant ws ia n the Senator from A a concluded his aa | purpo se of inte rpreting the text of the treaty. oth the Governments 
dres the 2 tu to the Democra he Senate and said, | have had a good deal of trouble in the interpretation of the treaty of 
“ye lemoc t et abe t ‘ he Governm«e Ln whe 1e Ss it t MO” « —_ , p 212 vr, . . S oa} . ser 9 
Fellow Democra to the Governm and when he said that | 1783 and the treaty of 1818 regarding the fisheries, to say nothing of 
he looked into t fa f thy fourths of those on the Democratic side of the . : 


f the United States, who 


Senate who had been in arms againstthe Governm«s } 
i nd to life, and | 
| 





ev right they had to citizenshiy 1d to erty a 
vernment of the United States nevers “la drop of blood after the 
r Was ove : gave them the privilege of coming here and sitting here to 
mas aw ito pass upon t ] j 





I suppose if I had turned around towards the Senator from Colo 


rado I would ha na valiant hero, who had wounds on him and | 
blood which he had shed under the other flag. Perhaps he did; I do 
not say he did b onl) 1 say I never heard of it. Iam sorry | 
I did not. If I had known he was going to be such a formidable an 
tavonist I t ly ld have gone upon a raid for him; I would have | 
{ to pick him up 1 got the Democratic party rid of a man w 


to he ready to fight them with bayonet and saber and sword as 
lo there is one of them left to fight only with words. A man of 























peace who will not be peaceful, a man of mercy who is always cruel, 
who had at opportunities to settle fishery questions with 
o hou rht, } who was so devoted to other matters of supreme 
concer the ad 1istration of which he a very distinguished 
} rt ver 0 1 to The Senator from 
cr ( 
| 
. . a . ‘ 
f et the Ar an people will be edified when | 
he is to derate associates and says, ‘‘ The men on the other side | 
of the Cha rare! patriots; they do not act in the interest of the Govern 
vent; tl for party purposes and party purposes alone, and although w 
ha , i r reco! uch we have gone back on that which we asse ooo? 
“i co | towo back on the assertions of the Secretary of State 
re mi o ¢ it Britain, yet we are the patriots and we alone are to 
be t ’ lent, he will notfool anybody. We heard that be- 
‘ e been hearing it ever since. The great American heart 
] t t} zt verican heart that was touched when 
Sur \ h erican heart that stood all the hard- | 
j rht these people back in close con- | 
nec ‘ rts { e now, and we will welcome them | 
toa at w vim ‘ t W not here oranywhere else per: 
itt t : t more patriotism, more love for Ameri- | 
ca ‘ iand A wn Awerican glory than we. 
| 
Compa re od ndulged in them, and I donot | 
ni 4 ‘ t! yu t ] world has nots 
the time it will see t t ome of these when you will be | 


| many other treaties we have made with Great Br 


; the meaning of the treaty as it might have been read asid: 





itain and other for- 
eign powers, through the emphasis that protocols sometimes thro 


| upon a particular word or a particular sentence to the destruction ot 


le from any 
such gloss, 
rhe treaty of 1854 thus negotiated stood for twelve years as an at 

rangement between the people of the United States and the people of 
Canada and Great Britain on the subject of these fisheries. It will ap- 
pear in the remarks and in the statements which I shall produce from 
the record presently, that prior to 1854 there had been a great deal of 
very severe controversy between Great Britain and the United States, 
or rather between the Canadian provinces and the United States, over 
every one of the questions which has been introduced into this debate. 











When Mr. Seward found that that treaty was about to expire, wit! h 
that bold and splendid sagacity which never deserted him and w!] 

made him a masterful man in diplomacy, he saw the necessity of : 
ranging some manner by which the people of the United States a 
Canada could get along after our abrogation, under notice, of the treaty 





of 1854 should have relegated us to theinfinence of the treaty oi 1818, 


| What did Mr. Seward do? He did not hang back and say, ‘‘ We 
1all have retaliation with Great Britain.’’ Hedid not say, ‘‘ We shall 
have no further negotiations; that the time for negotiation has passed.’’ 
He did not say that we paid more for our fishery rights under the 
treaty of 1854 than they were worth. He did not sit himself down in 
the gloom of sullen silence and refuse the outstretched hand of Great 
‘ritain for a further negotiation. Not by any means. On the con- 
trary, he invited it; he provoked it. What did he do? He wrote a 
letter to Mr. Adams, April 10, 1866, as follows: 
[Inclosure 4 in No. 459.] 
ur.8 lio Mr. Adams. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, Aprii 10, 1866. 
rn: Isend you acopy of a very suggestive letter from Mr. Richard D, Cutts, 
, perhaps, you are aware, was employed as surveyor for marking, on the 
-t of the United States, the fishery limits under the reciprocity treaty. 


By the way I shall her re take occasion to remark that it was in that 
treaty of 1854 that the first delimitation was ever attempted, and that 
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ine v el—I beg leave to state that, having been ordered by Captain Arabin, 
on the 9th of Ma 1823, to board the said schooner, lying in Shelburne harbor, 
I wentin the gig, ma i by four seamen and the corporal of marines, and, 
having boarded, demanded her papers. Ll inquired what brought him within 
the ts And the master replied,to avoid astorm. How long he had been 
at anchor? He rep! ed, he had but just anchored I then ordered the master 


g to the orders I had received from Captain Arabin, an 


I was ordered on board and to bring the master and 





HENRY TROUCH, Midshipman 


His Majest loop Argus 


That was r of the seizure. Now,what was done with her 


the maune 
ov that , 


aie aay 


iis Masestry’s Stoopep ArGus, Ilalifax, August 10, 1823 


Being ordered by Captain Arabin, on the 9th of May, to take charge of the 
American schooner ¢ irles and proceed along the coast to St. John, New 
Brunswick, and detain s i unlawful vessels as I might meet in my way, I 
sailed from Shelburne onthe l2thof May,and,on my way to St. John, detained 
one English and one American schooner,and arrived at St. John on the 20th 


of May, at which place I was taken out of the schooner Charles and she was dc- 
livered into the custom-li oT 
Il, LEGARD, Midshipman 


it was seized on the 9th of May, the flag was hauled down, the Brit- 
ish flag put upon her as a cruiser, and on that same day she was sent 
down the bay for the purpose of arresting smuguylers, and she arrested 
and detained one English and one American schooner. They got back 
with her, as will appear in the next letter of Mr. D. B. Innes, lieuten- 
ant of His Majesty’s sloop Argus, on the 20th of May. He says, in 
writing to Capt. John Dandas of the same ship: F 


On the 20th of May the Charles arrived,and was reported to the collector of 
t customs for libeling On the 2ist she was manned and given in charge of 
Mr. Ilugh Bowers, midshipman, and sent down the bay in quest of smugglers ; 
when the master requested a passage,he was taken on board and landed at 
Campo Bello, about 2 miles distant from Moose Island (United States), On the 


7th of June the Charles again joined the Argus,and was ordered to St. John’s, 


where she was given up to the collector of His Majesty’s customs for legal ad- 


judication 

John Quincey Adams was Secretary of State at that time, the man 
who, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] affirms, never did 
anything contrary to his conscience and never omitted to act when his 
conscience was brought into play and challenged as the ruler and guide 
of hisconduct. Here was this ship which was seized for nothing else but 
the fact that she had run in for shelter, run in from a storm, which 
was there but a few hours within a bay to which she had a right to re- 
sort under the treaty of 1818. She was seized on the 9th day of May, 
1823; on that day immediately she was converted into a British cruiser, 
sent down the bay, arrested one American and one Engtish ship, and 
then returned, and on the 20th day of that month she was reported to 
the collector of customs for libeling, and on the 2lst was libeled, and 
afterwards she was condemned. 

\Iir. President, there was an affront to the flag of the country which 
aroused the attention of Mr. Adams. ‘There was an injury to a pri- 
vate citizen by which his ship was taken away from him and con- 
demmed for a cause that was entirely unjustifiable, for he had a right 
to yo there under that treaty for shelter. He went in out of a storm. 
It was a thorough abuse of the treaty, and yet after Mr. Monroe went 


nd so on down, and when the matter was brought distinctly to the 
attention of Mr. Clay by the consul at Halifax as something which de- 
manded recompense from the British Government, the whole subject 
wis allowed to pass away in absolute silence. 
Mr. President, the statesmen and citizens of that day and time were 


just as proud and as patriotic as we are, but they did not feel the | 


necessity on that occasion of calling it a humiliating and pusillani- 
mous surrender to the British Government. They did not then feel 
the necessity of demanding some higher apology than Mr. Bayard ob- 
tained from the British Government in a recent case of the like kind. 

Why are these distinctions? Because on that occasion a political 
party had not got hold of this thing as a football, whereas to-day the 
idea in this treaty and in everything connected with it is to attempt to 
identify the great Democratic party of this country with the British 
Government. The idea is to retlect upon our efforts, feeble and una- 
vailing though they have been so far, to relieve this country from tax- 
ation by showing or attempting to show before the great body of the 
people of this country, especially our Irish friends, that the Democratic 
party are in sympathy with Great Britain, and Senators, honorable 
men, who in private life would hesitate and would not actually inflict 
a wrong or an injustice upon another man, either as to his sentiments 
or opinions, are found here undertaking to brand men as being on the 
side of the British when they have demanded and wrung apologies 
and reparations from the British Government for acts which John 
Quincy Adams did not pass over in silence, it is true, but for which he 
really demanded no reparation and got none. 

No man can state a stronger case of abuse of the flag, the abuse 
of international comity, the abuse of international law, the abuse of 
the treaty of 1818, the abuse of every claim we had to respectability— 
no man ean state a stronger case than that which passed under the ob- 
servation of Mr. John Quincy Adams in 1823. It finally came down 
as a legacy to Henry Clay, and he buried it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AvaustT 14, 


Mr. Addington replied to this demand of Mr, Adams upon this sub- 

jecton the 10th of June, 1824, as follows: 
Mr. Addington to Mr. Adams. 
WASHINGTON, June 10, 1824. 

Sir: In reference to the subject of a letter which I had the honor to address 
to you on the 12th of October last, namely, the detention by Captain Arabin, of 
liis Majesty's ship Argus, and illegal employment as a British cruiser of the 
American fishing schooner Charles, on which subject I subsequently, in pursu- 
ance of instructions from home, gave you verbally the assurance “that orders 
wouldbe issued by His Majesty’s Government that any American vessel detained 
by the Charles while thus irregularly employed should be restored to the owner, 
even although liable on other groundsto becondemned,.”’ [have now the honor 
to inform you that an inquiry having been instituted into this subject by orders 
of the admiralty it has been found that only one American vessel, the Dolphin, 
was detained by the Charles previous to her adjudication, and that the requisite 
intimation for the restoration of that vessel has been made tothe proper authori- 
ties in conformity with the assurance thns given to the United States Govern- 
ment on the part of His Majesty's ministers. 


I have the honor to be, with distinguished consideration, sir, your most obe- 


dient humble servant, 


Hi. U. ADDINGTON, 
To Hon. Jonn QuINCY ADAMS, efc. 


That is what was done to us in the way of apology and excuse. 
Charles R. Vaughan, writing to Mr. Clay on the 5th of February, 1826, 


| thiee years after the date of this seizure, says: 


Mr. Vaughan to Mr. Clay. 
WASHINGTON, February 5, 1826, 
Sim: I have the hovor to acknowledge the receipt of your note dated the 2d 
instant, calling upon me to engble you to satisfy the inquiries of Mr. Moody 
about the result of the reference of his case to the British Government by my 


| predecessor, Mr. Canning, complaining of the capture of a fishing schooner, his 
| property. 


Upon a reference to the archives of this mission, I find that the complaint of 
Mr. Moody was referred, in the first instance, to the rear-admiral commanding 
the British naval force at Halifax, and that, subsequently,in adispatch dated 
November 15, 1823, a communication from the British admiralty was transmitted 
to Mr. Addington, His Majesty’s chargé d'affaires at Washington, informing 
him that the schooner Charles had been regularly condemned in the vice-ad- 
miralty court of the Province of New Brunswick, and that it was not expected 
that the Government of the United States would lend further countenance to 
the complaints of the owner. 

The condemnation of this vessel took place upon the grounds of a breach of 
the act of the 59th George LI1, chapter 28, for the protection of the British fish- 
eries, and which act was passed in conformity with the stipulations of the con- 


| vention econeluded between His Britannic Majesty and the United States on the 








20th October, 1815, 

The circumstances attending this capture are detailed in a note addressed by 
Mr. Addington, His Britannic Majesty’s chargé d’aftaires, to the minister of the 
United States having the Department of State, dated the 12th October, 1823. I 
have the honor to refer you to that dispatch, which contains the documents in 


| explanation of this capture, reccived from the rear-admiral upon the Halifax 


station, and to request you to accept the assurances of my highest considera- 
tion. 


CHAS. R. VAUGHAN. 

Right then and there that question died. A greater insult than that 
was never offered to the American flag, that you should seize one of 
our fishing vessels in violation of the treaty of 1818, and on the same 
day, within a very few hours, you should haul down the American flag, 
dismiss the crew from on board the ship, take the captain and transfer 
him in custedy really to the shore; that you should run up the British 
flag and send the ship down the bay cruising; that she should on the 
same day seize an American ship for an alleged offense of smuggling 


bn : re ; | and also a British ship; that she should stay out, as a British cruiser, 
out of office that matter was referred to the subsequent administration, | 


until the 20th day of the next month, in June, and then she should be 
brought in and submitted to the custom-house for libeling; that on 
the 2lst day of June the libel should be prepared and lodged against 


| her; that immediately she should again be put into commission, fer 


that is the idea, as a British ship, and sent out on another cruise, and 
kept at that work until finally she is condemned, and that not only no 
apology is made for it, but that a justification was interposed by the 
British Government of the seizure, and the act of her colonial court in 


| condemning the ship was to be held of such force and validity, and was 


so accepted by the American Government as being of such force and 
validity, as that the British Government should be allowed to say that 
it was not expected that the Government of the United States would 
lend further countenance to the complaint of the owner; and sure 
enough they did not; and there died the case of the Charles. That is 
the whole history. 

Man after man has graced the position of Secretary of State from that 
day down to this, and the case of the Charles sleeps in the tomb of the 
Capulets. No man has ever reached forth his hand, armed with Ameri- 
can patriotism and panoplied by truth and justice, to make a demand 
upon the British Government for the Charles, for the honor of the flag. 
It is all right to haul down American flags provided it is not done 
when Grover Cleveland is a candidate for the Presidency. 

Next come the cases of the Reindeer and the Ruby. Let us see what 
they had against the Reindeer and the Ruby, two American fishing 
ships. This case is stated by John Jones, master, to Captain Hoare, 
of His Majesty’s sloop Dotterel. 


His Mavesry’s Stoop Dorrere.’s Boar, 
St. Andrews, N. B,, July 27, 182A. 


Sin: I beg leave to represent that on 25th instant, when cruising in the yawl, 
in pursuance of yourerders, off the Grand Menan— 


That is near the mouth of the Bay of Fundy— 


for the protection of our fisheries, I received information of several American 
fishing vessels being at anchor at Two Island Harbor, and that two of them, 
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No. 5 was the ease of the schooner Java. The master of the Java 
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condemned him out of hand without the benefit of clergy or mainprise. 
Phe pext case is No. 6, the case of the Eliza, at Portland. 
the affidavits of six men sworn to before Mr. Morrow, consul of the 


United States, on the 13th of June, 1839. They state: 


I on ¢ t t t th day of April last, these appearers sailed in and 
wit 1e said schooner from Portland, on an intended fishing voyage on the coast 
» and the Bay of St. Lawrence, having on board materials and 

x voyage, and which voyage was expected to 


L s« »ner carried no articles whatever suitable for a trading voy - 
nor had any one of these appearers any goods, wares, or mer- 
rewith to carry on any trade or traffic, but solely intended and 
fitted out for the fishery, with nets, hooks, and lines, salt, etc. 

Chat from the day on which they sailed, they never caught or cured any fish 
whatever, within 10 or 12 miles of any part of the coast, and never made any 
harbor, except when unavoidably compelled to do so, namely: on or about the 
Sth of May, it blowing a heavy gale from the east, they were compelled to make 
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Schooner Charles discharged without a ex 
rhat is a different schooner from the oneof which I was speaking this 
morning, which was condemned. 
ooner Charles discharged without any expense 
Schooner Mayflower, of Boothbay, releas expense unted to £75 
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The Eliza, Charles, and Mayflower have evidently been brought under the 





operation ot a law which I can not but feel is exceedi severe—perhaps | 
should unjust. It was thought advisable, however, to pay the sums at 
which they were assessed, rather than have the vessels detained, and perhaps, 
subjected to further dil 
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the court of vice-admiralty. 





The Magnolia, Independen 

of vice-admiralty on the 5th instant, and an or 
to take place immediately. 

rhe owner of the two former is here, and he will proceed to Yarmouth to 
purchase them, Ihave a power of attorney from the owner of the Hart to pur- 
chase for him; and I have given directions that the Java may also be bought 
n account of the owners, if it be possible by so doing, to save these poor men 
from ruin. 
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The Hyd Ally remains in my pos ion, and will, I think, be claimed in a 
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» collector of light duties had absconded. 
1 


n so that 
reported 











rhe master of this vessel w have to pay the expenses att lant on le- 
ind custody, for which I have become answerable, an wil 1 to be 
re ursed I do not know. 
i have the honor to be, sir, your obed t. 
j N ROW. 
i Jouwn I SYTH 
ry S } $ { 

There was the te of six vessels and others that had been 
der these aceusat these charges which I have just read, az 
it w b 10st every single ground of complaint found to 





this treaty, and every single ground of complaint found in respect of more 


itrages that have been inflicted upon us by the British 





people. Our Government sat down and permitted these things to go on 
unrebuked and unnoticed, and they wenton through all the different ad- 
ministrations, including that of General Grant, Mr. Hayes, and Mr. 
Arthur, and nobody raised a voice either to rebuke or to demand in- 
demnity for any of these acts. But this consul’s letter introduces a 
new topic here, a very interesting one, because it has been asseverated 
on the part of Senators here continually in the most emphatic, not to 
say dogmatic, way that no question had ever been made about the Gut 
of Canso, and therefore it was a work of supererogation on the part of 
Mr. Bayard to put into the treaty anything about our fishermen going 
through that. Senators had better inform themselves about the his- 
tory of our country before they put in these statements. I have called 
your attention here to what Mr. Morrow had to say about that in that 
first case. Let us trace that a little farther. 
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| 
} ‘ ( rents have arisen out of differences of opinion i 
hetwee ‘ i t ind meaning of this articl Yetin the ac- | 
tun ) the treaty, committed on the part of Great | 
Hritain tot lar of subordina agents subject to and controlled by local | 
ley j diffictultvic rowing out of individual acts have sprung up fromtime | 
to time. and of t ej tps the most grave in their character are the recent | 
Kel es of Aimerican vessels made, it is believed, under color of a provincial | 
law entitled “ William 1V, chapter 8, 1836,” enacted doubtless with a view rigor- | 
ously to restrict, If not intended directly to aim a fatal blow at our fisheries on | 
the « tof Nova Scotia } 

Prom the information in the possession of the Departmant,it appears that | 
the provincial authorities assumed a right to exclude American vessels from all 
their bgeys, even inciuding those of Fundy and Chaleurs, and to prohibit their 
approach within 3 miles of a line drawn from headland to headland. 

Lhese authorities also claim aright to exclude our vessels from resorting to | 
their ports untess in actual distress, and American vessels are accordingly warned 
to depart or ordered to get under way and leave a harbor whenever the pro- 

) 


vincial custom-house or British naval officer supposes, without a full examina- 
tion of the eircumstances under which 
rea iable time 


Then he proceeds to argue his view of the convention after having 
stated the British view in a very clear way It might be very well for | 
Senators here who are hypercritical in certain matters to attempt to 
take the distinction made by Mr. Forsyth in this letter between con- | 
troversies with officers of the provinces and the questions treated by 
the treaty of 1818, which bring up cases of difficulty between the Gov- 
ernments. If Senators were disposed to do me, humble and unpre- 
tending and unpretentious as I am, that justice that is due from one 
gentleman to another, in reading the remarks which I had the honor 
to make to this honorable body in 1886 and 1887, they would see that 
I take there exactly the same distinction that Mr. Forsyth took in that 
case, that in respect of the treaty of 1818, as between the two Govern- 
ments, it did not appear that it was necessary to have it amended as 
to the fundamental principles embodied in the treaty at all. 

But whatever amendment was necessary was to be obtained by ne- 
gotiation, as I thought and felt and so expressed myself, not in respect 
to the fandamental or organic principles contained in that treaty about 
which the Governments disagreed, but in respect to the mere manner 
of its application to the local interests and by the local population, the 
Canadian Government being the party on one sideand individual Amer- 
icans being the parties on the other. I havestated that fact heretofore, 
and have said as much about it now as I care to say. Senators can, if 
they choose, misunderstand it or misrepresent it as they please. I be- 
lieve I am rectus in curia on that question. I have nothing now to 
excuse or to apologize for in what I have said here except this, that 
when I spoke on this subject before, in 1886 and 1887, I was speaking 
under that sort of embarrassment and restraint that I hope every Sen- 
ator will feel under when he has to speak in anticipation of questions 
that may arise between this Government and some other government, 
and when he may feel that even his humble attitude or humble voice 
may be misconstrued by some foreign government into incorrect inter- 
pretations of concessions made by men on this floor. 

lor, after all, I do not know that I feel more honor in having a seat 
on this floor in any capacity that I have at all, than I doin being placed 
by the Constitution of the United States as one of the advisers of the 
President of the United States in the conduct of negotiations between 
this country and foreign countries. If there is any duty more delicate | 
or more responsible than that I have failed to seeit. And it is one that 
I have felt ought not to be exposed to general public criticism, and one 
the exercise of which I have always thought that I, among my col- 
leagues, should have unembarrassed liberty. 

But so it is; we have not got it to-day. We do not dare to enjoy it 
or proclaim it. The Senators of the United States here know that | 
there are very important facts that are concealed by their own action | 
in this case that they do not dare to reveal to the British Government, 
and even while I am here attempting to defend this treaty, I have to 
de it, not in the light of the facts as the American people will read 
them, but in the light of the facts as we know them in the secret 
archives of this body, the doors of which as to them are closed now by 
a majority vote of this body. That is the secret of the situation. I 
proclaim it to the people of the United States, and I defy any Senator 
on this floor to dispute the proposition. I cast my challenge at your 
feet now and ask you to take it up. 

| do not wonder, Mr. President, at that great and sagacious states- 
man, Mr. Seward, when he cast his eyes back over this rough history 
of our transactions with Great Britain, and the almost impossibility of 
arranging matters even hy negotiation in consequence of the interposi- 
tion, under the treaty of 1818, of the local authority in the Canadian 
provinces, I do not wonder, when he cast his eye back, that he looked 
with trepidation—yes, with alarm—upon the termination of the re- 
ciprocity treaty of 1854, and provided, or attempted to provide, by the 
tender of this protocol which I read in my remarks to-day, to provide 
a modus vivendi at least until we got into ground where negotiation 
might smooth the way and make the final relations of Great Britain 
and Canada and the United States those of peace and satisfaction, in- 
stead of discord and trial. 

[ recur again to that proposition, from which I can not get away, that 
in the very nature of the fishery interests which we have in those coasts, 
the right being a joint proprietary right in the fisheries there, whose | 
wealth hascalled forth the most eloquent portions of the remarks of the | 
Senator from Massachusetts, who quoted from more ancient authors still, | 


they entered, that they have been there 
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that this interest so valuable, so complicated, so interwoven in every 
respect with the relations existing between the people of Canada and the 
United States can not be regulated except by agreement; the power of 
the human intellect and the power of government is inadequate to the 
task of making smooth, complete, and satisfactory arrangements for 
the future enjoyment and disposition of a right so intricate and so in- 
timate as this is, where the rights of every man may depend in a large 
degree upon the conduct, and even the forbearance, of his neighbor. 

The American Senate, the American Congress, and the American 
President may worry with this question for another century and there 
will be no solution of it in which justice will prevail or in which peace 
can be secured other than by friendly arrangement with those persons 
mutually interested with us in this valuable right. Tenants in com- 
mon, even of a tract of land where they enjoy per my et per tout, can not 
regulate their affairs, there being no umpire to control them beyond 
their will; they can not regulate their affairs by the law of retaliation. 
The lex talionis has no place in connection with the rights and privileges 
between men, neither has it between nations, and whoever resorts to 
it resorts to a causeof continual aggravation and friction instead of one 
of peace, satisfaction, and beneficent results. 

After Mr. Seward had failed to have his modus vivendi adopted, to 
which the British Government, after all, made but a very slight ob- 
jection, and indicated that they had a will in that direction which could 
be easily influenced, these troubles arose again, as they will always 
arise from the very nature of the case—not any more from Canadian 
cupidity than from American aggression. 

It is the case of two men jointly interested in a gold mine, where 
they have to sink a shaft and work out the veins—or the unwashed 
gravel—where their interests are those of tenants in common, but where 
each is working with his own bucket and his own pick. When they 
gec into the mine and realize the golden harvest of course friction arises 
between them, and it rises to the magnitude to which every quarrel 
will, where there is the least ground of complaint of one against the 
other, and the common treasure is sought by rivals who dig side by 
side. 

So it is with the fisheries. The Senator from Massachusetts describes 
to us the shores as absolutely lined with vast supplies of human food 
that congregate on the coast of Canada at certain seasons of the year. 
Under such circumstances there must be one of two things. 

‘There must be either a court to whom the difficulties must be re- 
ferred, with the power of absolute decision, or there must be a con- 
sentive arrangement guarantied by the sovereignty of both Govern- 
ments and which neither feels that it can in honor violate. There is 
no court between Great Britain and the United States that can settle 
controversies of this kind. Each is a sovereign in its own right, and 
its representations, no less than its assertions, are taken as the words 
of sovereignty, and they have to be either obeyed or accommodated by 
some additional arrangement. 

Here we are, Mr. President; there Mr. Seward was, there was the 
field he had before him. Here these difficulties came, rising like evil 
weeds from a fertile soil, as they must come and rise, from the very 
nature of the circumstances, though no man can tell who sowed the 
seed there. He had these difficulties, and he afterward proposed a 
modus vivendi almost inthe very terms that Mr. Bayard bas proposed 
here. 

Then our friends the Republicans, having thorough mastery of the 
whole field; having a majority that was absolutely irresistible; a ma- 


jority whose exploits in legislation are almost unparalleled by the 


worst hours of despotism under the British crown—no House of Com- 


| mons ever went to a greater extent than those legislators did or had 


the power to go—they had the whole thing in theirown hands. What 


| did they do? They negotiated the treaty of 1871, and as has been 


argued here diligently and adroitly by the Senator from New York 
{Mr. EvartTs], the distinguished diplomatist of this country, they 
have employed the fishery quarrel as a lever with which to pry Great 
Britain from its foundation and compel it to yield a settlement of the 
Alabama claims. Ah! what love of fishermen was there; what glory 
in their achievements in the war of 1812; what fond looking forward 
to national pride and prowess was in that arrangement, when the 
rights of the poor fishermen were confessedly taken and made a ful- 
crum for.the lever by which to pry the Alabama claims into position 
for the benefit of the insurance companies! 

The Republican party was then in its earliest years, almost in its in- 
fancy. If there is ever a chance in the world to sacrifice a poor man 
and his rights for the benefit of some rich corporation they never miss 
the opportunity, and the treaty of 1871, as characterized here by the 
Senator from New York and as argued laboriously and diligently by 
him, was intended for that very purpose. They were willing to prom- 
ise to the Canadians that which resulted afterward in five and a half 
million dollars damages assessed against us for the use of the inshore 


' fisheries. The Senator from Maine says they were not worth anything. 


The testimony in this book, to which I shall have occasion to refer dur- 
ing the short debate that we shall have about this matter—the witnesses 
in this book—all show they were of no value. Our commissioners at 
Halifax argued, and proved as we contend, that they were of little or 
no value. They took the inshore fisheries and agreed to pay the diiler- 
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e paid in order to get the opportun 
hts of our fishermen—for the purpos 
ns on a proper foundation for the benefit 
he British people had no more right 
when that treaty was nerotiated, to any fishing privileges upon the 
coast of the United States than I have the 1 

the Senator from Delaware and take his goods, wares, and merchandise 


But in order to get that treaty of 1871 what did you 





ight to enter the house ol 


which did not exist before—full fishing privileges down 39 degrees o 
north latitude; free fish and fish oil of all d lg 

Now, for what? What sort of response was that to these cases that 
lay open on the record of your diplomatic department unrepealed, un 
requited, unavenged, unapologized for 

Ihe Senator from Delaware very well says that the treaty of 1871 
gave them the right to go into Chesapeake Bay and Delaware Bay, un 
less the sovereignty of the States of Delawareand Maryland prevented 
Congres; from doing that—which I am quite sure is the fact. 

That was the treaty of 1871, and that was the Republican expedient 
for getting rid of the honorof thecountry. They had plenty of chance 
then to fight for the flag. They had plenty of chances to rebuke Great 
Britain for the insults that lay thick in our history, for taunts made at 
our flag. They had a chance to repair the damages and wrong done to 
these various fishermen. But, sir, there was not even so much asa 
presentation of the claim. You say Mr. Bayard made no settlement 
in this last treaty of the claims in favor of American fishermen which 
have occurred since 1875. What settlement did you make of all that 
long list of claims, nearly three hundred of them, that existed before 
1871? Instead of insisting on the honor of your flag, and instead of 
having these claims attended to and paid, you never made a single 
whimper of dissatisfaction about it, but went on and gave Great Britain 
more than she had ever claimed before—in fisheries, free fish, and oil 
and in money $5,500,000—to buy your peace! Yet you complain of 
us now for not aggravating and pushing this country suddenly into a 
war for all this long historical catalogue of supine neglect of the inte 
ests and welfare of the people of the United States. 

You made the treaty of 1871. After awhile General Grant found out 
that that treaty was likely to be a bad thing, and he negotiated a treaty 
with Great Britain, to Article XLV of which I desire tocall the espex 
attention of the Senate. It reads as follows: 


ARTICLE XIV. 


When the ratifications of this treaty shall have becn exchanged, and the laws 


required to carry it into operation shall have been passed by the Imperial Par 
liament of Great Britain and by the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada on 
the one hand, and by the Congress of the United States on the other, then Arti 
les XXII, XXIII, XXLV, and XXV of the treaty of May 8, 1871, between Great 
t 


Britain and the United States shall become null and void 





What were those articles? Providing for the payment of cash i 
demnity for the difference in the value of the fisheries, inshore, of the 
United States and Canada. By that you would have saved the tive 
and a half millions that you have squandered, either in your fright 
about British power or in your desire to make money for your big cor 
porations and your rich ship-owners by getting hold of some compensa- 
tion for the Alabama claims. 

General Grant had the sagacity to see this. The Senate of the 
United States, then almost exclusively Republican, rejected it. They 
failed to take the advice of that wise and able man and statesman, 
who, though not born in an atmosphere of law, nevertheless grasped 
the great fundamental and organic principles of constitational liberty 
and also of law, like Napoleon graSped them, who held hig! 
among the jurists of France as he did among the soldiers of th 

General Grant saw the evil day, and while he did not hide himselt 
he undertook to ask you Republicans to do something for the relief of 
your country, but, instead of that, you took the other chute, the othe: 
tack, and, of your own voluntary accord, you put fish on the free-list 
** fresh fish for immediate consumption.’’ 

Why did you do that? With all your love for the fisherman, with 





all your desire for his welfare, why did you take from him that whic! 
you now say was the only thing in the world that would do him any 
good—a tariff on fish? You took the duty off fresh fish and let it flood 





the country as much as the Canadians desired; made it all to be free 
that they or ourselves might bring. The Senator from Maine says tl] 
they did not know then that they were going to invent the freezi 
process. That is to say, that by Yankee ingenuity—for I expect it 
by Yankee ingenuity—they found out that by getting the fish frozen 
up in those northern waters, upon the coasts of Nova Scotia and Lab 
rador, they could pack them, salt ther dry them, and send tl 
off into the interior, from Maine and Massaciusetts, and escape thi 
ment of duty and get their fresh fish as many as they desired. 
But, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] yesterday suggested, 
it was found out that the people in the interior of the country were 
going to get some benefit from this and that it would not operate as a 
monopoly in favor of the men living right on the coast. At that mo- 
ment you commenced an outcry against the work of your own hands, 
and have been quarreling ever since because you could not get 
on fresh fish. You will not get it back as long as you live. The peo- 
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e. zed: but if such apy ision should prove to be well founded 

le vestly I that no fau lerate action of any of our citizens will 

i the least weake th ist posit our Government, or deprive us of the 
t versal a5 pathy and support to which we should be entitled. 

of t Administra e June, 1855, when the fishery articles 

i trem of il ( under the notification which ul two 

n by « { rnment, has been fully disclosed by the 
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i to the re ‘ ! res zed act sh ld I ted by 
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existing controversy is one in which two nations are the parties « 
i ihe retaliation cor my { y the act of Congress is to | iforced, 
} ( i par ur ite t »wever meritorious or valua 
alt s the tional ! ior, and th i8 protect all our peopiec. 
in this view the violation of At can fishery rights and unjustor unfriendly 
toware » portion of our citiz engaged in this business is but the occasion 
stitutes a1 ynal affront which gives birth to or may justify 
retaliation his measure once resorted to, its effectiveness and valu m 
epend upon the thoroughness and extent of its application; and in the per- 
nance of i rnational duties, the enforcement of international rights, and 
rotection of our citizens, this Government and the people of the United 
tasa unit, alli it upon attaining the best result of retaliation 





: fa maintenance of national honor and duty. 
nation seeking by any means to maintain its honor, dignity, and integrity, 
ragrod in protecting the rights of the people; andif, in such efforts, particu- 


ir interests are injured and special advantages forfeited, these things should be 
patriotically borne for the public good. Aninimense volume of population, man- 
tures, and agricultural productions, and the marine tonnage and railway); 





ve given activity, all largely the result of intercourse between 
the United States and British America, and the natural growth of a full half cen- 
tury of good neighborhood and friendly communication, form an aggregate of 

iterial wealth and incidental relation of most impressive magnitude. I fully 
© these things, and am not unmindful of the great number of our peo- 
10 are concerned in such vast and diversified interests. 

in the performance of the serious duty which Congress has imposed upon n 

1d in the exereise, upon just oceasion, of the power conferred under the t 
referred to, | shall deem myself bound to inflict no unnecessary damage or in- 
but I shall, nevertheless, be unflinchingly 
uided by a sense of what the self-respect and dignity of the nation demand 








ry upon any portion of our pe 


in the maintenance of these and in the support of the honor of the Government, 
! th wl 1 every citizen may pose in safety, no sacrifice of personal or 
private interests shall be co eres against the general welfare. 
Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
( I 1 
President A in Fishery Union, and others, Gloucester, Mass. 


Mr. MORGAN Mr. President, that is a broad, statesmanlike, and 
{ answer to Mr. Steele,who desired that retaliation should be 
d only to the introduction of fish; and it is also in substance an 
wer to the question which was suggested by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] 
ut I shall proceed further than that. Ido not understand that the 
if 1S87 was intended to repeal all the tariff laws of the United States 
uda or the British dominions in that direc- 
tion i gather from the general drift of our tariff legislation that pro- 
by the highest protectionists as being an un- 
constitutional resort; that except as to articles that are in themselves 
calculated to damage the country, such as immoral books or diseased or 
rated subjects of commerce, the doctrine of prohibition is not con- 
ned in our system; it has no place there; it has no recognition. 
{he legislative tendency of the United States, which of course the 
‘resident would be bound to respect in enforcing a proclamation of 
non-intercourse, isone that seeks to levy upon all articles that come in 


re some rate of duty, some higher and some lower, the purpose ulti- 


mately being to make the people of the United States as largely and as 
vdly as possibie bear the burdens of the support of the Federal Gov- 


ernment. The President would doubtless find himself constrained to 








or to repeal them as to Ca 





hibition is regarded ever 








have some respect for that legislative instruction or that legislative | 


declaration He would not think that he had the right of his own 
motion and contrary to the spirit of our statutes upon the subject of 
tariff legislation, to assume a responsibility and a burden which belongs 
by the Constitution to the House of Representatives to originate tariff 
laws and to reduce revenue by admitting articles freeof duty. So, con- 
sulting the spirit of legislation, and particularly the very emphatic 
part of the Constitution which prescribes that the House of Represent- 
itives shall originate all measures of taxation, he would very naturally 
look to our tariff laws as furnishin broad field for the operation of 
any proclamation of prohibition or exclusion to which he might see 
proper to resort. 

There is another splendid example to which he could refer, and that 
is the recommendation of President Grant of the treaty which was ne- 
gotiated in 1874 and rejected by the Senate, in which, as I have sev- 
eral times observed, there was a very broad reciprocity. Without 
reading that treaty I shall put it entire, with the permission of the 
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Senate, in my remarks, so that the country can have the benefit of Gen- 
eral Grant’s message and of the treaty he negotiated and assented to 
upon the subject: 
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U. 8. GRANT. 


DEPARTMENT OF STaTr, Washington, June 17, 1874. 

I have the honor to inclose a copy of the draught of a treaty for the reciprocal 
reculations of the commerce and trade between the United States and Canada, 
‘ ions for the enlargement of the Canadian canals and for their use by 
s vessels on terms of equality with British vessels, which the Brit- 
ish plenipotentiaries have proposed to this Government. 


HAMILTON FISH. 








PRESIDENT. 


Her Majesty the Queen of Great Britain and the United States of America, 


| being desirous of improving the commerce and navigation between their re- 


| spective territories and people, and more especially between Her Majesty's pos- 
| sessions in North America and the United States, in such manner as to render 
| the same reciproca ly beneficial, have respectively named plenipotentiaries to 
| confer and agree thereupon, that is to say: 

= ~ = * cd e ~ 


ifter having communicated to each other their respective full powers 


vod and due form, have agreed upon the following articles: 
ARTICLE I, 


li is agreed by the high contracting parties that, in addition to the liberty se- 
cured to the United States fishermen by the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain, signed at London on the -0th day of October, 1818, of 

| tak and drying fish on certain coasts of the British North American 
s therein defined, the inhabitants of the United States shall fave, in com- 


, 








Yr curir 





coionl 
mon with thesubjects of Her Britannic Majesty, the liberty, tor the term of years 
mentionedin Article XIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, exceptshell- 
fish, on the sea coasts and shores, and in the bays, harbors, and creeksof the 
Provinces of Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, 
and of the several isiands thereunto adjacent, without being restricted to any 
| distance from the shore, with pe rmission toland upon the said coasts and shores 
1 islands, and also upon the Magdalen Islands, forthe purpose of drying their 
nets and curing their fish, provided that, in so doing, they do not interfere with 
the rights of private property or with British fishermen in the peaceable use 









of any part of said coasts in their occupancy for the same purpose, 
ze nderstood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea 
| fisher and that the salmon and shad fisheries, and all her fisheriesin rivers 





1d mouths of rivers, are hereby reserved exclusively i 


ARTICLE II, 





British fishermen. 


It is agreed by the high contracting parties that British subjects shall have, in 
common with the citizens of the United States the liberty, for the term of years 
mentioned in Article XIII of this treaty, to take fish of every kind, except shell- 
fish, on the eastern sea coasts and shores of the United States north of the thirty- 
ninth parallel of north latitude, and on the shores of the several islands there- 
unto adjacent,and in the bays, harbors, and creeks of the said sea coasts and 
| shores of the United States and of the said islands, without being restricted to 
| any distance from the shore, with permission to land upon the said coasts of 
the United St sand of the islands aforesaid, for the purpose of drying their 
nets and curing their fish; provided that in so doing they do not interfere with 











peaceable use of any part of the said coasts in their occupancy for the same pur- 
pose, 

It is understood that the above-mentioned liberty applies solely to the sea- 
fishery, and that salmon and s 1 fisheries, and all other fisheries in rivers 
and mout ofrivers, are hereby reserved exclusively for fishermen of the United 
State 








ARTICLE II. 

It is agreed that the places designated by the commissioners appointed under 
the first article of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cluded at Washington on the 5th day of June, 1554, upon the coasts of Her Bri- 
tannic Majesty's dominions and the United States, as places reserved from the 
common right of fishing under that treaty, shal) be regarded as in like manner 
reserved from the common right of fishing under the preceding articles. In case 
any question should arise between the Governments of the United States and 
of Her Britannic Majesty as to the common right of fishing in places not thus 
designated as reserved, it is agreed that a commission shall be appointed to 
designate such places, and shal! be constituted in the same manner, and have 
the same powers, duties, and authority as the commission appointed under the 
said first article of the treaty of the 5th of June, 1854. 








the rights of private property or with the fishermen of the United States in the - 
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larged or extended or new canal or other improvement connecting Lake Cham- | 


plain with the lower waters of the Iludson River which may be made, as con- 


templated in Article VI,on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United | 


States 
And it is mutually agreed that full power shall be given and allowed to trans 


ship cargo from vessels into canal-boats, and from canal-boats into vessels, at 
cilther terminus of every canal 


And, further, that if the use of the Erie and Whitehall or other canad connect- 
ing Lake Champlain with the lower waters of the Hudson River. and of Sault 
Sainte Marie Canal, be not granted to the inhabitants of Canada on terms ot 
equality with the citizens of the United States, as contempiated in this article, 
then the use of the proposed Caughnawaga Canal by citizens of the United 
States, as above contemplated, shall be suspended and cease until the use of the 
said canals in the United States shall be secured to the inhabitants of Canada 
as above contemplated 

ARTICLE IX. 

For the term of years mentioned in Article XIII of this treaty, vessels of al! 
kinds builtin the United States may be purchased by inhabitants of Canada 
subjects of Great Britain, and registered in Canada as Canadian vessels; and, 
reciprocally, vessels of all kinds built in Canada may be purchased by citizens 
of the United States, and registered in the United States as United States ves- 
sels. 

ARTICLE X, 

A joint commission shall be established and maintained at joint expense dur 
ing the operation of this treaty for advising the erection and proper regulation 
of all light-houses on the great lakes,common to both countries, necessary to 
the security of the shipping thereon 


ARTICLE XI, 

A joint commission shall also be established at joint expense, and maintained 
during the continuance of the treaty, to promote the propagation of fish in the 
injland waters common to both countries, and to enforce the law enacted for 
the protection of the fish and fishing-grounds. 

ARTICLE XII. 


It is further agreed that the provisions and stipulations of this treaty shall ex- 
tend to the colony of Newfoundland so far as they are applicable. But if the 
Imperial Parliament, the Legislature of Newfoundland, or the Congress of the 
United States shall not embrace the colony of Newfoundland in their laws en- 
acted for carrying the foregoing articles into effect, then this article shall be of 
no effect; but the omission to make provision by law to give it effect by either of 
the legislative bodies aforesaid shall not in any way impair any other articles 
of this treaty. 

ARTICLE XIII. 


This treaty shall take effect as soon asthe laws required to carry it into opera- 
tion shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain and by 
the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada on the one hand and by the Congress 
of the United States on the other. If such legislative assent shall not have been 
given within — months from the date hereof, then this treaty shall be null and 
void. But such legislative assent having been given, this treaty shali remain in 
force for the period of twenty-one years from the date at which it shall come 
into operation, and further until the expiration of three years after either of the 
high contracting parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to ter- 
minate the same, each of the high contracting parties being at liberty to give 
such notice to the other atthe end of said period of twenty-one years, or at any 
time afterward. 

ARTICLE XIV. 

When the ratifications of this treaty shall bave been exchanged, and the laws 
required to carry it into operation shall have been passed by the Imperial Par- 
liament of Great Britain and by the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada on 
the one hand and by the Congress of the United States on the other, then Ar- 
ticles XXII, XXITI, XXIV, and XXV of the treaty of May 8, 1871, between 
Cireat Britain and the United States shall become null and void. 

ARTICLE XV. 

This treaty shall be duly ratified by Her Britannie Majesty and by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the ratifications shall be exchanged either at 
Washington or at London within — months from the date hereof, or earlier, 
if possible, 

General Grant saw a cure for the evils and difficulties between us 
and Canada in this very broad reciprocity. As a matter of course 
when his own party desert his faith and retire from the recommenda- 
tions he made to them in his wisdom, and take a different tack entirely 
and resort to the compulsion that is to be found in proclamations of 
non-intercourse, the President of the United States now in office, Iam 
very glad to know, would be in a large degree influenced by the extent 
and breadth of that reciprocity when he came to deny to the people ot 
Canada the benefit of our market. He would say to them, ‘* You 
have violated our national rights in violating the rights of fishermen; 
you have insulted our national flag; if you insulted it upon the deck 
or upon the spars of a fishing-ship you have inflicted injury upon the 
whole body of the American people; if you have denied justice and 
right to a single fisherman it becomes at once the quarrel of the whole 
people of the United States, and the people of all the different sections 
and climates in this country interested in all the various industries 
ought to be willing patriotically, and are willing, to come forward and 
make whatever of sacrifice is necessary in order to correct this evil 
which the Congress of the United States has said must be corrected 
now by retaliation.’’ Sir, the letter of the President to Mr. Steele 
covers the whole ground. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it interrupt the Senator from Alabama if in 
the line of remark which he is now making I called his attention and 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that in 1853, during the debates 
which were then provoked in the Senate of the United States by the 
seizures of American vessels and the troubles to and harassments o! 
American fishermen that preceded the reciprocity treaty of 1854, Sen- 
ater Davis, of Massachusetts, a man of eminence and character in the 
councils of the nation, a trusted son of his State and especially devoted 
to the advocacy and championship of the fishery interest of his State, 
thought that the wisest thing he could do to compose the difficulties 
which were then rife would be to introduce and secure the passage of 
a bill, which, ifthe Senator from Alabama will indulge me, I shall 


read, as itis ashort one. This is the bill which Senator Davis, of 
Massachusetts, introduced, and the passage of which he advocated: 


A bill to regulate the rights of fishing and the rights of disposing of the pro- 
ceeds of the fisheries in and between the British North American provinces 
and the United States, 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall re- 
ceive satisfactory evidence that the fishermen and fishing vessels of the United 
States are admitted to the common rights and privileges of British subjects res- 
ident in the British North American provinces of Canada, New Brunswick, 
Nova Seotia, Prince Edward's Island, and Newfoundland, to fish in the waters 


thereof, and adjacent thereto, together with the right of curing [and] upon the 
water and the land, preparing forthe market, and selling therein, the proceeds 
of such fisheries |both upon the water and the land], then he shall issue his proc- 


lamation authorizing the fishermen resident in said North American provinces 


|} and fishing vessels of said provinces to enjoy like privileges in the waters of 


the United States, together with the privilege of entering, the ports of entry in 
the United States and making sale of fish and the proceeds of [the fisheries} 
lish'ng upon the payment of the same duties which are required by law of the 
fishing vessels and their cargoes belonging to the United States: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall affect private rights of fishing, or give any right 
to occupy private property except upon agreement. 


I think a recurrence to this proposition of the Senator from Massa- 


| chusetts at that day gives some point to the contention made by the 


Senator from Alabama, that this excitement over the matter of free 
fish, over the mere offer contained in the fifteenth article of this treaty 
on the part of Great Britain and Canada that they will grant specific 
privileges to American fishermen whenever the Congress of the United 
States shall see fit to take the duty off Canadian fish, which has been 
exhibited on the part of Senators who have discussed this feature of 
the treaty, seems a little out of place, seemsto need explanation, when 
we find that not only General Grant, when he was President, was quite 
willing that Canadian fish should come in free upon certain terms and 
conditions, but that a Senator from Massachusetts, coming from aState 
in which these fishing interests are so large, and presumably faithful 
to that interest as one of the interests of his constituents, should also 
have proposed by the bill which I have just read to have made fish free, 
and to have given te Canadian fishermen the right to fish in all the 
waters of the United States without any reservation, except that they 
should not interfere with private property. 

So it would seem that when it saits the convenience of gentlemen 
who are so nearly allied to these fishing interests, and who have such 
intimate relations to them, to talk about free fish and propose the re- 
mission of our duties there is no special excitement and no harm done; 
but when this Administration, taking a different view of its duties 
from any preceding administration, more strict in its construction ot 
executive power, has said to the Canadian and British negotiators: 
‘We have no right to discuss with you even the matter of free fish, 
because it is a matter of the revenue of the United States and belongs 
to the legislative department of this Government, but if you choose 
you may make your offer to the American people and the Congress of 
the United States; the people will deal with it as they see that their 
interests require it should be dealt with’’—I say when this merely is 
done, it is surprising and intolerable that the Executive should be de- 
nounced in unmeasured terms when we have bejore us in what the 
Senator from Alabama has read in the proposed treaty by General 
Grant, the actual negotiation of the treaty of 1871, and this bill pro- 
posed by a Massachusetts Senator in 1853, the fact clearly portrayed 
here to the Senate that free fish after all is not the bugbear which 
some Senators would have us believe that it is, or the threatened injury 
to our interests which they pretend that it may be. 

Mr. MORGAN. [have now followed Mr. Seward and General Grant 
through their endeavors to assuage and modify the situation as it was 
created by the treaty of 1854 and by the treaty of 1871 and by the in- 
termediate relapses we had to suffer in going back upon the hard lines 
of the treaty of 1818; and I think I have shown a suflicient precedent 
to justify the present Administration, if it wanted any precedent for 
its action, in a feeling of reciprocal agreement between our country and 
Great Britain for the composure and ultimate settlement of the vexa- 
tious questions which have arisen under the treaty of 1818. I now ap- 
proach that branch of the subject where it devolved upon the Demo- 
cratic party of the United States, with its President, to handle these 
questions, and I feel assured that I shall be able to show, not by argu- 
mentation but by facts, that this Administration has done very much 
better in the arrangement of our treaty relations with Great Britain 
than has been attempted even by any preceding administration. 

But that branch of the subject I shall defer until we get into the 
discussion of the treaty itself. What I propose to deal with is the 
three protocols, the first one offered by Mr. Seward to the British Gov- 
ernment, the second offered by Mr. West in behalf of the British Gov- 
ernment to our Government, and the third ene offered in the present 
treaty of 1888 by the British plenipotentiaries to the Government of 
the United States. 

A great deal has been said of a very abusive character in regard to 
the negotiation of this protocol between Mr. Bayard and Mr. West in 
1885. It has been asserted, very boldly indeed, that there was no 
justification for it in fact, and that the Constitution did not bear Mr. 

sayard out in any offer to arrange a modus vivendi with Mr. West for 
the purpose of closing up the fishing season of 1885. 

It has often occurred to my mind as a curious question why it was 

that the time at which we gave notice of the termination of the treaty 
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of 1871 should have been fixed so as to fall immediately within the 
fishing season of 1885. W as that a blunder, or was there some des! 
in it? Take it either way it would be very unfortunate. but I shall 

» | 


treat it simply asa blunder. I shall treat as an occurrence which 


in our hot haste to get rid of the treaty of 1871, for which there was 
then great pressure, and to reach a state of affairs where we could re 

sume the effort to impose a duty upon fresh fish, we unfortunately put 
the termination of that treaty just in the midst of the fishing season 

Whether that was a blunder or not, it-put the present Administration 
in a very narrow strait It found the fishing season closed at a time 
vhen Congress was not in session, and coul 


J 


not be unless an extra 
lled: it was after the 4th of March and 
béfore the first Monday in December. 

The President of the United States had no one to appeal to or to ad 
vise with in order to gather what was the American opinion or the 
American wish in respect of this matter. Left entirely alone | 
appears to have been a prearrangement so that the fish 
be broken in half—one half of it controlled by the treaty of 1871 and 
the other half controlled by the treaty of 1818—he was obliged to re 
sort to the best means of finishing out that season. Was he toa assem- 
ble Congress in extraordinary session in order to get its approbation to 
a modus vivendi which would enable him to close that fishing season 
without detriment and without disaster to our fishermen, or was he to 
assume that he should have in the minds and the hearts of those whom 
he was trying to benefit some little degree of indulgence and allowance 
for a patriotic effort to preserve their rights and to keep the peace of 
the country? Mr.Seward had the opportunity and availed himself of 
it—being then the representative of an administration in power at the 
time that the treaty of 1854 was expiring—to anticipate what the re- 
sult would be and to propose to the British Government a modus vi 
vendi which they might accept at the terni ‘nation of that treaty. 

Mr. Cleveland had no such opportunity as that. The Republican 
party had charge of the Government up to the 4th of March, 1885, and 
they broke the subject in two, as I have observed, leaving one-half the 
period of fishing for that season controlled by one treaty and the other 
half controlled by a treaty that was as much a stranger to it as the 
Koran is to the New Testament. 

Mr. Bayard thereupon, really not of his own motion, but in rep!) 
to a suggestion made by Sir Lionel Sackville West, took into considera- 
tion the propriety of entering upon a modus vivendi. Mr. West, in a 
memorandum dated March 12, 1885, said: 





session of Congress had been ce: 
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1.—Mr. West's memorandum of March 12, 1885. 
Memorandum.—Confidential. 

The fishery clauses of the treaty of Washington of 1871 will expire on the Ist 
of Julynext. It has been represented by the Canadian Government that n 
inconvenience is likely to arise in consequence, unless some agreement can 
made for an extension of the period. 

When the time comes (Ist of July next) American ships will be actually en- 
gaged in fishing within the territorial waters of the Dominion. These vesse!s 
will have been fitted out for the season's fishing and have made all their usual 
arrangements for following it up until its termination in the autumn. If, under 
these circumstances, the provincial or municipal authorities in Canada were to 
insist upon their strict rights, and to compel such vessels, under pain of seizure 
to desist from fishing, considerable hardship would be occasioned to the owners, 
and a feeling of bitterness engendered on both sides, which it is clearly the in 
terest of both Governments to avert. 

It seems, therefore, desirable, in order to avoid such possible complications 
that both Governments should come to an agreement under which the clauses 
might be in effect extended until the Ist of January, 188 

If this were done, the existing state of things would come to an end at a dat 
between the fishery season of 1885 and that of 1886, and an abrupt transition 
at a moment when fishery operations were being carried on would be thus 
avoided. 

WASHINGTON, March 12, 1885. 


2.—Mr. Bayard to Mr, West, April 22, 1885, 
[Memorandum of April 22, 1885.—Personal.]} 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 22, 1885. 

DraR Mr. West: I have on several oceasions lately, in conversation, a 
quainted you with my interest in the fisheries memorandum which accompanied 
your personal letter of March 12. 

Several informal talks I have had with Sir Ambrose Shea have enabled me to 
formulate the views of this Government upon the proposition made in behalf 
of the Dominion and the Province of Newfoundland, and [ take pleasure in 
handing you herewith a memorandum embodying the results. Jf this suits, I 
shall be happy to confirm the arrangement by an exchange of notes at your 
early convenience. 

Iam, my dear Mr. West, very sincerely yours, 





T. F. BAYARD. 
The Hon, L. S. SACKVILLE WEsT, etc. 


MEMORANDUM. 


The legislation passed by the Congress of the United States, act of March 1, 
1873, for the execution of the fishery articles of the treaty of Washington, has 
been repealed by the jeint resolution of March 3, 1883, the veal to take effe 
July 1, 188. From that date the effects of the fisheries art »3 of the treaty of 
Washington absolutely determine, so far as their execution within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States is concerned, and without new legislation by Congress 
modifying or postponing that repeal the Executive is not constitutionally com- 
petent to extend the reciprocal fisheries provisions of the treaty beyond the Ist 
of July next, the date fixed by the action of Congress. 

Mr. West’s memorandum of March 12, 1885, suggests the mutual practical con 
venience that would accrue from allowing the fishing ventures commenced 
prior to July 1, 1885, to continue until the end of the season for fishing of that 
year, thus preventing their abrupt terminaticn in the midst of fishing opera- 
tions on the Ist of July. 

It has been, moreover, suggested on the part of the Province of Newfound- | 
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t y of 1818 upon our Government and those fishing under its flag. 
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‘Then the writer proceeds to a very elaborate argument of the asser- 
tion on the part of the Government of Great Britain and her provinces 
and her courts, discussing many questions, and concludes that part of 
the presentation of the history of the British contention with the fol- 
lowing words: 

ands,—They claimed that the United States renounced the right ‘‘to 
fish’ within 3 miles of a line drawn from headland to headland, ineluding great 
chambers of the high seas more than 6 miles across from headland to headland, 
and of any limitless extent from the line to the shores; the United States have 
discussed this claim to the Bay of Fundy, It may as well be set up by Great 
Gritain for the whol tulf of St. Lawrence, or for a line from Nova Scotia to 
the Uiahamas, as for Gaspé, Chaleur, or Fundy; “bays,” in the treaty, are such 
land-locked bays as will afford shelter, etc. 
e are told that, by the treaty of 1839 with France, Great Britain agreed that 
th rritorial claim was only to bays 6 miles across. 

I suppose that perhaps somebody, some innocent man, some ignorant 
man, certainly no great and learned Senator will be willing to accept 
that statement of the chairman of the American Fishery Union as a 
correct statement of what it was understood that the British Govern- 
ment at that time claimed in regard to the headlands. 
ng further, he say 
l admit that the “ restrictions” are to prevent their “taking, cur- 
1d drying fish”? in port; that the abuse of privileges is the throwing 
overboard, or otherwise violating harbor regulations applied to all ves- 
We claim that we are ¢ ntitled to judge of the condition and needs of our 
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vesse Is, and that the treaty entitles us to the same measure of hospitality 
h is extended to British fishermen or merchantmen or any foreign vessels 
ng ther The treaty puts no re strictions on the right of shelter, repair, 
wood, and water, so long asthe fishermen apply their shelter in port to “no 





other purp< ee the case of the White Fawn. Shelter isa broad term. 
Fogs actual and fogs apprehended, as well as gales of wind; actual threatening 
weather; either w ind, rain, fog, or snow ; or heavy sea running, or strong 





renis, or head winds, or tides—if we seek shelter from any of these, are we n 
entitled by the treat 


y toit? Yetit has been denied us, 
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\" : r) 
that t v i y 
' ‘ i : 
c ( V 1 sc ‘ 
I i I n ti trea that irf eri 1s 
ry} > y vcd « ks situated y i t i 

‘i sels of the United ‘ b- 
i 2 jurisdiction and tion of the 
i> i 4wi i i ) nore a8 when i i cCenn, Orin 
: rofG icester, or of N York We demand, the thatGreat 
Pp n be warned that this Gover 1ent will not submit to ar ttempt on her 
} r July 1, ay xtend or assume a territorial or any other jurisdiction 
ves f the United States navigating or harboring in the open seas, 
the f f tl U ited States whether within or without 3 miles of the 
: request of you, as the custodian of the honor and dignity ofthe 
flag int {< rn relati ns of this fre e,sovereign,and independent people of the 
United States, to protect that flag from the hum t of being arrested on the 





i time of peace, by foreign officers; i ssels searched, seized, tried, 
ned; the cargo, product of the labor of the crew, and the outfits 
i from their rightful owners, the fishermen and the outfitters; the voy- 
ken up and the means of living taken from t crew; the treaties ofthe 
i States construed and limited by county magistrates of British provinces 
admiralty courts of inforior jurisdiction. 
\ll that was advice and admonition and supplication to the Pres 
dent of the United States, who was then but a few weeks in office. 
What is it, when you look at the causes, which gave a ground for 
this remonstrance? It is the most stern accusation, the broadest im- 
peachment of the precedent Republican administrations, which had 
the control of thisGovernment since 1861, that could possibly be framed. 
He proceeds to argue with great ability upon many questions con- 
nected with this subject. He speaks of one case, the A. J. Franklin, 
and saj 
In one case,the A. J. Franklin,the seizure was the Lith October, 1870,in the 
Gut of Canso, on the ch: arge of having been fishing on the Ith at Broad Cove. 


facts recited by the judge are that she was brought to by two guns from a 
1 *,more than 2} miles from land on the lith. Her skipper denied he had 
been fishing, and appealed to two adjacent vessels for corroboration. The 
cruiser satistied herself, and released the fisherman, who continued on her busi- 
ness; she afterw: irds came into the Gut of Canso where,on information pro- 
cured from some *“‘ Lunenberg men” that she had been trying for mackerel the 
lith, the Franklin was se ized and, although no mackerel were claimed to have 
been caught,condemned, The Franklin’s witness denied that she had either 
fished, or prepared to fish within the limits, between the 11th and 15th, and said 
that they had sailed that morning (llth) from Port Hood toward Broad Cove, 
and were overhauled of their way. Whether these circumstances of arrest 
arose from design or an accident, what chance was left the Franklin owners to 
defend their property? After it had purposely been admitted all right whilst 
witnesses were available for her, but when she had separated from the fleetand 
the means had ceased to be available, then she was seized and reaccused. 

That was in 1870. Where is the honor of your flag, where is the re- 
dress of the American citizen, where is the restoration to him of his 
property rights either under statute or under treaty? From 1870 to 
1885 this matter went along, and in the first Democratic Administration 
that made its appearance ein the country after twenty-five years’ absence 
from control of the councils of the country, this citizen of the United 
States heading this most important intere st presented this demand on 
that Democratic President, and its head had no Congress here to assist 
him in prosecuting this purpose or in providing anything for the prote 
tion of our people. No preliminary arrangement had been made. 
These wrongs and grievances had all stood there for years and years 
together; they were not matters to be apprehended or expected, but 
things that had actually occurred, and yet the great Republican party 
with all its power had not even hinted at a provision of law by which 
these evils might be corrected in the past or prevented in the future. 
He goes on to speak further of the action of the British Parliament 
and the provincial legislatures, and says: 

Their aggressive course towards our flag has evidently been inspired by a de- 
sire to harass and bulidoze this Government into admitting the fish caught by 
the provincials into this market free of duty; and we have every reasonable 
expectation it will be repeated for the same object unless a firm stand is made 
against the repetition. 

Provincials will not enter into the fishery business unless they can find an ad- 
vantageous market for the fish they catch. When they are certified by the firm 
position of the Administration and of Congress that the market of the United 
States is irrevocably barred by such revenue duties as will not permit themany 
superiority or advantage over the American fishermen therein, then the in- 
ducements which for thirty years have stimulated them to worry our people 
will pass away, and they will be very ready to sell bait to us, and Great Britain 
may perhaps name a reasonable license to vessels for the privilege of the in- 
shore fishery for mackerel. 

These are suggestions brought to the attention of the present Execu- 
tive. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that George Steele? 

Mr. MORGAN. George Steele. 
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Mr. President, about the time 
British minister, seeing that disturbance was likely to occur between 
our country and Great Britain, applied to the Administration for the 
purpose of having some arrangement made by which we could ease ofl 
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| 


of the reception of these letters, the | 


from one system to “ other without two great a break in our affairs; | 


but prior to that Mr. West had addressed Mr. Frelinghuysen during 
the preceding sdmsinidiention a letter upon the same subject. Mr. 


lrelinghuysen did not deign, I believe, to make any reply to it at all; 


perhaps he did not care to forestall the action of the incoming admin- 
istration. 

Mir. Frelinghuysen w a very cireful man, a wise man, and a 
thoroughly honorable man. Ido not believe we have had a higher 
character in this country for many, many years than Mr. Frelinghuy- 
sen. So he left, not the responsibility merely, but he left the policy 


incoming administration without committing 

other vr President Arthur had committed 
himself thoroughly in favor of a broad general arrangement in the 
message from which I have just read—to be agreed upon and arranged 
by a mixed commission authorized and organized under an act of Con- 
vTess 


to be arranged by the 


itmseclf one way or th 


So that administration, fally committed to its policy on that subject, 
left it to the succeeding administration to say what they would do in 
arranging the particular method by which we could go through this 
very serious transition from the treaty of 1871 tothe treaty of 1818, 

I shall not have time this evening, Mr. President, to close my re- 
marks on that branch of the case and on the next, 
belore the Senate, as to the effect of the modus vivendi in this 
present treaty, and it is in reference to the modus vivendi, the pro- 
tocol in this present treaty, that I have made my motion to postpone 
the consideration of the treaty until December, and I have made it i 

t} and I will repeat a remark that I have made 


cliscus 


the very best of faith; 
perhaps on more than one occasion here, that if I were opposed to every 
word and line of this treaty I should still insist upon its going over 
until December, for the sake of the composure of this country, and for 
the sake also of the Senate as a body of negotiators. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator from Alabama will give way, 
move that we now proceed to the consideration of legislative business. 

Mr. MORGAN, I shall do so with great cheertulness, because I 
have been in the habit of making very short speeches in the Senate, 
vid to-day I have been making one of some length. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of legislative business. 

FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of 
George M. Ochiltree, and agreed to the same. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Evansville, Ind. 

lhe message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. I. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western Maryland 
Railroad Company; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

MARY CURTIN—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate : 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 2653, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Mary Curtin.”’ 

rhe husband of this beneficiary was mustered into the military service 
October 8, 1862, was wounded in the right arm, and was discharged September 
3, 1863. 

He was pensioned for his wound to the time of his death, September 17, 1880. 

The physician attending him in his last illness testified that the deceased was 
in the last stages of consumption when pneumonia intervened and caused his 
death. 

I do not understand that this physician gives the least support to the theory 
that the wound for which this soldier was pensioned was in the slightest de- 
gree connected with his death, and there seems to be nothing in the case to 
justify the conclusion that such was the fact, 


MESSAGE 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr, TURPIE. 
sage, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WIDOW OF JOHN LEARY-—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1076 
pension to the widow of John Leary, deceased.’ 
This bill does not give the name of the intended beneficia ary, but merely di- 
ay ts that the name of the widow of John Leary, late first sergeant in Battery | 
Third Artillery, United States Army, be placed upon the pension-roll, and | 
fl at she be paid the sum of $20 per month. 


I will | 


I move that the bill, with the accompanying mes- | 


| ferred that the second husband, to whom this widow was: 


which I intend to | 


| surgeon of a hospital in Louisville, Ky., 





6, entitled “An act granting a | 


AvuaGust 14, 


John Leary first enlisted in the regular Army July 26, 1854, and re-enlisted in 
August, 1559. He was ~ ghtly wounded July 1, 1862, and appears to have been 
discharged March 25, 186 3. on account of syphilitic iritis. In April, 1563, he 

itered the general service and acted asaclerk in the Adjutant-General’s Office 
until April 1, 1864, when he was discharged. 

Neither he nor his widow ever filed a claim inthe Pension Bureat 
plication on behalf of his minor children was filed in 1882 

Phe soldier died on the Sth of December, 1872, of pneumonia, and his widow 
remarried in 1876, 

Phe application on behalf of the childi:en was denied on the ground that the 
death of the soldier was not due to any cause arising from his military service. 
rhe youngest child will reach the age of sixteen in September, 1888. 

It is stated in the report of the Senate committee to whom this bill was re- 
arried in 1876, is now 
ohn Leary, her first 


1, but an ap- 


dead, and it is proposed to pension her as the widow of. 


husband, at the rate of $20 per month. 

In the unusual cases when a widow has been pensioned on account of the 
death of her first husband, notwithstanding her remarriage, which forfeited her 
claim under the general law, it has been well established that she was againa 
widow by the death of her second husband, that beyond a!! controversy_the 





death of the first husband was due to his military service, and such advaficed 
aze or disability has been shown on the part of the widow as prevented self- 
support 

In this case the name of the widow is not in the bill; there is-hardly room for 
the pretense that her first husband’s death was due to his mi'itary service, her 
age is given as over forty years, and $20 a month is allowed her—being consid- 


erably more than is generally allowed in cases where a widow's right is clear, 
with no complications of second marriage, and her necessities great. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the bill pass, notwithstanding 
the objections of the President of the United States? 
TURPIE. I move that the bill, with the accompanying 
sage, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
BENJAMIN A. BURTRAM-—-VETO MESSAGE, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1762, entitled ‘An act granting « 
pension to Benjamin A. Burtram.’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill was mustered into the military service 
November 26, 1861; he was re ported present until February 28, 1862, and was 
discharged for disability July 26, 1862. 

The medical certificate of the disability of this soldier was made by the senior 
and stated that the soldier had been 
disabled for sixty days; that his lungs were affected with tubercular deposits 
in both, and that there was some irregularity in the action of the heart; that he 
was of consumptive family, his mother, brother, and two sisters having died of 
that disease according to his and his father’s account. 

It is of course supposed that this certificate was based upon an examination 
of the patient, though both he and his father seem to have supplemented such 
an examination with statements establishing a condition and history which 
operated to bring about a discharge. 

I do not find, however, either asthe result of examinations or statements, any 


mes- 


| other trouble or disability alleged than those mentioned above. 


But in 1879, seventeen years after the soldier's discharge, and during the period 
when arrearages of pensions were allowed on such eee eee he filed a claim 
for pension in which he alleged that about December 1, 1861, while unloading 
gun-boxes he incurred a rupture, and that in January, 1862, he was taken with 
violent pains in left arm and side, causing permanent ‘disability. 

It will be observed that the time of the incurrence of these disabilities is fixed 
as quite early in the very short military service of this soldier; and it certainly 
seems that, though short, his term of service was sufficiently long to de velop 
such disabilities as he claims to have incurred to such an extent that they neither 
would have escaped in the succeeding July the examination of the surgeon nor 
the mention of the soldier. 

A medieal examination, which followed the application for pension in 1879, 
disclosed a large scrotal hernia, but no discoverable trouble of the left arm and 
side 

A special examination of the case was made, and a large amount of testimony 
taken. Without giving itin any detail as it is reported to me, I fail to find init 
reasonably satisfactory proof that the disabilities upon which he now bases his 
claim for a pension were incurred in the military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

IXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1888, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall this bill pass, notwithstanding 
the objections of the President of the United States ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES MAP-—-VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 

I return herewith a joint resolution which originated in the Senate, and is 
numbered 17, providing for the printing of additional copies of the United States 
map of the edition of 1886, prepared by the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

This resolution directs that 7,500 of these maps shal! be printed at a rate not 
exceeding $1.35 each ; that 2,000 of said maps shall he for the use of the Senate, 
4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 500 for the Commissioner of 
the Land Office, and that 1,000 be mounted and sold at the price of $1.50 each. 
The sum of $10,125 is appropriated to pay the expense of the publication of said 
maps. 

he propriety and expediency of this appropriation, to be applied so largely 


| by the two branches of Congress, should be left to legislative discretion. 


I believe, however, that through inadvertence the duplication of the edition 
of these maps issued in 1886 has been directed by this joint resolution instead of 
the edition of 1&7. 

The map of 1885 was published at a cost of $1.25 per copy. 

The map of 1887 will very soon be issued at a cost of $1 per copy, and the pub- 
lishers have offered to print an enlarged edition at the rate of 9 cents for each 
map. This map will be later, more correct, more valuable in every way, and 
cheaper than that issued the previous year. 

Upon these facts I return the joint resolution without approval, in the belief 
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V sta t ob S t bre it « | State 
( I I t be re ‘ with the ressage, to t 
Cc ‘ 
A é i i ead ) 
RI RRI 
Ll (H. R. 10050) to end section 216 of the Revised Stat 
with ference tot District of Columbia and the bill H. R. 941¢ 


to incorporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad C 
nany were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
GEORGE M, OCHILTRI 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proc ed to the consideration 
ot exes utive bu ness 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there not another bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives If so, l ask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw his 
llow that bill to be laid before the Senate. It will 


motion in order to : 





only take a minut 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives receding from its disagreement to the 
amendment of theSenate to the bill (H. R. 4659) for the reliefof George 
M. Ochiltree, and ageeing to the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a report of the conference committee on 
the part of the Senate on bill for the relief of George M. Ochiltree, 
which is in the hands of the Secretary, and I ask that it be now laid 
before the Senate ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 





rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses « 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R,. 46 for the relief of George M 
Ochiltree having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommer 
and do recommend to their res tive Houses as follows 
That the House agree to the anendment of the Senate to the said bill. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHAS. E. HOOKER, 
JNO. H. GEAR 


Managers on the part of the House. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
further action is necessary. 


The two Houses having agreed, no 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. ° 
‘he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 15, 1888, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 10, 1888, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Assistant surqeon. 

William Ford Arnold, a resident of Tennessee, and George Augustus 
Lung, a resident of New York, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEY. 

Frank Galbraith, of Albion, Nebr., to be receiver of public money 
at Neligh, Nebr. 
MINISTER RESIDENT. 
John E. Bacon, of South Carolina, now chargé d’affaires, to be min- 
ister resident of the United States to Paraguay and Uruguay. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Charles L. Scott, of Alabama, now minister resident and consul-gen 
eral, to be envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the 
United States to Venezuela. 

Rufus Magee, of Indiana, now minister resident, to he envoy extraor 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Sweden 
and Norway. 

Robert B. Roosevelt, of New York, now minister resident, to be en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to the Netherlands. 


Lambert Tree, of Illinois, now minister resident, to be envoy extraor- 


dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
John Henry Haynes, to be consul of the United States at Bagdad. 


XIX——47 2 


| 





| 
) 
‘ ( ‘ 
I of Pe 
i } » be 
S / | 
a) ens 4 ‘ Ss i i 
l i nd St e ¢ Né Y 
( WY ‘od ty kK 
t ‘ ‘ ~ ate ‘ te 
\ ) to be ‘ S 
ind S ot i 
i >] ( ire i ( 
] nd St of | 
M < 4 ‘ 4 r 
MI cer and State « rel 
eter A. Rat to be} ] h y 
) utlerand S Pent 
Christian Hess, to be pos ‘ Stes } - 
' 
D i i State of Pennvnsviv 
( stonher ( Duke t } i t ( t 
Bates i State of Miss 
W izton C. Denny, to be post it Hig t t] 
( or 1 State of North ¢ 
n W. Beatty. to be postr ‘ \f the « 
ind State of Miss« 
we Piek« to be 1 t i I the ( 
( Wi S te of Minne 
Huesing >t tm < I i t ( t f 
' } , 
uli L.. Wind ‘ ‘ H col 
state of Ne SKi 
Wil 4. Woodson, to t er at Tre the co {f Lin- 
1 and State of Missour 
ypwiry 4 
( ’ 
eut. Col. Orlando M. Poe, t e ¢ ne 
4j. Samuel M. 3} d, to be lieutenant-« ] 
Maj. n R. King, to be lieutenant-colone 
Capt. James B. Quinn, to be or. 
First Lieut. Frederic V. Abbot, to be captain 
Second Lieut. William E. Craighill, to be first lieutenant. 
, rf 
i iy Ca { t r 
‘ ] tof C 
Second Lieut. Charles J. St to be first ite t 
D 
7 4 A of f 
Second Lieut. Stephen M iall. to be firs enant 
I 
? ty Reaim fof ] 
Se 1 Lieut. Edward JI. Grumle to be t ite { 
ii t F of I 
‘ 1] it. Lawrel J. He to be it 
( , 2 é 
1 Second Lie Henry Jervey, to be se enent. 
d | Second Lie Cha H. Mel to be s i lieu- 
it 
7 io ( 
tlo L S« ynd J t. J vin M. Sup! to 1d l f 
\ » f f (vw 
Addit 1 Second Lieut. Robert L. He ‘ t I 1 Ca re 
to econd ute ut 
Nint Req / f ¢ 
\ Second Lieut. W D. Hor ) | 1 
A dditic 1 Second Li« Guy H. | t ‘ a 
d } te nt 
} tre ; } t of J 
Additional Second Lieut. W im K.S | » dD eC id | it - 
‘ 
\ ; ‘T. } ) ; ‘ T / 


‘ i i 
Additional Second Lieut. William R. Dashiell, of the Eighth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, August 14, 1888. 
| H i 120 n. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
i LD). J 
Journal ¢ lings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ROM THE PRESIDENT. 
ent of the United States, b: +, PRUDEN, 
‘ ol} cretar Ss Tec i, announcing to the House of Repre 
‘ tthe { ing bills were presented to the President July 
La r been returned to the House of Congress in 
the l. w 1 the ten days prescribed by the Consti- 
t j é without his signature 
, appropriation for the construction, re 
pa wd ‘ 1 of certain public works on rivers and harbor 
i i pul 
\ Hi. I ] mn a pen ntol ibeth B. Sailer 
H.] i 1: pension to lirs. Catheri1 nott; 1 
che HH eI of Thomas W. Lord. 
i { I t ) d Lu Lit Pre den Li i< l \ (rl i 
)? dl ] ‘ A t di yg Lili 5 
I { purch rs ol nas i y the vicit 
j ‘ Denve Colo., | il rawn by the executive depa 
ft ‘ ithin the limits of certain railroad 
gral I | to lie without such limits; 

\ R. 1 i) to authorize the Winona and Southwester: 
Ra a y to bu a bridge across the Mississippi Rive: 
yi Di Rtaita 

n act (H. R. 739 to subdivide the eastern judicial district of 
{ wna i to the » and place fox holding terms of courts 
therein 

na I, R. 8783) to the Kentucky Rock Gas Company 
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio and Salt Rivers; 

Anact (11. R. 1560) to extend the provisions of ‘* An act to provide | 
for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the vol- 
unteer forces, and yr otner purpose 

in act (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company to extend a side track into square No. 1025, in the city 
( VW hi nD | 

{ LR to nove the political disabilities of Elliott 
‘ nston 
I YE HOSPITAL, EVANSVILLE, IND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1321) for the 
erection ¢ ! 1ospital at Evansvilie, Ind., with a Senate amend- 
ment 

Mr. HOVEY [ ask unanimous consent that the Senate amendment 
] neurred ip 

i SPEAKER The ¢ < will read the ame l { 

Lhe ¢ lerk re d as follo 

( e 1, line 18, before t word “of” where it first occurs, insert ‘ the 
\ nistration 

he SPEAKER. I yhjection to the present consideration of 
this bill? The Ch one, and the Senate amendment is con- 
( Li 

ENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Che SI LK ER » laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which everally read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred as indicated below: 

he pil f ») for the relief of George W. Graham—to the Com- 
m eon Military A flairs 

Che bill (S, 1688) to regulate commerce carried on by t¢ legraph to 
the Committee on Commer 

Che bill (8. 1950) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the In- 
dians of Fort Berthold a »ta—to the Committee on Indian 
A , 

ie Dill r tl lief of Jacob Kerns—te the Committee on 
Claims. 

i bill i I A] <i J. Worcester—to the Com- 
i ‘ War 

The bill (S. 256 r the improvement and the encouragement of the 
cultivation of f and |] p—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Che bill (S 98) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Clai 

be bill (S ] for the relief of 8S. M. Shaffer—to the Committee 
on ( ims 

Che bill removing the charge of desertion from the record 


an amendment of 


mittee on Indian Af 


Mr. McRAE, by 
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n—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

to am end section 4 of the act of March 3, 1887, and 
ction 2 of the act of March 3, 187 7—to the Com- 
ialrs, 

IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 

unanimous consent, introduced (by request) the 


| 


uausT 14, 


following resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of tl Interior is hereby request to transmit 


| to this Congress all the papers and records in the case of St. Louis, Iron Mountain 


and Southern Railroad vs. William HI. Cayce, in contest concerning 120 acres of 
land in Miller County, Arkansas, to the end that the action taken by the Forty- 
fifth Congress, June, 1878, be called up and be reviewed by this Congress, wherein 
s l land of the United States and subject to pre- 


aid land was declared to be public 








emption entry, and that pendiz l review by Congress the Secretary of the 
Int rber ested to take no further action in the case of said lands 
tAVE OF ABSENCE. 
unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
Mr. E, P. ALLEN, until Thursday, on account of important bus- 








ines 
‘o Mr. M rt, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
lo Mr. PEN! ( for one day, on account of important business. 
Mr. Howarp, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 
ORDER BUSINESS 
SPEAKER re rd the eall of ¢ mittees for 
{. OCHILTREI 
Me. GEAR I } e to makea ro i ) ) nittee o! 
rene 
( I 1 th I rt, ¢ iO vi 
tt f if 1ce on the « x votes of the two Houses on 
,endment of the Senate to the bil House (4659) for the relief of 
eorge M. Ochiltree having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
Chat the House agree to the amendment of the Senate to said bill. 
S aaa 
JOHN H. GEAR, 
CHAR LI SE pny ol 
Mf igers on the pe art of the Ho 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 
The following is the statement of the House conferees: 
I bill under consideration passed the House, amending the record of George 


M. Ochiltree so as to place him on the rolls of the War Department with the pay 
‘‘of a major of cavalry ” as compensation for two months’ services as a provost- 
marshal in Missouri in 1862. This would have entitled him to something over 
, The Senate amended the House bill by allowing the said G. M. Ochel- 
$1,066.45 in full compensation for his service as provost-marshal. 
lhe report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


BRIDGE ACROSS ST. JOHN’S RIVER. 
Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a fgvorable recammendation the bill{ H. R. 10588) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS. 
Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize 
he Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 


| across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers; which was referred to 
| the C aeneeee of the Whole Hous se on the Private Calendar, and, with 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. M tILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, — the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

\ bill (A. 9137) granting a pension to Eli H. Kiser; 

\ bill CH. = 8092) to increase the pension of Lodiska J. Hays; 

A bill (H. = 3843) granting a pension to Virgil A. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) granting arrears of pension to Joseph R. Dods 
A bill (H. 4 211) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas W. 


Ne W 
\ bill (H. R. 6767) to restore J. Rock Robinson to the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 6211) to increase the pension to Henry C. Jay; 
\ bill (H. R. 189) granting a pension to August C. T. Gogall; and 
A bill (H. R. 209) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron. 


ILLIAM B. COBB. 
BARRY, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Cobb; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 
JOSEPH G. SWANK. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 3196) for the 
relief of Joseph G. Swank; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 





ae: 


EOE TINE SRA 


i 


A ae 





the Chair 
SAYERS. 
ie Whole on th 
neral appropriatio1 
Mr. TOWNSHEND umentary 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the Committee of the W1! 


re + xx , 


y neral s r atior lie 
there are two general appropriation bills—— 
- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide any 

Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am asking the Chair, if he will allow me—— 
The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman. 


i 
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that I am a party to any bargain in connection with that bill—if he 
states that, then I say he states what isalie. Thatis plain. I say 
that an entleman on the other side of the House, I do not care by 
whom made, who hi es any such statement, I say it is a lie. Does 
the gentleman understand me? [| Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWEN Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that whether I understood 


| gentleman from Missouri, or not, in his remark, he is 
[ Laughter. ] 

I desire to ald that when the gentleman came to my seat yesterday, 
after [ had objected to the passage of the bill, he told me that he had 
introduced the bill himself, and that so far as he was concerned there 
I told him personally that I believed the 
statement was true, and that I had no reflection whatever to make on 
him; that the objection I made to the bill had no connection with him, 
and that I did not until that moment know that he had any connec- 
tion with it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
not withdraw your objection? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OWEN, It appears to me, therefore, that the gentleman from 
Missouri is merely seeking an opportunity to createa littlescene here 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri (interrupting). Oh, no; not atall. I 
have no feeling in the matter. 

Mr. OWEN (continuing). 
and by the comments he has 
ing. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I had no intention of making a scene. 

Mr. OWEN. And I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I objected to 
that bill for reasons that grew out of a conversation I myself heard, 
and language which I heard John Milton Turner himself use, which 
at the time uttered I wrote down on a pad, and subsequently took the 
member of Congress aside to whom John Milton Turner had addressed 
his remarks, and said, *‘ A difficulty may arise in the House or in the 
campaign over what Turner has said to you. If so, I shall most sol- 
ennly assert that this is what he said.’’ I then read the conversation 
to this gentleman, who stated to me that it wascorrect, and that John 
Milton Turner used the language I had quoted. Thatcaused me upon 
this floor to object to the passage of that bill; and thé reason why I 
objected was that I did not believe it was my duty as an Indianian to 
sit on this floor and let my silence go as a vote to help the Democratic 
party pay John Milton Turner what he at least considered as his fair 
and equitable compensation for services rendered at the Indianapo- 
lis colored convention. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. ] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I introduced that bill, in 
the interest of humanity, for the benefit of these poor freedmen, and 
independent of any consideration personal to myself or anybody else, 
becanse it was an act of humanity to the former slaves of these Indians 
and in order that they should have what was simply theirdue. It had 
been recommended by President after President, by Secretary after Sec- 
retary, and the present Senate has passed the same bill. It has been 
pending in Congress ever since I have been here, and I do not think 
that the gentleman from Indiana should have objected on account of 
any individual or political feeling against an act doing justice to these 


the disting: 
not capable of offering me a personal affront. 





was no trade whatever in it 


Then, my dear friend, why did you 





By the extract he has caused to be read, 
seen proper to make upon it this morn- 


people. I desire to disclaim any personal feeling towards the gentle- 
man from Indiana for his action in the matter. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’?] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider general 
appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 75, 
noes 9. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not aquorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. SAYERS were appointed tellers. 

Pending the count by tellers, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to state that I have no objection what- 
ever to going into Committee of the Whole to take up the general de- 
ficiency bill, but the question of fortifications is in conference be- 
tween the two Houses, and I do not think that that bill ought to be 
pressed here to embarrass the conferees on that question. If the gen- 
tleman will take up the general deficiency bill I have no objection, and 
am perfectly willing to withdraw the point of order, but I feel that it 
is unfair to the conferees on the Army bill to press this measure which 
is already in conference. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know that it is necessary to say anything 
in reply to the gentleman from Illinois. That conference has been or- 
dered upon the consideration of a bill, the amendments to which are 
entirely foreign to the fortifications bill, and it is not a question that 
can properly be considered by them. What action will be taken in 
reference to the consideration of bills is for the Committee of the Whole, 
and I have no promises to make to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, evidently there is no quorum voting 


| 





or likely to vote. 
announced. 
of order. 


The SPEAKER. 
the point of no quorum was made. 
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I submit, therefore, that the vote may as well be 
I presume the gentleman will not insist upon the point 


sists upon the point and tellers were appointed. 


yet reported. 


Mr. BURNES. 


be announced, 


The tellers announced the result of the division as ayes 92, noes 6. 
There is not quite a quorum. 
will resume their places and continue 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


The SPEAKEI 
the count. 


Mr. HOLMAN 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 159, nays 9, not vot- 
as follows: 


ing 157; 


Abbott, 

Adams, 

Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Ili. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Baker, Ill 
Bankhead, 
garnes, 

Barry, 

Bayne, 

Bingham, 

Bland, 

Bliss, 

Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
trewer, 

Brower, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 

Bunnell, 

Burnes, 

Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y. 
Candler, 

Cannon, 

Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 

Cobb, 

Cogswell, 

Compton, 

Conger, 

Cox, 


Atkinson, 
Cheadle, 
Gear, 


Allen, Mass, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Bacon, 

Baker, N. Y. 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Browne, Ind, 
Brown, Ohio 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Clardy, 

Clark, 
Clements, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 

De rlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on general 
appropriation bills was agreed to, 


I apprehend that there is a clear majority in favor 
of the proposition of the gentleman from Texas, and I ask that the vote 


’. The tellers 
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The Chair has already announced the vote, and 
The gentleman from Illinois in- 
The tellers have not 
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. lcall for the yeas and nays on this question. 


YEAS—159. 


Crain, 

Crisp, 

Crouse, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, Fla. 
Davis, 

De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Elliott 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Forney, 
French, 
Fuller, 

Gay, 

Gest, 

Gibson, 

Glass, 
Grimes, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C, 
Henderson, Ill, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 
Hitt, 

Holman, 
Hovey, 
Hunter, 
Hutton, 
Jackson, 
Kean, 
Kilgore, 

La Follette, 


Lagan, 
Lanham, 
Lawler, 
Lehlbach, 
Lind 
Lyman, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morrow, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Nutting, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Neill, Pa, 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Romeis, 
Russell, Mass, 


NAYS—9. 


Johnston, Ind. 
Laird, 


Maish, 
Morrill, 


NOT VOTING—157. 


Dunn, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 

Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Hires, 
Hogg, 
Holmes, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Til. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Johnston, N.C, 
Jones, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 


Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
Laidlaw, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Latham, 
Lee, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mansur, 
McCormick, 
McKenna, 
McKinney, 
McKinley, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
Osborne, 
Patton, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidecock, 
Plumb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 


Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 
Scull, 
seney, 
Shaw, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
‘Taulbee, 


Taylor, J. D., Chie 


Thomas, Ky. 
Thompson,Cal, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, Ga, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 

White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whitthorne. 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley, 

Yost, 


Carlisle, Speaker, 


Townshend, 
Yoder. 


Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 
Rusk, 

Scott, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Stahlnecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 


Taylor, E. B., Ohio 


Thomas, II}. 
Thomas, Wis. 


Thompson, Ohio 


Tillman, 
Vance, 
Washington, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wise, 
Woodburn. 
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Mr, VANCE with Mr. WICKHAM. 
Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, with Mr. McCormick. 
Mr. CuTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 
Mr. TrmotHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN 
Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. OSBORNE. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. Cooper. | 
, Mr. HALL with Mr. LAIDLAW M AND I et 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. Morrirr. é t, M : WA tec rr the y ; mak 
Mr. HARE with Mr. Pumps, for three weeks. tt 
Mr. HoOwARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. e re {the vot en ! tated. 4 
Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. ; 
Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARN#PR. I H rdingly 1 
Mr. UT with Mr. HARMER. the state of the Un M 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. e CHAIRMAD ise i vy in ¢ 
Mr. ForpD with Mr. STEELE. 
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Mr. LopGE with Mr. BurNett, from July 25. n bills Phe ( oF t ding at 
Mr. Morse with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts, , , 
Mr. DAvipson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON \ IWNSHEND [I ris ) 
Mr. CoLutins, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. e CHA MAN Che ! in 
i Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. Mr. TOWNSHEND. The first bill 1 the Calendar is th 
. Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois. ( : [ ask now what bill t ed to rea 
Mr. BAcon with Mr. Russet, of Connecticut. The CHAIRMAN Che Clerk was d 1 to read the pend ll 
Mr. FISHER with Mr. KEAN. itting of the ‘tte s 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. DoRSEY rOWNSHEND Che bill that was last pending until y 
Mr. WLLLIAMS with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. | nished was the general ency j 1d in that 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, with Mr. CowLes. h spoliation elaiz ‘ under consideration Now. ¥ 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. KETCHAM. nanimous consent, the fortifications bill was taken up, and t 
Mr. BicGs with Mr. Morrow. tion I want to ask the Chair W ! or not the ¢g ld 
Mr. Compton with Mr. Gorr. ficieney bill, having been considered and bei ndisposed of, d 
Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, e] tv over the fortificatior > 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. The CHAIRMAN Che Chair is of opinion, and this opin 
Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. tained by the Speaker of the House, that the business in \ 
¢ Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT, mM f tl 
Mr. Scotr with Mr. CLARK. er und 
Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. which is that— 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. HIRes. ea ee ee a ee oes ad ton € 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. e House so far as they mas ipplica 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. Che next rule, XXIV, clause 6, provide 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. r hou rt é ¢ pus 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. | ty eed to the consideration of the shed 
Mr. RowLAND with Mr. NicHoLs. daw Gene ode “ oe itenianen nad 
Mr, LATHAM with Mr. KENNEDY. t be in order to pro to the « f all other u 
£ Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. Ezra B. Taytor. CSS WHENSVEF CUS CHASE OF f ae van sdesunscetbeten 
Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WEsT. class cf business now und 1 ration is that known 
Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE, from August 4, ropriation bills, and the ur hed busir that 
Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, on all questions from der under t rule 
date. Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliame 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY The CHAIRMAN The gentleman wi , 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. LInp. Mr. HOOKER. Isthere not another ra f the House 
Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. ENLOE, on all political questions, from Mon- uires that when the House resolves itself 11 Cor itte 
day, August 13, until Monday, August 20, reserving the right to vote to fouse fur the purpose of considering any ticular ¢ 
make a quorum; andon French spoliations Mr. GROSVENOR isin favor ppropriation bills or anything else, that Calendar shall | i 
of the payment and Mr. ENLOE is against it. the order in which the cases or b ppear on the Calend 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON, on all questions except Fren The CHAIRMAN. The rule is that « deration shall | t 
spoliations. ontheCalendar. But therul so provid when the< 
Mr. HAYDEN with Mr. HERBERT. Does notapply to taxation ques- | te bill under considerat nd it is b onsidered 
tions or naval. order until it is disposed of o » long as that 3 of 
Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York, on all political questions re the committee. ‘This rule vw I very 
except Oklahoma. when the oleomargarine bill was before the House. The e 
Mr. BLounT with Mr. BREWER, on all political questions from | resumed from day to day consideration of that bill as the u ed 
Monday, August 6, until August business of the Committee of the Whole; and that wu e 
On this vote: ’ i continued at one time for as much te1 
Mr. SowpDEN with Mr. GrRovrt. regular order. 
Mr. WHEELER with Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. WEAVER and others. Regu ord 
Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. LONG, on all political questions from Au- Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to another 
gust 9 for two weeks. The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman 
Mr. McCLAMMY. I desire to state my colleague, Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did the Cl 
. is absent on account of sickness. last under consideration b ( . up this fortificatio 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague, Mr. ENLog, is detained at | the general deficiency bill and that that was « issed and t 
his room on account of sickness, and I desire that he be excused. cation bill came up by unanimous con t? Now. the question | 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am paired with the gentleman from | to ask t 
South Carolina, Mr. TILLMAN, but have voted to make a quorum. ority, it being also an shed pen 
Mr. CRISP. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. The CHAIRMAN. iat bill came up by ui 
ROWELL, but understanding if he were present that he would vote yea, | the deficiency bill be passed over, and that has given th ‘Z 
and I have voted. {| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is too late to make objection now. 


sas 








ER 
17. 


SNe 


AK Aitcn 


he Chair is, whether or not t leficis r bill shou 
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The CHAIRMA! And that having been done, this bill ¢ ed 
until finally disp Ll 

Mr. ‘TOW HEND. Sut unanimous consent was given for yester- 
day only. 

Mr. FORNEY. Until it was finished. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not until it was finished. They both took 
their places on the Calendar, and that would be the first bill reached 
on the Calendar. | 

The CHAIRMAN Chat bill was passed over under the rule, and 
t} ther bill is t ished business until disposed of. 


Mr. SAYEERS. I call forthe regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I have to rise to another parliamentary | 
inquiry. I desire to know how the friends of the general deficiency 
bill may raise the question of consideration on the fortification bill and 
bring the deficiency bill up for consideration instead of the fortification | 
bill. I desire an answer to that inquiry. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that it is not the duty of the Chair to in- 
form the gentleman upon parliamentary law in advance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain any parliamentary 
motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But iam askinga parliamentary question such 
as I have never known the Chair todecline to answer, and the Chair is 
well able to answer it. My inquiry is this: How can the question of | 
consideration be raised as between the general deficiency bill and the 
fortifications bill? ‘The friends of the deficiency bill, or some of them | 
at least, want to have that bill considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the gentleman ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the Chair speak for himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not customary for the Chair to give in- 
structions to the committee as to what its duties may be. The Chair 
will entertain any parliamentary motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot ask the Chair for any instructions. I 
have put a parliamentary question which I ask to have answered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state in answer to the gentleman 
that it is the duty of the Chair to decide questions of order only when 
they are raised. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I see the Chair does not desire to answer the 
question, and I will not press it further. Now I raise the question of 
consideration, and I move to lay aside the fortifications bill in order that 
we may proceed with the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the bill known as the fortifications bill may be passed over. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. Under the rule the com- 
mittee will rise and report the objection to the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I objected to the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And Iobjected to the consideration of the forti- | 
fications bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That question is not before the committee at 
this time. The fortifications bill is before the committee. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] asked unanimous consent to 
pass over this bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr, SAYERS] ob- 
jected, and it is the duty of the Chairman of the committee to report 
that fact to the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it not 
the first duty of the Chair, after the fortifications bill is under con- 
sideration, to decide the question of order that was raised yesterday ? 
Can the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] be entertained until that question of order is decided by the 
Chair ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the question of 
order is of the nature of any other business in the committee relating 
to the bill, and has no greater priority of consideration than an ordi- 
nary motion to strike out a section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a decision of the Chair upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to another parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know what it is that the Chair will report to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will inform the gentleman. The 
Clerk will read clause 4 of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their Calendars shall be 
taken up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropria- 
tion bills, and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have 
precedence, and when objection is made to the consideration of any bill or prop- 
osition, the committee shall thereupon rise and report such objection to the 
House, which shall decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition 
shall be considered or laid aside for the present: whereupon the committee | 
shall resume its sitting without further order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will rise for the purpose of re- 

rting the objection to the House. The gentleman irom Missouri 

Mr. DocKERY] will please take the chair. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DockERy having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. 
R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
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nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and that objection 
having been made to passing over the bill, the committee had risen and 
had instructed their Chairman to report the objection to the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempo The question now is, Willthe House 
instruct the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
to consider the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fortification bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isubmit that is not the question. The mo- 
tion was to consider the general deficiency bill, and the gentleman 
from Texas objected, and the Chairman reported that objection back to 
the House, and the House is now called upon to decide whether the 
committee shall take up the deficiency bill or the fortification bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection affected the fortification 
bill, which was the first bill, and the Chairman of the committee ad- 
vised the Speaker the objection of the gentleman from Texas was to 
the consideration of the fortification bill, and the question now is 
whether the House will instruct the committee to consider that bill or 
not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular Order!’’ and ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Letmestate ittothe Chair. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] 
I made the motion in the Committee of the Whole that the general de- 


| ficiency bill be taken up for consideration The Chairman of the com- 


mittee submitted that question to the committee under objection made 
by the gentleman from Texas. Now the motion to lay aside the defi- 


| ciency bill is the motion which the Chairman has reported back to the 


House as to whether we will take up the fortification bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to report to 
the House nothing but what has been reported by the Chairman of the 


| Committee of the Whole House on the stateofthe Union. He reported 


the motion was made to lay aside the fortification bill, to which the 
gentleman from Texas objected, and that is the question now before 
the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to raise the question of consideration 
on the fortification bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question is raised by the propo- 
sition, which the Chair will submit, whether the House will instruct 
the committee to consider the bill (H. R. 10998) commonly known as 
the fortification bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a further parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the fortification bill be laid aside when the 
House again resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills, will not the deficiency bill then be the first bill in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That is a question fer the Chairman 
when the House resolves itself into the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the whole question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House direct 
the committee to consider the fortification bill. Those in favor of lay- 
ing the fortification bill aside will vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 17, noes 77. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the Chair state the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House direct 
the committee to lay aside House bill 10998, known as the fortifica- 
tion bill, objection to the consideration of which was made by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the fortification bill be laid aside, will not 
the deficiency bill be the first bill in order for the consideration of the 
committee ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a hypothetical question. 

Mr. HOOKER. The House should be informed by the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My object is to raise the question of consider- 
ation between the two bills. Of course if we vote down the fortifica- 
tion bill, that will enable us to reach for consideration the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House at this 
time is whether the House will direct the committee to consider the 
fortification bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the motion to lay aside the fortification bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, that is the question. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
17, nays 131, not voting 177; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 


Bacon, Gest, Jackson, Neal, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Glass, Johnston, Ind. Taulbee. 
Bryce, Hooker, Lehibach, 

Cheadle, Hovey, Mason, 

Cox, Hutton, Morrill, 
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iia: Sane aiaieats 

























Br 
B 
5 i 
Burnes, laugen, 
Butterw faye 
Bynun Hea 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 1 4 
Candle H iers j 
(ai ler nn 
Cas Hoiman, 
Cat Hopkins, I 
Cobb, Je ston, N. ¢ 
Cogswe Kilgore 
cx pton La Fo t 
Conger, Lag 
Cr La im 
Crisp Law! 
" revo 
Din 
Dorsey 
i i) i 








Bot nd, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, Gallinge 
Breckinridge, Ark, Gear 


Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, 





Brewer, Glover, 
Brower, Goff 
Browne, Ind Granger 


Brown, Ohio 
Buchanan, 


Greenman 


Grrosvenor, 














Vade 


©’ Neill, Me. Walker 
Outhwaite, Weaver, 
Ower Weber, 
Parker Wheeler, 
Paysor White, Ind 
Peel, Whiting, M 
Perkins, Whitthorne 
te: Vilkins, 
Rice, Wilkinson 
Richardson, Wilson, Min: 
Romeis, Yardle 
Ryan Yost 
a W r Ca 3 epea 
Lers 


Ro tson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 

- ! 


Rowell, 
Rowland, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Mass 


Rusk, 








Spin< 
Spooner, 
Vansur, Stahlnecker 
McAdoo Steele 
eClamm Stephenson 


McCormick Stewart, Tex 
McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 








Buckalew, Guenther, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Burnett, Ha MecShar Struble 
Burrows, Hare Mills raylor, E. B., ¢ 
Butler, Harmer, Moititt Thomas, | 
Campbell, Ohio Hayder MW é Wis 
Cam pbell,T.J..N.Y.Hemphill Me 
oa Hiendersen. N.C. Nichols 

Caruth, Herbert Norwood, ud, 
Chipman, Hiestand Oate 

Clardy, Hires O’ Ferrall 
Clark Fitt, O’ Neal], Ind. ton 
Clements, Hogg, Osborne, 

Cockran, Holmes, riton oe 
Collins, Hopkins, Va Penis ton, , Mass 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. ¥ Perry, Wickhan:, 
Cotbran, Houk, Phel lan, Wilber 
Cowles, Howard Phe me, Williams, 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Pi ck, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell, Hunter, Plumb, Wise 

Dargan, Jones, P< Woodburn, 
Darlington, Kean, i ey, Yoder 

Dave ort Kelley, Randall, 

Day Kennedy Rayner, 

De Lano, Kerr, Reed, 

No quorum voting. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent, the readin 
the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. COX. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. BAKER], but 
not regard this as a political question, and have voted to make a )- 
run. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama J 1 paired with M I roN 

d to make a quorum. 
‘The following adc roo al pair was announced 
Mr. ANDERSON, 0 { Mississippi, with Mr. Dr LANO, on all political 


questions until further notice. 


The result of the vote was then a 


The SPEAKER. No quorum h 
Mr. SAYERS. I move a call of 
The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, and the fol] 
their names: 

Allen, Mass Boutelle, 

Allen, Mich Bowden 











Anderson, Miss, Breckin: Ark. 
Baker, N. Y. Browne, Ind. 

Barry, Brown, Ohio 
3elden, Buchanan, 
Belinont, Buckalew, 

sigs, Burnett, 
3lanchard, Burrows, 

3liss, Campbell, Ohio 
Bound, Carlton, 


nnounced as above recorded. 








wing Inempbers failed to ansv 
Carut Darlington 
Clar Davenport 
Clar] De Lano, 
Clements, Dingle - 
Cockran, Dorsey 
Collins, Dunha am, 
Coo per Dunn, 
Cothran, Enloe, 
Cowles, Ermentrout, 
Cc heon, Fisher, 
Dasa An, Fitch, 

















Mr. Houmy No exe flere 
M florKins, of Virginia: No excuse offered. 
Horvkins, of N 
TING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentieman from New York |Mr. Hopkins] be excused on account of 
sick 
There was no o} 
Mr. H K, 
Mr. NEAL. Judge _ I understand, is quite unwell, and not 
able to be present to-da { ask that he be excused. 
here was ho onjection | 
‘i bis Y , Noe ( 0 ] 
Mr Hiupp: No exe olieres 
Mr. JONI No excuse offered. 
Mr. KeLLey: No excuse offered. 
Mr. KENNEDY No excuse offered, 
Mr. Kerr: No exct offered. 
h KETCHAM: No excuse offered. | 


LAIDLAW: No excuse offered. 
Mr. LAIRD: No excuse offered. | 
Mr. JAANDES: 


Mr. 


No excuse offered. i 
LANE: No excuse oflered. 
Mr. LATHAM: No excuse offered. | 
Mr. Ia 
Mr. LONG 
Mr. Lyncu: No excuse offered. 
Mr. MArFFetT: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Maisu: No excuse offered. 
Mr. MANsuUR: No excuse offered. 
Mr. McCorMIcK: No excuse offered. 
Mr. McKINLEY. 
Mr. WILKINS. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [Mr. 
McKINLEY] be excused on account of illness. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio already had leave of ab- 
sence, as the Chair is informed by the Clerk, 
Mr. McKINNEY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. MCMILLIN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. McSHANE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Morrirr: No excuse offered. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 
Mr. NICHOLS: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OATES: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OSBORNE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PATTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PENINGTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Perry: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PHELAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PHELPs: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PLumB: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Post: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Puasiry: No excuse offered. 
Mr. RANDALL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. REED: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. RocKWELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ROGERS. 
Mr. McRAE. I ask that my colleague [Mr. RoGErs] be excused on 
count of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RowWELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ROWLAND: No excuse offered. 


mak: No excuse oftered. 
No excuse offered. 


eT 
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Mr. VANCE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WALKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WADE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WARNER] is 
absent on account of sickness in his family, and, I ask that he be ex- 
cused, 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. West: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wuirr, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Iask that my colleague [Mr. WICKHAM] be excused 
on account of sickness, 

Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WISE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WooDBURN: No excuse offered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

fo Mr. Norwoop, for the remainder of the week, on account of press- 
ing and important business. 

To Mr. HEMPHILL, for ten days, on account of important business, 

lo Mr. CoTHRAN, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. De LANO, indelinitely, on account of important business, 

To Mr. HATCH, for two weeks. 

To Mr. CLARDY, for fifteen days, on account of important business, 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to make this remark, and I will not make 
objection to the granting of theseleaves. Someof us have to stay here 
until Congress adjourns and it is as much the duty of one as of another 
when important business is to be done, and if we grant leaves of ab- 
sence here we are confronted with the situation that there is no quorum 
present. 

CALL OF ROLL. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seventy-five members have re- 
sponded to their names. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
be instructed to pass over the fortification appropriation bill, and upon 
this question the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the order 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent to reconsider the order for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

Mr. PAYSON. - I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would a motion to reconsider be in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I move to reconsider the vote ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for a division. 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll, and as many as are 
in favor of passing over the fortification bill will say ‘‘ ay’’ when their 
names are called. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16, nays 138, not 
voting 171. 

YEAS—16. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr: 
Mr. 
Mr. 
M r. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr, 


RussELL, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. 


RussELL, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 


Scotrr: No excuse offered. 

SuHaw: No excuse offered. 

SHERMAN: No excuse offered. 

SmitTH: No excuse offered. 

SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

SpInoLA: No excuse offered. 

Spooner: No excuse offered. 
STAHLNECKER: No excuse offered. 
STEELE: No excuse offered. 

STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 
STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 
STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered, 
STONE, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 
Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 
Tuomas, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 
THoMAS, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 
THOMPSON, of California: No excuse offered. 
TILLMAN: No excuse offered. 


Brewer, Gest, Jackson, Neal, 
Brower, Hooker, Johnston, Ind, Taulbee, 
Cheadle, Hovey, Lehlbach, Vandever, 
Gear, Hutton, Morrill, Yoder, 
NAYS—138. 
Abbott, Bunnell, Davidson, Fla, Hitt, 
Adams, Burnes, Davis, Holman, 
Allen, Miss. Butler, Dibble, Hopkins, Ill. 
Anderson, Iowa Butterworth, Dockery, Hopkins, Va, 
Anderson, Il. Bynum, Dougherty, Johnston, N, O, 
Anderson, Kans. Campbell, F.,N.Y. Dunn, Kean, 
Arnold, Candler, Elliott, Kilgore, 
Atkinson, Cannon, Farquhar, Laffoon, 
Baker, Il. Caswell, Felton, Lagan, 
Bankhead, Catchings, Finley, Lanham, 
Barnes, Chipman, Forney, Lee, 
Bayne, Cobb, French, Lyman, 
Bingham, Compton, Fuller, Macdonald, 
Blount, Conger, Funston, Mahoney, 
Boothman, x, Grimes, Martin, 
Bowen, Crisp, Grout, Mason, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Crouse, Harmer, Matson, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Culberson, Hayes, McClammy, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Cummings, Henderson, Iowa McComas, 
Brumm, Izell, Hermann, McCreary, 
Bryce, Davidson, Ala, Hiestand, McCullogb, 


AERTS Won 
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Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y 
Carlton, 

Caruth, 

Clardy, 

Clark, 

Clements, 
Cockran, 

( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


ogswell, 


sutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
De Lano, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 


gc. G 


Gaines, 
Gal 

Gay 
Gil 











Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 


Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Guenthe 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 


.Hayd 


Heard 
Hemphill, 
Hende: 


Henderson, 


Herbert 
Hires, 
10OgRg, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk 
Howard, 
Hudd,; 
Hunter, 
Jones, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Ke rr, 


Ketcham, 


La Follette, 


During tlie roll-call, 


Mr. McCOMAS. 








N. Y. 


yr ‘ 

ALP LNU 
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~) . ait 
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Maitett, 
Maish 
Mans 
Adoo 
McCorm 
McKinley, 
MeKinne y; 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Mo 
Mon 
Morse 
Nichols 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O' Ferrall 
: Osborne, 
] Owen, 
Patton 
Peel 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 








gomery, 








‘ 


ESSIONA L 


Wad 


W 
Wan 
We er, 
White, Ind 
\ ttl ue 
Wilkins, 
Wils Minn 
Wilson, W. Va 
y ‘ 
VY oat 
( riisie, S| 
Rogers 
hiowe 
Row id 
R |, Conn 
Russ Mass 
Kusk 

tt 





StahlInecker, 
tewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo 
Symes 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ill. 
Thomas, Wis 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 
Warner 
Washington, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 
W ams, 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 











Can I vote to make a quorum? 








. rs\1 
RA RD—HOUSE. 
‘ I , S 
, I ‘4 
K I 
I 
: WW 
I 
‘ ~ 
\ ( 
l ) 
\I A \ ‘ . 
ut 
Ul ‘1 ‘ 
‘ i ut 
BA ‘ Yor No 
R ] 0 ‘ 
Mr. | N . 
Mr. I 
A LHON of ¢ [ Sneal 
ii ( int ¢ S 
bhe SPrhA I phe Ul t t n \ 
‘ ibs« 
Mr DbLAN A} No ¢ t ] 
M I No € S¢ i 
Li | LI } excuse ¢ 
M N No ¢ ( 
M INRII At No « d 
M R: No ise ofl 
l D> NE, <¢ in i No ex ise ¢ red 
I l yw) f Oh No ¢ use oll 1 
M BRUMM: No« otte I 
M i ILA LN No ex eo 1 
M B KALEW: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BURNETT: No excuse offered 
NM B R ws No excuse offers 7 
Mr. CAM LL, ¢ Ohio No excu Tered 
Mr. CARI  n: No excuse offered 
Mr. CARUTH: No excuse offeree 
Mr. CLARDY No excuse offered 
Mr. Cia No excuse offers 
Mr. CLEM s: No excuse o d 


os vate 4 erectonen . ; ‘ CocKRA No excuse ¢ d 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who are here and desire to make a of ‘ . Ac " 
‘ . . OGSY LO ¢ ise otteret 
quorum should vote when their names are called, and coald afterwards eg ae : 
oa . » . ir ¢ VO exe e ottered. 
withdraw their names if their votes be not necessary to make a quorum. op ‘ : NY 7 1 
x ‘ ‘ il A i N ( xc Or ‘ 
Ir. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent to vote. af — 1 
ail atandie a Saat : . [r. ¢ \ 3: No ex > of d. 
fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] oe s ; 
asks unani ; conse e. Isthere objec 2 TAfter a pause. | ‘ N cuse ont 
asks Unanimons consent to vote. there objection: Alter a pause. | ( * 
The Chair hears none. | ae ya ae 1 
Mr. WEAVER. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- | ee eee Scees , F 
. T) N N ise ¢ 
ing of the names . es ; 
mn eener : \f 1) mG N \ cuse ¢ ed. 
Mr. TRACEY. I object. ; 
nw cw . bea : MI 1) ENPO! No l olle 
rhe following additional pairs were announced: ere : : 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. SrEWART, of Vermont, on all political ques- see eee 
. . : \I ) } » ¢ ‘ 
tions until further notice. | iM yy 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, for the remainder of | ae D : es ’ ere 
j tr JUNTIAM oOo excuse O 
the day. fr 1 1 
"Eien — — +4 y . . NM D N No ¢ Se ¢ 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. McCormick, for the remainder of the | ~ 
day. } ‘i i ‘oO € l ( : 
: G 7 : } \ "RES Oo Ni ‘ 
Mr, LyNcuH with Mr. PuGsLey, for the remainder of the day. Mr a aoe os 
The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 16 and the nay ~~ vil Lee See ree ae 
are 138. No quorum has voted. : Piren je ae Sarees oa 
Mr. SAYERS. I move a call of the House. ee ee ee : 6 
A call of the House was ordered. | Mr. Forp: No excas 
rr 7 } t 1 1 34 ir. GAIN ‘ € é 
rhe Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named | a a na tbe . 
. ai i r T 1 ciErR exe ‘ ered, 
members failed to answer: Mr. GALLINGER ; 
Mr. GIBSO} No ¢ ise otleret 
Allen, Mass. Cariton, Enloe Henderson, N. ¢ j 7 a ; ; 
Allen, Mich Caruth, Erment t, Hires, Mr. GLOVER: Noe se O 
Anderson, Miss. Clardy, Fis Hogg Mr. Go No excuse ofle I 
Baker, N.Y. Clark, Fiteh Holmes, Mr. GRANGER: No excuse offered 
Selden, Clements, Foran, Hopkins, I! Bigg oo 9 sor Beep : ; . 
Belmont, Cockran Ford, Hopkins, N. Y. | Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offerec 
2 Biggs Cogswell Gaines, Houk, Mr. GROSVENOI No ex ¢ ed 
e Blanchard, Cooper, Gallinger, Howard, | Mr. Gui HEI To « ; edi 
; Bou Cothran, Gibson, Hudd, } a. ae a ’ = 
i Boutelle, Cowlea, Glover, Jones, | M HAI oO excust I . 
i Bowden, Crain, Goff, Kelley, Mr. HARI No exe ) 
2 Breekinridge, Ark. Crouse, Granger Kennedy -s 
i . c y, | Mr. Har ) offer 
: Brower, Cutcheon, Greenman, Kerr, a 1 
: Browne, Ind Dargan, Grosvenor, Ketcham, | Mr. Ha ‘ ( i. 
¥ Brown, Ohio Darlington, Guenther, Laidlaw, j Mr. Hi R ¢ 
# Brumm Davenport, Hal Laird M ; Hew % ’ 
Buchanan, De Lano, Hare, Landes, I A : NO ORCUBS ¢ ‘ 
Buckalew, Dingley, Hatch Lane, Mr. Ht I n, of North ¢ No ered, 
Burneit, Dorsey, Hayden, Latham, Mr. Hires: No excuse ¢ ! 
Burrows, Dunham, Heard, Lind, M Lr, N : ’ 
Campbell, Ohio Dunn, Hemphill, Lodge, SA. TLUGG: NO ¢ a = 








_~ ° { arrest smc 
ée) iG ONGIKES 
Mr. H 
Mr. hi l. 
M hte oO ed 
J HY] i 
i 
avi i} fe) 
1 he \ 
A KI Vi Y 
) K At 
Nir K A é 1 
Mr. LA } 
NM LA 
Mr. Lia O ex 
Mr. Ly N if { ; 
Mr. LA M o L. 
Mr. Lo ) ‘ 
M la O ext o! l 
Mr. Lo » ¢ ise offered 
M Lynciu: No excase offered. 
\J MAI » exe offered. 
Mr. MAN n: No excuse offered. 
Mr. McCLAMMY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. McCormick: No excuse offered. 
Mr. KCKINLEY No excuse offered. 
Mr. McKinney: No exeuse offered. 
Mr. MCMILLIN: No excuse offereil. 
Mr McSHANI No excuse offered. 
Mr. MIL! IKEN: Jo excuse offered. 
Mr. Morrirt: No excuse offered, 
Mr. MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered 
Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Nicuois: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 
Mr. OATi No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri: No exeuse offered. 
Mr. OSBORNE: No excuse offered, 
Air. OWEN No excuse offered. o 
Mr. PATTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PEE! No excuse offers 
Mr. PI NINGTON No excuse oft red. 
Mr. Perry: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PHELAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PHELPS: No excuse offered, 
Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PLUMB: No excuse offered, 
Mr. Post: No excuse offered. 
Mr. PUGSLEY: No excuse offered, 
Mr. RANDALL: No excuse offered, 
Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Rerp: No excuse offered. 
Mr. RoperRTSON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. RockWELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. KoGers: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ROWLAND: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Russecy, of Connecticut: No exeuse offered. 
Mr. Rusk: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Scotrr: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Suaw: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SHERMAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SHiveLy: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SprnoLa: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SPOONER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. SreeLe: No excuse offered, 
Mr. Stewart, of Texas: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Stewart, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No exeuse offered 
Mr. Stone, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 
Mr. TARSNEY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Txomas, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Tuomas, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 
Mr. TILLMAN: No excuse offered, 
Mr. VANCE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. WARNER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Wrst: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Wuirr, of New York: No excuse offered. 
Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE: No excuse offered. 
Bir. WickuHAM: No excuse offered, 


NM W OODBUI »excuse off 
J PEAKER. The doors will now be closed—— 
K EA M Sy aker, is it in order to move that the House do 
urn? 
The SPEAKER. I] 
Ir. KEAN. I make that m 


“man will 


Mr. SAYERS. I hope the g é not press that motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first announee the result. On this 
1 163 gentlemen have answered to th names. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH Does my friend [Mr. SAYERS] wish to 


I 
his matter? 
Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

BUTTERWORTH. Is it intended to ca 
Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. I want the : 

Che question was taken on the motion of Mr. KEAN that 
do now adjourn; and there were—ayes 50, noes 51. 

Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. TOWNSHEND called for the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken and the yeas and nays were ordered—ayes 
25, noes 61. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. KEAN. Pending that, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 11, noes 50. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Thisquestion does not requirea quorum. In the 
first place it is a proceeding in connection with a call of the House; 
and in the second place it is a proceeding in relation to a motion to 
adjourn, neither of which propositions requires a quorum. The noes 
have it. The ‘House refuses to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. The question now is on the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question having been put 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I eall for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 69, noes 9. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurring on ordering the yeas and nays, the yeas and 
nays were not ordered, no member voting in favor thereof. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House having been ordered, the reg- 
ular order, if the House desirestocompel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers, is the introduction of a resolution requiring the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to bring in absentees. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question) said: 
have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Division. 

The question having been again taken, 

The SPEAKER said: On this question the ayes are 77, the noes 2. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire a ruling upon the question whether a 
quorum is demanded on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. Of course a quorum is not demanded where the 
House is proceeding under a call. No quorum is required to order a 
call nor isa quorum necessary to dispense with proceedings under the 
call, The ayes have it; and further proceedings under the call are dis- 
pensed with. The question recurs, Will the House direct the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to pass over the fortifica- 
tion appropriation bill. On this question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. 
nays were ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. NELsoN, there 
were—ayes 5, noes 47. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The question of ‘‘no quorum”? can not be raised. 
The very object frequently of calling the yeas and nays is to ascertain 
whether a quorum is present-—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the Chair hold that upon a motion to 
reconsider a quorum is not required ? 

The SPEAKER. Upon a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered, a quorum is not necessary. No 
quorum is required to order the yeas and nays. The Constitution 
provides simply that the yeas and nays shall be taken upon the de- 
mand of one-fifth of those present. On this question the noes have it; 
and the House refuses to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House adjourn. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I ask 
names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
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I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly | 
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Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Woman’s National Chris 
tian Temperance Union, of Chicago, I1l., praying that an appropriation 
of $75,000 be made to the Industrial Home for Mormon women in Salt 
Jake City, Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria 
tions. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of citizens of Winnemucea, Nev., 
praying for the passage of a bill for the better protection of the Yellow- 
stone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of John T, Gladwilland other cit- 
izens of Boone County, Missouri, and the petition of T. J. Welch and 
other citizens of Dent County, Missouri, praying for certain amend- 
ments of the interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3358) for the relief of M. 5. Hellman, of Canyon 
City, Oregon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 2342) granting a pension to David Myers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

SILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relat- 
ing to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,”’ 
approved June 18, 1888, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3448) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Green; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into the matter of deposits in the late Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company of Washington,and report how many white depositors of said com- 
pany there are who were in no way connected with the alleged mismanage- 
ment and failure of said company, and the amount of deposits due to them re- 
spectively. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am moved tothe introduction of this resolution 
by the circumstance that since the passage of the bill by the Senate 
two or three weeks ago, which drew the color line on the depositors in 
that institution in favor of those of African descent and against all 
others, there have come to my knowledge several instances of poor 
white persons, small depositors, one an old Irish woman who brought 
me her book last night covering thirty or forty dollars, a poor old 
widow. The only reason why, according to the Senate’s decision the 
other day, she can not be treated to her share of what can be got out 
of it or whatever Congress chooses to give is the fact that she is not of 
African descent. 

I stated when the bill passed (although I did not take a division be- 
cause it was thought from the pairs that there would be no quorum) 
that it appeared to me that that sort of discrimination was not only 
wrong in principle but unjust im practice. The answer was that the 
white persons who were depositors in that bank were the people who 
got in there and got possession of it to break it. That wasa matter for 
consideration, of course, but there ought to have been some way of 
discriminating between that class of depositors who defrauded the bank 
and those who were innocent, even if they were white. 

I have introduced this resolution in the hope that again calling at- 
tention to it, and it appearing that there are many instances of poor 
white people in this District who were innocent depcsitors there of 
small sums of money, and who, if anybody is to be provided for, onght 
to share with the others of whatever color, the Committee on Finance 
will find some means of correcting what, it appears to me as the mat- 
ter now stands, is a great wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the resolution read again. 

Mr. BECK. Has the resolution been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. BECK. Then I shall ask that it go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing. I think we can give good reasons why the white depositors should 
not be paid by the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had called for objection 
to the consideration of the resolution, and there was none; but he will 
recognize the objection of the Senator from Kentucky, and the resolu- 
tion will lie over until to-morrow, and be printed. 

Mr. BECK. Then I propose to show why this should not be done. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over on ob- 


jection. 


FOREIGN PATENTS. 
Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution, for which I ask pres- 
ent consideration: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Patents be requested to examine into the 


matter of the rights of citizens of the United States in patents issued by foreign 


countries for inventions made by them, and whether further action is necessary 
to secure and protect such rights; and whether it is desirable that provision 
hould be made that the United States be represented at any future interna- 
sal conference on that subject by persons especially learned in the patent 
law and the interests of American inventors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to have the resolution again read. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a mere resolution of inquiry. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 







PUYALLUP AND OTHER INDIANS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read, or- 
sred printed, and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas it is provided in the treaty with the Puyallup and other tribes of In- 
dians, ratified by the Senate on the 3d day of March, 1855, that the whole or any 
portion of certain specified lands reserved to such tribe of Indians by said treaty 
may, under the direction of the President of the United States, be surveyed into 
lots and assigned to such individuals or families as are willing to avail them- 
selves of the privilege and will locate on the same as a permanent home on the 
same terms and subject to the same regulations as are provided in the sixth ar- 
ticle of the treaty with the Omahas, so far as the same may be applicable; and 

Whereas said sixth article of the treaty with the Omahas provides that if any 
such person or family shall at any time neglect or refuse to oceupy and till a 
portion of the lands assigned and on which they have located, or shall rove 
from place to place, the President may, if the patent shall have been issued, can- 
cel the assignment, and may also withhold from such person or family their 
proportion of the annuities or other moneys due them, until they shall have re- 
turned to such permanent home and resumed the pursuits of industry; and in 
default of their return the tract may be declared abandoned and thereafter as- 
signed to some other person or family of such tribe, or disposed of as is provided 
for the disposition of the excess of said land; and 

Whereas it has been alleged that there has been neglect on the part of alarge 
number of persons and families to whom lands have been assigned under such 
treaty stipulations, to occupy and till any portion of the Jands so assigned, and 
otherwise have failed to comply with the terms of said treaty stipulations: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inquire and report to the Senate at his earliest practicable convenience whether 
any persons or families belonging to the Puyallup tribe of Indians in Washing- 
ton Territory have at any time, and when and for what time, neglected or re- 
fused to occupy and till a portion of the lands assigned to them, orany of them, 
and, if so, what persons or families and what lands, and whether such persons 
or families, or any of them, have or have not been roving from place to place, 
and whether in any other respect whatever any of such Indians or families have 
failed to comply with the treaty stipulations and laws of Congress applicable 
to the allotment and patenting of lands to such Indians, and, if so, in what re- 
spect and to whatextent. 

Resolwed further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to the Senate 
what portion, if any, of the lands of the Puyallup reservation in Washington 
Territory have never yet been assigned or patented to any of the families or in- 
dividuals of such tribe, with a description of the location of such lands. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie over until 
to-morrow and be printed. 

NATIONAL-BANK DEPOSITS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
coming over under objection. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. SHERMAN was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to furnish the Senate 
a statement of the amount deposited with each national banking association 
holding public money on the Ist day of August, 1888, and the amount and de- 
scription of United States bonds and other securities pledged for the repayment 
of such deposits. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
would have any objection, or would it in any way interfere with the 
object he has in view in this resolution, to put in an amendment ask- 
ing for similar information in regard to the condition of the Treasury, 
say on September 30, 1878? 

[ hold in my hand House Executive Document No. 12, Forty-fifth 
Congress, third session, being ‘‘A letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in reply to a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 4th 
instant, asking information whether any money belonging to the Treas- 
ury of the United States,’’ etc., and I have the response of Hon. John 
Sherman, then Secretary of the Treasury, showing the balance of loan 
account on the 30th day of September, 1878. The listis headed ‘* List 
of balances standing to the credit of the Treasury of the United States, 
ete.’? September 30, 1878, there was a balance of $64,608,433.49 on 
deposit in the various national banks and designated depositories, and 
in addition to that vast sum there were also balances of general ac- 
count which was the currency account, of $6,535,829.11, which, added 
to the other amount, would aggregate considerably over $71,000,000 
at that time. 
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I also findin Execnu Docu No. 13. ] ( » 4) 
. i | r f ! Sec the \ + toa 
ré ition of the House, dated D er 19, 1878, also sig d by 
reta Sh It giv on sit S time 
£ gy with | ruary 1, 1878 lx i up December 1 
and a ows that O ) 1. 1878, 1 $.207.814.63 
t las rt to it, H I D rent N« 
lo {th ¢ ory hir S v le l from He 
> ile lan, Se y of the Treas dated Jar 15, 1879. an a 
d il listisgiven. In these Kst 1 by the Seere of the Tre 
ur that t I ind in the re ts or ithe re ons I do not 
any rele n to th 1bject-matter in ided or embraced at the e ( 
the Senator’s present resolution, and that i 
and the amount and the descripti ft ted St st ds d ot Se 
pledged for the repayment of such deposits 

I think that is a very important question; and in order that we 
understand how the Treasury Department has been managed at difl 
ent times, weshould know what amount and description of United States 
bonds and other securities were > dged for the repayment of the $71 
000,000 held by national banks and designated positories from the 
Treasury at that time. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio is recognized as one of the great- 
est financiers of the age. He was Secretary of the Treasury and cer- | 


tainly conducted the business of the Treasury Department at that time 
upon sound and correct financial principles. I have no doubt it would 
be very interesting and instructive to the country to see what kind of 


securities he called for at the time when there were $71,000,000 of the 
money of the Treasury deposited in national banks and designated de- 
positories, as compared with the kind of securities that may now 


held for the amounts deposited. the suggestion to the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘ law of 
quired security for all deposits, 


bonds or other securities 


I merely make 


the United States then, as now, re 
either in the form of United States 
If the Senator from Missouri will look into 


he Ss 


r 
l 


the documents furnished freely by me at 7 it time, he will see not 
only the details of the deposits but why they were made. As a mat- 
ter of course, the securities were only Government securities, because 





during all that time and until recently no other form of 
been allowed, and I do not know that any other is now 


security has 


taken. 





The reason why the amount was so large, as the Senator ought to 
know, was because at that time we were selling bonds under the re- 
funding act, and they reached at one time a much larger sum than he 


has stated. The law required that those deposits should be — with 
national banks designated as Government depositories. When 
were called notice of ninety days had to be given, and that notice con 
tained a description of the bonds called. As a matter of course bonds 
had to be sold bearing a lower rate of interest in order to meet these 
calls. They were usually sold three months in advance of the call, « 
as required to meet the call, In the mean time the money received 
for the new bonds was deposited with national-bank depositories by 
the express provisions of the law, and to prevent an undue hoarding 
in the Treasury of the United States. 

While I was Secretary of the Treasury, since the 
t, I will say that in every case security was taken in the form of U 
States bonds for an amount greater than the amount deposited. 
was alwaysa margin. Besides that, in no case was ar iy money depos- 
ited with national banks unless it was received through the loan de 
partment, for bonds sold, or for internal revenue collected. The law 
did not allow in any case—nor does it now—customs dues to be depos- 
ited with national banks; they must be deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States. Whether that law has been violated, is one of the 
things I want to inquire about. 

Now, I have no idea that the Secretary of the Treasury objects to 
giving this information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor I; not at all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Very well. Nor have I any idea that he would 
violate the law; but it is necessary to have these documents furnished 
whenever called for, and it is better to have them called for at a par- 
ticular date, say the Ist of August, because at that time the account 
will have been made up, and the statement can be sent in withont any 
difficulty. 

It will appear, I have no doubt, that a very large sum, probably 
$60,000,000, or $70,000,000, or $80,000,000, was on deposit during re- 

funding operations in banks, for that is stated by me as Secretary of 

the Treasury in my report. That is a very different transaction from 
that which 1s carried on now. The money then was deposited in the 
banks by private persons who bought our bonds. We never delivered 
the bonds until the money was paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, 
in any national-bank depositories who qualified themselves | 
the requisite security under the law. 

It was the conceded right of the depositor to select his own depository. 
If the Senator from Missouri had the good fortune to have $10, 000 of | 
money and deposited it for the purchase of bonds he selected his own 
depository, took a certificate from that depository, and sent it to the 
Treasury Department, and the deposit remained during the ninety days 


bonds 


nited 


Y givi 


+ Senator alludes to | 


There | 


but the deposits were made to the credit of the United States 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let t] 1 W t the f 

th cial rep Ss I while Seere 
that an s en yond 3 made I 
d, it is é I old bond was 
( 
I | MAN. ‘ I order tosave that double 
] rently 7 tort kK ; cv 
j } knows it as i confidence in th 
t of the Governme I freq t ( ed t rt ind s a 1 
yf the sale in o rtos t do i est; but under th 
1 t la t \ ted States paid double 
ivoid which I ‘ ‘ t ty days in advance, 
| id to give not , s t bonds for ninety 
$ e months. I had to ecifying the numbers 
‘ é ids I could st th terest on those bonds and ca!l 
t 1d in the mean I pro Lto sell bonds. Sometin 
would ant pate » OOO, OUD « ) OOO ind hen Congress 1 
ut y vear that is suggested, w 1 the Democratic party came 
p r nd threatened ul ft esumption act, the sale 
s immediately stopped, and I was caught with a $10,000,000 
oO eall, which I had to pay out of the surplus revenue. 
wav the bu Ss WAS ¢ daucted the with the utr t 
< to is double I because the law requ d the notice 
t ( ind frequen ‘ mime ent f the sale of bonds to 
( ( t not é twenty, or even thirty 
d ter t call was outst 
COCK RELI is | nder ( 1 the reports of the Secre- 
ta e Treasury, which | e read carefully, the Senator from 
Ohio, t ! tary of the Treas y, reported the fact that here was 
i law requiring him to give ninety da 3’ notice in calling in the re- 
1 le bonds before he could compel the holders of them either to 
cease wing interest or to present them, and that he could not as 
se ry of the Treasury afford to make, or be justified in making, a 
( yr its bonds until he had the oney to them. 
Mr. SH MA I did not it. 
Mr. COCK RELI And the « of that was that the bonds were 
1 after the money had |} received the purchaser got three 
m est practical re the old ls were delivered. He 
ree months interest upor the new b ile the old bond was 
» drawing three months’ int 3 ninety days. 

Mr. SHERM AN. That was not true as stated by the Senator, but 
I ive it exactl Under the provisions of the law nine ty days’ 
n e had to be giver ien bonds were called. A prudent and an 
‘ t Secretary of the Treasury would probably sell bonds in si e 
of the eall, and I expect the Senator from Missouri would be e of 
those, because he would not confide in anything. He would not call 

» bond until he had the money for it; but I did while I was the 
M COCKRELL Not to IV great amount o them g s} y 
our reports. I think you will find precious few of t ! 
ir. HE RMAN. I was ge erally about $10,000,000 ahead t 
I is caught when Congress met, as I have already stated. 

Mr. COt KREI L. That was a very small amount when y ‘ 

refunding $600,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Se or from Missouri ought to know t 

the sales at that time yunted to an enormous s 

Mr. COCKRELL. In about « teen months you were negotiat 
some $600,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator would think that wo probably 
$40,000,000 or $50,000,000 a month, but it somet ST r $100,- 
000,000 a month. Asa matter of course, during that time there was 





4 ? 


double interest, and it was the very effect of the law; and I may say 
that has been the law since the foundation of the Government. It is 
the law to-day, although the time has been shortened, I think, some- 
what. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thirty days. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Thirty days 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio when Secretary of the 
Treasury recommended a change in the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly I did, and I sought to avoid this double 
interest. 


Ir. President, this is mere by-play, because there is no necessity of 
reprinting those old documents, for we have them already on the pub- 
lic files. You will find there full reports, the names of the banks and 


the amount deposited with each, and the fluctuations in thoge de- 
posits, which are all shown by the public documents. What I wantis 
the ordinary statement showing how much money has been deposited 
with the national banks and with each national bank, where it is con- 
centrated. What use I may make of itis not a matter for me to state, 
probably nothing. [f it is all right, I shall say nothing more about 


it, except to give credit to the Secretary of the Treasury for anything 

he has done in the right d tion. If there has been an undue and | 
unnatural accumulation of this money in the hands of banks, and par- | 
ticular banks, perhaps it will be made a subject of comment. Atany | 
rate, it is a public fact that ought to be stated at all times promptly 


and readily, and I have no doubt whatever that the Secretary of the 
Treasury can p ire this statement in a day and send it in. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I hope the resolution will be adopted. 
The matter has been discussed before the Finance Committee for sev- 
eral months in one form and another. Ithink the development will be 
that no money collected from customs has been so deposited. That is 
the impression I have from the slight investigation I have made, but 
still the Senate ought to have the facts, whatever they may develop. 

Mr. COCKRELL. AsI understood the Senator from Ohio, he stated 
that these deposits were left there in order to prevent the accumula- 
tion of a large surplus in the Treasury at the time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; because the law authorized them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state another fact totheSenator. Perhaps 
the persons depositing money might make an arrangement for accom- 
modation with the banks to advance the money for them. I do not 
know whether such was the case, but that was a matter between them 
and the banks. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have here the finance report of 1878, in which 
the Secretary of the Treasury said: 

The three months’ public notice required by the fourth section of the refund- 
ing act to be given to the holders of the 5-20 bonds to be redeemed, necessarily 
involves a loss to the Government bythe payment of double interest during 
that time. The notice should not be given until subscriptions are made or 
are reasonably certain tobe made. When they are made and the money is paid 
into the Treasury, whether it is kept there idle during the three months or de- 
posited with national banks under existing law, the Government not only pays 
interest on both classes of bonds during the ninety days, but, if the sales are 
large, the hoarding of large sums may disturbthe market. Under existing law 
this is unavoidable; and to mitigate it, the Secretary deemed it expedient dur- 
ing the last summer to make calls in anticipation of subscriptions, but this, 
though lega!, might, in case of failure of subscriptions, embarrass the Govern- 
ment in paying called bonds. The long notice required by law is not necessary 

} 


I 
in the interest of the holder of the bonds, for, as the calls are made by public 


notice and the bonds are indicated and specified by class, date, and number, in 
the order of their numbers and issue, he by ordinary diligence can know be- 


forehand when his bonds in due course will probably be called, and will not be 


taken by surprise. 

The Secretary recommended that the time should be reduced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What was the date of that report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the finance report of 1878, made Decem- 
ber 2, 1878. 

I simply desired to call attention to the fact that this is not the first 
time there have been large sums of money in the national depositories 
under different administrations. It seems to be unavoidable under 
the system which exists. As a matter of course, I am in favor of the 
resolution, but I should have been gratified very much if the Senator 
from Ohio would have consented to put in an amendment asking for 
the same information in regard to the securities held in 1878 and 1879 
that is called for in regard to the securities now held. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been published already. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez 
Dickinson, surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 
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A bill (8. 288) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
lowa; 
A bill (S. 509) authorizing an increase of pension in cases of deaf- 


A bill (S. 2106) granting a pension to William Kelsey; 
\ bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes for the support of dis- 


abled soldiers and sailors of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E: Alger; 

A bill (S. 2118) granting a pension to Richard H. Van Dorin; 

A bill (S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude K. Lyford; 

A bill (S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 

A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, 
Oregon; 

A bill (S. 3219) to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 62) in recognition of the services of Joseph 





FORT HALL RESERVATION, 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an 
agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannack Indians, for the surrender 
and relinguishment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town-site, and for the grant 
ofa right of way through said reservation to the Utah and Northern Railway 
Company, and for other purposes, having met, arter full and free conference 
ave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Addto said 
amendment the following: 

‘“* Provided, That all lands acquired by said railway company near its station 
at Pocatello, for its use for station grounds, depot buildings, shops, tracks, side- 
tracks, turn-outs, yards, and for water purposes, as hereinbefore provided, shall, 
whenever used by said railway company, or its assigns, for other purposes, be 
forfeited and revert to the United States and be subject to the other provisions 
of this act.” 

Also insert after the word “ provided,” in line 8, page 9, of the bill, the word 
“further.” 

And the Senate agreed to the same, 


H. L. DAWES, 

O. H. PLATT, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Lfanagers on the part of the Senate. 

S. W. PEEL, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

B. W. PERKINS, 

fanagers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order, and the Secretary will 
report the first order of business by title. 

The first bill in order on the Calendar was announced to be the bill 
(S. 1917) for the relief of John R, Reynolds. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for consideration Calendar No. 
2076, being Senate bill 3420. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will let us go on with the 
Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘This is a bill reported unanimously from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and simply directs the Secretary of War to 
make a report on certain claims of Oregon and other States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill whose title has been read 
by the Chief Clerk being in order, the Senator from Oregon moves—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist on his motion, 
but will let us go en with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill the title of which 
will be read. 

The Curer CierK. A bill (S. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to ascertain what amount of money has been expended by the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for military purposes in aid 
of the Government of the United States during the war of the rebell- 


on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon. [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes 
have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Leask for a division. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and naysand be done with 
it; If you want to consume all the morning and fritter it away, let 
us know it. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] is neces- 
sarily detained from the Senate and will be until 120’clock. At 12 
o’clock I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
fisheries treaty. 

Mr. BECK. Say when you are ready and we shall all help you. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘The Senator from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. BECK. Ibegpardon. I thought it better for you to name your 
time, and then we shall make no objection at all. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
upon this question the yeas and nays may be entered upon the Journal. 
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he but I desire that it 1 10t lose la 1 the Calendar 
Mr. COCKRELI Phat I 1 ordered 
A iH if 
t busin 1 the Cale ir O of Bu 1915, beir 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGAN relating to treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over without prejud 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor: It will be passed r witho l 
dice. 
PURCHAS] LAN 
The Senate, as in Committee of t Vhole, proceeded to consider 
bill (S. 2715) for the relief of certain parties who have paid $2.50 } 
re for United States Government lands reduced in price to $1.25 ps 
acre by the act of Congress approved June 15, 1880. 
The bill was reported from the Com >on P 
mendments, in section 1, line 5,after the lave i 
1e 15th day of June, 1880;’’ in line 8, r vord 
out ‘‘the actof June 15, 1880, entitled ind in & ° i 
and in line 10, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert uD 
1880 so as to make the bill read: i 
Be it enacted, ete., That in all cases where it shall, upon due 
appear tothe sa ction of the Secretary > Interior that 1 } . 
the 15th day of Jur 1880, paid $2.50 per a r lands which were reduce i 
price to $1.25 per acre by an act entitled “‘An act relating to the public lands of | 4 
the United States,” approved June 15, 1880, the Secretary of the Interior is a 
thorized to repay, out of any money the United States Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to such parties, their | l representatives or assigns, t j j 
excess price of $1.25 paid for su: ands hat the Secretary of the Inter 
hall draw his warrant on the Tr mounts as may be found d ‘ 
the claimants under this act 
c. 2. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall make all 
é ru n 8 to < I ej 3 
nto ¢ 
Mr. B is i 
like the Senator from Arkar 
Wherever lands were withiz ) ; 
miles on either side of the : _ 
' , ; ! nre ’ 
‘ to the railroad, and the pri $2 -| 
. , 1 , . 1 nid not 
* tions. Very many persons obtained these lands, paid the money, and 
J ‘ 7 . . oe a6 : Lid 
settled upon them or speculated upon them. Now, at the end of the a ( 
time if an act is passed reducing the remnant of those lands, if the é; ; 
United States failed to sell at $2.50, to $1.25, do you propose to go back 
. ‘ . . . . = i Li piv 
and pay former purchasers? How far does it go back ? ; 
Mr. BERRY. By the act of June 15, 1880, it was provided that tl 
lands referred to by the Senator not heretofore settled should thereafter | 
be sold at $1.25 an acre, but before the information was obtained va- | 
rious parties bought the land and paid $2.50 an acre. It wasamis-| M ‘ 
take in the Land Office. : : 
Mr. BECK. I see that the limitation inserted by way of amend- The PRESID] 









ment relieves the difficulty I had. 

Mr. BERRY. It only applies to that character of lands, and itis 
recommended by the Secretary of the Interior that the bill shall pass. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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whether the phraseology would not amount to a creation of new cir- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate. 
cuits in addition to the nine we now have; but on consulting the Sen- Mr.EDMUNDS. I movetoamend the first section, at the suggestion 
ator from Vermont |Mr. EpMuNDs] he is satisfied the bill can bear no | of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES], by adding atthe end these 
such construction. words—striking out the period after the word ‘‘ respectively ’’ and in- 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I should like to have the bill laid aside | serting a comma— 
for a short time in order that | may examine another point that sug- | and also at Helena, in the eastern district of Arkansas, at the same time that 
vests itself to me. | the district court is now held, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. | The effect of that is simply to turn the circuit court powers of the 
OPHIA B. MOORE. district judge over to the circuit court, and the circuit court to havea 


1 ' ' : ‘ . session at that place. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3902) for the re- | °°S'9 ca aeicetoee oo ' 
lief of atin Bau ee ara : , Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read from 
vs oa aoe pewe ; : 2 | the desk 
Mr. DOLPH. Ilobject to that. I reported it adversely last session, | ~' , Pas . ea . ° 
ee - ae PEON LISS | Whe Coter CLERK. The proposed amendment is, at the end of sec- 


I think. ; : nf : 7 a . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without prej- tion 1, line 10, after the word ** respectively,’’ to strike out the period 
ilies “ | and insert a comma, and add: 


ABRAHAM J. BUCKLES. mg ee aenee. am Oye coeinee district of Arkansas, at the same time that 
The bill (H. R. 9263) granting an increase of pension to Abraham J. 
Buckles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Abraham J. Buckles, late second lieutenant 
Company E, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to $45 per 
month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. third time, and passed. 


LACHLAN H. M’INTOSH, ‘The title was amended so as to read: 
The bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. McIntosh wascon- | ‘‘A bill to abolish circuit court powers of certain district courts of 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the | the United States, and for other purposes.’’ 
pension-rolls the name of Lachlan H. McIntosh, late captain’s clerk | 
United States steamer Scourge, war with Mexico. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been reported to 
the Senate, this amendment will be taken as an amendment to the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments as amended were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


THOMAS H. SAULSBURY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think the name read by the Chief Clerk is differ- Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
ent from the way it appears on the Calendar, where it is ‘‘Sachen H. | the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following resolu- 
McIntosh.” S | tion submitted by Mr. GRAY on the 10th instant; which was consid- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The name in the bill would con- | ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
trol. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 


— : 7 . cE ii | and directed to pay. out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
M r. Cl LLOM. I know that, but I did not know but that there | the Senate, to Miss Mary E. Saulsbury, sister of Thomas H. Saulsbury, deceased, 

might be a mistake about the name. | late clerk to the Committee on Engrossed Bills, the sum of $1,095, being an 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an error in the Calendar. 


amount equal to six months’ salary at the rate per diem allowed by law to the 
. : ‘ ‘lerk aforesaid; said sum to be considere including funer 2nses 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | (yy! Ors SPRENE INNS he aetading Sensiet eipenses and 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


all other allowances, 
JANE SMALLRIDGE. Mr. FRYE. I renew my motion. 

The bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge was Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the Senator from North Caro- 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | lina. I withdraw my objection to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
pension-roll the name of Jane Smallridge, of Fairfield, Iowa, widow of | ness 1937, being the bill (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore. 
John Smallridge, late a private of Company F, Third Regiment Iowa | I find that the bill in regard to this claim is already referred to the 
Cavalry, at $12 per month. | Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Maine [Mr. FRYE] is pending. 

EDWIN J. GODFREY. THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to Edwin J. Godfrey was Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | the fisheries treaty in open executive session. 
pension-roll the name of Edwin J. Godfrey, late of Company B, Sec- The motion was agreed to. 
ond New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open executive 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | session. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal of the 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. last open executive session will be dispensed with. The Executive 

JOHN 8. BRYANT. Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to John S. Bryant was The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
pension-roll the name of John 8. Bryant, late a private in Company G, | ber 20, 1818, signed at W ashington February 15, 1888. : 
Twenty-ninth Maine Regiment Infantry Volunteers. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN | to postpone the further 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. consideration of this treaty until the Wednesday after the first Mon- 

ORDER OF BUSINESS j day in December next. ; 
sascenian call ers . ' Mr. MORGAN. Mv. President, yesterday when the executive ses- 

Mr. F RYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of | sion was changed to legislative or adjourned, J was discussing the ques- 
the fisheries treaty. ‘ : : | tion of the three protocols agreed upon between the United States and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that | (; eat Britain, or rather the two that had been adopted and one rejected 
the Senate do now proceed in open executive session to the considera- by Great Britain, with a view to show that the consideration of this 
tion of the fisheries treaty. treaty ought to be postponed at this time in order to enable the last 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] made a sug- aaaaal a have its coumiien on the fisheries of the northeastern waters 
gestion in regard to the circuit court bill which is just ready for its | ., that we should be able to demonstrate what was the actual value of 
passage by the Senate, and it will take but a moment to write the | 4p. privileges conceded to us by the treaty of 1888, the one now pro- 
amendment which he desires. Perhaps the Senator from Alabama, | posed for ratification. I have demonstrated that the situation we are 
when he proceeds, will give way when that amendment is ready, and | jy a¢ this time in respect of the importation of fresh fish into the United 
will allow us to interrupt him for a moment. ki States was prescribed to this country by the action of the Republican 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall have no objection to being interrupted, but | party in 1871, and was also reaffirmed in the tariff law of 1883, and it 
we shall have to go into legislative session. was stated yesterday by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], on 

Mr. HOAR. That will take but a moment. . authority, after close investigation, that in the passage of the recent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The executive session has not yet | ¢,:i¢ pill which has come over to the Senate from the House of Rep- 


been announced. : h 
Mr. FRYE. I withdraw my motion @r the present. one Sain Sg was made on the part of any person to place a 


SOPHIA B. MOORE. 





CIRCUIT COURT POWERS. The duty on salt fish is a very inconsiderable sum, as we know, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I would like to call up Order of Business | amounting in the year 1886 to $297,028.05, and it is alleged that all 
1922, being the bill (S. 3234) to provide for writs of error to the district | of the troubles we have had with Canadaand with Great Britain in re- 
court of the United States for +’ western district of Arkansas in cer- | gard to the treaty of 1818 have grown out of the desire on the part of 
tain cases. the British and Canadian Governments of having that little annual tax 
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removed It has always seemed to me that that was reducing the ar- 
gument in this case to a minimum that is simply an absurdity. I can 
scarcely conceive that a countryt I is] terests that amount 
to from eighteen to twenty-1 l d ar, according to th 
fluctuations of the run of the fish, and t rket abroad for eve 
pound of fish it chooses to send abroad, ant has no desire fora 
market in the United States except for the convenience of interchange 
or exchange of commodities, and in order to avoid the necessity ot 
handling money when they can handle their own products in barter 

d exchange with us for our products and manufactures—that acoun- 
try thus situated woald scarcely put itself to the trouble of continual 
irritation and controversy with the Government of the United States 
for the purpose of s wing to itself $297,028.05 annually in the tariff on 
fish, even if its people had that tax to pay, which is by no means true 

Now, I submit to theSenate, and Lalso submit it to the American peo 
ple as being altogether an insufficient inducement for the purpose of 
keeping up éhis continual strife which has hung over the country, at in- 
tervals at least, interrupted by reciprocity treaties for twenty-three or 
twenty-four years, since 1818. No man in his senses can believe that 
the saving ot that amount of money to the Canadian provinces annu- 
ally is the cause of these troubles between us and Canada. There is 
no reason in the world why Canada might not dispose of all the salt 
fish that she has in any of the markets of the earth if she should choose 
to go abroad to sell them, and I repeat the only interest Canada has at 
all in the sale of salt fish to the people of the United States in preference 
to selling them to other countries that want them, is the mere fact that 
we are convenient to her borders and that we have articles which her 
people desire to purchase from us, which it is easier for them to purchase 
with the barter of fish than it would be for them to pay the money for 
which they would sell their fish in other markets abroad, to realize the 
sam of $297,028.05 annually. 

It can not be that a people descended from British loins, with British 
blood in their veins and British brains in their heads and British cour- | 
age in their hearts, could carry on this strife and this contention with | 
us on such a subject as this for so paltry a consideration as that for so 
many years. Then the British Government and the Canadian Domin- 
ion and Newfoundland have been compelled at intervals to keep up 
considerable fleets, and they always maintain a more or less expensive 
police of the seas through their revenue marine and through other 
agencies of a naval character, and the expense they are put to annually 
by this controversy must exceed three or four times, as an average, the | 


sum of $297,028.05. 

Mr. FRYE. Where does the Senator get those figures ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I got them out of the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. FRYE. That is an entire mistake. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. The Senator from Maine is wrong about it. 
It is exactly right. That is the amount of revenue we got from salt 
fish imported from Canadian waters in 1886. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will pardon me, the remis 
alone when only salt fish was dutiable, seven years ago, was $695,000 
in one year. 

Mr. MORGAN. The remission of duties on salt fish? 

Mr. FRYE. There was no duty on fresh fish. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The great body of the fish now brought in is fresh 
fish, owing to the processes in use for freezing them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt the Senator from Massachusetts 
has worked out this sum with absolute particularity and care, and | 
have been willing to take his figures because of his known accuracy in 
such matters, and more than that, it corresponds precisely, within a 
few dollars, with the estimates which I have made and which hav 
been submitted to me by others as being the sum in controversy b 
tween us as to the annual duty on salt fish. 

There is some other motive for this on the Canadian side, and more 
than that, the suggestion which has been made by the Senator fron 
Ohiois exactly correct, that the modern processes, not later than 1880, in 
their discovery and practice of freezing fish and bringing them in upon 
ice, enable us to pickle and to pack salted and dried fish on the coast 
of New England, or any other coast of the United States within con 
venient reach of Canada, and we are putting up now such vast quanti- 
ties of fresh fish thus brought in upon the ice as that the importation 
of salt fish is continually declining. The Canadians, in my opinion, 
have nothing to do, if they choose to do so, but to wait until this 
problem works out its own solution, and nearly all the fish that will 
be brought into this country from the provincial waters, except a few 


sion of duty 


of a particular character that are dried in the open air upon the coasts 


of Newfoundland for a particular market, a palatable fish that luxu- 
rious people indulge in, will come in fresh, frozen upon ice, and they 
will be pickled and packed and salted upon the coast of New Eng- 
land. 

I do not see that there is any danger to American industries, or to 
American sailors, or to American commerce, or to American revenues 
from that source. I can understand, I think, though I do not know so 


very much about fish or fishing, that the importation of frozen fish to 
the coast of New England would give employment toa very large num- 
ber of men, women, and children, who are there now constantly en- 
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faction that was ever conferred upon any nation on this earth? And 
look how the prosperity of that people has grown; look how their num- 
bers have increased; look how they have traveled out through all their 
difierent possessions in the continents and islands and have planted the 
power of Christian civilization and British law where forty and fifty 
iTS AGO Savages occupied the whole land. Why so? Because when 

r peasantry, as they are called, the common working classes in Great 
Dritain, got food enough to live upon, food enough to enrich that blood 
that runs in their veins and gives them the courage of a true British 


xd, when they were fed sufliciently well, they commenced to 
1 up 1 to move out upon lines of adventure for the 
purpose of civilizing and of reducing to cultivation and to happy hom 
many, yes, thousands and thousands and millions of acres far distan 
froma the shores of that wonderful little island. 
A people stinted in necessary food could never have achieved tl 
| progress that has made the British name a positive and powerful in- 
f] ‘ein every nation on earth. 


~~ 
64 
ing areas that now give to us pork, bacon, mutton, beef, poultry, but- 
ter, milk, « und the like, and flour and corn, and in what con- | 
dition w r tariff laws be found in such a calamity in respect ot 
th ipoverished and starving people? 

s orl city of course the higher the price, and as the 

ol the people to purchase tood for subsistence decreased the 1 

would come in and {its burdens upon these articles; and that t: 
which is held out to the people of the United States in the act of 1885 
and other pr ng acts by Republican administrations as somethi 
tending t the agriculturists of this country would be a 
tarull that lj yn in tens of thousands of hom n 
thi ! i 

This tariff would starve the farmer when the time of want com 
while it fi hi ) times of prosperity with an empty promise ¢ 
in a ed | proa i ns. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but r 
ferring toa ul ule by the Senator from Alabama as to the quan- | 
tity of revenue del i from salt fish, I fell into the same error that 
he did, and I wish to correct it now. I have been referring to the ofli- 


cial records, and | find weare all mistaken, including the Senator from 
Massachusett Mr. HOA], in the figures we gave for salted fish in 
barrels and halt ‘The total aggregate of the revenue derived 
from salt fish last year was $604,928.69. 

Mr. MORG, hat is from all countries. 

Mr. SHERA Yes, from all countries. 
Mr. MORGAN. I spoke about the Canadian fish. 

i 


> = > 


fish from Canada alor 
that. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. FRYE. Yes 
than that, 

Mr. MORGAN, I did not think it was necessary to bring the data 
into the Senate that I have collected upon the subject, but a little 
later in this debate I willdoso. I think I can demonstrate that we 
do not pay $600,000 duty on fish imported from Canadian waters into 
the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
anada 

Mr. SHERMAN, I beg pardon, 
all fish imported. 

Mr. MORGAN. You will find that there are a great many fish im- 
ported into the United States in different states of preparation from 
foreign countries that Canada does not prepare for the markets. 

Mr. FRYE. Very few. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; a great many. However, we can settle 
that hereafter. I will bring the proper data into the Senate at the 
proper time with the view of correcting any mistake about that. The 
argument, however, upon that branch of the subject is just as strong 
at $600,000 a year as it is at $297,000a year. Itisa bagatelle; it does 
not amount to anything. It is not a source of revenue that we care 
about at all, not a source of revenue even if it was paid by the Cana- 
dians that would affect their financial condition to any sensible degree, 
but they do not pay it—we pay it; the consumers in the United States 
pay it. However much the statement may be argued against and de- 
nounced and denied, and all that, the human mind has not yet attained 
the state of subtlety in logic where it can get rid of the conviction 
that the man who consumes a taxed article is the man who pays the 
duty on it. Common people can not believe anything else, no matter 
how statesmen and publicists and political economists believe it. The 
common, ordinary, sensible ntan .can not believe anything else than 
that if you tax an article and sell it to him, he, being the consumer, 
has got to pay the tax. 

But I was speaking about the tariff tax upon human food, and I was 
speaking of the calamitous condition that this country would be in 
under our existing tariff laws if a visitation of famine should come 
upon this country and we should have to pay these very onerous duties 
that are imposed upon the importation of potatoes and wheatand flour 
and all manner of provisions derived from animal life. And, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I can not conceive of any policy that is more fatal to the welfare 
of any country than to tax the importation of provisions, except of those 
classes that are not produced in the country and are used for the pur- 
poses of luxurious indulgence, and not for the purpose of sustentation 
of the life of the ordinary families of men. 

It is a horrible reflection that a government like that of the United 
States, if it songht to get any revenue at all, as it really does not, out 
of the tariff upon human food, should place her people in such condi- 
tion that whenever a terrible visitation of famine should overtake us 


» are over $600,000; I can not be mistaken about 


Duties? 
I think myself the amount of duties is greater 


pe 


We receive that much. 
That does not state the amount of fish imported 





That is the amount of duties on 


there should be thousands and hundreds of thousands, yes, millions of 


people who would be obliged to starve because they could not pay in- 
creased prices imposed by the taxes on imported food. 

is there a man in the United States of America to-day who fails, 
whatever prejudice he may have against Great Britain, to recognize the 
fact that in the repeal of the corn laws, under the leadership of John 
Bright, Great Britain gave her people the broadest and sweetest bene- 


r, FRYE. but certainly the fish and the fish-oil and the cured | 


eee 


; _ 
ll come, as one day it will come, that 
l he time comes that 
ehbor with 


of humanity, so far as 


Now, sir, when the time sh 
we need that prov 
we need that every 
the charity of bread 


keep the mouths 


heip Dis hel 





lana ied, this 





enacted by the Republican party of this country will come i 
force upon the people, and what would be theresult then? 


have to pay upon-— 


Animals, live, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Beef and pork, 1 cent per pound. 
Hams and bacon, 2 cents per pound. 


Meat, extract of, 20 per cent. ad valorem 

Cheese, 4 cents per pound. 

Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per poun 
Lard, 2 cents per pound. 
Wheat, 20 cents per bushel. 

Rye and barley, 10 cents per bushel. 

Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, one-half cent | pound, 

Barley malt, per bushel of 34 pounds, 20 cents. 

Indian corn or maize, 10 cents per bushel. 

Oats, 10 cents per bushel. 

Corn-meal, 10 cents per bushel of 48 pounds, 

Oat-meal, one-half cent per pound. 

Rye-flour, one-half cent per pound, 

W heat-flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

And yet famine in this country would probably put the price ofa 
bushel of wheat up to $2 or $3, and in order to satisfy the demands 
of this voracious tariff of 1883 you would calculate 20 per cent. ad 
valorem upon wheat, and it would only have the effect of enabling 
those who have money to monopolize the wheat in the land and hold 
it at starvation rates before the hungry and longing eyes of the poor 
and destitute of this land. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator if he has referred in the 
course of his speech to the manner in which through trusts and com- 
binations the price of jute and hemp bagging to the poor people of the 
South has been largely increased. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; but I remember the Senator from Arkansas 
[ Mr. JonEs] the other day introduced some resolutions and made some 
very pertinent and very forcible remarks on that question, and I notice 
that the papers in the whole South are fuil of statements on that sub- 
ject; so that we in the South will be compelled to abandon the use of 
jute and hemp bagging entirely, and shall have to resort to some ex- 
pedient in order to get rid of this trust combination which has raised 
the price of bagging. 

Mr. GEORGE. At a loss of about three or four millions to the cot- 
ton farmers and laborers of the South. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and wherever there comes a scarcity of pro- 
visions in the United States of the sort I have been reading about now, 
the common staple articles of food, then you will find trusts abounding 
in this land, and the wealthy men of this country will hold possession of 
all the food supplies. Ifthere is any yoke upon this earth that can bring 
the bondage of slavery to the Anglo-Saxon, if there is any one thing 
above another that can drive him out of his manhood and reduce him 
to circumstances where he is willing to become a slave, it will be hun- 
ger and starvation imposed upon him by statutes like this, giving the 
power to men who own accumulated wealth to lock the jaws of the poor 
with starvation until they submit themselves to their demands, I 
continue to read from the present tariff law: 

Rice, cleaned, 2} cents per pound; uncleaned, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator from Alabama goes away from 
that cotton bagging affair, I should be glad if he would inform the 
Senate upon what class of people in the South that tax would rest. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, the class of people in the South upon whom 
it will rest will be the laborers and their employers, both of them 
poor, both classes of men who have to work hard and live hard, very 
hard, and I take occasion here now to say that the honorable Senators 
on the other side, amongst whom millionaires are common, that you 
can not find a planter in the South thatisa millionaire. You can not 
find one out of every 100,000 that is worth $200,000 in money or prop- 
erty. Our industries down there do not yield millions. A great ma- 
jority of the planting interests of the South are in the hands ef men 
who have to go day by day to their work in their fields, and often carry 











er cent, ad valoren 
1icory root, ground or t round, bu 
negar, 7} cents per gallon rhe stand 
that strength which requires thirty- 
tralize 1 ounce Troy ines : 
posed on vinegar im}; 
to this standar 

Acorns,and dandelion root, raw 
tended to be used as coffe r 
or provided for in this act, 2 

Chocolate, 2cents per pour 

Cocoa, prepared or manufactul 

Fruits: 

Currants, Zante or other, 1 cent pe 

Dates, plums, and prunes, 1 

Figs, 2 cents per pound, 

Oranges, in boxes of capacity not ex 
one-half boxes, capacity not exceeding 
bulk, $1.60 per thousand; in barrels, capa 
flour barrel, 55 cents per barre}. 

Lemons, in boxes of capacity t exe 
one-half boxes, capacity not exceed 
bulk, $2 per thousand 

Lemons and orange 
in this act, 20 per ce ad va 

I nes and grapes, 20 per « 

Raisins, 2 cents per pound. 


1 


Fruits, preserved in 
Com hts, sweetmeat 
not otherwise specified or 
cent. ad valorem, 
Nuts: 
Almonds, 5 cents per l; 
nuts, of all kinds, 3 cents per px 
Peanuts or ground be: 
ts of all kinds, shel 


in this act, 2 cents per p 


Mustard, ground or preserved, i ottles or otherw 
I have read through that list of taxed articles of human food for 
purpose of bringing to the attention of the Senate and of the countn 
the impolicy of extending these laws to other articles of human food. 
and the great and serious wrong of taking from the free-list, ‘‘ fish, fresh, 
for immediate consumption,’’ and puttin 
and making them pay taxes. 

Mr. President, 1 demonstrated yesterday from the action of the Re- 
publican party in the Congress of the United States, both in the Senate, 


i 
g them on the dutiable list, 
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embargo against their importation here, which brings the country next 
in condition to a state of war. 

What is the object of that? It was indicated in the papers that I 
read here yesterday, the address of Mr. St 
Fishery Association, where hedemanded of the President of the United 
States that in making his proclamation he should limit its effect tothe 
article of fish. Why did he want it limited to thearticle of fish? Be- 
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pleasant character to any gentleman who has not first assailed me. 
Perhaps it would be just as well to understand that I stand on the 


| defensive, and that I stand very firm on that. 


ele, president of the American | 


cause, Mr. President, they thought that by that means they would avoid | 


a resort to other parliamentary and Congressional expedients and pass 
by the treaty-mal 
such heat and agitation in the 


British and the Americans as 


revival of the old quarrel between the 
that the I’resident of the United States 
‘You must not bring any fresh or salt fish into the United States.’’ 
That is the proposition; that is the whole of it as I believe it to exist. 


When I put the question to the Senator from Maine if the repeal of 


this little per prance of duty now remaining upon salt fish, whether it 
is $300,000 of revenue a year or $600,000—wien I put to him the ques- 
tion whether the repeal of that remaining part of the duty upon salt 
fish would not settle this whole question, he said, Yes, it would; no 
doubt about it; it would settle the whole question. Whyso? Be- 
cause then our fishermen on the New England coast would lose their 
interest in the subject, and the Canadian fishermen would have a re 
lease trom the daties which are imposed now and which raise the price @ 
of fish in our markct so as to check the market demand. 

I know I am addressing my appeal to ears that are deaf; but if I 
knew what to say and how to accomplish it, I would stand on this floor 
until I should fall from my feet t, 
not insist that this article of che ap food, salt fish, shall continue under 
taxation and shall not be made the subjectof prohibitory proclamation. 
I would laghees th m to allow the poor, wretched families of this 
country who have to seek the markets and spend perhaps three or four 
news ies for a meal of herring or of low-grade codfish, or mackerel, or 
something of the kind, to have the means of subsistence without allow- 
om their greed to reach down and grovel amongst the very poverty of 
the poor in order to gain lucre to enrich themselves, to increase their 
capital and power. 

But, sir, 1 speak to ears that are deaf. 
it brings, the 








When money, the power that 
aggrandizement that it brings, the influence and charac- 


ter that it gives to men, is thrown into the scale against the interests of 


the hard and over worked and starved poor of my country, they have to 
go up and the money scale of the balance goes down. It always out- 
weighs them, and is doing so in this Senate to-day. For, I repeat, 
the Senator from Maine said to me in this debate that if you would re- 
peal this $600, 000 or $300,000 a year of duty on salt fish, all of this great 
and terrible controversy would disappear in one instant of time. It 
was for that reason that I said to them that the duty they were hold- 
ing on to now would be ina dangerous attitude when the question came 
beiore the American people, between the maintenance of that duty 
and @ resort toarms and to war with Great Britain. 

Che argument is too plainly in favor of humanity and justice and 
right to be neglected even by the most obdurate and self-sufficient of 
thease gentlemen who so long have held power in this country that they 
begin to fancy that they have gotten a patent upon it and that they 
can hold on contrary even to the will of the people. They are mis- 
taken. They will see their mistake whenit is too late, and I am very 
much afraid that, while they are discovering their mistake, the peo- 
pie of the United States will be putinto acategory that will bring great 
trouble to this land. 

I will repeat my remark, that whether it isin commenting upon tariff 
laws or treaties or anything of the kind, every time I get a chance to 
reduce the tariff upon these articles of food that are necessary for the 
sustentation of the humbler classes of people in the United States my 
vote will always be on that side, though I may be feeble and though I 
may be, in the language of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
‘*silly,’’ though I may be considered presumptuous, though I may make 
speeches at great length on this subject, yet my duty is being performed 
exactly in correspondence with my own conscience, and I am working 
for a class of men who can not help themselves, and who, as matters are 

rozressing in the United States now, have very few friends. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask him 
if he understood me to apply that term to him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithought the Senator understood that I had disclaimed 
any such application. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I will not repeat it. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was that if it were not for my profound 
respect for the Senator from Alabama I should say that the suggestion 
that war was likely to grow out of our insisting that the same rules 
should be applied to us in the British ports as we apply to them in ours 
was supremely silly. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all right. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator has himself poured out right and left his 
aijectives of contempt and denunciation upon me and upon other Sen- 
ators who differ from him, but I have made no such application to him. 

Mr. MORGAN, I have not said one word in this debate of an un- 


mploring these men that they will | 


ing power of the United States, get the country into | 


Now, I read from Mr. Fitz John Babson part of an address that he 
made to the American Fisheries Union at one of their annual meetings 
upon ‘the impending crisis,’’ as it is called. This address was made 
early in 1885, or the latter part of 1884, I forget the precise date of it. 
He says, on page 21 of this address to the whole body of the American 
Fisheries Union, who were assembled there in convention: 

The termination of the reciprocity treaty in 1866 again brought into operation 
the treaty of 1818,and the manner of dealing with the question became a mat- 
ter of much political interest in Canada, it was evident that whatever party 


' ; | policy would secure reciprocity with the United States would be indorsed by 
would be constrained in his proclamation to say to the Canadians, 


the people. The system of licenses which. by increasing stringency defeated it- 
self, you are all familiar with,and upon its termination it was announced by 
the public men of Canada that not only all that could be claimed under their 
construction of the treaty of 1818 would be enforced, but that a -provincial cut- 
ter system should be inaugurated, commanded by men who were in sympathy 
with the coercive principle sof the Government, and who could be depended on 
to cause the American fishermen all thetrouble and annoyance possible. for the 
ostensible purpose of forcing the United States again to renew the reciprocity 
treaty. 

Ihe leniency of the cfficers of the regular British naval service toward the 
fishermen was not satisfactory; in fact the wood, water, and shelter clause was 
not to be considered in the spirit in which it was made (simply restrictive), it 
was to be made fgc ressive; and cor istrning the language of the imperial act 
59 of George LUI, in which a vessel preparing to fish in British waters is deemed 
criminal, they seized vessels that were buying bait to use on the Grand Banks, 
restricted them from buying ice or supplies, claiming that such acts were pre- 


| paring to fish. I cite these things simply to show how Canada exaggerates what 





A 


was intended to be a simple restrictive regulation into a criminal law, and also 
to show the supine indifference of the United States in submitting to such whole- 
sale piracy. 

That speech was made before Mr. Cleve 

Mr. Babson proceeds to say: 

True, the President did issue a proclamation after C ongress had passed unan- 
imously the memorial resolutions sent t fro m this city asking for a declar tion 
of non-intercourse if these acts were continued, and doubtless some retaliatory 
measure would have been adopted had not the proposals for the Washington 
trenty involving the fishery question at this time appeared. The result of that 
treaty gave to the fishermen of the United States simply.the right to take fish 
of every kind in the waters of Canada, namely, inside of 3 miles. We acquired 
no commercial rights whatever. The wood, water, and shelter clause of the 
treaty of 1818 still remains, and is in force to-day, moditied simply by the per- 
mission contained in the treaty of Washington to take fish inside of 3 miles, I 
there was virtue in Cansda’s enforcing that clause from 1856 to 1873 it is so 
now. If it was, as has been claimed, an injury to her people to buy supplies, 
bait, and ice of them then, itissonow. And the day that sees the fishing pro- 
visions of the treaty of Washington terminate will see her enforcing that clause 
to the letter. 

The treaty of Washington was fondly e x} pected to be the panacea for all the 
difficulties that afflicted the twonations, 1T ‘he primal feature was the settlement 
of the Alabama claims, and to succeed in that was the ambition of our commis- 
sioners. Thefisheries again played the partof make-weight; and Great Britain 
accepted and paid the Geneva award, holding the almost assured fishery award 
of the Halifax Commission as an offset. Fifteen and a half millions were paid 
under theaward of Geneva, and $14,500,000 were claimed for allowing our fisher- 
men the privilege to take fish from the ocean within 3 miles of theirshores. How 
far we availed ourselve s of this privilege I will show before I gett hrough. Suffice 
it to say that we take neither halibut nor codfish, speaking in a generic sense 
ind which comprises three-fourths of the Atlantic fisheri *s), in British waters. 
We buy our herring, capelin, and squid entirely from the local fishermen, pay- 
ing them in cash or its equivalent, and the only fishery of theirs that is avail- 
able is the mackerel fishery, and what few of them we take (I show by the sworn 
statements of the captains of the vessels) cost us nearly $2 for every dollar re- 
ceived, 

He then proceeds to discuss the composition and the results of the 
Halifax Commission. I read that statement of Mr. Babson because he 
is one of the most enlightened and one of the most influential of all 
the men engaged in the fishing interests in the Northeast, and for years 
he has been such. It shows a perfect confirmation of what I stated 
y:sterday in regard to this same subject-matter about which he was 
speaking. It also shows that at the time the treaty of 1871 was nego- 
tiated and proclaimed all of the troubles and difliculties existing be- 
tween Canada and the United States were of prec:sely the same sort 
and condition that they are to-day, or rather that they were in 1885~ 
86, the first year of Mr. Cleveland’s administration. It shows that 
the Republican party, having been in power here for many years, had 
done nothing with a view to remove these difficulties; but all that had 
been done, as he states himself, was to give away free fish and fish-oil 
to the Canadians by the treaty of 1871, and in addition to that five and 
a half million dollars assessed against us in the Halifax award for the 
privilege of inshore fishing, where he says that every fish costs twice 
its value to catch it; and in addition to that a right which had not 
heretofore existed, the right to come upon our shores and fish in the 
bay of Chesapeake, or the bay of Delaware, or in Long Island Sound, 
or along any of the coasts of the United States down to the thirty-ninth 
degree of north latitude. 

That is what the Republican party gave up, and that is what the 
Republicans in the Senate to-day are trying to reclaim by compelling 
an administration that is Democratic to make a proclamation to ex- 
clude or prohibit the importation of fish into the United States caught 
in Canadian waters. 

I mentioned yesterday the proposition made by Mr. Seward to the 
British Government for a modus virendi, which was rejected upon a 
point of not much importance, which was suggested in the protocol. I 
showed that the arrangement which existed, as set forth in the corre- 
spondence between Mr. Bayard and Mr. West, followed right along in 
the groove of the Seward protocol, and that it was made absolutely 


land came into office. 
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& necessary either by the blunder or the willful intent of the Republican 1 him to the Canad peo} 1 to attempt to } 
: party when they put an end to the treaty of 1871, fixing the time fe s t W l 
its termination on the Ist day Tuly, 1885 I was t ng to doso t 
- thing which noman can do, to accountsensibly and upon proper rea to sh means for the lg y sel S $ 
soning for the fatuous act of terminating that treaty just in the middle 
of a fishing season M R 
. - , . . . ' 
I showed yesterday, before getting to that branch of the subject, how | a M 
Mr. Steele, the president of the American Fishery Union, and numbers | \ tha é t \ | 
of other men had importuned the President of the United States to ma! is t uted July 1, 188 i t i 
some arrangement by which they could pass from the influence of I 
treaty to the other without breaking up their business and bring them 
into collision with the men with whom they were engaged in a j 
fishery right upon the coasts of Canada. < ‘ ; 
It is not necessary for me to delay now for a further consideration of | ;; ; iain teen dee 2 
anything in connection with that subject further than to read two letters | 
from Mr. Webster which I have here. I read a letter which was pre- | > regis ’ 
sented to the Senate by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but | { ‘ua: Cenaead 
which through my misadventure did not find its way into the RecorD. | ours, v« es} 
It is copied from volume 2 of the Private Correspondence of Daniel Web MES MA NALD, 4 5 
ster. I read it for the purpose of showing that Mr. Bayard, in hissolici- |“ Spcpetary o (eacda’ trai ke ed 
tude about the establishment of some method of getting through with | 5 
the difficulties which would attend the termination of the treaty ot | \ . saa aan iad Beane a 7 
om . . one , 1 2 | I swavar« 1a Sii¢ eded I tendine the I rey at 18717 t > 
1871, was precisely in the condition that Mr. Webster was in when he ar. Bayard had on ee eer ee eee eee salt afeccatr A stipes 
F > — . . > . se of the tishing seaso understan wr Yer ns : rer ¢ < yt 
was trying to get rid of the difficulties arising out of the controversies | “'9°* % ne 2 ae a sore en — ee 4 
Petes ‘ . : =9 | the Senators fror ssachusetts understand what was tor 3 
between the British and the Canadian people and our people in 1852 | . a m Massachusetts 1 wnd wha 
before the reciprocity treaty of 1854 was negotiated. It is a little singu- oO the tisher m¢ nin that € tion ol iT co lntry, writing a note ol i 
lar to notice not only the identity of the position but of the language | Mr. Bayard, in which he Sa) 3 that his first act on e subject 
used by both of these gentlemen in their importunity and solicitation, sheries meets entire approbation and was of great benelit to the 
addressed to influential British subjects, that they would go to Canada | ©T™E2. f 
and that they would try to prevent hostile collision between the peo-| Mr. DAWES. What became of the ship? 
ple until the diplomatic authorities of the respective Governments could | Mr. MORGAN. I donot know how the ship fared 
have some opportunity of providing the means for the smoothing out | Mr. DAWES. It got into difficult 
of these troubles. Mr. Webster wrote to President Fillmore as follows: } Mr. MORGAN, I supposeso; very likely the ship got intodifi 
[Copied from volume 2 of Private Correspondence of Daniel Webster, page 539 | Phere is no trouble about getting up a ditheulty with a ship in that 
Mr. Webster to Mr. Fillmor. | country, but there is sometimes a good deal of trouble in determining 
FRANKLIN, July 17,1952. | "O° 18 In the wrong —s a I have no doubt, sir, that) 
4 : . iy nin New nelan 1d vour nart\ vealreadyva red to mi h 
| My Dear Sir: The interruption of the usual occupation of our fishermen.in | ™!°" B anon I ngland BENE YORE Pats) have already arranged to put sn 
the British provinces is a very serious business, I fear much difficulty may | in reach of those people in N d moment that this 
arise from it. : | treaty shall fall in order that controversy shall spring up between Cat 
Following your suggestion to Mr. Hunter, I have prepared a paper which | ., nd the United Stat Lett ‘ andl . Slee? . 
will appear in the newspapers in this part of the country immediately, and | eae ee Ce Se CREE. 0 US Walt and see waetnel that 1s ver 
have directed its publication in Washington. I hope you will approve of it. If | fied by the fact. I have no doubt of it I have stated that several 4 
I felt well enough and strong enough | would proceed immediately to Wash- | times on this floor and I believe it firmly 
ington, but Ido not. I wrote to-day a letter to Mr. Crampton, a copy of which | I beli » that tte . 7 tedden as — ‘ 1] 
I now inclose to you. We shall be obliged, I am persuaded, to look up this lleve that this treaty will not have gone mer, aS 1b WI £0 Ul 
business cf the fisheries as well as the whole subject of the Canadian trade as der, ten days until a demand will be made upon the President of t 
matter of negotiation. Congress will never do anything. I will thank you, at | United States, if he should not have already anticipated it, to send 
your earliest convenience, to signify to me your wishes and your opinions | fwar ¢ } t " > t} f ] ] ; 
I leave these mountains and valleys with great reluctance, but it seems to be -war to those waters for the purpose of preventing brea 
necessary. the rights of Americans in that quarter. Whose fault it is to be is a 
Yours, always truly, DAN’L WEBST! | matter that will be settled in the dim future. I do not know how 
AN’L WEBSTER. | ; 
7 ol : > ‘ ie 75 | away, but per aps by the time you reach the settlement of the ques- 
Mr. Webster thought, as Mr. Bayard and Mr. Cleveland afterwards | , to whose fault it is it will be as troubl ne a quest \ ; 
. - . F } (100) ad Wi CO he IV IS 1t V e as TTouUvD esOoMme at on s was 
thought, that he was obliged to look up the business of the fisheries | the question. who v responsible for the firing on } ¢ Sumter? 
¥ : ’ he question, who was responsibie Ik the fh iw O oO u t 
as well as the whole subject of the Canadian trade as a matter of nego-| we had better try to learn somethit ry the « ence of t vast 
tiation. There is Daniel Webster committed to negotiation in regard | und en there is a door « ivitat opem i ‘ t 
: 3 . : : , ; “ i ! ~ aoo ) I ‘ } er ) i range en 
to the whole subject of Canadian trade, including the fisheries. Now | , can } \ ‘ vhen t t of t \ 
ss y i ¢ y = ( ¥ Ai ‘ en c viils i = 
let us see the letter Mr. Webster wrote on the same day to Mr. Cramp- | istration and al n it t ‘ f t tish admit tion 
| ton, the British minister: t ' the d nd ilit i 
’ ‘ yea I I ie ai t ( abiit i an 
Mr. Webster to Mr. Crampton, British minister at Washington. ood ord 1 oul ciations. co ill y 1 ot we vd 
FRANKLIN, July 17, 1852. better not b the wv in order to our 1 t ends . 
_ My Dear Mr. Crampton: The threatened interruption by force of that en- | had bette e free co to t 3] to é d ex t 
ioyment of the fisheries which the fishing vessels of the United States have so | _ “+. = ; : . . : 
long practiced and possessed without interruption or molestation isa serious af- at How long has it been since there \ adiee t bet en | , 
fair and I fear full of danger. I wish to see you as soon as you can possibly | m on authorities and an America hip over t heri¢ i 
come North. 4 | | } hod 
“ : liow lo is 1t been since ) rad I to ¢ lain of 
iff am notin Boston, at the Revere House, please proceed immediately to . > : ’ 
Marshfield, bringing with you as many of your adjuncts as you please. li treatme ; Sir, it has been t - t : 
i | have recommended to the President that we take up the whole subject of | of t 3 negotiation and quite a \ bef I t l 
tl » fisheries and the Canada trade at once, as matters of negotiation 5 e seizure us I remembe I i t ] p 
You will see in the Boston papers of Monday an official publication by me wR . rs Se aan 
Is it not possible for you to prevail with the provincial authorities to institute D mace In tne year 1c00 
no hostile proceedings against American fishing vessels till longer notice be Mir. DAWES Yes, they took a dory the other 7 
: given, and until you and I may have conferred together on the subject? Mr. MORGAN { do not remember about a dor | 
' [am anxious to see youatonce. On receipt of this inform me by telegraph oe é ; “ena gs yo - : 
} whe . ~ . + - = : stay ; have not bee reported I t! to the ts er! 
when you can be in Boston. . , 
; lam, with great regard, yours, always truly, had no official account of it that I kn of 
DAN’L WEBSTER Mr. DAWES. But it s fact. | ' e me 
There it seems that Mr. Webster importuned Mr. Crampton, the Mr. MORGAN. No; the Senator does not know the mer ‘ 
| British minister in this country at that time, to intervene in Canada | matter of course, if a dory was taken the dory w t 
and to prevent any hostile collision until he and Mr. Crampton, as the | illegal] 
representatives of both Governments, could take up the fisheries gues- | Mr. | Proba , 
tion and all the questions concerning the trade between the United | 5 e limit. 
States and Canada and proceed to settle them by diplomatic arrange- Mr. MORGAN. It might] I 
ment, because, he said, ‘‘ Congress will never do anything.’’ What | but the broad state it is a true « that during t r 18 
: did he mean by that? He meant that Congress would not reduce, per- | the year 1838 we have had perfect t twe ( i 
haps, the duties on fish, or Congress would not decree a reciprocal ar- | those of the northeastern coast 
, rangement between Canada and the United States, and that he and Mr. FRY! Is it not apparent to the Senator ? 
, Mr. Crampton, representing the two Governments in their diplomatic | Mr. MORGAN. Well, let us see w 
aa functions, would proceed to arrange the matter between the two Gov-| Mr. FRYE. Because the Canadians are hoping to get this treat 
@ ernments. | ratified by the United States Senate 1 they e he ng! I 
a Mr. Bayard has been a good deal berated because he sought the as- | ably well. 


sistance of some Canadian official of high authority—I forget his name— Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is « h for any man to 
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in tk it easy enough for an American 
Sen t ytives of tl Cana in people. rh eis no 
‘ t t orld sitting in judgment upon s i Vv 
unt ( tions 18 bn to « 16 toa I 
‘ f 
1) ~ , 7 | ) 
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Mr. DAWES I would ] l 
1 Mid) s r ( 
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\ j I ‘ t e que 
Ate OM , ‘ 
A I tl itor remember t 1asp 1 made tl 
‘ ‘ t e speech, he ch d upon the Ya 
is at country getting up mis¢ 
] eat t he ve etc., etc. ? 
Mi tAN. Ina sort of semi-humorous way, and in reply to 
sO! trictu by the Senator from New Hz mnpenie {| Mr. C HANDLE : 
I took ox ion to congratulate my country that t } Almighty had put 
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into the hearts of the Yankees an aversion to us, ond that therefore 
they had not moved down among us. Ispoke of New England Yankees 
especially, and said that they had not moved down among us. The 





Western n and Middle States people have come and have found 
cordial welcon And I said that in consequence of the absence of the 
down-east Yankees from our communities we had escaped a great deal 
of that harrowing and harassment which they had visited upon every 
country, | thought, throughout the United States, 

Mr. HAW ,Y. I should like to say one word. 

Mr. DAWES. Nobody has complained of the Senator from Alabama 


in imputing motives. The only suggestion was that 
@ man who is so free to do so should not complain of anybody else 
Mr. MORGAN. The same world stands in judgment upon my im- 
putations that stands in judgment upon yours, and if you or I eithe 
bring forward an impeachment of a whole people without any justifi 
able ground the world will pronounce its Judgment upon us. Tan 
willing to stand upon history in respect to what I said jocularly abou 
the Yankees, by way of retort upon the Senator from New Hampshire, 


as to his freedom 


ean 


who seemed to think that a man who came from the South, especially 
from Alabama, must be a very ignorant and a very low sort of person, 
aman who would wh p the hide off a negro to get a little | abor out of 
him, a man who w dst irve a negro for the purpose of getting money 
Ol - Sles at then 





W a the Senator permit me a single observation ? 


etohimself. I can not thi 
en he speaks with such contempt of the en 
have gone in to bless Alabama. Among the mo: 

those men are citizens of my own State, men of high 
ability, of great skill in business, who have carried large sums of money 
there and made some spots in that State blossom. The Shelby Iron 
Works, and the great works at Anniston and elsewhere, derive their 
tal and their skill from Connecticut citizens of the very highest 


do t t partly in justic 








prominent ol 





character in every respect, and I know that the Senator thanks God 
every time a new one comes with half a million dollars to spend in 
Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘There are exceptions to all rules, and some very 
distinguished ones in the Stateof Alabama. I know the gentlemen to 


enator refers. They are prominent and strong Democrats 
in my State, and have as great acontempt as I have for the pragmatical 
i ited through the politicians of this country upon the 
compel them ‘to stand and deliver’’ and to 
work for the support of the men who, like the daughters of the horse- 
leech, are forever crying, ‘‘Give, give.’’ They have just as much con- 
l of anaes as anybody ought to have. 





Mr. HA EY | enator is mistaken, if he will pardon me, as 
to the pol ‘some of those gentlemen. They are regular contrib- 
ut to the Repu in campaign fund to my own personal knowledge, 
ind | l I would 1 ything reasonable, if I were in the bet- 





nator could not get a single one of them to sneer 





ting world 
ata Yanke« 
Mr. MORGAN. May 5 
Mr. HAWLEY. I know not. 





Aveust 15, 


Mr. MORGAN. I sneer at those men who sneer at me. 
escaped your sneers in this Chamber. 
HAWLEY. You have not had mine personally. 


I have not 

















Mr. MORGAN. Whenever you have had a chance to make an im- 
pressicn-in favor of a political party the claims of which you wanted to 
! nce, you have not hesitated to say that we on this side are rebel 
traitors, that we are men not to be trusted, that we are men who vio- 
ted our oaths to attack the flag of the American Union, that we are 
hose co1 ‘ burdened with political sin, that we deserve 
d, and that we live in this world by your mercy and your 
] tl are on the nt records of the Senate; they are 
y fresh; 1 not upon the ty na printed them. I 
in reply to lat you i not dare ) a ig any « of us. You 
Da ( and Horace Greel t his bail, and 
United ( 1 not « to Soles that man 
because it would have t i in the judicial opinion of t! 
{ 3 of the [ l States had 1 ( itted treason. 
FRY] W t i v er 
I MO] AN. Of « ul e are to argue everythin Ise over 
treat I has | the case all the time. Whenever 
Senat n th can get a chance to put something across the 
) as to divert us or switch us off the track, they do not hesitate. 
\ n you are pursuing this proposition you have here to use the pow- 
of the President of the United es and the powers of C — 5 
in an indirect and an insincere way to prohibit the introduction of fr 
fish into this country. When we get to that point in the discussion, if 


we pause you always commence talking about sneersand retaliation, and 





Yankees l eholder 1d the like. 

Mr. FRY] Will the Senator allow me? While the Senator was 
I g¢ tho hat sev c res he was looking at me. I beg 
him to remem t in all the course of this debate I have made no 





Lich 
charge or insinuation of any kind against the Senator from Alabama 
Iam a full-blooded Yankee, and I do not know of any man on t hat 
side of the Senate for whom I have a more profound admiration than 
I have for the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. My eyes wander to the Senator from Maine, be- 


} 


cause I feel that they rest upon an honest and benevolent face. It is 








some oe to me to have that opportunity when looking on that side 
of the Chamber. 

Now, if, { am permitted, we will go on with this protocol. After 
the treaty was arranged and signed Mr. Chamberlain, Mr. West, and 


Mr. Tupper having endeavored to get Mr. Bayard to treat with them 
on the subject of a tariff on fish or reciprocity of trade between the 
United States and Canada, and having utterly failed to get him even 
to consider the question, for he barred it out of consideration abso- 
lutely, they then said: ‘‘ We have a protocol which we desire to offer 
to you;’’ and it was presented. I shall read that protocol, and then 
I shall read what Mr. Bayard and our other negotiators, Mr. Putnam 


and Mr. Angell, said about it. 





PROTOCOL 





The treaty having been signed the British ple nipo tentiaries desire to state 
t they have been considering the position which will be created by the im- 


tha 

mediate commencement of the fishing season before the treaty can possibly be 
rat 

‘ 

t 






atified by the Senate of the United States, by the Parliament of Canada, and 
he Legislature of Newfoundland 

In the absence of ratification the old conditions which have given rise to so 
friction and irritation might be revived, and might interfere with the un- 
iced consideration of the treaty by the legislative bodies concerned 
Under these circumstances, and with the further object of affording evidence 
of their anxious desire to promote good feeling and to remove all possible sub- 
jects of controversy, the British plenipotentiaries are ready to make the follow- 
ing temporary arr: * rement fora period not exceeding two years,in order to 
afford a “ modus vivendi’’ pending the ratification of the treaty : 

l, Fora period aot exceeding two years from the present date the privilege 
of entering the bays and harbors of the Atlantic coasts of Canada and New- 
foundland shall be g ted to United States fishing vessels by annual licenses 
at a fee of $1.50 per ton, for the following purposes: 

rhe pure hase of bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies and outfits. 

Transshipment of catch and shipping of crews. 

2. If during the continuance of this arrangement the United States should 
remove the duties on fish, fish-oil, whale and seal oil (and their coverings, pack- 
ages, etc.), the said licenses shall be issued free of charge 

3. United States fishing vessels entering the bays and harbors of the Atlantic 
coasts of Canada or of Newfoundland fo rany of the four purposes n rentioned 
in Article I of the convention of October 20, 1818, and not remaining therein 
more than twenty-four hours, shall not be required to enter or clear at the cus- 
tom-house, providing that they do not communicate with the shore. 
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4. Forfeiture to be exacted only for t offenses of fishing or preparing to fish 
in territorial waters 
5. gement to take s mas the necessary measures can be 
‘ } 
com} the ¢ oniala ; 





J. CHAMBERLAIN. 
L. 8. SACKVILLE WEST. 
CHARLES TUPPER. 


Now, there was a protocol in response to that, signed by Mr, Bayard, 
Mr. Putnam, and Mr. Angell, as follows: 
PROTOCOL. 
having received the communication of the 
ig their plan for the administrr- 
Canada and Newfoundland in re- 


The American plenipotentiari 
British plenipotentiaries of this dis iate conveyi 
tion to be observed by the Governments of 





spect of the fisheries during the period which may be requisite for the con- 
sideration by the Senate of the treaty this day signed, and the enactment of the 
legislation by the respective governments therein proposed, desire to express 
their satisfaction with this manifestation of an intention on the part of the 
British plenipotentiaries, by the means referred to, to maintain the relations of 














ay abe as 


ym 


in th: 
we desire til 
when those peo} 
that in consequence 
between the two count 
tercourse between the 
governments on both 
and n 

vith a 
cusatic 
plane of commerci: 
be mak ne i 

Mr. Presi i 

i rodus is encouragi 

having 

shall find ourselves 


to some arrangement wit! 


ch can never be conducts except und 


Sir, it would challenge the power of t 
I mm autocrat and 
ute-boo @ chose to 1 
greatest man who ever 
of this joint fishery between the people of 
people of Canada otherwise than by 
the two peoples. Can we do it |} ing off at arm’s lengt 
blow delivered in reply to blow, and exasperation increasing with . 
every struggle between the parties, instead of undertaking to reconcile | , 


r consenuy rran 
, } 
A 


ty 
JY SUL 





CONGRESSIONAL 


~- 
1960 
This is an act which the State of Massachusetts passed in 1886 for 
the protection of her fisheries. There is no doubt at all about her hav- 
ing a right to pass it, but let us consider its application to the people 
of Rhode Island who have gone in there and set their nets and drawn 
their seines and caught menhaden. 
Massachusetts that they had not any right to do so; that that fishery 
right belonged to the people of Massachusetts and not to the people of 
Rhode Island; and although we are citizens of a common country and 
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It is claimed by the State or | 
| . . . . 
| vessel licensed for carrying on the fisheries. 


united under a common Federal Constitution, yet that does not give | 


the people of Rhode Island the right to go into Massachusetts and in 
Buzzard’s Bay to interfere and catch fish there the property of the 
State of Massachusetts. 

So these difficulties arise, these controversies find their way into 
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within 3 leagues of the coast. with merchandise of foreign growth or manufact- 
ure, exceeding the value of $000, without having such permission as is directed 
by the preceding section, such vessel, together with the merchandise of foreign 
growth or manufacture imported therein, shall be subject to seizure and for- 
leilure, 

What does that mean? What kind of vessel is that? It must bea 
Does that mean Ameri- 
can vessels? Foreign vessels licensed to carry on fishing would be in 
the same category. If found within 9 miles (‘'3 leagues’’) of the 
coast of the United States with merchandise of foreign growth or manu- 
facture exceeding the value of $500 without having such permission as 


| is provided by the preceding section of the law, such vessel, together 


courts, this libel proceeding is instituted mentioned in the newspaper | 


slip which has just been read, and when they come, if the vessels or 
the seines are condemned, or if the men who are concerned in the fish- 
ing are condemned, a fine not exceeding $200 is to be imposed for each 
offense, and all fines received under the act shall be paid one-half to 
the complainant and the other half to the Commonwealth. 

Mr. Presideat, there has been a great deal of argumentation here 
against colonial laws, and the Committee on Foreign Relations in their 
majority report declaim against thelaws of Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, 
and New Brunswick because, in the libel proceedings which are to be 
conducted there against foreigners, Frenchmen and Americans alike, 
for fishing, contrary to treaty right or contrary to statute, within their 
waters, a portion of the sum, I believe it is one-half, is to go to the in- 
former. Yet Massachusetts repeats that same provision of law and en- 
forces it against the citizens of Khode Island about the same subject. 

I suppose itis too late in this era of enlightenment, Christianity, and 
moral elevation to expect a State or a people to have apy consistency 


of conduct, and that we have a perlect right to get up on the floor of 


the Senate and declaim against a foreign government for doing precisely 
what our own States do. Still I have not been educated up to that 
standard. It still grateson me. Iam sorry that I am so constituted 
as that these things still rub and irritate. It causes me to apprehend 
that perhaps there is a want of sincerity somewhere, in the Legislature 
or somewhere else, when men living in houses so well glazed as these 
are should take up the regular profession of throwing stones. 

‘That law of Massachusetts applies to a Canadian fishing there. It 
would have applied under the treaty of 1871 as well as it applies now. 
Nobody doubts the right of Massachusetts to enact that statute. How 
extensive is it? It covers the whole waters of Buzzard’s Bay. How 
wide is that bay at the mouth? Ido not know but that it is 8 or 10 
miles wide. 

Suppose under the treaty of 1871 a British or Canadian vessel had 
come down there to fish under the privileges which the Republicans 
gave to them in that year, and had encountered a statute, as she would 
have encountered statutes all along that coast just as formidable as 
the one I have read, of the State of Massachusetts, what would have 
become of that vessel? When we speak of extending rights of reci- 
procity to the Canadian fishermen we confine ourselves in our debates 
to that sort of reciprocity which is provided by the laws of the United 
States, not paying the slightest attention to the fact that the States 
themselves under our constitutional system of government have the 
right to pass laws of just the character I have read, and to punish men, 
and punish them severely, with the forfeiture of property, besides a 
fine not exceeding $200, one-half to go to the informer, for venturing 
to go into their bays and fish there contrary to their statutes, their local 
laws. 

What do you suppose the people of Massachusetts would have done 
with those twenty-one ships that ran into Fortune Bay if they had come 
into a bay of Massachusetts—say into Boston Harbor—and cast their 
nets about in that bay on a Sunday morning? Why, sir, the whole 
atmosphere would have been blue with Presbyterian swearing against 
such a violation of the Sabbath as that. There would have been no 
end of indignation. 

Mr. FRYE. Boston is a Unitarian city. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, there are enough Presbyterians there to salt 
it. 
greatest possible respect for that denomination, for they always stand 
up for what they say and act out their principles. So I think it would 
have made a Presbyterian elder swear until his hair curled on his head 
if he had seen twenty-one ships in Boston Bay fishing there—catching 
the big blackfish that run in there, or the menhaden that run in 
sometimes accidentally, and even the mackerel that once in a while 
lose their way and find themselves in Boston Harbor. 

Mr. DAWES. They might be obliged to pay for it afterward. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
other people it is well enough for us to understand how fur we admit 
that we are subject to the doctrines of the same law on our part. 

Now, the statutes of the United States are referred to here as giving 
to the fishermen of Great Britain or of Canada large privileges and 
liberties on our coasts. According to my reading, that is a very badly 
mistaken interpretation of our laws. I will read one of our statutes 


to see the character of some of the privileges that we say we confer 
upon the fishermen of Great Britain or of Canada: 
Sec. 4365. Whenever a vessel, licensed for carrying on the fisheries. is found 


I speak of it as a Presbyterian community because I have the | 


When we come to apply the doctrines of law to | i 1aDn < 
| between Mexico and the United States and settling it at that distance 





| statute on them? 


with the merchandise of foreign growth or manufacture imported 
therein, should be subject to seizure and forfeiture. 

The preceding section, No. 4364, is as follows: 

Sec. 4364. Whenever any vessel licensed for carrying on the fishery is intended 
to touch and trade at any foreign port it shall be the duty of the master or owner 
toobtain permission forthat purpose from the collector of the district where such 
vessel may be previous to her departure, and the master of every such vessel 
shall deliver like manifests and make like enteries, both of the vessel and of 
the merchandise on board, within the same time and under the same penalty 
as are by law provided for vessels of the United States arriving from a foreign 
port, 

And then if such vessels are found within 9 miles of the coast with 
more than $500 of foreign products on board they are liable to forfeit- 
ure. 

Now, if we give to such ships a right to touch and trade in foreign 
ports, and they give to their ships the right to touch and trade in our 
ports, how do they escape, or how do we escape the burden of that 
How do they escape the burden of that statute if 
they are found within 9 miles of our coast with more than $500 worth 
of property on board? They, according to law, shall be liable to for- 
feiture. 

We talk a great deal about demanding for our fishermen the same 
liberties that we give to Canadian fishermen. And yet when we come 
to admeasure, as I propose to do ut some hour in this debate, the rights 
and privileges and the liberties given by our statutes to Canadian fish- 
ermen along our coast, we will find that they are the most meager al- 
lowance possible, and that we have actually enjoyed, and I do not know 
but as matter of consent, as large liberties for years in trading upon 
their coast as they have enjoyed or are entitled to enjoy under our own 
statute. The barbarism of these statutes of Canada has been fre- 
quently spoken of, and doubtless some of them have been very harsh, 
but the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has called attention to the 
fact that our own system of commercial relations, especially as applica- 
ble to fishermen, is just as barbarous as any laws in the world. The 
truth is that these laws of commerce are in their nature barbarous. I 
mean by that that they are severe. 

What means that statute of the United States that authorizes the 
captain of a revenue cutter to go 12 miles to seaand board a vessel des- 


| tined to an American port and examine the whole of her cargo, her mani- 


fest, and all that is inthatship, to take possession of the cabin, examine 
the goods in the captain’s apartments and those of other officers, take 
charge of the ship, take it into custody and remain on board, taking 
the virtual command of her until that ship is landed at the wharf ot 
the port to which she is destined? Now, what is the meaning of all 


| that ? 


That is our statute, plain and necessary. Whyisitnecessary? Be- 
cause stringent—yes, even barbarous—laws have been found necessary 
throughout all the ages of commercial civilization for the purpose of 


| preventing smuggling from one country into another; for the purpose 





of preventing evasions of the revenue laws and the bringing in of mat- 
ters that are contraband and not importable. 

We should find on looking through our statutes, as I propose at some 
time to do during this debate, that we have not got a system that is 
quite as liberal as the views that are stated by Senators on this floor. 
On the contrary we have—and it is necessary that we should have—a 
very arbitrary and very severe system of inspection, as well as a sys- 
tem giving us rights of seizure of ships that are approaching our ports 
for any breach of customs regulations. 

Let some of the learned jurists and publicists who have been dis- 
cussing this question of the 3-mile fringe with so much of ability and 
research, running back into the lore of ancient days to find illustra- 
tions about what that law means and how it had its origin and what 
sort of jurisdiction it confers on the United States—let them now ex- 
plain to the wide world how it was that when we came to fix the 
border line between Mexico and the United States we went 10 miles 
into the sea from Brazos Island and there fixed the termination of the 
line. What right had Mexico and the United States 10 miles from the 
shore, out in the depths of the Gulf of Mexico, planning a division line 


from shore ? 

Where was our jurisdiction to do that? When it stands us in need 
or becomes convenient or agreeable to us to extend our jurisdiction 
into the high seas, it makes no difference who interferes with us, we 


| take occasion to do it. 


These controversies in question, Mr. President, do not apply alone to 
the Atlantic coast. While the Senate of the United States is settling 
its doctrine upon questions of this kind, it is just as well to cast your 
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dicial fairness these very 


for decision. 


The results of our work upon this treaty will reach down among 
generations of Americans yet unborn. What we are doing here now 
must affect the destiny of this country for a great many years to com 


for it turns out that we are not merely arranging, temporarily, matters 
that concern the intercourse between two great countries, but we are 
laying down principles of diplomatic association, we are laying down 
principles of general public law which will be appealed to as final and 
conclusive authority upon this question when we are dead and in our 
graves for perhaps a century. 

Mr. President, I would as soon expect ot the Scpreme Court of the 
United States—and I would sooner expect of that court—to render a 
deliberate, cool, and satisfactory judgment in a matter where every 
judge on the bench was interested to the amountof a million dollars in 
property, in litigation, if such a case could be supposed, as to expect 
the Senate of the United States will be impartial when the behests of 
parties stand in front of both sides of this Chamber and cause us to make 
every speech we deliver here, and every motion that is voted upon, and 
every fact stated, more with reference to a pending political campaign 
than to the grave questions that arenow pending. Just as well might 
you expect to get an honest, reliable, and satisfactory judgment from 
a court where the judges were interested pro and con to an amount of 
a million dollars in the judgment that they are to render, as to expect 


the Senate of the United States or any other body of men in this country | 


to be able to deliver a cool, quiet, and impartial judgment in the midst 
of the prevalence of the hot passions of a great political campaign. 

I do regret, sir, mostsincerely, that the consideration of this question 
has been brought before the American people at this time; I regret it 
very deeply, but itis here. It came, I know, without the expectation 
of its exciting political animosities, or dividing this country upon the 
lines of the political organizations that are now battling again for the 
supremacy in the executive government. Still that does not relieve 
the case of its misfortune. 
for our own good and our own credit, for when the Senate of the 


United States pronounces final judgment upon this matter, those men | 


It is a matter that ought to be postponed | 


who are to follow us, in these seats that we now occupy, during the | 


coming generations ought to be able to say, ‘‘The wisdom of the Senate 
was coolly and impartially exercised in the annunciation of the doc- 
trines of that treaty which led to its ratification, and there was no dis 


turbing cause there to influence the molding of the judgment of the | 


Senate by temporary considerations, and to meet temporary emergen- 
cies,”? 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 


him a question ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr. MITCHELL. If this is not a proper subject to be discussed on 


the eve of a Presidential campaign, why is it that the President of the 
United States put it on the Senate and on the country on the eve of a 
Presidential campaign, with the request that it should be made public ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Because he was an honest, brave, and sincere man 
that had confidence in the integrity of his countrymen—a man who 
believed that he could submit to the Senate of the United States a great 
treaty like this, a great question like this, without the slightest ap- 
prehension that it would be taken and dragged off into the dark secrecy 
of a party caucus and there fixed and shaped as a man might be pre- 
pared to shape-a coffin for the burial of his victim. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the first place it was not in the 
in the second place 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, the Senator can deny that this treaty ever got 
into a caucus as much as he pleases, but to convince us he has got to 
revoke what we know. He can not disprove it to our satisfaction. 
The record is made on that. No, sir, the President of the United 
States had no idea when he brought this subject to the attention of 
Senators who are sworn negotiators in this case that the power of party 
politics would be able to carry it off into the secret conclave ofa party 


caucus, and 
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But for the command of your party sil ition woul ‘ 
place; but for the ruling of that caucus this treaty would | 
December, and take its place along with that other one which yu 
were afraid to bring to the attention of the country at thist the 
treaty of extradition—it would pass over like that until Dec er, as 
we are informed by the Senator from Virginia; I do not sp ( as 
inf ition that I have a right to utter, but 1 quote thats tor 
the fact No, sir; it makes no difference what may be the 
and weight of the question, the treaty is not allowed t i f 
moment in the way of the supposed necessities of irty I é 
However strongly this present situation appealed to tl ure 
lofty mind of Daniel Webster, and t no less p in { 
Edward Everett, or to the sagacious and mag ent it f W iar 
Hi. Seward, or the strong, earnest, man brave lp nind of 
UlyssesS. Grant—howeverstrongly the principles thata ted 
in this treaty, and improved upon beyond anyt ¢ that ‘ 
tempted before in our negotiation, appealed tothe judgn ind satis- 
fied the consciences of those great men, the politician in this hour who 
has not the courage to stand against the will of some of | l 
managers comes into this Senate and decrees the death of a treaty that 
Edward Everett or Ulysses S. Grant or Daniel Webster would | 
been glad to have affixed their signatures to, and would have gh y 
claimed that it was one of the chief honors of their lives. 
[ now vield the floor, Mr. President 1 this question, on ex- 
pect I shall have nothing further to sa 
Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator from Alabama ta t I 
should like to ask him a question. 
Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 
Mr. GEORGE I would like to ask the Senator from Ala ia if 
there is not a modus virendi provided for in the protocol to the t t 
Ww h is of value to the fisheries, and which w 1 fall with the re 


| tion of the treaty ? 


caucus, there to have a decree pronounced which there is not liberty | 


enough in the Senate to resist, and which doomed the treaty to de- 
struction. 

But this election will pass away, Mr. President; this event will be 
gone after awhile, and then some of the Senators who thus provoke 
the indignation of the people will be crying out for the rocks and the 


Mr. MORGAN. Why, I suppose, of course, it would fall I t ty 
itself is the only support that the modus 1 li has, as | derstand 
The modus vivendi is called a protocol, and is offered as a protocol to a 
treaty 

Mr. GEORGE. So that any advantages that would come to our - 
ermen under that protocol to a tre ity that we seem to b 1 haste to 
reject would be lost by the rejection of the treaty 

Mr. MORGAN. It the Senator from Mississippi will indulge me a 
moment, I think it is for the reason that the protocol is proving the 
value of the treaty ev« ry d Ly that Senators are in great haste to get rid 
of it, for fear that by December the testimony would be so strong that 
they could not withstand the effect of the treaty. That is my idg 
ment aboutit. Perhapslammistaken. Butif I wanted to defeat t 
treatv, the first work I should commence would be to dig a1 ‘ 
neath the protocol and overthrow that, for every hour tl ] | 
and every hour that it will last will prove more ir i i y 
to the fishermen and to the American peo} nd 
more that it is a wise and excellent arrange t, and onethat wv bring 
peace and satisfaction to the people ith of Cana and of t ! 
states. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator 1 A uma leaves t ( 
ber I desire to call his attention to a statement made by him yeste 
which I sought then an opportunity to correct, or at least t 

| for his authority, which he declined to allow me to do 

I find that the Senator used yesterday this lage, ¥ i , 
in reference to the speech of the Senator trom Ne Hi Mi 
CHANDLER | 

If that had occurred to the Senator from New Ha ‘ ren he was a meme 
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of L\me 1 for a violat o! 1818—no' 
on i recedil a ration there wasa seizure of no ves- 
sel for a t ‘The Fortune Bay affair, that 
has been i y mu was promptly met by the then Sec 
retary « i Gre J 1 was <¢ d mtribute to the 
pa ent « tl ( j tho men i ‘ed, not a single one 
of whom, however, had 1 taken into custody by the British Gov- 
ernment. 

Since this Administration came into power there have been more than 
four hundred vess« ized and taken out of their course and subjected 
to expen 1 two thousand vessels have been boarded 
by Canadi l tish authorities. The flag has been hauled down, 

i I é en mude for it—no apology that is decent or fit 

) it to ‘ Che Senator from Alabama would ha 
it und i tl i Ad nistration was guilty of neglecting the 
int 3 of the peoy { resent Administration has been guilty 
of n the of t people in this particular. 

] it 1, Mr. President, that the Senator, al- 
though ! ( , will not say here or elsewhere, nor 
will any of | : ates it during the four years of Republican ad- 
munistrat pI i y this tl was a singe attempt made on the 
part of the Canadians to take any of our vessels into port and to con- 
‘ n them—not one 

ir. GEORGI I desire isk the Senator from Colorado a ques- 

ym. 

The PRESIDI | Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator fr lississippi? 

ir. TELLI ( D1) I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGI I desire to ask the Senator this: Was not a treaty 
in force dur t whole of the preceding administration ? 

ir. TELLE Of « e it was, 

Mr rine \ treaty which allowed the fishing vessels of ti 
United States ft herv rights in the waters of Canada? 

) TELLER. Of course it was in force. There is not any doubt 
about that Ch 3 W I suppose, there were not any auinenneed 
that is why there is not any tr uth in the statement here made. The 
Senator from Alal 1 made the same statement when he referred to 
myself and y ection with the Administration, that I had not 
ra 1 objection or found any fault with these outrages. No outrag: 
occurred, Mr. P1 nd nobody ought to know it better than the 
Senator from Alal ) say that he referred to the outrages of 1823 
and the subsequent trages is not consistent with the language that 


used. 
I do not de sire to say anything improper toward the Senator from 
Alabama. He dec d reo 72d that he was one of the most patriotic 
men in the ; I have never questioned his patriot- 
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iy, Mr. Px lent, a drum-head court-martial was the way to pun- 
ish these men, if we punished them atall. To talk about going into 
rt, hat we were afraid that the judiciary was not sound as to 
the ght of a State to secede, is bosh, and the Senator from Alabama 
nd cues else knows it. They were not entitled to a civil trial. 
They had been caught in arms against the Government, and the 
zht have been hung without a jury in accordance with a law that 
runs everywhere amung civilized and even among merciful and char- 


itable people. 
te 


Mr. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. I mean to say that in no civilized country, where 
there is a civil war—certainly in no Anglo-Saxon country where there 


is a civil war—in which men are captured in arms against the Govern- 


ment, are they liable to be tried for treason against the Government 
except in a civil court. They may be tried by military tribunals for 








acts done while they are inarms which are in violation of the rules 0 
war, but they can not be tried, I have not misread the history of 
this country and of England, for the crime of treason by any but a 
civil court. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Senator from Mississippi simply exhibits his 
lack of reading. There was not a man that had carried a musket, 
there was nota man that had ridden a horse as an officer in the rebell- 
on who had not committed a crime for which he could have been pun- 


shed under the military law—not a single one. The Government de- 
clined to do it, and rightfully in my judgment, for while T might have 
struck terror among the people to have executed the leaders, including 
the head of the Confederacy and the men who led the masses into re- 
bellion, the Government of the United States could not hope or expect, 
if it was to maintain its status as a nation undivided, to do so except 
by the love and the good-will of all the people, and it did not propose 
by terrorism or by punishment to hold these States to itself; but hoped 
to hold them by loving fellowship and by the sie ings that it could 
hold out to them of a great and united people. 

it was with that hope and in that spirit, Mr. President, that we said, 


‘Come back,’ and it was not because we were cowards. Why, what 
had we to fear? We had the grandest army that the world ever saw, 


\ by the grandest leaders that history has ever mentioned. And we 
had then, if we had it not before, the sympathy of the civilized world. 
What had we to fear? As the Senator from Massachusetts to my left 
[Mr. DAWEs ] suggests, we had to feed the armies of the Confederacy 
to keep them from starving when they surrendered, and it wasour great 
captain who said to them, ‘‘ Take your horses and go home; you will 
ry 
other nation in the world would have taken from them, being thus re- 
turned to them. Was that cowardice on the part of General Grant? 
Ah, Mr. President, it does not come with good grace from aSenator who 
owes his position here to the clemency and to the mercy of the North 
ern people and of the Government to talk about cow: urdice and th it 
we were afraid to punish them as civilized nations have again and again 
punished rebellion. 
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nave punished lor the crime of treason by 


I suppose I have got the statement 





] t now. i response to that I stated that under the Constitution | we 
of the United States, and in England, or wherever Anglo-Saxon insti- | is 
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Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
rield ? 

r Mr. TELLER. No, I must decline to yield now. I will state what 
I said. 

Mr. GEORGE. I simply appealed to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I said that we were under no obligation, when we 
had subdued the men in arms against the Government, to put them to 
trial before a jury. The war lasted a good while after General Lee 
surrendered, and it was not formally declared to have ended until late 
in the season. 

Mr. HOAR. The 15th of August, 1866. 

Mr. TELLER. The 15th of August, 1866—a long time afterwards. 
And does the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] suppose that 
during all that time all proceedings were to be conducted in accord- 
ance with the Constitution and the written law of the land? Does he 
not know, and does not everybody know, that it is an axiom as old as 
the law itself that in war the laws are silent? Inter arma silent leges. 
Does he not know that all over the South during that period there 
was no pretense of civil authority at all? How many men were court- 
martialed and sentenced to death in our Army? And I think we had 
as much power over the other army as we had over ourown. Suppose 
we had seen fit to punish one hundred and fifty of the leaders? Sup- 
pose we had taken a man who stood in this Senate and furnished in- 
formation tothe menin arms? Suppose we had taken members of this 
Senate now who did not have the excuse that their States were in re- 
bellion, and we had punished them with death, who was there to have 
lifted his voice or his hand—who could have invoked the Constitution 
then in Mississippi, where the Senator from Mississippi lived? The 
Senator did not expect that that would be done. Hedid not anticipate 
that the Government was going to put these people before a jury, if 
they were to be punished. The like was never heard of anywhere. 
All nations assert the right when their citizens are in rebellion against 
the government to punish them if they see fit. Simply we did not 
see fit. That is all there is about it; and Iam not astonished that 
the Senator from Mississippi says that there was not any treason at 
all. That was the theory of all the reconstructed people; that was the 
theory upon which the war began, that there could not be any treason 
by levying war against the Government of the United States if the 
State only said levy war. What will he do with the many thousand 
men who went from Kentucky, the many thousand men who went 
from Missouri, when their States were in full unison with the Govern- 
ment of the United States? Will he assert that they were not guilty 
of treason? But is it not pretty late to raise the question in the Amer- 
ican Senate whether those people were guilty of treason or not? Is it 
not pretty late to raise the question who was right? For if they were 
not guilty of treason, then we were wrong when we put down with the 
strong hand the rebellion. If it was not a crime, then we were guilty 
of a crime, and that is what the Senator from Mississippi proposes to 
say. Then we were violating the principles of good government and 
we were the murderers when we killed the soldiers in arms. 

That question has been settled, settled in such a way that it does 
not need to be mooted any morein this country. It is not worth while 
for the Senator to raise that question now, and I hope that very few of 
the people of his section of country will attribute the clemency of the 
Government to the same source and reason that the Senator from Ala- 
bama did. 

I notice that the Senator from Arkansas says the Senator from Ala- 
bama did not say that we did not dare to try others but that we did 
not dare to try Jeff. Davis. Jeff. Davis was no more guilty than the 
Senator from Mississippi, no more guilty than the Senator from Ala- 
bama. If we could have convicted one we could have convicted the 
other. It was not the policy of the Government to convict anybody, 
and it was a mercy that Iam sorry to say has never been appreciated 
by the men who were the recipients of it from the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. If I misstated the position of the Senator from Col- 
orado it was his own fault, because, having corrected me in the first 
statement I made, when I came to make the last one I especially ap- 
pealed to him to correct me if I was in error, which he did notdo. That 
is my apology if I have made any misstatement of his position. Cer- 
tainly 1 did not desire to do so. 

There is only one other remark that I desire to make, and that is 
this: I did not raise the question of treason here. If I measured my 
words as I intended to do—and I confess that I sometimes do not do 
that—I said that I would not discuss that question now. I said in ad- 
dition that when the question came to be investigated it would be found 
that there was respectable authority from the earlier history of the 
country, and sustained by a law writerabout 1830, for the position that 
we did not commit treason under those circumstances. I do not pro- 
pose to discuss that question. I think that question is out of date. 

But I might call the attention of the Senator from Colorado—his 
reading, however, is so much more extended than mine on these mat- 
ters that possibly I am only reminding him of something that he knows 
very well—to the fact that it so tarned out that when Mr. Davis, who 
the Senator says very properly (and I thank him for saying so) is no 
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more guilty than the Senator from Alabama and myself, was indicted 
he was triable before Chief-Justice Chase, then the presiding Chief- 
Justice of the United States, who sat in the circuit in which Mr. Davis 
was indicted. Let me remind the Senator that Chief-Justice Chase de- 
cided—and that would have controlled the decision on Mr. Davis’scase— 
that the fourteenth amendment was a constitutional barrier against a 
prosecution for treason during the preceding war. The judge before 
whom Mr. Davis was to be tried entertained the opinion, and expressed 
it in a solemn judicial judgment, that Mr. Davis could not be con- 
victed. Whether the dismissal of the prosecution against Mr. Davis 
was the result of the judgment (in another case, however) pronounced 
by Chief-Justice Chase or was the result of pure magnanimity I leave 
to the Senator from Colorado to decide for himself. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, can we not have a vote ? 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to say that the fourteenth amendment did 
not become operative until July 28, 1868. 

Mr. FRYE. I think this matter has been discussed about long 
enough. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think I have heard to-day for the 
fourth time since this debate commenced allusions made to the Hart- 
ford convention. Precisely what the Hartford convention has to do 
with this debate, or precisely why Senators upon the other side should 
think that they can gain some advantage in the discussion by referring 
to the Hartford convention, Iam somewhat ata loss to know. Once 
when it was referred to it was in connection with a statement that peo- 
ple who live in glass houses should not throw stones; and it occurred 
to me that if there was a parallel there was at least a contrast between 
the Hartford convention and some other conventions which have been 
held in the United States, a contrast which it is wortha moment’s time 
to portray. 

‘The Hartford convention is now a matter of ancient history. Few 
men live in this country who have any recollection of the times or the 
circumstances under which it was held. It is seventy-five years since 
the Hartford convention convened. It is but a few years compara- 
tively, and fresh in the minds of a great many of us, since other States 
held conventions which eventuated in an entirely different manner 
from the Hartford convention. The Hartford convention was called 
not to take any State out of the Union, not with any such purpose, 
but for the purpose of determining how States which felt that they 
had grievances might best secure their rights under the Constitution. 
The resolutions which came from the State of Massachusetts to the 
State of Connecticut suggesting the Hartford convention, called upon 
the States of Connecticut and Rhode Island to join with Massachu- 
setts— - 


To devise, if practicable, means of security and defense which may be con- 
sistent with the preservation of their resources from total ruin, and adapted to 
their local situation, mutual relations and habits, and not repugnant to their 
obligations as members of the Union. 


The call which was issued for the Hartford convention to be held on 
the 15th day of December, 1814, was— 

To confer with delegates from Massachusetts and such other New England 
States as shall join in the enterprise— 

Was, to use the words of the committee— 
for the purpose of devising and recommending such measures for the safety 
and welfare of those States as may be consistent with our obligations as mem- 
bers of the National Union. 

It is not for me to defend that convention. Itsat with clgsed doors. 
Its public utterances consisted of four or five resolutions, one of which 
suggested amendments to the Constitution of the United States, and 
in no one of which was there an intimation that any of the States rep- 
resented in that convention would under any circumstances secede from 
the Union, in no one of which was the right of secession even hinted at. 

How was it with certain other conventions in recent times, within 
the memory of Senators who sit here, within the memory of young 
men who but for a few years have cast their ballots as citizens of the 
United States, called for the avowed purpose of destroying the Union, 
called for the avowed purpose of seceding from the Union, and result- 
ing in carrying out the purposes for which they were called so far as it 
was possible for those States to carry them out? I think Senators 
may well say that those who live in glass houses should not throw 
stones. 

But, Mr. President, if Senators see in the facts which I have de- 
tailed even a dim and remote parallel between the Hartford conven- 
tion and its action and the conventions of the seceding States and their 
action, there is a contrast which is apparent. So jealous were the peo- 
ple of Connecticut, of Massachusetts, of Rhode Island, of the Union, 
of the obligation of all citizens to the Union, so impressed were they 
with the idea that the Union was indissoluble, that the men who sat 
in the Hartford convention and partook in its deliberations were for- 
ever banished, as it were, from the councilsof this nation. Those men 
never took up arms against the Government; those men never levied 
war against the United States; those men were never guilty of the 
crime of treason; those men never by resolution or act indicated that 
they ever intended to sever their relations and the relations of their 
States to this Union; and yet no one of them was ever thereafter per- 
mitted to take part in the councils of this nation or to become an 
officer of any of the departinents of this nation. 
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How about the men who sat in conventions to take their States « 
of the Union? How about the men who satin the conventions of the 
Confederate States, as they were called? How about the men who 








were engaged in levying war st the United States? How abo 
the men who met loyal men upon the battle-field and helped to sho 
down those who were defending the integrity of the Union? Hav 
hey by their States been relegated toprivate life? Havethey bv their 
States been kept out of the councils of the nation? No, Mr. Presi lent, 
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hat they are loyal and by insinuation that we are not. Sir, it is well 


ho live in glass houses ought not to throw stones. 





0 say that people w 
Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, the reference I made tothe Hartfor 
convention when I was on the floor before was not meant, as [ think 
the RecorpD will bear me out in saying, in any sense of casting oppro- 
brium upon that convention. Whatever I may think about that cor 
vention, I am sure I expressed nothing of disapprobation of that con- 
vention in the remarks which I made. [alluded to that convention as 


recognizing in their proceedings the right of secession; and now [have | 


before me the proceedings of that convention, published by Mr. Dwight, 
who was secretary of the convention. That convention, if I understood 
the Senator from Connecticut—and I am not sure that I did, because he 
spoke low and I hear with difficulty—did something more than pass 
some resolutions, unless the historian of the convention is not to be 
credited. On page 352 of the History of the Hartford convention, by 
its secretary, Mr. Dwight, commences a report as follow: 





The delegates from the Legislatures of the States of Massachusetts, Connecti 
cut,and Rhode Island, and from the counties of Grafton and Cheshire in the 
State of New Hampshire and the county of Windham in the State of Vermont, 
assembled in convention, beg leave to report the following result of their con- 


ference, 

It is a very long report and a very able report. I propose to read 
from it, simply to justify me in the statement which I made, a sho 
extract. On page 361 that report proceeds as foll 








That acts of Congress in violation of the Constitutior 





an undeniable position. Itdoes not, however, consist r- 
ance due from a confederate State 

Note, according to the present idea, what a treasona I nm 
they used, ‘‘ a confederate State 
toward the Generai Government to fly to open resistance upon every infraction 
of the Constitution. The mode and the energy of the opposition should always 
conform to the nature of the violation, the intention of its authors, the extent of 





the injury inflicted, the determination manifested to persist in it, and the danger 
of delay But in cases of deliberate, dangerous, and palpable infractions of the 
Constitution, affecting the sovereignty of a State and liberties of the people, it 
is not only the right, but the duty of such a State to interpose its authority for 
their protection, in the manner best calculated tosecurethatend. When emer- 
gencies occur which are either beyond the reach of the judicial tribunals or too 
pressing to admit of the delay incident to their forms— 


And here is very treasonable language, according to the present un- 
derstanding upon the other side of the Chamber— 
States which have no common umpire must be their own judges and execute 


their own decisions. It will thus be proper for the several States to await the 
} 











ultimate disposal of the obnoxious measures recommended by the Secretary of 


War, or pending before Congress, and so to use their power according to the 
character these measures shall finally assume as effectually to protect the 
own sovereignty and the rights and liberties of their citizens, 

That is a whole paragraph. Now I turn to page 376, and I will 
read the first resolution passed by that body, which is as follows: 

Therefore resolved, That it be, and hereby is, recommended to the Legislatures 
of the several States represented in this convention to adopt all such measures 
as may be necessary effectually to protect the citizens of said States from the 
operation and effects of all acts which have been or may be passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States which shal! contain provisions subjecting the militia 
or other citizens to forcible drafts, conscriptions, or impressments not author- 
zed by the Constitution of the United States, 

I have read that, sir, not for the purpose of casting any reproach upon 
anybody, but to justify me in referring to the proceedings of the Hart- 
ford convention to show what opinions were held on the subject of 
State rights in the early days of the Republic as offering some excuse 
or palliation for the secession of 1861 in the judgment of those who are 
so much opposed to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, a statement made yesterday by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] was as follows: 

If that occurred to the Senator from New Hampshire when he was a member 
of the Presidential! Cabinet during which these very evils and wrongs were 
petrated as flagrantly as they have been during Cleveland’s administration. 


I join with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in denying that 





during the three years in which we had the honor to be members of 


the Cabinet of President Arthur any of these wrongs or outrages were 
perpetrated by the Canadians upon the New England fishermen. There 
was no reason why they wished to perpetrate these outrages then, be- 
cause the treaty of 1871 was then in force, and under that treaty they 
had the right to bring their fish free of duty into American markets. 
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My principal object in now addressing the Senate is to show by the 
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record bey i any doubt or question that the reverse of this statement 
is true, and t all the opposition to legislation intended to prevent 
Chinese im tion has come from the Republican party, and from | 
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di uished Re blicans, including their candidate for the Presi 
dency, General Benjamin Harrison, of Indiana. 
CHINESE LABORERS. 
| ' « OA | h : scr ar , 

On Febru: 24, 32, the Senate proceeded to the consideration o! 
the bill ‘‘ to execu rtain treaty stipulations with the Chinese,’’ ré 
ported favor by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and whic! 
provided as i 

Whereas in the opin of the Government of the United States the coming of 
Chinese laborers to this country endangers the good order of certain localities 
within the t tor’ of: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, et i from and after the expiration of ninety days next after 
the passage and until the expiration of twenty years next after the 
passage of t t ‘ ng of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and 
the same is he ,8 ded; and dur such suspension itshall not be law- 
ful for any ¢ f laborer to come, or, having come after the expiration of said 
nineiy days, to remain, within the United States. 

Sac. 2. That a master of any vessel, of whatever nationality, who shall 
knowingly on such vessel bring within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
and permit to be landed, any Chinese laborer from any foreign port or place, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such Chinese laborer 
Bo | tands be also imprisoned for a term not exceeding one year 

Sy ut t two foregoing sections shall not apply to Chinese laborers 
who were i 1e United States on the 7th day of November, 1880, 


The first amendment proposed was that of Mr. Grover, a Democratic 
Senator from Oregon, on February 28, 1882: 

se laborers’ wherever used in this act shall be construed 
\led laborers, and Chinese employed in mining. 


That the words “* Chi 
to mean both skilled and unsk 


On March 9, 1882, this amendment was adopted by the following 
vote 

Yeas—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Coke, Fair, Farley, 
Garland, George, Gorman, Harris, Jackson, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, Maxey, 
Miller of California, Morgan, Pugh, Ransom, Slater, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, 
Walker. 

Twenty-three Democrats and 2 Republicans. 

Nays—Aldrich, Allison, Blair, Brown, Conger, Davis of Dlinois, Dawes, Ed- 
munds, Frye, Hale, Hill of Colorado, Hoar, Ingalls, Lapham, McDill, McMillan, 
Miller of New York, Mitchell, Morrill, Saunders, Sawyer, Teller. 

Twenty-one Republicans and 1 Democrat. 

The next amendment of importance was offered by Senator INGALLS 
(Republican), providing that— 
er the expiration of ninety days next after the passage of this 


From and 
act, and unti! the expiration of ten years next after the passage of this act, the 


coming of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and the same is hereby, 
suspended. 

On March 
vote 

Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Blair, Brown, Cockrell, Conger, Davis of Illinois, 
Dawes, Edmunds, Frye, Harris, Hoar, Ingalls, Jackson, Lapham, McDill, Mc- 
Milian, Mitchell, Morrill, Saunders, Sewell, Sherman, Teller. 

Nineteen Republicans and 4 Democrats. 

Nays—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Coke, Fair, Farley, Gar- 
land, George, Hale, Hampton, Hill of Colorado, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, Mc- 
Pherson, Maxey, Miller of California, Miller of New York, Morgan, Ransom, 
Slater, Vest, Walker. 

Eighteen Democrats and 5 Republicans. 

By this vote all except five Republican Senators declared that Chi- 
nese immigration should be permitted after ten years, while every 
Democratic Senator except four voted to prohibit such immigration for 
twenty years. General Harrison was paired with Senator Maxey, the 
former being for the amendment. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, March 
9, 1882. ) 

The next important amendment was proposed by Senator HoAr (Re- 
publican), as follows: 

That this bill shall not apply to any skilled laborer who shall establish that he 
comes to this country without any contract by which his labor is the property 
of any person other than himself, 

Upon the adoption of this amendment the vote was: 

Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Brown, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Edmunds, 
Frye, Hale, Harrison, Hoar, Ingalls, McDill, McMillan, Mahone, Mitchell, Mor- 
rill. 

Sixteen Republicans and 1 Democrat. 

Nays—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cockrell, Coke, Fair, Farley, George, Groome, 
Harris, Hampton, Jackson, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, Maxey, Miller of California, 
Miller of New York, Morgan, Plumb, Pugh, Ransom, Saunders, Slater, Teller, 
Vance, Vest, Walker. 

Twenty-two Democrats and 6 Republicans. 
ORD, volume 13, part 2, pages 1702 to 1717.) 

It will be noticed that the plain effect of this amendment, for which 
the Republican candidate for President voted, was to admit into com- 
petition with American labor Chinese skilled labor, unless it could be 
shown that it was brought here by contract. Its adoption would have 
practically destroyed the bill. 

Senator Hoar (Republican), who opposed the bill persistently in all 
its stages, then offered an amendment providing— 


That any laborer who shall receive a certificate from the United States con- 
sul at the port where he shall embark that he is a citizen, coming to this coun- 
try at his own expense, and by his own free will, and has established such fact 
to the satisfaction of such consul, shall not be affected by this bill, 


8, 1882, this amendment was rejected by the following 


(CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
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This amendment, it will be noticed, permitted Chinese labor to come 
into competition with American labor, provided the consul should cer- 
tify that the laborer was coming here at his own expense. 

The vote in the Senate upon this amendment was: 











Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Brown, Conger, Davis of , Dawes, Frye. Hale 
Harrison, Hoar, Ingalis, Jackson, McDill, McMillin, Mahone, Mitchell, Merriil, 
Plumb, Saunders. 

1: 9 ,T 
seventeen Republicans and 2 Democrats. 
ys-—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cockrell, ¢ Fair, Farley, George, Groome, 
I i as, Jones of Nevada, Maxey, M r of California, Miller 
of N regan, Pugh, Ransom, Slater, Te r, Vance, Walker. 
Nineteen Democrats and 4 Republicans. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


volume 13, part 2, pages 1702 to 1717.) 

It will be noticed that here again the Republic candidate for Presi- 
dent placed himself upon record in favor of allowing Chinese labor to 
compete with American labor, if the Chinaman could only procure a 
certificate from a consul that he had himself paid jor his passage to 
this country. In other words, whenever a Chinaman, no matter how 
degraded or brutal, could beg, borrow, or steal enough money to pay 
his passage, and should go to a United States consul and make exhibit 
of that sum and obtain his certificate, he could then land upon our 
shores and compete with the American laborer. 

The Senator from Nevada {[Mr. Stewart], fully appreciating the 
significance of these votes, attempts to explain them away by the fol- 
lowing extraordinary statement: 

General Harrison at that time, in common with most of the Eastern people 
who had not visited the Pacific coast, was ignorant of the character of the 
Chinese, of their tricks and devices to evade our laws, and it seemed to him 
unreasonable to exclude free and independent skilled inborers who came to 
the country of their own accord and not under cooly contracts or contracts 
for labor. He would certainly have voted otherwise if he had been better in- 
formed, as his subsequent record abundantly proves. 

These votes, which the Senator from Nevada seeks to explain, were 
cast on March 8, 1882, twelve years after the debate on the Chinese ques- 
tion in 1870, to which the Senator devoted so much of his speech on the 
7th instant, and which he declared to have been ‘‘ earnest, serious, and 
exhanustive.’’ Duringall theintervening years the question of Chinese 
immigration had been the burning issue on the Pacific coast and had 
largely attracted the attention of the entire country. For more than 
two weeks an able and instructive debate had been proceeding in the 
Senate, in which every phase of the Chinese question was elaborately 
discussed. But it is within my personal knowledge that General Har- 
rison knew from actual observation much more of the Chinese question 
than many of his colleagues, for he had before giving this vote often 
visited Helena, Mont., his son being United States assayer at that place, 
and had there seen the Chinese quarters, with all the curious habits or 
this strange people. The pleaof ignorance by the Senator from Nevada 
in behalf of General Harrison, is therefore, under the circumstances, an 
attack upon his intelligence both as a public man and an individual 
which constitues a reflection upon the party presenting him as their 
candidate for the highest office within the gift of the American people. 

CHINESE NATURALIZATION, 

An amendment to the bill offered by Senator Farley (Democrat) 

rovided: 

That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chi- 





| nese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


On March 9, 1882, a vote was taken in the Senate upon this amend- 
ment, with the following result: 

Yeas—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Cole, Fair, Far- 
ley, Garland, George, Gorman, Harris, Jackson, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, 
Maxey, Miller of California, Morgan, Pugh, Ransom, Slater, Teller, Vance, 
Vest, Voorhees, Waiker. 

Twenty-two Democrats and 4 Republicans. 

Nays—Aldrich, Allison, Blair, Brown, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Ed- 
munds, Frye, Hale, Hill of Colorado, Hoar, Ingalls, Lapham, McDill, MeM1!- 
lan, Miller of New York, Mitchell, Morrill, Plumb, Saunders, Sawyer. 

Twenty-one Republicans and 1 Democrat. 

General Harrison did not vote, and was not paired, but, as will ap- 
pear by his subsequent record, would certainly, if present, have voted 
in the negative. 

The bill as amended passed the Senate by the following vote: 

Yeas—Bayard, Beck, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Cockrell, Coke, Fair, Far- 
ley, Garland, George, Gorman, Hale, Harris, Hill of Colorado, Jackson, Jonas, 
Jones of Nevada, Miller of California, Miller of New York, Morgan, Pugh, 
Ransom, Sawyer, Siater, Teller, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, and Walker. 

Twenty-two Democrats and 7 Republicans. 

Nays—Aldrich, Allison, Blair, Brown, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Ed- 
munds, Frye, Hoar, Ingalls, Lapham, McDill, McMillan, Morrill. 

Fourteen Republicans and 1 Democrat. 

General Harrison was paired with Senator Maxey both on the amend- 
ment limiting the prohibition of Chinese immigration to ten years in- 
stead of twenty and on the passage of the bill, being in favor of the 
amendment and against the bill. (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 
13, part 2, page 1753.) 


VETO OF BILL. 

The bill as amended was vetoed by President Arthur, and in his 
message {Mis. Doc. No. 53, page 451) he distinctly based his veto upon 
that provision in the bill which fixed the prohibition of twenty years 
upon the immigration of Chinese to this country. 
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Mr. STEWART. What judge was it who naturalized seven China- 
men? 

Mr. VEST. I did not say what judge. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I wish to know, if the Senator has it, upon what 
evidence he bases the statement he has just made? 

Mr. VEST. Ibase mystatement upon information derived from the 
Indiana delegation in the House and from Senators upon this floor, and 
I will produce the record if necessary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to see the record. 

Mr. STEWART. Who was the judge? 

Mr. VEST. It was in the superior court, the State court of Indiana 
at Indianapolis, where these seven Chinamen were naturalized and 
voted the Republican ticket at the ensuing election in November. They 
were naturalized in September or October, 1876, and it is a notorious 
fact beyond any sort of question or dispute. 

Mr. STEWART. In 1876? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, in 1876; when General Harrison was defeated 
by Blue-Jeans Williams, as he was termed, for governor of Indiana 
I take it that the General himself would not deny it. 

CHINESE LABORERS AGAIN, 

The next struggle between the friends and opponents of the House 
bill was over the fifteenth section, which the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations recommended to be stricken out, and which 
provided ‘‘that the words ‘Chinese laborers,’ 
act, shall be construed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers, 
and Chinese employed in mining.’? It was upon this question that | 
General Harrison made his only appearance in the debate of 1882, and 
it will not surprise those acquainted with his record and opinions on 
Chinese immigration to find that he opposed the fifteenth section, which 
specifically enumerated the classes of Chinese to be excluded, and con- 
tended earnestly against any legislation construing or affecting the 
treaty in which the term ‘‘ Chinese laborers’’ had been use¢. 

President Arthur in his veto message had, as I haveshown, accepted 
that construction of the word ‘‘ laborers ’’ in the treaty which conferred 
upon Chinese subjects coming to the United States as teachers, students, 
merchants, or from curiosity the privileges accorded to citizens of the 
mos t favored nation, and that all others were excluded. But General 

farrison said: 

In the treaty the word “ laborers” is used, I take it that itis not in the power 
of Congress to enlarge the meaning of that word, Whatever it meant in the 
treaty it would mean the same thing as used inthe law. We can not make it 
mean morethan that. Therefore why not let it stand in the law as in the treaty, 
and let the use of that word include what it will? 

it is difficult to believe that a lawyer of General Harrison’s standing 
meant that Congress had no power to construe or even to abrogate a 
treaty. The Supreme Court of the United States in several cases, and 
especially in the Cherokee tobacco cases, 2 Wallace, has emphatic- 
ally declared that Congress has the power, and I assume therefore that 
his real objection to the legislation construing the term ‘‘laborers’’ as 
used in the treaty, came from his unwillingness ‘to let go of the old 
idea,’’ as he expressed it in his letter to Mr. Brant, of St. Louis, ‘‘ that 
this was the free home of all comers.’’? AsSenator Grover very properly 
said, both the President and the commissioners who made the treaty 
considered the section struck out by the committee the proper con- 
struction of the term ‘* laborers,’’ and it was absolutely necessary, in 





order to avoid an avalanche of Chinese upon our shores, to put the | 


matter beyond doubt. 

To this General Harrison replied with a sneering allusion to a will 
case he had once tried, when the lawyer on the other side had claimed 
to know what the will meant because he had written it, and he con- 
tinued to insist that the term ‘laborers ’’ should be left alone, to be 
construed by the officers enforcing the law. 

On the question of striking out in committee the fifteenth section of 
the bill, the vote was as follows: 

Yeas—Aldrich, Allison, Anthony, Blair, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Chilcott, 
Conger, Davis of Llinois, Dawes, Frye, Hale, Harrison, Hawley, Hill of Colo- 
rado, Hoar, Ingalls, Kellogg, Lapham, McDill, McMillan, Miller of New York, 
Morrill, Platt, Plumb, Rollins, Sawyer, Saunders, Van Wyck, Windom. 

Republicans 29, Democrats none. 

Nays—Bayard, Beck, Butler, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Coke, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fair, Farley, George, Gorman, Grover, Hampton, Jac kson, Johnston, 
Jonas, Jones of Nevada, McPherson, Maxey, Miller of California, Morgan, Pen- 
dieton, Pugh, Slater, Vest, Voorhees, Walker, Williams. 

Democrats 25, Republicans 3. 

When the bill came into the Senate a vote was taken on concurring 
in the action of the Committee of the Whole striking out the fifteenth 
section, and resulted as follows: 

Yeas—Allison, Blair, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Edmunds, Frye, Har- 
rison, Hawley, Hill of Colorado, Hoar, Ingalls. Lapham, MeMiilan, Miller of 
New York, Morrill, Piatt, Saunders, Sherman, Van Wyck. 

Republicans 20, Democrats none. 

Nays—Beck, Butler, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chilcott, Coke, Fair, Farley, 
Garland, George, Grover, Hampton, Harris, Johnston, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, 
Maxey, Miller of California, Morgan, Pendleton, Pugh, Slater, Vance, Walker, 
Williams. 

Democrats 22, Republicans 3. 

Senator EpMUNDs (Republican) then moved to insert the following: 

The words ‘Chinese laborers,”’ wherever used in this act, shall be construed 
to mean persons usually engaged in manual labor, 
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Upon this motion the vote was as follows: 

Yeas—Allison, Blair, Conger, Davis of Illinois, Dawes, Edmunds, Frye, Har- 
rison, Hawley, Hill of Colorado, Lapham, McMillan, Miller of New York, Mor- 
rill, Platt, Saunders, Van Wyck. 

Republicans 17, Democrats none. 

ays—Beck, Butler, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chilcott, Coke. Fair, Farley, 
Garland, George, Grover, Hampton, Harris, Johnston, Jonas, Jones of Nevada, 
Maxey, Miller of California, Morgan, Pendleton, Pugh, Slater, Vance, Walker, 
Williams. 

Democrats 21, Republicans 4. 

It is evident that if the amendment of Senator EpMUNDS had been 
adopted it would have resulted in ‘‘ confusion worse confounded ’’ as 
to the meaning of the term ‘‘laborers.’? The question then presented 


| to each officer enforcing the law and to the « courts would have been the 
| meaning of the terms ‘ “usually employed,’’ and pending the determina- 
| tion of that question the Chinese would continue to throng our ports. 


wherever used in this | 





If consistent with his argument previously made, General Harrison 
ought to have opposed the Edmunds amendment, because it sought to 
construe the word ‘‘ laborers ’’ as used in the treaty, and he had stren- 
uously insisted that the meaning of this phrase in the treaty should 
not be disturbed; but he voted on this as on every other occasion with 
the opponents of restrictive legislation against Chinese immigration 
and to embarrass the pending bill. 

On the passage of the bill as amended, and as it became a law, the 
vote was as follows: 

Yes as—-Beck, Butier, Call, Cameron of Wisconsin, Chileett, Coke, Davis of 

: ir, Farley, Garland, George, Grove ry Hale, Hampton, Harris, Hill 

yn Johnston, Jonas s, Jones of Nevada, Maxey, Miller of California, 
Miller of Ne w York, Morgan, Pendiecton, Pugh, S Saunders, Slater, Vance, Van 
Wyck, Vest, W alker, Williams, 

Democrats 22, Republicans 10. 

Nays—Allison, Blair, Conger, Dawes, Edmunds, Frye, Harrison,Hawley,Hoar, 
Ingails, Lapham, MeMillan, Morrill, Platt, Sherman. 

Republicans 15, Democrats none. 

CONCLUSION, 

After reading these votes, what impartial mind will not conclude 
with the Presiding Officer of this body in his letter of June 16 that 
‘‘SHERMAN, ALLISON, HARRISON, etc., have records that would be 
awkward on the tariff, the currency, the Chinese question,”’ ete. 

The record of General Harrison, and of the Republican party in the 
Senate, assumes great importance at this time irom the declaration 
recently made by Hon. James G. Blaine, ‘*the uncrowned king of 
America,’’ who has just returned from Mr. Carnegie’s castle in Scot- 
land, purchased with his annual profits of $1,500,000 in the manufact- 
ure of steel and iron in Pennsylvania, that the issue in this canvass is 
the protection of American labor against the pauper labor of other 
countries. 

On Jung23, 1870, Hon. Henry Wilson, one of the most distinguished 
Republicans who has ever been in public life, said in this Chamber, 
when discussing the immigration of Chinese: 

I thin® the time has come when we should have some action upon this sub- 
ject, for it does seem to me at the present day that there is a conspiracy of cap- 
lial in this country to cast a drag-net over creation for the purpose of bringing 
degraded labor here to lower and degrade our laboring men. And I think it is 
time to meet that question, 

In the debate of February, 1882, on the Chinese question, Senator 
Miller, of California, also a distinguished Republican, said: 

The Chinese can thrive in America on lower wagesthan will afford the pauper 
laborers anywhere in Europe a mere frugal subsistence. And in this connec- 
tion I venture to say, and I hope without offense, that if a Speech shall be made 
in the Senate in opposition to Chinese restriction I shall not be surprised if it is 
made by a protectionist. Not, a. by a protectionist who advocates high 
tariff primarily for ithe protection of American laborers from low wages, but 
for the protection of what he calls ‘‘American industry,’ whichis a convenient 
and comprehensive phrase. 

It includes and is intended to be descriptive of other interests than those of 
labor; interests which a certain class of political economists in this country re- 
gard as paramount to all others in the adjustment of tariff laws. 

The ayerage American manufacturer is interested generally in two things, 
namely, the highest —— tariffand the cheapest Inbor. If he can secure 
these all else desirable speedily follows. The first he bas secured. Thesecond 
he can readily secure through unrestricted Chinese immigration if this measure 
shall be defeated. It is not difficult to perceive the origin of that political econ- 
omy which suggests high protective tariff and at the same time advocates the 
admission of servile laborers into the country without jimit. It means high 
prices for any roducts of manufacture and low prices for the labor which pro- 
duces them; the aggrandizement of capital and the debasement of labor; greater 
wealth to the wealthy and greater poverty to the poor. 

Read by the light of recent events, how must this, from a Repub- 
lican Senator who has passed away, but whose devotion to his party 
was never doubted, impress the laboring men of America ? 

The Republican candidate for the Presidency opposed at every stage, 
and in every way possible, the legislation against Chinese immigration. 
If he had succeeded, the law on the statute-books would notexist. For 
the truth of this statement I appeal to the record placed now before 
every American citizen. 

That record shows to every intelligent and unprejudiced mind that 
the struggle in 1882 as in 1870 was between the two irreconcilable 
ideas; that on the one hand this country should be kept open to all 
comers, without regard to consequences, and on the other hand the 
American idea, that as a people we must first consult our own interests 
and protect ourselves and our posterity from a vicious horde of immi- 
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4 grants who come not to share our destiny, but to prey upon our abun- | of $1,000 or debts of like amount due him and pending settle I 
nd dance. such Chinaman could return without presenting the written cert ; 
* Charles Sumner was the great apostle of the doctrine that all the | but was all yt of the loss of such certificate, the peo- i 
2 world had an inherent right to land upon our shores, and therefore in | ple of the Pacific coast, who understand the art ul ways of the Chinese 
‘ 1870 he moved to strike the word ‘‘ white’’ from the naturalization | saw that th yor would Ye open ior their entry on p ed tes 
Be laws, and carried his motion in the Senate against the votes of AllenG. | timony 
0 Thurman and the six other Democrats then in this body rhe first article of the treaty plied « t mind that the 
In the debate of 1882 the Senator from Massachusetts Mr. HoAR], | Chinese now absent from the country could turn l wa ) 
: | "NY rtry +) , lay 
who led the opponents of the bill against Chinese immigration, declared | explicit. It was unfortunately open to adan - $ ( | 
| the same doctrine in the following words: detect in that regard was pointed out by and t Op 
) , : “"hew fe hat it wonld amtiaunel ‘ }. 
’ The insertion of the phrase “the pursuit of happiness" in the enumeration of the I acu coast Phe y ie are d that it would be : n das to al 
| the natural rights for securing which government is ordained, and the denial | Jow those who have been in the country ani are now absent to return, 
; of which constitutes just cause for its overthrow, was intended as ane xplicit af- and not only those, but others who never have be : : this yun 
firmation that the right of every human bei: 1g Who obe ys the equai laws to go oe .% aoe ae 4 . nor . : 
everywhere on the surface of the earth that his welfare may require is beyond would be able to enter by false testimony showing previous residen 
the rightful control of government. It is a birthright derived immediately | and that the courts would be appealed to as thev under exist 
from Him “ who made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on ali the “wa ta allow sneh Ch ai ae Ghee iti: teeeaen of tha treat 
, face of the earth, and hath determined the times before appointed and the Aa mn ae Ich hinamen t nt Tr. I oS ‘ ah / 
bounds of their habitation.” He max le, so our fathers held, of one blood all the was that the coming, ex ept under the conditions hereinafter oper! , 
: nations of men. He gave them the whole face of the earth whereon to dwell. | fied, of Chinese laborers to the United States shall be absolutely pr 
E : ' . . . +} a)? : + » Ate he return of Chinese wa Ie Bet tat pack 
In his letter of February 25, 1888, to Rev. J. S. Brant, of St. Louis, | hibited. It did not say that tl return of Chinese was also prohibited. 4 
General Harrison gives the real cause of his opposition to the bills re- his wasagrave omission, and the people of the Pacific coast saw in ita j 
oo 2 ‘ . ‘ . ° Ha 4 1 ha ** former-recidence ’? er 4 
‘ stricting Chinese immigration, in the following sentence: prolific source of trouble and that the ** form dence raud, undet 
. hic < ese » heen smuvgel te he cour , 
It seemed to me then to be in violation of our treaty with China, and it was a which thou sands of Chinese have heen Buse d i » the ¢ puntry 
: little hard for me to let go of the old idea that this was the free home of all through perjury on the pretense that they h ui tormeriy resided here, 
, comers, would be again repeated. The Senate, to avoid this evil, added the 
For myself I deny now, as I did in the debate of 1882, that the idea | following amendment to the article 5 
i of giving a the right to control immigration as we think proper has And this prohibition shall extend to the return of Cl se lehavere whe ave 
been ever entertained by the American people. | not now in the United States, whether holding certificat der existing laws 
i There is no inherent right in any foreigner to become either a citizen | °*"°' 
or denizen of this country. Thatisa question for us to determine, and I do not charge the Administration with anvevil design or any pur- 3 
for us alone. I said then as I say now: pose to so frame the treaty as to allow the continued coming of Cl 
q Tothe thrifty German, the generous and gallant Celt, the hardy Scandina- | nese. lam unwillipg to follow the example of Senators who criticise i 
vian, to all who come to share the responsibilities and work ont the problem of | jn qa technical and untair manner the votes of Republican Senators who 
our civilization and destiny, to all who seek home and shelter in our vast do- cian. in, tone good faith endeavoring to per! Et > the excl 
main, fling wide the portals; but to the people that come not for homes orshel- ere, In 2 -, In good faith endeavoring to periect a Dill lor the ext iu 
ter but only for gain, who have no sbare in our destiny, no love for our institu- | Sion of Chinese In conformity with our treaty obligations; on the con- 
. ene we ae te eee ie dhe religion, we have the right to say and do say," You | trary, I commend the laudable efforts of our Democratic Secretary of q 
3 1ave no lot or part in this great matter. ‘ ; ‘ — . ; 
; ae ; = een State in his endeavors to secure a treaty for the exclusion of Chinese. 4 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. I resident, I do not intend to repeat what I In order to carrv out the pr ovisionsof the new treaty when the amend- 
said the other day, but I think it proper to again express my regret ments of the Senate shall have been agreed to bv the Chinese Govern- 
alter a question 1s settled that there should be an effort to draw it into | ment, it was deemed expedient by both Houses of Congress to provi 
S politics as an issue. The Democratic party must indeed be very bar- 


cS Asi : ' ' | the necessary legislation at the presentsession. Inasmuchas the treat 
ren of issues if they must drag in settled questions for present emer- | »joht not be ratified until after Congress adjourns. it was deemed ex- 


gencies, : ; _ | pedient to legislate in advance. Bills were introduced in each Hou 
I have heard much said by Democrats on the stump and in this | and referred to the appropriate committees. The Committee on 1 


= 


? Chamber—it appears to me that it has been for the last twenty years | gion Relations of the Senate prepared the bill which was passed t 

s the burden of their song—in favor of letting bygones be bygones after | other day. and reported it as their measure. Thev had it printed { 

r the whole country had agreed to the settlement of a question. I have | the use of the osninien and the same bill so printed was introd 
been one of those who refrained from alluding to settled questions. It | jn the House of Representatives and reported favorably, showing ab 

1 is ‘‘unsettled questions which have no pity for the repose of man- | }yte ynanimity of a tion thus far. No more perfect bill could be 

: kind,’’ and the Republican party can not be injured by a question | yjceq to exclude Chinese than the one which was unanimously pa 
which has been disposed of and put to rest mainly by their efforts. | bv the Senate a few davs ago. and which in all probability will 

es We have at the present session taken action here which shows the passed during the present we ole tow the Touse without aug chanes 

r- unanimity which exists in this Chamber upon the question of exclud- | jtg essential prov isions , . 

. ing Chinese. Early in thesession several bills were introduced toexclude | ‘There is no difference of opinion in either branch of Congress as to 
Chinese, to perfect the laws which had been previously passed and | the necessity of excluding Chinese. Why revive this controversy and 

r which the Chinese evaded. The Committee on Foreign Relations | py varbled extracts. and unfair and misleading statements attempt to 





promptly took the matter in hand and gave a hearing to all the repre- 


misrepresent the position of Senators while the controversy was per d 
3 sentatives from the Pacific coast, both | Republicans and Democrats, | jne and attempt to make political capital out of this dead issue? It 
: heard them through, printed all they had to say, and reported a bill as dead as sian tee eof secession, and thereis as much propriety in rev 
e ; in conformity with their unanimous wish. ing the one as the other. a f 
e é That bill was pending before the Senate when the new treaty came | ‘fryrthermore. the Chinese issue was settled. and well settled. by a 
. z here. It would have undoubtedly passed the Senate as unanimously Republican Senate before the commencement of this Congress. In th 
t fs as it passed the Committee on Foreign Relations. Thesubject has now | Jast Congress. in 1286. it having been ascertained that the law was being 
- been investigated and it has been ascertained and declared officially | evaded by Chinese coming to this countrv, Mr. MorRow. a Republican 
“a that it is incompatible with our institutions to allow Chinese to immi- | Representative from California, prepared an elaborate bill, a very strin- 


grate to this country. That, I say, was the unanimous verdict of the | 
3, Committee on Foreign Relations and would have been the unanimous 
verdict of the Senate in passing the bill. 


gent bill in its provisions, and introduced it in the other House. A copy 
| of the bill was introduced in the Senate by Senator Fair, of Nevada. It 
‘elations, there examined care- 









a : | was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
6 ie The President then sent us a treaty which I would have been willing | y]|v_ and perfected, and reported, and tha rt was regarded as entirely 
1- a to accept, provided we could carry out by legislation what was claimed satisfactory to all the people of the Pacif st. who were espe ially 
ey for it. There was much doubt, however, whether a proper exclusion | jnterested in this question approved by the pr = of the P u ‘fic po 
¢ bill could be passed which would not be held to be in conflict with the cea it passed the Senate ainemienanele n 1825 r Tee _ 
treaty. Those who were most interested were unwilling to have it | Mr. MITCHELL. General H wrrison we 2 ember of the Committee 
4 adopted in the form presented, because it did not provide that there | on Foreign Relations "si Pris we oT 
)- eR should be only written evidence on the return of Chinese, but under| Wr STEWART Gener l Harrison, I was going to repeat, as I said 
y as the ordinary rules and re -rulations the loss of certificates might be sup- | ~ é emer epe ch. was a oa mber of Shad comanithe - [ apevoved of 
a plied by parol. The people of the Pacific coast said that ‘‘we have the bill. He was in the Se nate whe it hill was passed remov : g ob- 
2, had experience enough with parol evidence; amend the tre: ity so that | jections and assisting in its coaten re. Heha Son Be - ned tl . difl eu ty 
1. no Chinese can enter without a certificate, no matter to what class he of excluding the Chinese He had le weal their devies 5 in evading 
ir belongs.’’ That was the amendment adopted by the Senate to the | the 1 on 5 and he Ww - W illing to vo as far 1s aie 4 ’emocrat ™ Aastaies 
8 second article of the treaty, and is in the followjng words: | means to exclude them. That was in 1886, T le Sé nt iment was ar ar 
And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by | mous then and it has been unanimous ever since, not only y here but in 
it land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return the country 
le certificate herein required, | ' o. . . 1 
1 3 The : } | If we go further back—and we may as well trace this history back— 
‘ 1e second article to which this amendment applies isthe article which we find that when the question was first sprung upon the Senate it was 
18 sa in the new tre aty allows a Chinaman to return who has a lawful wife, | under most unfavorable circumstances for its impartial consideration. 
_ 4 child, or parent in the United States, or property therein of the value There had been a heated discussion for several years with regard to 
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the colored race rhe people of the East did not know the character 
of the Chinese immivration that was overrunning the Pacilic coast. 
They did not know capacity of thidse people to supplant the people 


of the United State They did sot know that the Chinese could not 
be assimilated with our people, could not be incorporated into the body- 
politic; that they were a foreign element able tosubsist on half of what 
the white 3 1 co and that where they came the white men were | 
compelled to leavs Chey did not know these facts. 

Under that state of things the question was presented to the Senat 


on July 2, 1870, to strike out the word ‘‘ white’’ from our naturaliza- 
tion laws for the purpose of extending the right of naturalization to 
the colored race, which would have included Chinese as well as Aft 
cans. The Chin were not particularly considered, and when the 
Republican Senators from the Pacific coast desired to make an exe 


Chinese it was thought by many honest Senators to be un 
st to make such distinction. This was the cri 
of the Chinese question. If the naturalization laws had then been ex- 
tended to them there would have been millions of naturalized Chine 
now in the United States controlling the destinies of several States, and 
presenting one of the most embarrassing and dangerous questions which 
have ever arisen for solution in this country. After two days and one 
night of serious discussion, although there was a large majority for nat- 
uralizing Chinese in the beginning, the proposition was voted down 
by an overwhelming majority, 27 to 14. Of the 27 who voted against 
it 20 were Republicans, Of the 14 who voted for it 3 were Republicans 
and representing Northern States, namely, ’'enton of New York, Mor- 
rill of Maine, and Pomeroy of Kansas; 7 were Republicans represent- 
ing Southern States, namely, Brownlow of Tennessee, Harris and Kel- 
logg of Louisiana, McDonald of Arkansas, Revels of Mississippi, Spen- 
cer of Alabama, and Robinson of South Carolina, and 4 were Repub- 
licans who were about to sever their relations with the party, and who 
never afterwards voted with it, but joined the Democratic-Greeley party 
in the following election, namely, Sumner of Massachusetts, Trumbull 
of Illinois, Ross of Kansas, and Sprague of Rhode Island. It will thus 
be seen that the Republican majority against naturalization after th 
discussion was overwhelming. 

The whole Chinese question was then explained in these Halls by 
the Senators from the Pacific coast. Senator Williams, of Oregon, de- 
bated it in the most masterly manner. He was an able map, and his 
explanations and his speeches on that occasion will compare with the 
best that have been delivered in this Chamber. 

The discussion was calm, deliberate, and exhaustive, and the Re 
publican party of the North deliberately decided that they would not 
incorporate the Chinese in the body-politic. When they had taken 
this step, that they would not allow them to be naturalized, which 
was the great question involving every other question, it soon became 


tion against 


, 
reasonable and unju 





coming too rapidly; and that they were supplanting our free labor. 

But we had made an unfortunate treaty with China, which the Re- 
publican party were reluctant to violate. I refer to the Burlingame 
treaty, made in 1868. That treaty, as it was presented to the Senate, 
recognized the right of Chinese to naturalization by conferring on them 
all the privileges that were extended to any other people. But a Re 
publican Senator from California, Mr. Conness, discovering to what 
that might lead, offered an amendment providing that nothing in that 
treaty should be construed to extend naturalization to the Chinese, 
which was adopted. This was the first protest against the naturali- 
gation of Chinese. It came from a Republican. No Democrat sug- 
gested it. 

But that treaty was in the way of legislation. 
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mission was sent to China, consisting of Messrs. Swift, Trescot, and An- 
gell, to negotiate a new treaty restricting Chinese immigration, and suc- 
ceeded in their mission and negotiated the treaty of 1880. The treaty 
provided that immigration might be restricted and regulated by the 
United States, but that the immigration of laborers should not be 
totally prohibited. 

Then, in 1882, came proposed legislation with a view of carrying the 
treaty into effect. Amendments were constantly offered to embarrass 
those who were perfecting the bill to carry the treaty into effect in good 
faith. The amendments of Grover, of Oregon, and Farley, of Califor- 
nia, were of that character. These amendments had no tendency to re- 
strict Chinese immigration or improve the bill. Farley’s amendment, 
which General Harrison voted against, and for which vote the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] bas so severely criticised him, was in the 
following words: 





That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall admit Chi- 
nese to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.— 
Record, part 2, pages 1451, 1749. 

The manifest object of this amendment was to embarrass the bill, 
gnd Senator EpMuNpDs made that fact very clear in the following re- 
marks: 

Mr. Epmunps. If I did not know the sincerity of my friends from California 
in their desire to accomplish what the treaty now allows us to accomplish in a 
reasonable way on this subject, I should have supposed, if I were a stranger 

that the object was to break down this billand to load it with incongruous 
provisions to defeat in the end any legislation at all. This amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from California on my left [Mr. Farley] has nothing 
whatever to do with the question that this bill proposes, and that this last treaty, 
which is the only one I am speaking of, deals with. That is a question simply 
of the incoming persons who are not now in the United States, and who have 
no other right to come here than such as the laws of nature, whatever they may 
be—[ am not going intothat again—may give. Now, coming or going is an en- 
tirely different thing from naturalization, from being admitted to citizenship ; 
and if there is anybody here who is a real friend of the substance of this bill—I 
am not speaking of its details or of its excess or want of excess—if there is any- 
body here who is really in favor of the substance of this bill, to deal with the 
subject of it, and nothing else, I should expect that that person would vote 
against any amendment that would introduce any element into the bill that did 
not legitimately and correctly belong to it. This certainly does not, 


Mr. EDMUNDS, for the purpose of making the amendment consisten 
with the facts and the law as it then stood, offered to amend the bill by 
substituting the following in place of Farley’s amendment: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to change the existing naturalization 
laws so as to admit Chinese persons to citizenship.—Record, part 4, page 2411. 

Upon which Mr. EDMUNDs made the following remarks: 


Mr. President, as this section now stands in the bill, it is the first time in the 
history of this nation that Congress has undertaken to make prohibitions against 
naturalization. The Constitution provides that Congress may make rules of 
naturalization, so that no person can be admitted to citizenship without aflirma- 
tive action by Congress. I do not wish for one to have Congress enact any 
statute which shall prohibit by affirmative declaration any person from becom- 














i. > a. ‘ | ing a citizen. He can not become a citizen until Congress shall affirmatively 
apparent that the Chinese were invading our shores; that they were 
| probably not only in the history of this country, but of every other, and so I 


| extending naturalization to Chinese. 


| lawyer-like, unnecessary, and absurd. 


provide that he may; and as this section now stands, it is absolutely unique. 


move this change so as to leave the law just as it is now, in order to avoid what 
hereafter will be a very unhappy precedent, I am afraid, for a good many 
people. 

There was nothing in the law as it then stood, and as it still stands, 
Farley’s amendment assumed 
that there was, and proposed to repeal the laws authorizing the natu- 
ralization of Chinese and prohibit their naturalization, which was un- 
The statute on that subject 
then, and now, is in the following language: 


The provisions of this title shall apply to aliens being free white persons, and 
to aliens of African nativity, and to persons of African descent. (Kevised Stat- 


| utes United States, section 2169.) 


It provided that the | 


Chinese might come; and the Republican party were slow and this | 


nation has ever been slow to trample upon a treaty with a friendly 
power. When the complaints came from California we were met by the 
terms of that treaty, which had been adopted by the unanimous con- 
sent of both Democrats and Republicans. It is true that we had saved 
the main question of naturalization by the amendment of Mr. Conness, 
but the treaty provided for free intercourse and free immigration to 
this country in the most unequivocal terms. In 1879 the evil of Chi- 
nese immigration had become so manifest that a determined effort was 
made to stop it—treaty or no treaty. A bill to prohibit Chinese im- 
migration was introduced in the House by Mr. Wren, a Republican 
from Nevada, on January 14, 1878, at the second session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress, and passed the House on January 28, 1879, by a vote 
of 155 to 72. 

Mr. Sargent, a Republican from California, had charge of the bill in 
the Senate, and ably defended it in elaborate and forcible argumen 
Mr. Blaine also took a leading part in advocating the passage of the 
bill and won by his able efforts in that behalf the affection and admir- 
ation of the people of the Pacific coast. 
February 15, 1879, by a vote of 39 to 27—21 Democrats and 18 Repub- 
licans voting for the bill. The Republicans who voted against the bil! 


placed their opposition on the ground thatit wasin violation ofthe treaty. 
President Hayes vetoed the bill solely on the ground that it was in viola- 
tion of the treaty and not because he was in favorof Chinese immigration: 
on the contrary, the evil was so apparent that the administration imme- 
diately opened negotiations to secure a treaty excluding Chinese. A com- 


As early as April 29, 1878, the United States circuit court of Cali- 
fornia, on the application of Ah Yup to be admitted as a citizen, de- 
cided that there was no law under which Chinese could be naturalized. 
(See 5 Sawyer, page 155.) 

This decision was followed by all the United States courts and was 


| binding on the State courts as a construction of the statutes of the 


| United States. 


The United States is under no obligation to naturalize 
any one, and none can be naturalized without express and affirmative 
law. There being no such law General Harrison was too good a law- 
yer to vote to repeal a law which did not exist. 

The Senator from Missouri states that in 1876 seven Chinamen were 
naturalized in the State superior court at Indianapolis on motion of 
Mr. Miller, law partner of General Harrison. The Senator made this 
statement upon the representation of the delegation from Indiana. 
Whether the information be correct or not is immaterial. The State 


| court had no right to naturalize these Chinese, and made a very ab- 


| surd mistake if it did so. 


But this mistake was made before the United 
States courts had declared the law, as I have already shown. No law- 


' yer will now say that there was a particle of authority for such natu- 


The bill passed the Senate on | 


ralization, and it is not pretended that General Harrison himself had 
any knowledge of the transaction. 

General Harrison voted for the lawyer-like and accurate amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMunps], the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, and against the incongruous amendment 
offered by Senator Farley for the manifest purpose of embarrassing 
thebill. For doing thisa labored effort is made to misrepresent him and 
to make it appear that he was in favor of the naturalization of Chinese. 
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whole subject establishes beyond controversy. 
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Chinese immigration for a period of ten years, W 
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viction as to what was proper to be done. We now know that it is no 
discrimination against any race that has a right to be here. We now 
know that it is necessary to preserve our race and our country to keep 
the Chinese away. If we keep them away, we shall not have this in- 
compatible element to deal with. The negroes were differently situ- 
ated. They were here; we have to deal with them; and it is our duty 
and our necessity to elevate their condition so that they shall not de- 
stroy us. But the Chinese are not here, and we are under no obligation 
to import a race which is entirely incompatible with our institutions 
and whom we know to be destructive of our civilization. 

When I find a unanimous consent to that effect, when I find this great 
question so vital to the Pacific coast settled and settled right, I depre- 
cate reviving the discussions of the past and making political capital of 
it. It is settled as solidly as the Union is settled. It is settled as per- 
manently as the question of secession. It is one of those great problems 
that we have met. The Republican party have settled it, and when 
they have made up their minds that a proposition is right the world 
knows they will stand by it. The world now knows that the Chinese 
question is settled because the Republican party have so declared, and 
they will not change on this great question. They did not decide until 
they heard ail sides; they did not decide until they investigated it; 
and I say instead of being a reproach it is an honor to them that they 
did not decide so momentous a question as this in ignorance or on ac- 
count of prejudice, but on the broad grounds of humanity, on the broad 
grounds of preserving our institutions, preserving our people and our 
laborers, and preserving this continent for them. 5 

The Republican party are unanimous that no more Chinese shall 
come. ‘The Pacific coast knows it and rests in security. There is no 
need of making speeches to affect the Pacific coast. They understand 
how the question is settled. They have watched it more closely than 
you have. They watched every man, and they know how he stands 
and where he stands, and when he comes forward after investigation 
and appreciates what is right and stands by it, they accept him. Gen- 
eral Harrison’s record is as satisfuctory on the Pacific coast as if he had 
abused the Chinese for forty years. 

All the people of the Pacific coast desire is that no more Chinamen 
shall come, and that when those who are here go back they shall not 
return. They want to see an end of this trouble. They want to see 
an end of this evil that threatens the peace, prosperity, and progress ot 
the country, and now that they see the end they are rejoiced; they are 
willing to let by-gones be by-gones, and they will deprecate the intro- 
duction of this question in politics, fearing that it will retard rather 
than hasten the final consummation of the work. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON _ I ask leave at this time to lay before the Senate the 
report of the committee of conference on the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa submits a 
conference report, which will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand we are in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate can proceed to legisla- 
tive session by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. At this moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At this moment, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida desire 
to interfere with the consideration of the conference report? 

Mr.CALL. I merely wish to observe to the Senator from Iowa that 
I was requested by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN ] to ask 
that the conference report on the Army appropriation bill should not 
be considered until to-morrow morning. He desires to say something 
in regard to it. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the report now ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that consideration, and I will say to the 
Senator from Florida- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question must be put without 
debate, if objection is made to its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to debate ? 

Mr. CALL. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator object tomy making a statement ? 

Mr. CALL. No,I only object to the report being made at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Iowa will be allowed to 
proceed. I was requested by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to state that he did not desire the conference report to be cun- 
sidered this evening if it was presented at any time after 4 o’clock, 
and that he hoped it would be laid over until to-morrow, when he 
would be ready for its consideration. He was one of the conferees on 
the part of the Senate, being the conferee on this side of the Chamber, 
and I hope the Senator from Iowa will not insist upon the conference 
report being considered until the Senator from Maryland is here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, may I have an opportunity of say- 
ing a word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Does the Senator from Iowa move the 





The Senator from Iowa. 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] stated 
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to me that he was obliged to leave the Chamber, and that he desired to 
make a few observations upon the report before it passed from the con- 
sideration of the Senate, and he suggested to me, if I called up the ques- 
tion this evening, that it should not be finally concluded to-night, to 
which I gave my assent, stating to him that I thought for the informa- 
tion of the Senate it would be wise to have the report read so that it 
might appear in the REcoRD in the morning, so that Senators would 
have an opportunity of making an examination of the report to see its 
effect upon the bill. 

This I intended to state when I first took the floor, and would have 
stated but for the’interposition of the Senator from Florida. 

Iask that the report be read in order that it may appear in the 
RECORD, and if any Senator desires an explanation I shall be glad to 
give it to-night, and then the matter may be passed over until to-mor- 
row. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the report 
may be printed in the Recorp without being read. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw my suggestion for the reading of the con- 
ference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection, will be printed in the REcorD. 
objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10234) ‘‘ making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 


and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 12, 18, 19, 22, 24,and 


= 


The conference report, then, if there 
The Chair hears no 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 
and 34, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered Ill: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentef the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert, after the word ** change,” in line 19, page 5 of 
the bill, the words ‘‘ or over any of the bond-aided Pacific railroads ;”’ strike out, 
in line 21, same page, the words “last-named railroad ”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ railroads;’’ and in lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
Senate amendment insert the following: 

“And provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quarter- 
master’s Department to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to 
transportation in kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations, 
over said free roads, over bond-aided Pacific railroads, and by conveyance be- 
longing to the said Department.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$42,000; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Strike out, in line 5 of said amendment, the words *‘ and 
increased facilities for their manufacture; ’’ and strike out, in line 12,the word 
‘*six’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “five;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out, in lines 12 and 13 of section 2 of said amendment, 
the words “three Army officers and three’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘the superintendent of the Military Academy and two; ”’ and strike out, in lines 
20 and 21 of said section, the words ‘* War Department” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “‘Army;” strike out all after the words *‘ New York,” in section 3 of 
said amendment,down to the end of said section, and insert in lieu of the matter 
stricken out the words *‘ $700,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;"’ in 
lieu of thesum named in section 4 of said amendment insert ** $3,500,000; ”’ insert, 
after the word “shall” where it occurs the second time, in line 8 of section 5 of 
said amendment, the words“ have or;’’ strike outsection 6of said amendment; 
change the number of section 7 of said amendment to section 6; and strike out 
section 8 of said amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 7. The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,5, and 6 shall be 
available until expended, and shall be expended under the direct supervision 
of a board, to consist of the commanding general of the Army, an oflicer of ord- 
nance, and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the Secretary of War; and 
said board shall be under the direction and control of the Secretary of Warand 
subject to his supervision in all respects.” 

W. B. ALLISON, 


P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
LEVI MAISH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


PEREZ DICKINSON. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, 
surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill. 

CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

GEO, F. HOAR, 

JNO, C. SPOONER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

W. J. STONE, 

T. R,. STOCKDALE, 

J. M. BROWER, 


Managers on the part of the House, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action om 


the part of the Senate. 
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PADDOCK submitt 





by him to the general deficiencyappropriation | 1 was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and payment 


of claims arising from Indian depredations; which was relerred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to the bill (S. 2691) to provide for the settlement of accounts wit 





certain railway companies; which was referred to the Committe 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed 
THE FISHERIES TREAT 
The PRESIDENT pro tem 
tion of the fisheries treaty in open executive session. 
Mr. FRYE. Quite a number of Senators have inyuired of me 


Che Senate resumes the considera 


whether a vote will be taken to-night on the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN | to postpone the consideration of the 
treaty until next December. As I understand, the discussion as to 


that motion is about if not quite completed; and I ask unanimous 
consent that on the proposition of the Senator from Alabama the vot 
may be taken at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani 
mous consent that to-morrow at 12 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN ] to postpon 
the further consideration of the treaty until the Wednesday after th: 
first Monday in December. Is there objection The Chair hears none 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Do the Senator from Kentucky 
rise to obj« ct? 

Mr. BECK. No, Idonot. I rise to say something 

The PRESIDENT pr . By unanimous consent the order is 
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o’clock the vote n ay be taken on 





r. BECK. I rose simply because so much surprise was expressed 
le Senator irom Urevon Mr. MITCHELL] and the Senator trom 
|Mr. STEWART] that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves 

have stated that the Republican candidate for the Presidenc 

had not only aided in having Chinese naturalized in Indianapolis ] 
received their votes when he wasthe Republican candidate for governo 


of Indiana in 1876, and they seemed to be anxious to obtain the reco 


‘ ; ; : 
I have not the record, but I have a verbatim report of a speech made 
recently by the senior Senator from Indiana / Mr. VooRnEEs] in th 
of Terre Haute, published in the lianay papel 1 not cor 





dicted, in which the Senator from Indiana says 
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voted to strike out of these measur: restriction on the right and pe r of 
Stat ourts and of the United States courts to natu ze the Chines 1 
admit them to citizenship, he was not only consistent with the ts y 
logic of his party, but also with the san *n he himself gave to th atura 
tion of Chinamen at Indianapolis, procured by his Jaw partner from the courts 


with his full knowledge and approval. 
Mr. DAWES I would inquire of the Senator from Kentuck f 
that is the same speech in which the Senator from Indiana denounced 
asa crime the votes which he himself had given on the greenback 
question in the House of Representati 
Mr. BECK I do not know about what else the Senator from Ih 





diana said; but as so much surprise was expressed because any one 
should suggest that the Republican candidate for the Presidency had 
taken any part in naturalizing Chinese to get the benefit of their vote 

I thought gentlemen might be enabled to ascertain the facts by read- 
ing what the senior Senator from Indiana said last week in a publie 
address as published in Indianapolis, especially after the Senator from 
Nevada had said that the reason why the Republican candidate for the 
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rhts of citizens, men who are compelled to labor for such wages as | 
are offered by the planters and manufacturers, and then to take their | 
pay in barter, and who, if they undertake to improve their condition | 
and to demand better wages, are forced to comply with the demands of 

their employers, as was lately the case when the militia of Louisiana | 
was called out to compel the laborers upon the cane plantations to go to 
work agai had struck for better wages—lI say I do not won- | 
der that Senators on the other side of the Chamber, in the face of such 


1 after they 


asituation and in their extremity to divert attention from more impor- | 
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tant subjects, turn their attention to the Republican candidate for 
President and undertake by such means as have been resorted to to- 
day to show that he has at some time been in favor of the admission 
of Chinese laborers into the United States. 

But, sir, I deny that the record of General Harrison in Congress will 
show that he ever was in favor of the admission of Chinese laborers into 
the United States, or that he was ever opposed to the restriction of the 
immigration of Chinese laborers to this country. 

As to the statement which has been made that his law partner se- 
cured the naturalization of Chinese in Indiana, I am not prepared to- 
night to speak, as 1 never heard of such a charge before and believe it 
is without foundation; but if such a thing occurred there must be a 
record of it, and the matter will be examined and referred to here- 
after. 

Mr. President, who is responsible for the presence of Chinese in this 
eountry? I assert that the Democratic party is largely responsible for 
their presence. China for thousands of years was willing to be isolated 
from the rest of the world; did not desire the presence of foreigners, 
and never has desired that her subjects should migrate to this or any 
other foreign country; but the United States and other countriessought 
commercial relations with that country, and the first treaty between 
the United States and China was ratified in 1845 under the administra- 
tion of President Polk, and was promulgated by him. In 1857 or 1858 
another treaty between China and the United States was negotiated, by 
which the rights of our citizens in China were greatly enlarged— 
they were to be entitled to go to and reside and trade in China, and 
were to be protected by the Chinese Government. 

‘That treaty was made during the administration of James Buchanan. 
At that time and for many years prior thereto there were numbers of 
Chinese on the Pacific coast. As early as 1853 a Democratic senate in 
California, nearly all the members being Democrats, presided over by 
a Democratic lieutenant-governor, passed a resolution in which they 
recited that the futare commerce with China would be very valuable, 
that California, being the State nearest to China, would be greatly 
benefited by the Chinese trade, and asking the President to appoint a 
commissioner to reside in China to look after the commercial interests 
of the United States. As was stated the otherday by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart], Mr. Hager, afterwards a United States Sen- 
ator from California and at present collector of customs at the port of San 
Francisco, and now strongly in favor of the exclusion of Chinese labor- 
ers, was a member of that senate and was active in procuring the pas- 
sage of that resolution. 

As I have said, induced by these representations, the Buchanan ad- 
ministration negotiated a treaty with China securing to citizens of the 
United States important rights which had theretofore been denied to 
them by the Chinese Government. There was no express provision in 
that treaty in regard to the coming of Chinese to this country: first, 
because the Chinese Government was not in favor of the emigration of 
its subjects, and second, because it was not necessary under the laws 
of the United States and the theory of our Government up to that time. 
Emigrants from all countries had been welcomed here toa home among 
us, to participate in the advantages of our institutions, and enjoy the 
protection of our laws, and therefore no affirmative provision of the kind 
was required. The Democratic party, through the press and on the 
stump, and Mr. Buchanan in his annual message, claimed that that 
treaty negotiated with China was the crowning success of his adminis- 
tration. 
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a commission, at the head of which was Anson Burlingame, an Ameri- 


SS SSS 


| 
| 


V 
restrict Chinese immigration was under consideration, dilated at length 
upon tl t the door of the Republican 


1¢ Burlingame treaty and laid it a 
party, 


but the 1 








rd is as iollows: 


Mr. Sumner submitted the following resolution for cons ration 





ved ('wo-thirds the Senators present cone ing), That the Senate advise 
ar ynsent to the ratification of the additional articies to the treaty | 
the United States and His Majesty the Emperor of China of the isth of June 


1858, signed in the city of Washington, D. C.,the 4th day of July, 1858, with tl 
following amendments 

Article 5, After the words *'Un 
insert ‘‘ or Chinese subjects.” 

Same article. After the words ‘“‘ Chinese subjects”’ insert “ or citizens of the 
United States.”’ 

At the end of article 6 insert “ but nothing herein contained shall be held to 
confer naturalization upon citizens of the United States in China nor upon the 
subjects of China in the United States.”’ 

Strike out all of article 7in the following words: ‘‘The United States and 
the Emperor of China, recognizing in the present progress of nations a favorable 
tendeucy toward a unity of civilization, and regarding a unity of money and 
a unity of weights and of measures as favorable to that great object, do hereby 
agree that they will use their influence and efforts to obtain the establishment, 
by the general agreement of nations, of representative coins having a common 
value, and also a common standard of weighisand measures for all countries.”’ 

Strike out article 8 in the following words: “‘ The United States freely agree 
that Chinese subjects shal], without hindrance on account of their nationality 
or religion, be admitted to all schools, colleges, and other public e lucational in- 
stitutions without being subject to any religious or political test. And, on the 
other hand, His Majesty the Emperor of China agrees that citizens of the 
United States may freely establish and maintain schools in that empire at those 
places where foreigners are by treaty permitted to reside,’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof as follows: 

** Citizens of the United States shall enjoy all the privileges of the public educa- 
tional institutions under the control of the Government of China, and recipro- 
cally Chinese subjects shall enjoy all the privileges of the public educational 
institutions under the control of the Government of the United States which 
are enjoyed in the respective countries by the citizens or subjects of the most 
favored nation. 

‘*The citizens of the United States may freely establish and maintain schools 
within the Empire of China at those places where foreigners are by treaty per- 
mitted to reside, and reciprocally Chinese subjects may enjoy the same privi- 
leges and immunities in the United States.”’ 

lhe Senate, by unanimous consent, procceded to consider the said resolution ; 
and on the question to agree thereto, 

It was determified unanimously in the affirmative. 


ited States,’ where they occur the second time, 





Not a Democratic member of the Senate raised his voice against it. 
It was unanimously ratified by the Senate. 

Mr. President, as time passed on it became evident that Chinese im- 
migration was not desirable. The Chinese did not assimilate with our 
population; they did not come here to become citizens; they were not 
interested in our system of government; they saved their earnings, but 
not to enrich this country; they carried their accumulated gains away 

vhen they returned to China; and a sentiment grew up on the Pacific 
coast in favor of Chinese restriction. 

By the representations of leading citizens of the Pacific coast of both 
parties the Government was induced to take action, and a Republican 
administration negotiated a new treaty modifying the treaty of 1868 
so as to permit Congress, without a violation of the treaty, to enact 
laws for the restriction of Chinese immigration. I repeat, it was a Ke- 
publican measure; and all that has ever been done until the recent 
treaty, which is not yet ratified, looking to the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers from this country, or the restriction of Chinese immigration, 
has been done by the Republican party. 

That treaty, negotiated under a Kepublican administration, author- 
ized the United States for a limited time to restrict but not to wholly 
prohibit Chinese immigration. A bill was introduced—it was a Senate 
bill, I think; at least it was pending before the Senate—which pro- 
vided that for twenty years the coming of Chinese laborers to our shores 
should be prohibited. Mr. Harrison, it appears, was opposed to the 
period of twenty years, and thought the time of exclusion, to conform 
to the treaty, should be less. Whether he had any intimation from 
the President, that according to his judgment that was too long a period 
or not, is not known, but the action he took upon that bill shows that 
he was in favor of restriction. The senior Senator from Texas, upon 
the passage of the bill, arose in his place in the Senate and said sub- 
stantially—I have not the RecorpD before me—‘‘I have received a let- 
ter from Mr. Harrison, in which he states that if this amendment is 
not adopted ’’—that is, the amendment reducing the time to ten years— 
‘‘he will vote against the bill.’’ That leaves the fairinference that if 
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and others. Let us adjourn. 
I only want a minute. 


the itoor, to a motion to adjourn? 

Mir. MITCHELL. I will only occupy one minute of time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is conceded, I believe by all 
that General Harrison was a member of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations of this body in 1886. I hold in my hand a bill looking to the 
restriction o e immigration, reported from that committee by 
the Senator from Ohio [| Mr. SHERMAN | and ag:eed to unanimously by 
every member of that committee, as I understand, Republican and 
Democrat. That bill was reported to the Senate, ani passed the Senate 
by a unanimous vote. ‘The record shows, as has been already stated, 
that General Harrison was present in the Senate removing obstacles 
and then another, in regard to getting 
the bill up. There was no roll-call. ‘The bill was passed unanimously, 
and this is the bill; and ] to have it incorporated as part of my re- 
marks in the Rrcorp. 

I desire to say in this connection that in my judgment it is the best 
bill on the subject of Chinese restriction that has ever been reported 
from any committee of either House of Congress or has ever been 
passed by either House of Congress 

This bill, the Democrats of the Senate must admit, received the ap- 
proval of General Harrison. Whatever may have been his notions 
years before, this shows what his record was two years and over ago 
on this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. What became of that bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL, That bill was passed, as stated by my colleague, 
by the Senate—a Republican Senate—and was sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives—a Democratic House—and there it was suffered to die; it 
uever was reported, no action was taken on it. 

That is the record of General Harrison on the Chinese question over 
two years ago, and his action on the amendments which have been re- 
ferred to by my honorable friend from Missouri [Mr. VEstT], in which 
Semator Harrison declined to vote for certain amendments proposed, and 
in favor of others that were proposed, was, simply, not because he was 
opposed to legislation restricting Chinese immigration to this country, 
but because he desired to keep within the provisions of the treaty. 
The Recorp shows, all the way through, as was stated by my col- 
league clearly and distinctly in the correspondence he had with the 
then senior Senator from Texas, Mr. Maxey, that he was not opposed 
to a bill restricting Chinese immigration, but he was opposed to one 
that would prohibit Chinese immigration at that time solely because 
it was a violation of the then existing treaty between the two countries. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Does he mean to say that the passage of the bill which 
he holds in his hands was indicative of the approval of its provisions 
by every member of the Senate? It passed unanimously and without 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know if the Senators from Massachu- 
setts approved that bill. They stand exactly in the same position that 
the Senator from Indiana, General Harrison, did. I do not think the 
Senators from Massachusetts will say they would have voted for it on 
a@ yea-and-nay call. 

Mr. MITCHELL. General Harrison was on the committee, and the 
report was unanimous. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is a record of that committee, and we all know 
how those reports are made and what they are worth so far as testing 
the opinions or making the record of any public man. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The record shows that he not only joined in the 
report but that he aided in bringing the bill to a vote when it was 
brought to a vote in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I leave General Harrison to speak for himself. In the 
letter which the Senator from Nevada was kind enough to put in the 
Record the other day, to Rev. Mr. Brant, of St. Louis, he gives two 
reasons for his action in 1882. One is that the two acts violated the 
treaty—for he voted against both. The second one is that he could 
not divest himself of the old idea that this country was a free place of 
refuge to all comers. I leave him to answer for himself. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave nothing further to say—I said I would only 
occupy a minute—except that the only Chinese restrictive legislation 
that has ever been approved in this country, two bills that have become 
laws, were approved by Republican Presidents. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like the floor for a moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the bill to which I have referred may 
be incorporated in my remarks without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to insert 
it if he desires. 

The bill is as follows: 
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A bill (S. 1991) supplementary to and amendatory of “‘ An act to execute certain 
treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882, as amended 
by an act to amend said act, approved July 5, 1884. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
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America in Congress assembled, That the words “Chinese laborer” and “ Chi- 
e laborers, i rcts to which this act is 





wherever used in this act, or in the 
supplementary or amendatory, shall be held to inciude and mean any laborer 





of tue Chinese race, without regard to the government to which such laborer 
may owe allegiance, and without regard to the port, place, or country from 


1ich such laborer may come to the United States; and the words “Chinese 
issenger,’’ wherever used in this act, or in the acts to which this act is sup- 
inentary or amendatory, shall be held to include and mean all persons of 
he Chinese race, without regard to the goverr t to which they may awe 
allegiance, or the port, pla or country from which they may come to the 
{ ed States. 

Sec. 2. That section 1 of the act to which this act is amendatory and supple- 
mentary is hereby amended so as to read as foilows 

‘That the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States from any foreign 

port or place is hereby suspended for the period of ten years next &..cr the 
pessage of this amendatory treaty; and during such suspension it shall not be 
lawful for any Chinese lai rto come from any foreign port or place, or, hav- 
ing so come, to remain within the United tes.” 

s 3. That section 4 of the act to which this act is amendatory and supple- 
mentary is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

“See. 4. That for the purpose of properly identifying Chinese laborers who 
were in the United States on the I7th day of November, 1880, or who came into 
he same prior to the 5th day of August, 1882, and in order to furnish them with 
the proper evidence of their right to come into the United States as provided 
by the act of Congress approved May 6, 1 the amendment thereto approved 
July 6, Is8t, and the treaty between the United States and China dated Novem- 
ber 17, 1880, subject to the restrictions and limitations in this act contained, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be prepared, and furnished to collectors 
of customs at ports where the same may be required, suitable books of regis- 
tration, in such form as shall enable the said collectors to conveniently register 
and set forth fully all the particulars necessary to identify the Chinese laborers 
who shall apply for registration under this act. The said Secretary shall also 
cause to be prepared, and furnished to said collectors, books of preliminary and 
return certificates, in such forms as shail enable the said collectors to conven- 
iently set forth and certify accurately, distinctly, and fully all the particulars 
necessary to identify the Chinese laborers to whom the said certificates shall be 
issued as hereinafter provided. The said return certificates shall be upon such 
quality, kind, and color of paper as to be readily distinguishable from the pre- 
liminary certificate, and the printing or engraving thereof shall be of such de- 
vice as shall in the best manner guard against the counterfeiting or alteration 
of said certificate. Said return certificate shall be printed or engraved with a 
stub, in such manner that th stub when filled up shall contain a brief state- 
ment of all the particulars entered in the certificate, with the number thereof, 
and shall be so printed or engraved and stamped that when the certificate is de- 
tached from the stub itshall so correspond with it as to afford evidence ofthe 
genuineness of the certificate. Whenever any Chinese laborer shall be about to 
leave the United States,and being under the existing laws ofthe United States en- 
titled to return, he shall, if he desires to return, apply to the collector of customs 
at the port from which he;is about to depart, for registration and for the prelimi- 
nary and return certificates herein provided ; and for the purpose of identification 
the said Chinese laborer shall, atthe time of such application, furnish to the said 
collector four photographs of himself of the size known as carte de visite, the di- 
mensions of which shall be as near as may be 2} inches in width by 4} inches in 
length; the photographs or pictures to be a front face view, not less than Linch 
nor more than 1} inchesin width across the face of the actual picture; one of the 
said pictures to be mounted on card-board of the above-described dimensions, 
and furnished to the collector for preservation as part of the records relating to 
Chinese immigration, and to be used if necessary for the future identification 
of the applicant; the other three pictures to be unmounted, one proof to be se- 
curely pasted in the book of registration, so as to form part of the description of 
the person registered, one proof to be securely pasted and affixed to the pre- 
liminary certificate, so as to form in like manner part of that portion of the cer- 
tificate describing the person to whom the certificate is issued, and the other 
proof to be attached as securely and permanently as possible to the return cer- 
tificate, so that, with the descriptive particulars herein required to be sect forth 
in said certificate, the Chinese laborer to whom said certificate is issued may 
be readily and fully identified. On application being made by any Chinese la- 
borer to be registered as herein provided, the collector, his deputy or other 
duly authorized officer orclerk, shall thereupon ascertain the family, individual, 
and tribal name of the applicant in full, when and where he was born, the date 
of his arrival in the United States, his occupation, when and where followed, 
his last place of residence, his hcight, complexion, color of eyes, physical marks 
and peculiarities, and all facts necessary for the accurate, distinct, and fulliden- 
tification of the applicant. All the facts so ascertained shall be entered by the 
said collector, his deputy or other duly authorized officer or clerk, in the book 
of registration, in such way as to form with the said photograph the descrip- 
tion of the applicant herein required. To such registration the applicant shall 
attach his signature. The coliector, or his deputy, shall thereupon issue to the 
applicant, free cf charge, the preliminary certificate of identification, signed by 
such collector or deputy, and attested by the seal of office of said collector, 
Said certificate shall be numbered to correspond with the entry of registration, 




















} and shall contain a statement of all the particulars required and entered in the 


book of registration, and shall certify that the person to whom it is issued is 
entitled to exchange it for a return certificate upon going on board the vessel 
on his departure from the United States. The said preliminary certificate shall 
have plainly printed upon it, in the English and Chinese languages, a no- 
tice that the certificate is not transferable,and can only be used by the person 
to whom it is issued, in exchange for a return certificate on board of the vessel 
prior to departure. At the time the said collector or his deputy issues the pre- 
liminary certificate as aforesaid,or as soon thereafter as convenient, he shall 
make out or cause to be made out the return certificate, which shall be num- 
bered to correspond with the entry of registration and the preliminary certifi- 
cate, and shall also contain a statement of all the particulars required and en- 
tered in the book of registration, and shall certify that the person to whom it is 
issued is a Chinese laborer; that he was in the United States on the 17th day of 
November, 1880, or came into the United States prior to the 5th day of August, 
1882; that he is about to depart from tlie United States, and is entitled to return 
thereto on the presentation and surrender of the said certificate to the collec- 


| tor of customs at the port where he shall again re-enter the United States, 


subject to the restrictions and limitations hereinafter provided as to the num- 
ber of Chinese passengers who may come into the United States on any one 
vessel from any foreign port or place. The said certificate may contain 
any other matter that the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary 
in the further identification of the person to whom the certificate is issued. 
The said certificate shall be signed by the collector, or his duly authorized dep- 
uty, and shall be attested by the seal of office of the said collector. The photo- 
graph herein mentioned shall be so pasted, affixed, and stamped upon the return 
certificate as to become permanently identified with its form. The said return 
certificats shall have plainly printed upon it,in the English and Chinese lan- 
guages, a notice that it is not transferable, and will not be received by any ofti- 
cer of the United States as entitling the holder to land or come into the United 
States unless presented by the person to whom it was issued. That for the pur- 
pose of delivering return certificates to Chinese laborers about to depart from 
the United States, the collector of customs, his deputy or other duly authorized 
officer or clerk, shall go on board any vessel upon which a Chinese laborer is 
about to depart from the United States, and atter having satisfied himself that 


¥ 




























turn certificates I th num be who took suc cert tes The re 
tifi 
is issued to re 


lering the said cert e to the collest customs of t tw 





ite here 





ty na 


« 





lsuppl entar shall be the niv evidence of the r 


rto return to and re-enter the Ur 


n certificate by such Chines laborer to the collector 





ota 
delivery « 
cust 





rms at e 


the same 





the « The the form o 


such monthly statements to be 


istom-he 
tors of customs as will show thie 
number of Chinese arriving at and depar 
United States, « 
of such statements shall be 
and immigration are now published 
Sec. 4. That 
the United States from 





assified as laborers, mercha 


blished as other statistics 





whenever any 





» be in transit to 


8 


me 





other cou 


tory 


of the United State 


rough or across the ter 


not 


be 


permitted to land or co 
transit only is intended b 
the satisfaction of the co 
nearest to such port or place of arrival 
States ] rers ¢ iin 





from Chinese 
t} 


under preter g 
easurv is hereby authorized to mak 
vent the landing and coming into the 

the identification of Ch 

of the United States, the 
ments, rules, 
rival in the United States ar 


i Se etary s 


t 
I 





nese laborers in 








said Seer 
aud regulations as will ins 


1 depart 





« ribe the form of such 


the number of Chinese labor : 


Th sa 
be made by collect« 
arriving at the various ports of the Un 
some other country, the I 
ber who,havi1 


Sec. 5. That 





istom is Ww show 


ted States cla n 








laborer now or her 
depart temporarily th« om, with tl tention of returni 
States, the co!leetor of customs of the district n WwW ch 
other than a 
application 
in the case Of a Chinese orer, a shall issue t 


Ching 








and upon being 

















thereof, shall be fined in a sum not « eed y $1 
tentiary ; 


sh / ibat section V« 








mentary is hereby ame: 
DEC. Y 
orati 
auth 
with the number and oth 
‘as produced by the master 
particulars contained in the ret 
culiarities of the persons producing such cer 


hat before any Chinese passengers are landed from any such ves 


I 
ypwed to « nite 


rized offi 


ymie int ist the c« 








Irn cert ates with t 








gers shall b 





allowed to land or « 


co 








passen 


} 


or 


mat 


and shall 





din 


isentit 


r 


ledtok 


ise such determir 


be against the 


his deputy or other duly aut! 


it 


r is the person named 
and that he 


indan 





d 
a 








sha 





rT 


« 


such person to 


land or « 








United States, an appeal may be taken from such ds » collector of t 


port at which the Chinese person seeks to land and come into the United States 
as aforesaid. But the provisions of this act shall not preclude a judicial ing 





o and determination of the right of person to the United 
States.’ 


come into 





Sec. 8, That on and after ninety days : 
other person in charge of any v esse 1. wl 
citizen of the United States or by an alien 
at any port or place within the Chinese Empire or at any other foreign port or 
place whatever, any number of Chinese passengers, whether male or female 
exceeding one passenger to every 50 tons of the registered tonnage of such ve 3- 


er this act takes effect. no master « 
her owned in whole or in part by a 
shall take on board any such vessel 
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OV i 1 riro l yt 
th oT I to tn | riect l . a 
remem be y } tor Morton, of Indiana, then the ; 
of anys ore ed) 1 of us who heard him 
uch, took n into this Chinese question and 
m in l t é al « tee of which he 
ch man too ! 1 test I u 1 the subject; but before he \ 
able to | forward the I itio ch he reeommended in that 
po he W ( i?a awa l 

| 18 pel tly i n nb ; who h ex ned to h 
record that Se { t tended to pr pare ai | did prepare 
le pal bill ] ! the absolu legislative prohibition of 
Chinese inwigration ‘ 3 country; b he passed away before that 
legislation could be brought forward. ‘Then Senator Sargent, at tl 
time an active and energetic member upon this floor and a member o 
that comn e, took up the question where Senator Morton laid it 
down by his death d in 79, if I mistake not, or it may have | 
in 1878, we had a g and vigorous debate upon the Chinese question | 
in tlris Chamber. ‘There was, with three or four exceptions, no Repub 
licans on this side of the Chamber who denied that it was the duty of 
this Government to inhibit the immigration of Chinese to this country 
in the way they were then migrating here, and, as the Senator f: ym 
Colorado | Mr. TELLER] reminds me, many ef them supported that 
meusure by speech on this floor. 

snator Sargent advocated it, I remember, with great interest and 

great assiduity, as did the then distinguished Senator from Maine, Mi: 
Blaine, and in that debate, as 1 repeat, with three or four exception 
the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. HoARr]| will remember about 
th there was no opposition to the general measure, because the re 
port of Mr. Morton, based on testimony taken, had disclosed the diffi 
culties on the Pacilic coast with respect to Chinese immigration. But 
the difficulty was that it was claimed that here was a friendly pow 


lying on the Pacitic Ocean opposite to us, and that it was unwi 
us to strike down by legislation a treaty which had been made som 
seven or eight years before, and that it would be an 
public faith and a public dishonor That was the argument 
mace, 

I remember very well that the Senator from New York, Mr. Conk 
linu, who sat in the seat next to where I now am, based his entire op- 
position to that bill, not on the ground that we should not inhibit 


Chinese immigration, but that we should first give this great friendly 


absolute breach of 


to do so. 


power an opportunity of revising the treaty of 1868, known as the 
Burlingame treaty; that we should not ruthlessly strike down that 
treaty by legislation without giving China an opportunity of revising 
the treaty. 

Chat bill, however, passed this Chamber and passed the other House. 
It was vetoed by President Hayes upon the sole ground that it was an 
infraction of the public faith because an infraction of the treaty. Did 


President Hayes say that he vetoed that bill upon the ground that the 
immigration of Chin hould not be prohibited? Notatall., And 
Secretary Lvarts immediatly following that veto inaugurated a commis- 
sion, consisting of three prominent men of our country, who were to go 
out to China and secure a revision of that treaty. ‘They went to China 


and they accomplished substantially the purposes which the people of 


the United States had in view. There was no party in that. That 
treaty was regarded as a great success on the part of the men who ne- 
gotiated it and who executed it, because it got rid of the very trouble- 
some and unfortunate treaty, as it turned out to be afterwards, made 
in 1868. 

That treaty provid yulations—I will not recount them 
and I do not remember th —but it was, in substance, to give to 
the control of the Congress of the United States the question of inhib- 
iting the immigration of Chinese to the United States. 

I neglected to say, which I intend to say, because the Senator from 
Missouri calls my in question, that I voted for the bill of 1879, 
being strongly of the impression that we ought to do something and 
take although I was impressed by the arguments made 
that it was an infraction of the public faith. 

That treaty was ratified in this Chamber in 1880. 
late during that Congress to bring any legislation looking to the exe- 
eutionof the great powers given to Congressin that treaty. That treaty 
same in here 
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It was ratifie 


It came in here with the imprimatur of our Committe: 


on Foreign Kelations, and I ask the Senator from Missouri, whom I see | 
in his seat, whether there was any statement then from any member of | 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, either Republican or Democrat, 


sciatica 
RECORD 








itoo | 
| thought of in 1882 





TENAT A OTTVIN 


Tt) \ \ 
STN A LT. 


——) 








he was in favor of Chinese migration V t eany part } 
Unaimn be Ww 1 any cousid b , on now ol 
n on either side this Cha ) ) his } "1 
t toant mizet ich} 301 t ( l i 
terest oi pron on 
sul f ! { 
was tT 1 < 
i » ignt i I rout a é ) 
{ t Ce n i - 
truct n »7 re « awy 
i) { it t t t id { ] { ‘ ru j I yt by A 7) i 
the ‘ 11 i of t re of a treat y 
1 aty by legislation, but one party can not construe a 
reaty ; the line of argument as | remember it. Nobodyin 
this ¢ sed that bill; nobody was opposed to carrying out to 
t letter and the spirit that treaty negotiated under Secretary Evarts. 
Chere was pending, as I remember, at that time a Senatorial election 
in the State of California and another in the State of Orego I 





iy it with all respect here, but say it upon my responsibility, that there 


was an effort by Senators on the other side of the Chamber to dema- 
yorue on this question, to make amendments that were impracticable 


|} and that had no vitality in fact and there was no point in them, in 


order to put the Republican side of the Chamber in an attitude of em- 
barrassment. They may have succeeded in doing so. Ihave seen that 
attempted many times in thisChamber. I have felt the influence and 
power of it sometimes myself, because we sometimes give votes here 
that we do not wantto give. But does anybody think, does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri or any Senator on that side of the Chamber think 
that he can make the American people for a moment believe that the 
Republican side of this Chamber occupied a different position toward 
the great question of Chinese prohibition from that occupied by the 
Democratic party ? 

[can not speak for other Senators upon this floor, but I speak for 
myself when I say that after the report made by Senator Morton in 


1877 or 1878 and after the debate of 1879, my mind was clear that it 


| was the duty of this Government to exercise its undoubted power in the 


most appropriate way,whether by treaty or legislation, to secure the 
prohibition of Chinese migration to this country. I have never varied 
one moment from that judgment, and I do not believe that General 
Harrison, who is now our candidate, and who I believe will be, as I 
know he ought to be, elected, ever entertained a sentiment other than 
that which I now express. But I donot speak for him. He is no Lil- 
liputian in any debate or in any contest; he is the peer of his accusers 
from wherever they may come; and he will defend himself on proper 
respects his votes in this Chamber; and I say now that 
although there were negative votes cast by myself as respects some ot 
those amendments, and when they were incorporated I voted against 
the bill, I did not so vote because I was in favor of putting the Chinese 
in competition with the American laborer either by admitting Chinese 
goods manufactured on the other side free or by admitting the Chinese 
] 


aborer to this country to manufacture them here in competition with 


a 


?casior as 





our own American workmen. 

That was my attitude; and with that treaty fresh from the very pens 
of the men whom we sent to China to negotiate it, I did not propose 
by legislation to strike China in the face when she had shown a dispo- 
sition to go as far as we desired to go in that regard. As the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests to me, President Cleveland 
negotiated a new treaty in order that there might be asound and proper 
basis for legislation. 

That bill passed and became a law and the Chinese Government made 
no objection to it, although it was a legislative construction of the 
treaty of 1880, and to a certain degree an infraction of that treaty. 
What then did we do? Very soon thereafter, in 1884, finding that the 
Chinese Government was willing that we should put in force stringent 
legislation in this regard, a fresh and more vigorous bill was passed by 
the Senate than was ever dreamed of by the Senators from California 
and Oregon who sought their re-election by seeking to place Repub- 
licans in a hostile attitude by their votes in this Chamber. 

That proposed legislation of 1884 went far beyond any suggestions 
made in these Democratic amendments introduced by theSenators from 
Oregon and California who then sat upon that side of the Chamber, and 
that bill passed this Chamber, I believe, w ithont a yea-and-nay vote, 
although my memory is not clear upon that subject. 
con. What does that mean? 

There is no limit to debate here; no man is constrained here; if aman 
hears read at that desk a bill which does not meet the approval of his 
judgment, he ean rise in his place before the vote is taken and express 
his judgment upon it, and he can get a record if he desires to do it, be- 
cause it is a universal courtesy to grant the yeas and nays in this Cham- 
bes when they are called for. So then in 1584, with General Harrison 
sitting in this Chamber, a more rigid bill than was even suggested or 
was passed by the unanimous vote of this body, re- 
ported, as the Senator from Nevada has stated, by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, of which General Harrison was an able and strong 
and active member. 

I have referred to what occurred here in 1884. Then we come to 
1886, General Harrison still a member of this Chamber, and a still 
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In view of these facts I sav that it do ot t} 
proper or just criticism of any Republican fi ) t to 
in this Chamber and arraign the Republican p o1 I I 
it for hostility uple of proh bition of ( im 
Mr. Presi said all I intended tos 
and [ would not have said a word but for the second interruption 
the Senator from Missouri after I had made a motion to adjou 
Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn I 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 16, 1888, at 


11 o’clock a. m. 
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The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the | 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Hou on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8662) 
to accept and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Ban- 
nock Indians, for the surrender and relinquishment to the United States 


of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation in the Territory of Idaho fox 
the purposes of a town-site, and tor the grant of a right of way through 
said reservation to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and tor 


+} 


ot er purpose 
‘The message further announced that the Senate had appointed Mr. 
STEWART In place ol Mr. SPOONER as one of the conferees on the bill (H. 


Rt. 1761) for the reliet of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, 
for money advanced the Oregon Lron Works, the contractor in building 
the United States revenue cutter Thomas Corwin. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S, 2715) for the relief of certain parties who have paid $2.50 
per acre for United States Government lands reduced in price to $1.25 | 
per acre by the act of Congress approved June 15, 1880; 

A bill (5, 3234) to abolish circuit court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States, and for other purposes; and 

\ bill (S. 3452) for the erection of a public building at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Several members demanded the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regularorder is the call of committees for re- 
ports 


PEREZ DICKINSON, 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish to submit a privileged report, 
Mr. Speaker, from a conference committee. 
‘The report was read, as follows: 


rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, | 
surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill. 
W. J. STONE, 
T. R. STOCKDALE, 
J. M. BROWER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
GEORGE F, HOAR, 
JOHN C, SPOONER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. There does not seem to be a statement accompany- 
ing this report; but if there be no objection—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope, at least, an explanation will be made. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. This bill was passed some two weeks 
ago, a Senate bill, with an amendment by the House striking out the 
amount of the appropriation made in the Senate bill. The committee | 
of conference, having considered the matter, concluded that if any part 
of the amount was due the whole was, and therefore report in favor 
of receding from the amendment of the House to the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines and 6 strike out the words “ ninety-six thousand one hundred and | 
ninety-two dollars” and insert the words ‘sixty-six thousand eight hundred 
and eighty-three dollars and fifty cents.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the action of the House, and assuming | 
that all gentlemen present are familiar with the facts of the case, I shall | 
ask a vote on the motion to concur in the report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 54, | 
noes 9. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, while there is no quorum voting yet | 
the vote is so decidedly in favor of accepting the conference report that 
I will not insist on that-point, although I regret exceedingly that the | 

House eems it necessary to adopt the report 

So, no further count being demanded, the conference report was | 
adopted | 





’ 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion te reconsider be | 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OHIO CENTENNIAL, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday last I entered sev- 
eral motions to reconsider the votes by which certain amendments were 
adopted to the Senate bill 3182, and I wish now to cail them up and 
have them disposed of, because unless disposed of promptly it will be | 
too late entirely for any appropriation that might be made to be avail- | 
able for tle purpose of enabling the Departments of the Government | 
to participate in the Ohio Centennial. 1 call up first the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. WISE] was adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 





The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter. 
Mr. SAYERS. I know, but I wish to ask a question for informa- 
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tion. If the motion to reconsider should be adopted, does the privilege 
attach also to the main question, and will the bill then come before the 
Hlouse for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation. The gentle- 
man from Ohio, within the time prescribed by the rules of the House, 
entered a motion to reconsider the several votes by which certain 
amendments, three in number, were adopted. He now calls up the 
motion to reconsider as a matter of privilege. If the House shall re- 
consider the votes in question, then it will be the duty of the Chair to 
proceed at once to take the votes over again upon agreeing to the 
amendments and proceed with the bill. Ifthe House refuses to recon- 
sider, the bill remains where it is now as unfinished business in the 


| class of business to which it relates. 


Mr. BARNES. I hope the gentleman will not take up that motion 


| in the absence of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wisk]. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have already delayed action for two days 
waiting for the return of the gentleman from Virginia; but as thisisa 
public measure and must be promptly acted upon to be of any service, 
[ feel that I can not waitany longer, but must callit upnow. In order 
not to delay the business of the House at all, I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion. 

Mr. BARNES. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. The previous question was 
ordered on the third reading of the bill. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. W1se] was adopted. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, noes 
17. 

Mr. ABBOTT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. ABbBorT and Mr. OUTHWAITE were appointed tellers, 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. ABBOTT said: I withdraw the demand for a quorum. 

Mr. BARNES. I will have to renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places and continue 
the count. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is evident that there is no quorum present. 
I do not wish to delay the business of the House, but desire to ask the 
Chair a parliamentary question: Whether this matter can be withdrawn 
at this time without losing its privilez::i character ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). The 
Chair will state that it can be withdrawn, and will retain its present 
status until called up again if not acted upon now. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That being the case, I will withdraw the sub- 


ject at this time, so that the business of the House may be proceeded 


with. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to dispense with the morning hour and to 
permit gentlemen who have reports to make to present them at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to dispense with the 
morning hour. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is it the second hour ? 

The SPEAKER. There is but one hour for the presentation of re- 
ports, and there is the hour for the consideration of bills, The ques- 
tion is on the motion dispensing with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11107) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Poteau River, inthe Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark.;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUISA SELDEN. 
Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 


|} amendment the bill (H. R. 10601) granting a pension to Louisa Sel- 
| den; which was relerred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGE C. QUICK. 

Mr. BLISS, from the-Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. 
Quick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of bills. 


Mr. SAYERS. Is there not a motion already pending in the House 

The SPEAKER. ‘There wasa motion, but it must be renewed, other 
business having intervened. 

Mr. SAYERS Chen I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering appropriation bills; and pending that motion I ask unani- 


mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] be | 


permitted to make a statement. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The purpose that I had in view yesterday was 
perhaps not well known in the House. I have no disposition to further 
obstruct the business of the House. My only purpose was that the 


fortification bill should not be disposed of until the questions in differ- | 


ence between the two Houses on the Army appropriation should be set- 
tled or a report made from the conference. 1 have been for over a week 


urging the conferees in the Senate to settle the questions in difference | 


between the two Houses in order that a report might be made to the 
House. My only desire was that the attitude of the members of the 


conference committee from the House on the Army bill might be under- | 


stood and that the result of the conference might be before the House 
when the fortification bill should be considered. It was for that reason 
that I have been antagonizing action on the fortification bill until the 


facts and the attitude of the members of the conference committee could | 


be understood. We failed to secure any action in the conference com- 
mittee on yesterday and the day before yesterday. I have concluded 


to wait no longer upon the action of the conferees on the part of the 


Senate, and therefore I have made up my mind that it is not necessary | 


for me to vindicate the rights of the Committee on Military Affairs or 


do justice to myself or the House by contesting further the right of the 


gentleman from Texas to call up for consideration the fortifications bill. 
I will state further that the matters in difference between the two 


Houses will be finally determined and a report will be made of the | 


conference. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


FORTIFICATIONS BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the title of 


which the Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (A. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial service, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending order is the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Illinois on section 4 of this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When this bill was under consideration last I 
had made the point of order which has not yet been disposed of. 
Since the last discussion upon the point of order I have looked into the 
precedents of the House and I find that I can show by bills I hold in 
my hand, which have become law, that the House, in addition to othe: 
items, upon the question of jurisdiction, have, during the years 1876, 
1877, 1878, and 1879, and as far back as 1864, placed in the Army ap- 
propriation bills appropriations of the nature contained in the Senate 
amendments to the Army bill. 

Now, in the year 1864 a provision is contained in the regular Army 
appropriation bill for the armament of fortifications, $2,000,000. In 
the bill for the year 1876 the House placed on the Army bill an ap- 
propriation ‘‘for the alteration of carriages now in use in seacoast 
forts, $100,000.’’ Inthe bill for 1877 asimilar appropriation was made. 
In the bill for 1878 the House, on the Army bill, made an appropri- 
ation for the conversion of 10-inch smooth-bore guns into rifle guns, 
and for carriages, $50,000. In the bill that became law in 1879 an ap- 
propriation for conversion of smooth-bores of $50,000 was placed in 





the Army bill. I merely allude to these bills that have become law | 


in past years to sustain the position I have taken heretofore upon the 
question, that it is in order to place these amendments on the Army 
appropriation bill. It was in order under the rules, where it is ex- 
pressly declared all matters relating to the military establishment and 
the public defense, and for its support, shall be, as the language of the 
rule states it, ‘‘ referred to the Committee on Military A ffairs.”’ 

Now, acting under that rule, the Committee on Military Affairs re- 
ported the bill which has been referred to as the Tracey-Cutcheon bill. 

I wanttosay further, that if there was no such rule as that in exist- 
ence in this House, and if there were no such precedents as I have 
cited, the Senate has the right to place on the Army bill any amend- 
ment thatin its judgment it thinks should become law, and this House 
has no right to question the right of the Senate to regulate their pro- 
ceedings as they may deem proper. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to obstruct the consideration of 
this bill. Ido not wish to insist further in dilatory motions. The 


motions that I have heretofore been making to check the consideration 
of this bill were made with a view that the results of the conference 
could be found; and therefore I wish to say that, in order to avoid any 
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irther detention of the House, but not in any way waiving the rights 
of the Committee on Miltary Affairs to upon this amendment or 
any a eement to concede that the Appropriations Committee have 
irisdiction in this question, I 1 wi ¢ to withdraw the point ol 
order and let the House take a vote on the merits of the questi 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order being withdrawn, the ¢ lerk 
will report the next section 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas [ renew the point of orde 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order raised 
now by the gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. TURNER] to be the same that 
| has been raised heretofore by the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND]. , 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Yes, si As this disagreement between 
} 





two prominent committees of this House has blocked our pr dings 
| for several days, I, for one, am in favor of having it settled 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point made by myself is withdrawn, and 
| I would like to know what is the point of order that is made by the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. The same point of order that was mada 
| by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can the gentleman from Kansas state what 
| the point of order was? [{Langhter. ] 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas[ Mr. T ER 
| ing renewed the point of order, the Chair will state what he understands 
| to be the question that was raised by the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 


| TOWNSHEND] and subsequently withdrawn by him. As the Chair re 
members, the point was this, that the items contained in section 4 of 
| this bill were matters which properly belonged to the Committee on 


Military Affairs, and were within the jurisdiction of that committee, 
| and therefore could not be reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the fortifications bill Che same question was raised when the 


Army bill was under consideration, and the Chairman of the commit- 


tee at that time, the present occupant of the chair, made a ruling, a 
portion of which he will ask the Clerk to read as expressing his views 
| upon this question. 

The Cle rk read as follows: 

















Astot ther point, there might, pe ips, be s 1e doubt as to w t | this 
| sho i be reported in rhe s o f nir has alled - 
| tleman from New York Mr vyiand 3 to clause ll of Rule X vu 2 

provides that all legisiation in reference tot iilitary establishme ind the 
public defense, including appropriation for its support, shall be refe ito the 
| Committee on Military Affairs rhe attention of the Chair has also ‘ l 
to the decision of the gentleman who occu t chair w 1 the naval appro- 
| priation bill was under consideration at th st session of Cong s At the 
time the Chairman of the committ held that a p s 1 fort jase 
| of guns for the use of the Navy was an o t previously provided fo aw 
| and that the appropriation was a continuation of such I resent o« 
r f the chair, had he presided at that t e, would doubtless have made a 
s cision; but if it were now proposed to appropriate a su money 
fc m t of ships it certainly would not be contended that that was in 
© 1 this bill, although it might be held to be necessary for the rlic de- 
| fense. The words *‘ the pt defense in use f Rule XI rtos i 
I d nse as is committed to Ar ‘ { 1 States, ar i 
of this ‘ s committed il t of fo a s to the A i 
1 « 1 Dp vis isfor | jefe se to b ade by ortif 1 i 
2 a i i e¢ t sa I VIS s i pu S ig > 
tl N ‘ 1 t ( tt t ‘ ‘ 
es f Wa 3 sin lto certain let ng 
t! € e ( ‘ iO na € » t t sap] i is 
les i r irmamen f tort at is i ( wi k 
fa t pr er officials of the G I i tw , e 1 
3 matter to Congress have stated th t ip a sfort 
| vi g armament tor for t 5 1 i $ < . 
orted in the fortifications bill as provided suse 3 of Rule ll 
lor these reasons the Chair sustains the point of ord is to 
tions, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to add further, in con tion 
with this ruling, that the bill then under consideration was t Ar 
bill, and the Chair held that the provisions referred to shou 


ported in the fortifications bill. They have now been reported in 


bill, and the Chair is of opinion that they properly belong in th 
as they pertain to fortifications, a subject committed express 
rules of the House to the Committee on Ay | priat : i le 
therefore overrules the point of order raised by the gentleman 
| Kansas. 
When this bill was last under consideration, the gentleman f 


New York [Mr. NUTTING] offered an amendment which the 
will read. 
The Clerk read as follows 





Add to section 4 the following 
** The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed t elect i 
purchase the same for the erection of ir 
tario, and the Secretary of War is also directed to « 
| chinery, buildings, and appliances for building ar 
the defense of t coast of the United States 
eo much thereof as may be necessar s he r 
inthe Treasury not otherwiss ppr \ ‘ 
buildings, and machinery 
Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of ord: that ame t] 
| it provides for a new work not authorized | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the } 
Mr. NUTTING. I would like to be heard on t 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentlem t it ; 


very plain that the point of order is well taken, as t c to W bh 
| the amendment relates is not authorized by existing law 
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Mr. NUTTING. I have offered that amendment in order to bring| Mr. NUTTING. The proposition was this: A resolution was offered 
before the Chair ul through the Chair before the Congress, and | for the formation of a committee who should devise ways and means 
through the Cong ; before tl people of the United States, some | for the purpose of creating a sentiment and formulating and adopting 
points which I think rtant, and I desire to have it understood | an arrangement by which arbitration might be resorted to as a settle- 
that the statement w 1 1 make in regard to them applies as well to | ment of difficulties between nations; and that was voted down, as | 


the point of order whi is been raised as to the points which I de 


sire to present. 

I hold my | {a clipping from a Montreal paper, which states 
that on the 15th day of June last a steel-constructed ship of a thou 
sand tons burden, a steam-ship constructed in England, entered that | 
port on he y from England with a cargo destined for the city ot 
Chicago. 

Now, Mr. Chair n, while this in itself is no startling fact, yet the 
result which may occur from the possibility of such a thing as that 
happening is very important to the country at large. It shows that 
Enyland and Canada have already prepared a water way from the At- 
lantic Ocean to the interior of our country; that they can now load a 
stec] ship of a thousand tons burden and sail that ship to the city of 
Chicago or Duluth. ‘The means of doing this they have provided at 
an expenditure of more than $60,000,000 in deepening the St. Law- 


rence Kiver and in building canals through the strictures between the 


lakes upon our northern coast 
In every instance when gentlemen on the floor of this House or 
writers in the newspapers have discussed the seacoast defenses of o 


country they have always referred to the 
tic and the Pacific coast and the bays 
here, Mr. Chairman, and I desire to have anybody answer it who can, 
that our greatest danger at this time upon our coast, if trouble should 
occur between us and Great Britain, is upon the coast on our northern 
frontier. 

Last winter the Canadian Government constituted a military board 
with a general at its heal—General Middleton-—who had the power by 
resolution passed in their Parliament to examine the northern coast 
along the lakes and see where it was necessary to build fortifications 
and prepare for the defense of the country. Under that authority that 
military committee has been acting from that time until the present. 

i know it is said, Mr. Chairman, and I have heard it said on this side 
of the House, that there is no danger of war with England, andI hope 
to God the statement is true. But you know and I know that lessthan 
two years ago Mr. Cramer, a member of the British Parliament, came 
to this country with one of his colleaguesand they held meetings here 
in favor of settling by arbitration, instead of war, the difficulties be- 
tween nations. They held a meeting in the city of New York, and the 
present mayor of that city was chairman of such meeting. They held 
a meeting also in Philadelphia. I hope, sir, the time will come when 
arbitration will be the means resorted to for the purpose of settling 
difficulties between nations, as that method has for hundreds of years 
been pursued between individuals. But I say to you, Mr. Chairman, 
that time has not come yet, and the way to have it come and come 
successfully is for every nation on the face of the earth that has any 
standing as a nation to be so prepared, so that if arbitration should not 
successfully settle difficulties the nation will be able to settle them bv 
force to its own satisfaction. 

What was the result of this movement on the part of this member of 
Parliament, Mr. Cramer? He went back to England; and not later 
than last winter he presented this whole question to the Parliament of 
England, and asked a vote upon it. What was the result? In the 
English Parliament, when the question of having a committee ap- 
pointed to ask the association of other nations to forma rule upon which 
arbitration eould take place between nations, the vote was 224 in favor 
and 44 against war as a means to be still pursued in settling the in- 
ternational difficulties of England if she should have any. Now, I say 
this is a notice to our nation and to every nation on the face of the 
globe that England still persists in the idea that she will control, or 
try to control, the world by force in her ancient arrogant way. 

Now what has been done since? I have offered here a resolution 
looking to the building of a dry-dock upon Lake Ontario so that we 
may, if necessary, build vessels there in time of war for national de- 
fen Why, sir, not one month ago the Canadian Government—not 


seacoast proper—the Atlan 
upon the ocean. I say now and 


r 
i 





e 


any portion of the Canadian Government, but the Canadian Government 
itselti—ordered the building of a dry-dock at Kingston, upon Lake On- 


tario, for the purpose of constructing vessels of war if necessary in time 
of difficulty. What does that mean? It is said we are to have no 
war with England or Canada; yet almost within cannon-shot of our 
shores, England or a dependency of England at Kingston, is building 


a dry-dock for the purpose of building war vessels for the defense of 


the colony of Canada. There is another notice, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the House, that while it may not be necessary for us to 
have a dry-dock or ships or any other preparation for war with Eng- 
land, while we may possibly in the future settle all difficulties by ar- 
bitration, still it is a notice that as a wise people we should prepare 
ourselves for possible difficulty in the future. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the gentleman remember the precise 
proposition upon which the British Parliament voted in reference to 
arbitration? I understand it was not upon an abstract proposition 
that it was well to refer differences between nations to arbitration, but 
the vote was on some special and distinct proposition—— 








1 
|] 


1ave stated. 

Mr. BUTTER ‘H. I thin‘ it is fair to say to my friend that 
the vote was not in opposition to arbitration itself, but to a particular 
method. 

Mr. NUTTING. Our only protection and our only means of protec- 
tion now is by an appeal to arbitration. I hope and believe the time 
will come when nations will be wise enough and good enough, when 
men will be wise enough and good enough so that difficulties between 
one country and another can and will be settled by means of arbitra- 
tion. What I argue here and now is that that time has not yet come. 
In other words, that it is not a wise and safe policy on the part ofa 
nation like ours, with thousands of miles of defenseless seacoast and 
thousands of miles of lake coasts, to rely altogether upon arbitration for 
the settlement of our difficulties with other nations. 

There is another thing I desire to call the attention of the Hoase 
to. You may take Lake Ontario, which has more than 6,500 square 
miles of water that is navigable for the largest ocean steamers, and you 
can not take an American vessel from that Lake Ontario to the upper 
lake without passing through the waters and humiliating the American 
flag to the English colors which fly from the Canadian soil. Youhave 
to pass through the Welland Canal, a Canadian water entirely, between 
Lake Erie and Lake Ontario. You have to pass through a canal 30 
miles in length which has cost the English Government more than 
$50,000,000. Every vessel for commercial purposes is obliged, when 
it goes eastward or westward over these 6,500 miles of navigable waters 
of Lake Ontario, to takedown its flag and passthrough Welland Canal, 
the water gateway of Canada, adependency of the English Government. 

Why, sir, last year a thousand and thirty of our vessels did this same 
thing in going east or west, loaded or unloaded—they had to pay toll 
to the English Government for the right to pass through that canal, 
while all the Canadian vessels passed through the canal free, notwith- 
standing the twenty-seventh article of the treaty of 1818 provides we 
may use thiscanal upon the same terms as Canadian vessels. I be- 
lieve in order to avoid national difficulty it is our duty to agitate this 
question and to look into it at this time. I say there is discrimina- 
tion after discrimination, unfairness after unfairness on the part of the 
Canadian authorities, act after act on the part of the Canadian Gov- 
ernment or on the part of the English Government which may justly 
cause anxiety unless we are fully prepared for difficulty in the future 
with that nation, unless we so prepare to defend ourselves as that de- 
fense will not be necessary. ‘ 

One thing further. This steel vessel to which I have referred can 
proceed all the way toChicago. It is a vessel laden now with the com- 
merce of the country. It would be easy to load it with arms necessary 
for the defense of Canada or with a view to the destruction of our coun- 
try. By treaty we are allowed to keep only one vessel of 100 tons bur- 
den upon Lake Ontario for the defense of the country. But if the En- 
glish and Canadian authorities violate the fisheries treaty, if they violate 
the treaty in the use of the Welland Canal, discriminating against our 
vessels engaged in commerce and in favor of their own, if they violate 
every treaty in every instance, why should we stand idle and allow our 
coast to remain defenseless? Under such circumstances it is our bounden 
duty to remain no longer unprepared for the most serious consequences 
in the future. 

I simply here and now, Mr. Chairman, desire to give notice in the 
Congress of the United States, if difficulties shall hereafter arise my 
voice has been raised in time so that opportunity is afforded to farnish 
ample protection to the American people, not only upon the seacoast, 
but upon our northern border. 

What do we find on the Pacific coast? There is now a railroad un- 
der the control of the Canadian and English Governments which crosses 
the continent from the Atlantic to the Pacific, so that the largest and 
most improved ordnance can be transported, and has been transported, 
over it and planted within sight of our own borders at Vancouver’s 
Island. ‘That island ought to have been included within our limits 
under the treaty upon the question of boundary, but the boundary line 
between the Dominion of Canada and the United States was deflected 
so as to leave it outside of our limits and place it within English con- 
trol. There on Vancouver's Island is the best defense of the Pacific 
coast; there within sight of the American soil the very best cannon 
which can be constructed by England can be placed, and there they 
are placed, and pointed toward American soil. And forsooth we are 
told we should do nothing in preparation for the future, but rely en- 
tirely for our protection upon arbitration for the adjustment of any dif- 
ficulty which may arise between this country and England. 

In my judgment the time has come when preparations should be made 
for the defense of our seacoast, for the protection of our northern border 
or lake coast, and for the protection of the Pacific coast. 

I have but little more to say. Last winter the English Government 


Wor’ 


appropriated $1,500,000 for the purpose of deepening the St. Lawrence 
River and for the improvement of the Welland and other canals—-for 
the deepening and improvement of the Welland Canal, which con- 
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the action of Congre i 0In of ord if you W 
gentlemen, against of a place for the erection and 1 
pair of war vessels 01 you may resist all sté that 


be taken in that dir 


idle, if you will, and vet I te 
you in view of the « i 


lition of our Pacific coast, when t 





British Government has planted such an establishment as they | 
erected on Vancouver's Island, in vi , ‘ less condition o I 
Atlantic coast and the lake e D will show at 





one man who in his way has called the attention of the American ¢ 


gress and the American people to the fact that we as a 
it to ourselves, owe it to the future and to the priceless 
government, the best form of government that the world has ever ss 
a form of government on whi l th j 

present time—that we owe it to all that we hold dear that we s] 
stand up for arbi 
but at the same time that we shall be backed up by such resolute 


n whenever arbitration can be made effective 





means of defense and of offense as will make our idea of arbitration 
some value to ourselves and to the rest of the world. [Applause 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania 
few words. 
Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a question of order. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And wish that in the discret 
the Chair he could decide the amendment in order. 
Mr. WEAVER. If the question of order has not been decid 
hope the Chair will confine « 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvani I will, as far as I[ can, « 
. 
he n 


i] 
1e point of order. 





LISCUE mm to 


self tot 
I was going on tosay that I hoped in the discretion of the ¢ 
ould rule that this amendment wa 1 order. 
Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman yield to permit th endment 
be again reported ? 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. C ily 
The amendment of Mr. Nuri ’ again read. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania Now, Mr. Chairm 








Mr. SAYERS. Mr. rman, do I ur $ i that the | 
order has not been de 1? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided t] juestion of ord ] 


the request of the gentleman from New York withheld the decisior 
permit him to present some remarks on the qu m. The ¢ 
ready to decide it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the debate is 1 ing by unanimous e 


nt? 
BeUL : 


The CHAIRMAN. Entirely so. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I only want two minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this 
amendment is most excellent and it would be a good thing if the House 
could vote this appropriation into the bill. 
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Mr. SAYER 
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The CHAIRMAN. TheChair hears no objection; and after the gen- they steadfastly fought, it was the provision in the appropriation bill 
tleman from Nebraska shall have concluded his remarks the Chair will | reported by the Fortifications Committee, or prepared by that com- 
recognize the gentleman from Minnesota, who is to be permitted to ad- | mittee, which provided for competition. As we tried to throw open 
dress the committee for ten minutes. | the door for that kind of competition which in this country and every- 

Mr. NELSON, I desire to have fifteen minutes. where else has been productive of good results, they braced themselves 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman desires, if there be no objection, | against it; and if it be true,as my friend suggests, that they now 
to be permitted to address the committee fifteen minutes, recognize the transcendent importance of competition in every field of 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘That was the period for which I asked unanimous production, we are exceedingly gratified. But my friend is clearly in 
consent for the gentleman from Minnesota. error in saying that we have not provided for a plant. The exact con- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that this is not a de- | trary of thatis true. And now I want to say once for all to the House 
bate on the point of order; but the Chair will announce that he sus- | and the country, that it is something more than a mere lack of amiabil- 
tains the point of order and allow the debate to continue as by unani- | ity which induces gentlemen to persist in asserting that we have op- 








mous consent. posed the production of guns and have opposed providing for a plant 
Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, the bill presented by the Appropria- | equal to any supposed emergency. 
tions Committee carries on its face $6,000,000. It provides, as is sug- The truth is—and I want to say it to the House and repeat it again 


gested in the report, for an expenditure, in certain contingencies, of | and again to the country—that the Ordnance Corps decided for itself, 
nearly $19,000,000, I suppose no confidence is violated in saying to | and wrote in the bill what it wanted; and the provisions of the pend- 
the House that the conferees of the House and of the Senate have agreed, | ing bill are in directresponse to the demands of that bureau. Then the 
practically at least, and I think entirely, upon the amendments made | man who says we have not done so either labors in ignorance of the 
by the Senate to the House Army bill. So far as the expenditure of | fact or is struggling under a pressure of moral obliquity. 
public money for armament 1s concerned, the bill as agreed upon by Another thing: Do they require a plant by means of which the Gov- 
the conference will carry less than $5,000,000. The item which chal- | ernment can assemble guns and complete them? Certainly; and we 
Jenged discussion the other day of $5,000,000 for the expenditure for | have recognized that demand. They wrote with their own hands what 
rough steel castings has been agreed to be reduced from five millions | they required; and wegave them the last poorscruple that they asked ; we 
to three millions and a half, which it is supposed will meet the meas- | gave it to them without scruple. Yet it is asserted here over and over 
tire of preparation that is advisable, and also the desired measure of | again that we have refused to permit the Ordnance Corps to establish a 
economy by permitting contractors to come in under the provision that | plant and build guns for the Government; and it is intimated here that 
they shall accompany their proposals to furnish the steel with the erec- | we hampered them about getting machinery and tools needful in the 
tion of a plant, and thus give us the benefit of competition in the fur- | matter of producing guns. That asseveration is made either in igno- 
nishing of the material carrying the bulk of the cost. rance or in disregard of the exact facts. There again they wrote what 
[ submit that the bill offered by the gentlemen of the Committee on | they wanted; and we did not curtail their demands to the extent of 
Appropriations is defective, while no doubt it is intended to be econom- | one ounce of steel or one farthing in money. 
ical. Itis defective in this: On the four-million proposition of the What do the critics on this floor complain of? Why, that instead of 
Navy Department for the furnising of rough steel castings for guns | appropriating $1,500,000 for the Government, we do not appropriate 
it is conceded that the Bethlehem Works were put to an outlay of about | $5,000,000. We have provided money to keep the Ordnance Bureau at 
a million and a half of dollars for the plant, and that if the expendi- | work to the top bent of their ability for five or six years. We have 
ture for steel had stopped at the four millions they would have pocketed | met every demand and provided for every need, and we have done it 
a net lossof the value of the plant upon their contracts with the Govern- | in the exercise of the rightful jurisdiction conferred upon the commit- 
ment. I submit that the result of the adoption of the bill presented | tee by this House. 
here, as between it and the same proposition carried in the Army bill, Now, there is one other matter to which I wish to call attention. I 
will be to exclude competition and to deliver this business over into | am aware that this House had its attention called to it before, but my 
the hands of manufacturers who already have the plant for furnishing | apology for again adverting to the subject is we get exceedingly tired 
the gun-steel thatis required. It is good for thecountry, first, thatthe | of this asseveration and iteration and reiteration—‘‘ damnable itera- 
Government should have a check upon the avarice of manufacturers, | tion,’? some one might say—that the committee having charge of the 
and, in the second place, that it should have the advantage of compe- | fortification bill has abridged the proper opportunities of the Ordnance 
tition. Department of this Government to provide for coast defense. When 
It can hold in its hands a check upon the manufacturersat large only | the Ordnance Corps have with their own hands traced what they re- 
by the possession of a gun-plant, which is provided forin the Army | quire, and formulated the provisions of law they desire to have enacted, 
bill, orin the Senate amendments to the Army bill; but it is not pro- | shall we be told that we have cither hesitated or stopped short of meet- 
vided for in this bill. It can have the benefit of the check afforded by | ing the public requirements? 
the competition of one manufacturer with another only by offering such In only one thing have we offended, if that be an offense, and that 
a sum of money for rough steel castings as will bring into the field of | is, we have provided that if the proprietors of the steel plants and the 


competition more than one manufacturer, and your million and a half | iron plants or other manufacturers of this country, under the inspira- 
dollars will not do that. tion of enterprise and genius, quickened by the desire for profit, which, 
Mr. RYAN. How many bidders were there upon the Navy Depart- | after all, lies at the base of all business endeavor, shall come to the 
ment proposals for steel ? Government and offer a gun which is better than that fabricated by 
Mr. LAIRD. There was one, at any rate. the Ordnance Corps, if these private manufacturers shall meet in well- 
Mr. RYAN. I think there were at least three, all large establish- | rounded measure all that is demanded by the public, we shall buy of 
ments. those men, thus meeting the public needs, providing for the coast de- 
Mr. LAIRD. There were three, but what was the result? Iam _| fenses more speedily, while at the same time, as every other nation 
not debating here for the advantage. I want this result, andso Isup- | does, encouraging a great industry and private enterprise. 
pose does the gentleman. I wantit, and I believe it can be best ac- I was asked the other day on this floor, what nation does that? What 
somplished in the way provided in the Army bill; and to be perfectly | nation does it! Every nation in Europe does it. Each one, possibly, 
frank, I believe that the result of this measure will be the defeat of all | has a plant of its own; but England buys of private manufacturers and 
legislation on this subject. encourages them; France buys of private manufacturers and encourages 
It is agreed by men who know, and who speak upon their honor, | them; Germany buys of private manufacturers and encourages them; 
that the Bethlehem Works which got the contract from the Navy De- | Russia does the same; Austria and Italy dothe same. Our young Re- 
partment, had there not been in the future a continuous expenditure | public stands conspicuously alone—officer-ridden and afraid to go out 
of money for the purchase of rough steel, would have pocketed a loss | among the people of the country and invite them to bring to the Gov- 
on that four-million transaction of over $2,000,000. So, [ say, this | ernment what it needs to defend its coast; and though we have given 
proposition hands the matter over without a word of limitation to some | to the officers of this Government every opportunity that they have 
of the steel establishments now existing, probably the Bethlehem | asked, we are denounced as unfriendly and illiberal because we have 
Works, and excludes the cheek upon the avarice of manufacturers that | opened a wider door to supply our wants and have called into requisi- 
would be furnished by competition. tion a larger means of meeting the needs of the Government in the 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before my friend discusses the map—— matter of coast defenses. Am 1 wrong? 
Mr. LAIRD. I have said all I want to say. Another thing we did, and one which is the subject of adverse criti- 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask my friend from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- | cism from certain quarters. We aretold that there are in this Repub- 
SON] to let me say a word in reply to the gentleman from Nebraska | lic only a half dozen men competent to determine as between two guns 
{Mr. LAtrD], and then I will yield to my friend from Minnesota, who, | whether the one or the other is the better. If that is so, what a de- 
I know, is going to discuss another matter. plorable condition we are in. Why, sir, if that is so, and war should 
Mr. NELSON. Iwant to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania | break out between England and our country, or France and our coun- 
{Mr. O'NEILL]. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. try, and our foreign enemy should hire a half dozen assassins to destroy 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This House must be astonished at the decla- | those few men, we would be defenseless indeed—all the available gen- 
ration which the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] has just made, | ius and resources of the public absolutely wiped out as with a sponge. 
that the Military Committee has been especially anxious and earnest to | Yet that contemptible announcement has been made here over and over 
provide for competition. If there is any one thing that we understood | again. 
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State in this Union, from the one that you can covet 
not pro 
tal, the 


characteristics 


There is not a 
with a postage-stamp on the map up to the largest, 
duce men who are as competent to judge of the cha 
range, accuracy, and endurance of a gun and all tl 
needful in it as any gentleman within the corporate limits of Washit 

ton. But we do not propose to dispense with the ability and wisdom 
of these valuable officers. They will sit in judgment on both their own 
and others’ guns, but not alone. All we ask is that when they come 
to judge as between a gun fabricated at the works of my honorable 
friend on my right [Mr. DALZELL] and one fabricated under the im- 
mediate direction of those officers (who are prejudiced, to say the least, 
in their own favor, although they are good men and I say nothing 


against them) that there shall be on the board that is to make the de- 


cision at least two impartial judges selected by the President of the 
United States or by the Secretary of War. They may beselected from 
the Army or the Navy, or from civilian engineers. Only let them not 
be competitors, sitting as sole judges in their own cause. 

What is there unjust about that? What is there wrong about it ‘ 
If there is anything wrong, in what does the wrong consist? ‘The c1 
that we propose a new bureau is not only untrue, but foolish, if n 
something worse. 
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Why do we dothis? Coming from every department of manufacture | 


where guns are or may be fabricated, from the fabricators of steel and of 
iron, from the manufacturers of guns where these great plants are, there 
is a demand that such provision be made as a just and reasonable re- 
quirement; and to meet that fair demand we propose to create this 
board. That it is reasonable is sure, that it is a just provision is cer- 
tain. It has at the base plain business sense and the love of fair play. 

I have here—I will not detain the House to read it—the course pur 
sued by countries across the water in the matter of procuring their 
guns. There individual enterprise and genius are lett free to com- 
pete for the opportunity to provide the best. This is the only nation in 
which the whole subject is relegated toa few officers in a single bureau 
of the Government who are atonce the Alpha and Omega, whose find 
ings are not subject to review, and from whose judgment there is no 
appeal. 

Strangely enough, in the United States alone does this anomalous 
condition of things exist. Mark you, we have not sought to check the 
patriotic efforts of this bureau in the important matter of the publi 
defense, but permit that bureau to retain the control, opening th 
lreasury to them to take what they need; authorizing them to man- 
ufacture the kind and type of ordnance they choose; giving them just 
the plant they ask for; but for enlarging the field of resources from 
which they may draw, we have been subjected to this criticism. Ie 
cause purchases from private manufacturers are authorized, when in 
the judgment of the officers of the Ordnance Corps and other competent 
judges the guns offered are the very best in the market, we are criticised 
and denounced. 

That is not all; by some sort of ‘‘ now you see it, and now you don’t”’ 
between the committee of the House and the committee of the Senate, 
in order to avoid the just provisions of the fortification bill to which I 
have called attention, the military bill comes back from the Senate with 
provisions which, if adopted, would, it is supposed, oust the jurisdiction 
of the Appropriation Committee of this House from all control of the 
subject-matter in controversy. It is fair to say the Military Commit- 
tee has been too honorable to cross the line which marks its jurisdic- 
tion in the preparation ofthe bill. But the Senate has assumed to con- 
fer jurisdiction upon the Military Committee of the House, which the 
rules of this body deny to it, and the committee meekly proceeds to « 
ercise the jurisdiction so conferred, and has made some progress in its 
exercise, 

I am informed, however, there was some hesitation in allowing thes 
amendments to be attached to that bill when the House had conferred 
no such jurisdiction over the subject upon the House Committee. And 
we may well feel and express surprise that the business of the nation 
is brought to a standstill to afford one committee of this House an 0} 
portunity to ravish another of the rightful jurisdiction conferred u 
it by the rules provided for the regulation and control of our legisia- 
tive proceedings; and because we undertake to defend ourselves against 
this unjust assault and seek to maintain the right and dignity of the 
House, as well as the dignity of the committee, wetire met by filibus- 
tering to impede and in fact stop the progress of the business of the 
House. 

We stand here, Mr. Chairman, for the protection of the rights and 
privileges of the House of Representatives in a matter wherein the 
Senate attempts to transgress our rules and confer jurisdiction upon 
one committee which belongs to another. In our Federal system this 
House of Representatives is the only branch which is elective. Stand- 
ing here for the maintenance of the rights and privileges of the House 
J assert I have the same feeling toward the House that surrenders its 
privileges, that is regardless of its rights and true dignity, that I have 
for the father who refuses to protect or defend the virtue and honor of 
his household. 


In the first place, it is admitted that this House has, under the au- 








thority of the Constitution, formulated rules for the conduct of its | 


business and designated the committees to have charge of the several 
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And I believe, sir, that the generous nature of the gentleman from Ohio 
himself will cause him, belore this discussion ends, to take the floor 
and do justice to the Senators who happened to be in this Chamber at 
the time to which he refers by withdrawing his remarks. 

My action on yesterday, as I have already stated to the House, was 
fixed by but one consideration, and that was that the conferees ap- 
pointed by the House upon the Army appropriation bill should have 
an opportunity to present their report to the House and defend their 
attitude with reference to the amendments of the Senate before the 
fortifications bill was taken up for consideration. I had been impor- 
tuning the Senate conferees to meet and determine the differences 
between the two Houses, but failed to secure a conclusion in that re- 
gard. On the day before yesterday, at the very moment we were go- 
ing into conference, this bill was brought up here and we were de- 
prived of the opportunity. On yesterday the conference was again 
broken up by this bill; and I felt then, as I feel now, that it was my 
duty to delay the action on this bill until the conferees appointed by 
the House should settle the questions in dispute between the two 
Houses. The action I took yesterday accomplished all I desired to 
accomplish, for that action enabled the two Houses to come together 
and settle the questions in dispute, and that report will soon be before 
the House. 

Now, sir, aword or two further. The gentleman from Ohio is always 
brilliant in his speeches, but very often fails to be accurate. The other 
day he endeavored to prejudice the minds of the House in favor of the 
Committee on Appropriations and its jurisdiction by claiming that for 
sixty years the Committee on Appropriations had controi of the ques- 
tion pending. Why, if the gentleman had been as well informed as he 
ought to be in reference to his committee he would know that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was not even sixty years old, but that it was 
created in 1864, I believe, on the motion of my friend from New York 
| Mr. Cox], who sits in front of me. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will not deem it an interrup- 
tion, i would state to him that the Ways and Means Committee had 
that before. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the work was apportioned ont. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend will have to correct himself again 
before he settles all the inaccuracies that he has been guilty of. Now, 
the gentleman insisted that the House had never placed upon the Army 
appropriation billappropriations for subjectsof this kind. I read from 
my desk this morning appropriation bills for seven different years, I 
think, was the number, in which appropriations for the same identical 
purpose are found that are found in this fortification bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS, If that be the case, why did he not put the pro- 
visions contained in the Senate amendments upon the Army bill in the 
lirst instance, instead of reporting the separate bill which is now on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answer the gentleman by stating that 
this amendment was not put upon the bill for the reason that we had 
already prepared and reported to this House the Tracey-Cutcheon bill 
embracing every one of these features. There was an opinion felt and 
expressed that early action could be had on this question, and the bill 
was prepared. It was prepared in the winter and reported long before 
we prepared the Army bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman another question, and 
that is, was the reason that he did not have these amendments put 
upon the Army bill because he desired early action upon the bill known 
as the Cutcheon bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am speaking for the committee, because I 
was not present when the bill was reported. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well; does not the gentleman know that he 
could get earlier action by putting his provision upon the Army bill 
than by putting it in this bill that is now on the Calendar and may 
never be reached ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend that we all differed 
very much as to which was the wisest as well as which was the best 
way to secure quick action upon the bill. It was prepared in the winter, 
it was reported before the Army bill was prepared, and it was believed 
and expected that early action could be had upon 1t; butit was crowded 
out by the tariff bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then why did not the gentleman call up that bill 
which was so important and in which these provisions were embraced 
and pass it in preference to his Army bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One reason I can assign for it is that the bill 
was in charge of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CutcHEON], who 
has been sick at times. Another was because the tariff bill was under 
consideration, and we could not get time to discuss the Cutcheon bill. 
But I am diverted from whatI desired tosay. I want tocall the atten- 
tion of the House now to the real character of this bill; and I would 
ask, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have left ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OurHwAITE.) The gentleman has seven 
minutes of his time remaining. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want every member to know what he is 
voting upon. We all know how difficult it is for members to read all 
the reports and bills. ‘There are members of this House who are ig- 
norant on this subject and who believe it isa more economical measure 
than the amendments placed on the Senate bill. 

There are gentlemen here who do not know what these Senate 
amendments amount to. -This bill involves an appropriation of nearly 
$20,000,000. The Senate amendments do not amount to seven mill- 
ions and a half, and in conference this has been cut down some two or 
three million dollars and will be less than $5,000,000. Now you are 
going to be called upon to draw upon the Treasury for an expenditure 
of nearly $20,000,000 by this bill, and the question is, whether you 
will sanction that or the action of the conference committee, under 
which the expenditure will not exceed about $5,000,000. I do not 
state the exact figures. Now, what is the language upon this question 
in the report which accompanies this bill? It says: 

The accompanying bill appropriates $6,202,670, and if the provisions of section 


6 of the bill result in the procurement for the Government of the guns, mortars, 
and carriages therein described, a further appropriation will be necessary of 


| not exceeding, in theaggregate, $13,215,438, and in sums of not more than $2,500,- 


000 in avy one fiscal year. 

Some gentleman here say they will not vote for these Senate amend- 
ments because they are extravagant. But taking it altogether, this 
bill will involve an expenditure of about $20,000,000. What further 
does this bill do, sir? If this bill is adopted there will be but one steel 
manufacturer in this country that will get the appropriation. There 
will be no competition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTI, Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
question right there ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If you will give me more time, I will. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will give you an eternity of time. 

Mr. HOOKER (to Mr. ButrERWortH). Yon will divide eternity of 
time between you. 

Mr. SAYERS. You have said that this bill appropriates $20,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I say it involves an expenditure of between 
nineteen and twenty million dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do yor not know that this bill specially provides 
that not more than $2,500,000 shall be expended in any one year dur- 
ing thirteen years? If you do not, then I commend you to a study of 
this bill before you begin to discuss it and inform the ignorant mem- 
bers of the House upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam aware that the gentleman has provided 
that the money shall be expended at the rate of twe millions and a 
half a year; but the gentleman himself will confess, and I ask the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to state whether or not this bill, 
if adopted as it stands now, does not involve between nineteen and 
twenty million dollars? 

Mr. SAYERS. I say that it may not involve the appropriation of 
one dollar over $3,725,000; for this reason, because under the sixth 
section it is proposed to give to the private industries of this country 
an opportunity to manufacture guns, and that if these guns do not 
comply with the highest test, then that the Government shall not ex- 
pend one dollar upon them. If they fail to manufacture proper guns, 
then it is at their own risk, at their own cost, and the Government is 
not out one dollar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I have given the gentleman full oppor- 
tunity in my time to make his explanation, and I hope he will be as 
liberal with me when my time expires, so that I may have a chance to 
finish what I want to say. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman all the time he wants. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
says that this bill involves an appropriation of not over three millions 
and a halfof dollars. Do I understand him correctly? 

Mr. SAYERS. Three million seven hundred and twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars is the actual expenditure provided for, exclusive of $20,000 
additional for this board. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have given the gentleman full opportunity 
to make his explanation, and now I will condemn him from his own 
record. I will read from the report which the gentleman brought into 
this House when he reported this bill: 

The accompanying bill [the fortifications bill] appropriates $6,292,670, and if 
the provisions of section 6 of the bill result in the procurement for the Govern- 
ment of the guns, mortars, and carriages therein described, a further appropri- 
ation will be necessary of not exceeding in the aggregate $13,215,000, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is not stating what is 
in the bill. I state that the actual appropriation in the bill is $3,725, - 
000, with $20,000 in addition to that; but if these manufacturers shall 
provide guns equal to the very best in the world of their caliber, guns 
which will be acceptable to the board, then the additional $2,275,000 
may be available; otherwise it will not be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 

ired. 

. Mr. SAYERS. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] be allowed to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. In further reply to the gentleman I wish this com- 
mittee to thoroughly understand that unless these guus are manu- 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Cha 1, does not the gentleman know—and 
if he does not know oug n assume to talk about this mat- 
ter—that the War D tment has sent in estimates to this Hous 
which have been referred to the Con ttee on Appropriations, for the 
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One neh breech-loading steel gun, wire-wrapped, with longitudinal | 


on Woodbridge plan, $20,000; for testing the same, $25,000. 


the War Department. I 


Now what are the facts? I get them from 
read: 


The manufacture of a steel wire-wrapped gun has been very much delayed 


I 
by difficulties which had not been foreseen by the inventor, Dr. Woox 





The inventor has not even completed his invention, and yet the Gov- 
ernment is called upon to spend $45,000 upon it! 
This statement continues 











as so many others have been made, but not having been carefully worked 
out by the inventor, the delays referred 


Now, listen to this: 





rose 


And now there are so much better designs of wire-wrapped guns extant that 
it is not deemed of prime importance to build this gun. 

Why, sir, these gentlemen here would force us to appropriate $45,000 
for a gun the patterns for which have not yet been invented, and bet- 
ter guns than which have been devised before the inventor has been 
able to work out his own designs, so that the money if invested in this 
gun would be absolutely thrown away. 

I only allude to this as one of the guns upon which money might be 
wasted. There are other old guns which have been rejected by of- 
ficers of the Army as obsolete, or which have been so greatly improved 
upon that it would be an uiter waste of money to devote it to their 
completion. Yet the Committee on Appropriations comes in with 
this bill, insisting that we shall take money out of the Treasury and 
put it into these obsolete, worthless guns, which would not be used per- 
haps if completed. 

Now a further point: I still hold that if this bill be passed as draughted 
it will create a complete monopoly in the manufacture of steel forgings. 
The appropriation made in this bill for steel forgings amounts to one 
million and a half of dollars. There is but one factory in the country 
that can manufacture steel forgings under this provision, because 
requires all the way from half a million toa million dollars to purchase 


the machinery and erect the plant to make steel forgings. ‘There is | 


but one establishment now in the country competent to do this work, 
the Bethlehem works. That establishment has a contract for furnish- 
ing steel forgings for the Navy. No new establishment will invest 
from half a million to a million dollars in the providing of the neces- 
sary plant when there is only one and a half million dollars’ worth of 
work to be done, and when for that work there must be competition 
with an establishment in existence which has its plant already in oper- 
ation. 
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price fixed in this bill is the price of the Bethlehem Steel Works, be- 
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cau-e under the provisions of the bill there is no other competitor and | 
the name of the Bethlehem Steel Works might as well be mentioned | 


in the bill itself. 

Mr. RYAN. I wish to state right here what my friend from Illi- 
nois can not understand, and that is that two years ago last March, 
when the Navy Department wanted steel for 6, 8, 10, 10}, and 12 inch 
guns, they had competitors, as follows: The Cambria Company, of 
Johnstown, P » 513.90; the Midvale Steel Company, 
delphia, Pa., $1,: 397,240; and the Bethlehen i Iron Company, South 
Bethlehem, Pa., $902,230.79, being three separate and distinct com- 
petitors at three separate and distinet sums, showing, I want to say to 
my friend, that only two years ago when we wanted steel forgings there 
were then three competitors bidding to sapply the Navy at the prices 
which I have named. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If we appropriate some four or five million 
dollars for steel forgings for the Navy, we then call for an amount of steel 
which would induce investment in additional plants for the manufact- 
ureof steel, and thereby have a larger number of competitors for fur- 
nishing the needs of the Government, and naturally there would be a 
lowering of the price at which the steel would be offered. 

Mr. RYAN. Only one of the three competitors which I have named 
bid for steel armor for vessels. All the rest of the bids were for steel 
for guns for the Government. 

Mr. HERBERT. One million dollars includéd armor plates and 
bolts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The same character of steel required by the 
Government for guns is required by the Government for armor for ves- 
8e/8, 

Mr. RYAN. As I have said, there was only one bidder for steel | 
armor for vessels, while there were three competitors for steel for guns. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The point I wish to make is this: That when 
these bids were made if the Governmeut was then about to purchase 
four or five million dollars’ worthof steel forgings instead of the amount 
whichit did propose to purchase, then the amount for which bids were 
asked was sufliciently Jarge to induce men of wealth to engage in the 
establishment of other steel plants for the manufacture cf steel, and 
thereby by increasing competition have reduced the price which the 
Government would pay for the article. Isay further that the small 
amount of steel called for will not produce any competition, and you 
might as well put in the name of Bethlehem Steel Company, for the 
result will be to give every dollar into the hands of that company. 
There will be no other competitor. 

Mr. RYAN. Why do vou say that in the face of the fact that two 
years ago there were three competitors in the field for the contract for 
the same steel forgings for the same kind of guns, which did not then 
exceed the amount which I have indicated? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That embraced armor for the ships and steel 
for the guns as well; and the amount of the appropriation aggregated 
about $4,000,000. 

Mr. RYAN. But this related to steel forgings for the guns alone. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And forgings for the armor of the ships. 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, no; thecontract referred exclusively to the guns. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Doesthe gentleman mean to say that the steel 
forgings for the guns could not also be used for the armor of the ships ? 

Mr. RYAN. But the proposal was for the guns alone; that is the 
only point. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the establishment which had the contract 
for the guns certainly had facilities also to supply the forgings for the 
ships; so that in the aggregate the amount would have been something 
over $4,000,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Well, a sufficient answer to that is that they did not 
bid forit. But it showed their willingness to enter into a contract to 
supply forgings for the guns, although the gentleman from Illinois seems 
to think that no firm, even for a million and a half of dollars, would 
erect the necessary plant. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not believe they would, unless there was 
a prospect of being able to secure other sales for their material in the 
way of armor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have oceupied more time than I intended be- 
cause of these inte rruptions. I wish now to say a word in conclusion, 
Ii this bill shall be adopted by the House, and the Senate amendments 
to the Army bill are lost, there either will be no appropriation at all 
for coast defenses, or at most this bill will be the only one that will be 
adopted making provision for coast defenses, and will involve, as I 
have shown, an appropriation of nineteen or twenty millions of doilars, 
unless the Senate shall substitute one of the other bills that I have 
mentioned, involving the expenditure of a vast sum of money, and 
which may be eventually ratified by the House. Now, I believe we 
ought to commence the work of arming our coasts at once. The United 
States land forces have but one single modern gun to-day. Itis atthe 
proving-ground at Sandy Hook. ‘There are two or three others in 
course of preparation, but this one at the proving-grounds at Sandy 
Hook is the only gun capable of meeting any of the civilized nations 
to-day; yea, we have not a gun to-day that could meet the small Gov- 
ernment of Chili in case of trouble between these countries. She is 


, S851, 
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armed with modern guns of heavy caliber, and the United States, with 
all its wealth and population, bas but one gun. 

What further fact stares us in the face? Although the Committee 
on Appropriations had jurisdiction over the appropriation for ordnance 
ever since 1864, there has not been asingle dollar appropriated by Con- 
gress for building a modern gun in thirteen years. There has not been 


| one single dollar to furnish a proper gun for the Government within 
| all that period of time. 


of Phila- | 
tifications. 


There has not been a dollar appropriated for two years even for for- 
I do not know where the fault lies. I do not pretend to 
suggest where it is. It is for the Committee on Appropriations and 
the members of the committee to say where the fault is. I only know 


| that the question has been left with them during all that time; and 





the coast ? 


during the thirteen years to which I have referred they have failed to 
appropriate a single dollar for the armament of our coast. If{ow much 
longer, gentlemen, do you want us (o wait before you proceed to arm 
If you leave it to the Committee on Appropriations, I fear 
we may have to wait as long in the future as we have already waited 
in the past; forwhen theydo attempt to bring in a bill on the subject 
they bring in such a monstrosity as ought not to be adopted by either 
House of Congress. 

There are other provisions in this bill to which I have not yet called 
the attention of the committee. Ishall not now occupy the time to 
do so more than to say a word or two in relerence to the sixth section. 
A bare inspection of that section of this bill will convince any reasonably 
intelligent man that it should never be adopted by this House. That 
section proposes to take the entire control, practically, so far asthe build- 
ing of ordnance is concerned, from the hands of the Secretary of War 


| and the officers of that Departme nt and place it in the hands of a com- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| mission to be created, consisting of threeciviliansand three Army officers. 
What further? ‘The bill [hold in my hand creates these three new offi- 
cers at a salary of $5,000 ayeareach. God knows itstrikes me that we 
have tax-eaters enough billeted on the national Treasury to-day,and there 
ought to be among the 2,000 or 3,000 young men who have been grad- 
uated from our West Point Academy and now holding commissions in 
the Army enough at least and skillful enough to know how to estab- 
lish the gun factory and superintend the construction of the steel guns 
without going outside and employing three civilians at a salary of 
$5,000 a year each. Mark you, gentlemen, those who vote for the pas- 
sage of this bill in its present sh: ype vote in favor of the creation of 
three new offices, and vote to create a new bureau with all of its ex- 
penses and paraphernalia attendant upon it. The bill is extravagant 
and in my judgment impracticable. It ought not to be adopted by 
this House or by the Senate, 

I simply wanted to call attention to the character of the bill, and 


| have done what I conceive to be my duty. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to make a 
few remarks only in response to what has been said with regard to the 
pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OuTHWAITE in the chair). 
does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish to be limited, but shall occupy only a 
short time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from Texas 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to answer as well and as fully 
as I may, within the brief time at my disposal, the statements made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] respecting the pend- 
ing bill. At one moment he complains that the Committee on Appro- 
priations has, for more than twenty years past, neglected to make pro- 
vision for the defense of our seacoast territory, and his very next ut- 
terance is to condemn, without discrimination and in the very strongest 
terms, the measure under consideration, and especially does he tind 
fault with the large expenditure which may be possibly involved 
should it become a law. 

For weeks, and I might safely add for months, the Subcommittee on 
Fortifications, of which I have the honor to be the chairman, has had 
this matter under consideration. The door of the committee-room has 
been at all times widely open to all persons, whether they were officers 
of the Army and Navy or inventors or manufacturers. A hearing has 
been denied to no one, who desired to present his peculiar ideas and 
methods for providing for the defense of the country. Advice has been 
given by many, some of whom have expended almost a lifetime upon 
the study of this particular branch of the military service. 

After much investigation and no little trouble a bill has been for- 
mulated and brought into this House, in which there are two distinctive 
and prominent features—one of which is the manufacture of guns to 
a reasonable extent by the Government, and the other is their con- 
struction by the private establishments of the country. In this, we 
follow the policy that is now maintained by England, France, Italy, 
Russia, Austria, and every other European nation, except Germany, 
who depends solely upon her private industries for the manufacture 
of her heavy ordnance. 

We have avoided, on the one hand, the policy of Germany, which, to- 
day, is atthe mercy of her Krupps, and on the other hand we have ‘not 
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committed ourselves to the policy of France anterior to the Franco- 
Prussian war. 

To my mind, Mr. Chairman, the one is as objectionable as the other 
If the policy of Germany should be adopted, then the Government 
would not possess that degree of independence which would enable 1t 


to successfully resist the extortionable demands of the private manu- 
facturer whenever an emergency should arise requiring an immediate 
and a large purchase of such character of war material. In such acon- 


dition and in such a crisis it would not be able to deny any exaction 
however unreasonable or extravagant. Having no establishment of 
its own, it would necessar ily be forced by the pressure ol circumstance 
to accede to any exaction, be it ever so unscrupulousorexorbitant. Itis 
said, sir, that because of this dependence upon the citizen, Germany 
has greatly suffered and is still suffering from the extravagant demands 
of those who supply her with her armament. 

But the experience of France in her ill-advised war wit 
warns us against a reliance upon governmental establishments alone 
for the manufacture of guns and other munitions of war. 

Immense sums of money had been for many years expended upon the 
erection of arsenals and foundries and in the construction of artillery 
of every kind. It was then believed that France was better equipped 
in this respect than any other nation in the world. But when the time 
came for the application of the highest and the best test as to her su- 
periority in military equipment it was found, to her great misfortune, 
that imbecility and corruption had not only made sad havoe with the 
public funds, but also that such armament as she had was of the most | 
inferior character. 

This is a matter of history, the entire truth of which can not be con- | 
troverted. 

The gentleman from Illinois, however, would have us follow in the 
footsteps of France. He would establish government plants only, and 
would purchase, in advance of the slightest necessity therefor, large 
quantities of steel forgings for conversion into heavy ordnance. Heap- | 
proves the Senate amendments to the Army bill, oneof which appropri- 
ates $5,000,000 for the purchase of these forgings. 

Mr. Chairman, a greater or a more unnecessary extravagance could 
not be proposed in any matter affecting our military establishment. 

We had before us one of the most practical, experienced, and intel- 
ligent officers of the Ordnance Bureau, and he informed us, in plain | 
and unmistakable terms, that in its present condition the govern- | 
mental arsenal could, with constant and effective work, use only about | 
$100,000 worth of steel forgings in a single year. 

True it iv that the Senate amendments seek to enlarge the capac- 
ity of the arsenal, but, according to the testimony of this officer, these 
improvements could not entirely be completed under four years. 

How long will it take to convert such a large amount of forgings 
into guns in these circumstances ? 

Sir, so large an appropriation, at this time and for such a purpose, 
would be utterly inexcusable. Congress is in session every year and | 
can supply the needs of the arsenal as they may occur. There is no | 
war pending, nor do we hear of any rumors of war. Our situation, | 
our prestige as a military people, and our vast and unconquerable | 


h Prussia 


strength, areargaments which can not be controverted, against the prob- | 
ability of an early breach of the very peaceful relations which we enjoy 
with the nations of the world. 

Why, then, such an unnecessary extravagance at this particular time? 
The art of gun-making and the inventions and discoveries, almost with- | 
out number, in the matter of high explosives and in the method of 
their use and application, are becoming more eflicient every year, ne- 
cessitating modes of warfare altogether different to what has prevailed 
in the past. This of itself should admonish us to be very cautious lest 
the results of our present expenditures should be entirely inudequate 
to a future emergency. 

3ut, Mr. Chairman, independent of these considerations, would it be | 
in keeping with sound business principles to purchase so large a quan- | 
tity of steel when the article itself is constantly becoming cheaper ? 

Steel is not so costly to-day as it was twelve months ago, and it will | 
be less expensive twelve months hence than it isnow. Upon this point 
there can be no difference of opinion. Not only acheaper but a better 
quality of steel is being continually put upon the market. Why, then, 
so large an investment by the Government? Can the gentleman from 
Illinois tell us wherein the people are to derive any benefit from so large 
an expenditure of the public money as is contemplated by the Senate 
amendments? Will he tell us which is the wiser policy, the preserva- 
tion of the surplus in the Treasury and its application to the payment 
of our bonded debt or its investment in an immense quantity of steel 
to lie unused for many years? i 

We — — mber the extraordinary expenditures made, some | 
years ago and under a previous administration, in the naval dep: ; 
and by them we eels be warned. ———— 

It is beyon« the powers confided us to make such investments of the | 
public funds. 

Sir, the reasons which I have given, it occurs to me, should be more 
than sufficient to induce this House to reject the Senate amendments 
to the Army bill. 

Thtre is another objection tothem which oughtto be presented. It 
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1 believe this provision to be a prudent one. I am t o1 those 
who think that there is any immediate danger of war, but I eve that 

| wisdom demands that we should iu an econo 1, practic a rad- 
| ual way proce to the manufacture and pur e of such he ins 
as might be necessary for the defense of our seacoast. , 

Such guns should not be built rapidly. Did we possess every ap 
pliance necessary to their proper construction, it would neverthel 
require years and years to provide ourselves even with a limited quan 

| tity. But there is no necessity whatever either for an undue haste or 
| for an enormous appropriation. Our armament can be constructed 
quietly, leisurely but continuously, and economically. It should be 
of the best types—equal if not superior to the most approved in Europe. 
Above all, care should be exercised that the Government is well pro 
tected against s so far as may be possible In no way, sir, can these 
I lts be so easily and so well attained as through the method ol 
the contract system. The sure effect of such a policy will be to stim- 
ulate competition, develop genius, employ labor, and create industries 





upon which the country may safely rely in times of y 
But, Mr. Chairman, let us brietly examine the bill, about which the 
yentleman from Illinois talks so glibly and yet so ‘ 
I feel persuaded that he has not given it a careful and a thorough 
examination, 
Proceeding to criticise the bill, he first assaults section 3, which pro- 
vides for the completion of certain guns now under f 
gentleman forgets that the construction of these guns is under the 


| direct and personal supervision and control of the Ordnance Depa 


ment. If they are utterly valueless, as he insists, and further expend 
| ture upon them would be a waste of money, then it becomes a st y 
| and fatal argument against his policy, which is also enunciated by the 
Senate amendments to the Army bill, of confining the manufacture of 
heavy ordnance to the Government. 
If his criticism is the expression of an honest anda candid opinion, 
which I am very ready to admit, then the proposition involve tl in tl 
Senate amendments, and which has the unanimousand hearty support 





otf the House Committee on Military Affairs, is unsound and should 
not receive the favorable consideration of the House. But his state 

ments in reference to these guns are mere assumptions, and have no 
substantial foundation in point of fact. If I am not laboring under a 


| very erroneous impression, the completion of these guns has been es 


timated for by the War Department, and the extracts which the gent] 
man has quoted are only the reasons which the Ordnance Bureau 
gives for the delay in their completion. I beg 


he permission ol 














g t 
| committee to read, Mr. Chairman, a communication which was before 
the Committee on Appropriations upon this subject. It is as follows: 
ORDNANCE OFT gE, War D RT 
Was ’ n. D. ¢ Vay 5, 1888, 
Sin: In reply toy yur letter dated April 30, 1888, requesting items of informa- 
tion I 1 to s ins and one mortar under fabrication by the Ordnance 
De; t $11 et honor to submit the following, namely (naming the 
guns in the order given upon the printed slip “Section 5,”’ inclosed with your 
ietter 
1. One 10-inch breech-loading steel gun,wire-wrapped, with longitudina irs 
on Woodbridge plan 
Cost to date , $15, 00 
Estimated additional cost to« ete 2 
Estimate i time required to com} te, ¢€ iteen n 
2. One 10-inch breech-loading steel-hooped gun 
Cost to date cupssenvecenss $26 > 
Estimated additional cost tocomplete ° i 0 
Esti ated time required to complete t n 1onths 
3. One inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, wit ray i 
Cost to date ; S24, 
Estimated additional cost to I 
Estimated time required to complete, three and a half months 
4. One ®inch breech-loading steel-hooped gun 
Cost to date ; ounee $18,8 
Estimated additional cost to complete 
Estimated time required to com} e, eight m hs 
5. One 12-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron ] ed 
Cost to date imate £99 25) 
Additional cost to complete 10, 000 
Estimated time required to complete, thre« 


The $10,000 required to complete this is covered by « tract with the 


wi 





rn eemeneene nts cnn greene $aepare mer mere 





rr eat ra 


7590 


South Boston Iron Works, extended by urgent deficiency bill approved March 


30, 188%. No further appropriation is needed for completing the gun. 
6. One 12-inch breech-loading rifle, cast-iron, hooped, and tubed with steel, on 
the French system 
Girard COMBPTONSGS, COMB 2.05. 0.. 00: cn crvvessc.vensecese . $49.5 






paid for under contract w 
deficiency bill approve 


This gun has been accepted and 


th the South B 
ton Iron Works, extended by urg 1 


| March 30, 1585 









7, One 12-inch breech-loading mortar, cast-iron, hooped with steel: 
Mortar completed, cost eooconsene Eben che cectas eacate +t . $13,4 

In regard to carriages for these guns, the Department has on hand severa! of 
old type or such as have been constructed for proof purposes, and the test or 
prool-iiring of all the guns can be made without purchasing additional « 
riages for that 4 ‘ In order, however, to test improved types of cu: 
riages, amatter which the Department has been compelled to postpone in 1 
cent years owing to lack of appropriations, the following estimates for car- 


riages to be purchased for use in connection with the proot of these guns ai 


herewith submitted, ns 
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ineliy: 

8. For one 10 h hydro-pneumatic disappearing gun-carriage ........... $20, 00 
For one gun-carriage shield..!........ccc0+ .f 
For foundations for carriage cioes pwevenss . any 

9. For one 16-ineh hydraulic barbette gun-carriage.. 15, G00 
lor foundations for carriage uicinditetatiedtenis ~dhinian eden 2, a 

10, For one 12-inch hydro-pneumatie mortar-carriage ..............cc0000s 9, 009 
lor foundations for carriage............... pont satiquennes vO 
From the preceding it will be seen that the four guns first named are not yet 


completed, whilst for the two remaining guns and one 12-inch rifled mortar o: 
of the guns and the mortar are completed, and the money is available for the 


completion of the other gun. 
A summary of all the items gives: 
Cost of six guns and one mortarto date, being the total amount ex- 
e 


pended or covered by outstanding contract 


The estimates submitted for appropriations to be made are: 
Fstimated additional cost required to complete four unfinished guns... 34,00) 
Estimated aggregate amount required for firing test of six gunsand one 

mortar, as itemized upon the printed slip ** Section 5,” inelosed with 


the committee's letter dated April 30, 1888..................cccccecseesessesereseres . 124,000 
Estimated cost of three carriages of improved type (items 8,9, and 10) 
WGK GOGURGRAE OIG, GED crncicaconcsineescnscosnscnmvescceornsetyenpsiiossestussetnenaneieaneieius 60, 000 


Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS. 8. SMITH, 
Capt., Ord. Dept. U. 8S. Army, Acting Chief of Ordnance. 
The CHAIRMAN SUBCOMMITTER ON FORTIFICATION BILL, 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

But, sir. it is upon section 6 of the bill which the gentleman ani- 
madverts most severely. When carefully considered I am clearly of 
the opinion it will meet with the approbation of every one who is at all 
willing that any steps whatevershould be taken toward the armament of 
our seacoast. But asmy timeis limited I can not now do more than to 
submit to the committee an analysis of this section. 

First. It provides for the construction of both iron and steel guns. 
As is well known, there has been for many years quite a controversy as to 
the relative merits of iron and steel for the construction of heavy ar- 
tillery. 

The advocates of the former metal contend that it is not only much 

. cheaper, as regards as well the cost of material as that of construction, 
which is universally conceded, but also, when completed, that the iron 
gun is as valuable and serviceable as the one made of steel. If this as- 
sumption be correct, then it is clearly to the interest of the Govern- 
ment, from an economical standpoint, that the construction of steel 
guns should be immediately abandoned. The committee was anxious 
that this much disputed question should be finally and definitely set- 
tled, and it has therefore recommended the construction of a number 
of iron guns, 

Second. The construction of steel guns is also provided for. 

Third. As to the number and character of such guns, the prices 
therefor, the probable time of their completion, the annual expendi- 
tures which may be incurred, I can best inform this committee by 
reading from the report which accompanies this bill: 

The bill contemplates that breech-loading steel guns of 12, 14, and 16 inch cali- 
bers, cnst-iron breech-loading guns of 12-inch caliber, and 12-inch breech-loading 
cast-iron mortars will be presented to the board for test; and sufficient provis- 
ion is made in the appropriation for the payment for at least two such types 
of each gun, mortar, and carriage, if successful, except for the 12-inch steel guns, 
for which sufficient is given to pay for five test guns; but the contracts are to 
be awarded only to the party presenting the best of such guns or carriages. It 
is required that the experimental guns shall equal in accuracy of fire, endur- 
anee,and power the best existing guns of alike caliber of whatever material 
made; that the 12-inch cast-iron mortar shall equal in the same respects the 12- 
inch breech-loading steel-hooped mortar now at the proving-ground at Sandy 
Hook. Subject to these conditions, the bill provides that the Secretary of War 
shall contract, ata price reasonable in the opinion of the board, for the following 
guns, namely : 

For not less than fifty 12-inch breech-loading steel guns. 

For not less than twenty 14-inch breech-loading steel guns. 

For not less than twenty 16-inch breech-loading steel guns. 

For not less than thirty 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron guns, . 

For not less than fifty 12-inch breech-loading cast-iron mortars, with carriages 
to correspond, subject to the proviso that the carriages contracted for shall not 
exceed in number the guns and mortars that at the time of the contract have 
been contracted for, fs 

The estimated money value of these contracts may reach to $13,255,438, which 
is proportioned as follows: 

For the purchase of stee! guns..............- betel ee $8,804, 980 








For the purchase of 12-inch cast-iron guns..... « 750,000 
For the purchase of 12-inch cast-iron mortars «» _ 800,000 
For the gun-carriages ............. paesiebwacsetiainaein . 38,446, 457 
For the mortar-carriages .........0.....000« ancuiiensninnniniaiinavattaviiailinnneeietiyhe eennnenee 350, 000 


It is estimated that in order to complete and test the experimental guns and 
mortars named in the bill the time required will be approximately as follows: 

For the 12-inch cast-iron mortars, sixteen months, 

For the 12-inch cast-iron guns, twenty months, 

For the 12-inch steel guns, four years, 
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For the 14-inch steel guns, four and one-half years 
For the 16-inch guns, five years, : 
ile carriages to be tested with the guns. 
\nd that fifty 12-inch east-iron mortars can be completed ready for delivery 
three years, thirty }2-inch cast-iron rifles in nine years, fifty 12-ineh steel 
in ten years, twenty L4-inch steel guns in eleven year s, and twenty 16-inch 
guns within thirteen years from the date of the act. 
fhe prospective expenditures under the contracts to be made will be dis- 
tributed approximately as follows: 
Letween the date of the act and June 30, 1892 seesereeeee SL, 165,000 
l ween June 30, 1892 i June 30, 1895........ ~ 600, 000 
Betw J e nad June 30, 1898 a 7, 500, 000 
I cen June 30, 1508S, and June 30, 1901 ......... sacees ‘ 4, 000, 000 
th ! carriages may all be completed and delivered in about thir- 
teen years from this date, These estimates are based upon the representations 
of the 1 rers of cast-iron guos, and on the supposition that the pro- 
ducers of stee! puns will provide facilities for manufact at least equal to 
those proposed for the Government by the Gun Foundry ard, 








Fourth. Itisexpressly stipulated that nocontract shall be made which 
will require an expenditure exceeding, in the aggregate, the sum of 





| $73,215,438, nor an expenditure, in any one year, greater than $2,500,- 


O09. 

Fifth. It requires that the President shall, at the beginning of each 
session, submit to Congress such reports as the board are required to 
make as to experiments, investigations, contracts which have been en- 
tered into, estimates of appropriations necessary under such contracts, 
and an itemized statement of all their expenditures. 

Sixth. That all the materials used shall be of domestic manufact- 
ure, 

Seventh. A present appropriation of $2,477,670 is made, which may 
or may not be used, leaving to Congress the discretion and the power 
to make future‘provision for the continuance of the construction of 
these guns, if it should see fit, being limited, however, to $13,215,438 
in the aggregate. 

Eighth. A board is to be appointed by the President to consist of three 
officers of the Army and three civilians, the latter to be engineers of 
experience and standing, and at least one of them to be experienced in 
the quality and working of steel. None of these shall be eligible who 
has any pecuniary interest, either directly, orindirectly, in the material, 
manufacture, or inventions to be employed in the construction or opera- 
tion of the defenses which are provided tor. The concurrence of at least 
five members must be had before any action whatever can be taken, and 
the continuance of the board will be subject to the pleasure of Congress. 

These, Mr. Chairman, constitute all of the substantial provisions or 
this section, except the allowance of $5,000 per annum as a salary to 
each civilian member of the board, and when we take into considera- 
tion the character of the services to be rendered and the high degree of 
skill and experience required, it can not be thought that the salary is 
too large, especially as the board is only temporary and may be abol- 
ished at any time. But the gentleman from Illinois very seriously 
objects to the appointment of civilians, He would have all the mem- 
bers of the board taken from the Army. 

Sir, I regard it as of the highest importance that the board should be 
constituted as recommended by the committee. I have every confi- 
dence in the integrity and skill and experience of the gentlemen to 
whom are intrusted the defense of our country, yet I feel that in the 
matter of gun construction it will be the part of wisdom to call to their 
assistance the genius, the ambition, the skill, the experience, and the 
inventive faculty of the people. It will be, so to speak, an addition 
of fresh blood to a long-established system, over which official life, 
pride of opinion, and exclusiveness of thought and action have exer- 
cised and continue to exercise an influence to such an extent as to 
impair that high efliciency which the progressiveness and activity of 
the presentageso eminently demands. With such an organization and 
with the provisions already enumerated, the country is invited, in the 
following language, to participate in tife construction of heavy guns: 

Whenever any party shall present for test a completed single-charge breech- 
loading steel gun of 12, 14, or 16 inches caliber, or a completed single-charge 
breech-loading cast-iron gun of 12 inches caliber, with the proper supply of am- 
munition therefor, such gun shall, in the presence of the party presenting it, be 
subjected to such tests as the board shall prescribe; and should such gun be 
shown to the satisfaction of the board by such tests to be at least equal in ac- 
curacy, range, power, endurance, and general efficiency to the best existing 
guns of like caliber, exclusive of guns presented for competition under this sec- 
tion, the gun and ammunition shall be paid for at a fair valuation, including 
cost of transportation, and contract shall made by the Secretary of War, ata 
price reasonable in the opinion of the board, with the party only presenting the 
best of such guns, for a further supply of similar gus, to be subjected to the 
usual service test before acceptance, as follows, namely : 

For not less than fifty 12-inch steel guns; not less thantwenty 14-inch guns; 
for not less than twenty 16-inch steel guns; for not less than thirty 12-inch cast- 
iron guns, 

A like provision is made for furnishing the Government with not less 
than fifty iron mortars. 

Sir, I challenge any gentleman upon this floor to show where in this 
section the interests of the Government are not most carefully guarded. 
Can any one truthfully say that the proposition is an extravagant one? 
It must be remembered that these guns and mortars can not be com- 
pleted before the expiration of thirteen years. The Government takes 
not the slightest risk. The manufacturer must present guns and mor- 
tars which have successfully undergone the severest test before a sin- 
gle dollar is paid him, and where there are several competitors, whose 
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to | d ‘ relate to t yreservat ol may 
T farmers of the Northwest, « lint ta and | ‘ 1d « 
that belt of country reaching out to | Sound have arn snd 
tified themselves with guns and « 10n in the way of cheaper t1 
portation, and what they now ask is that these cannon with wi 
they have fort i them lw j ‘ } ir hands 
turbed. Gentiemen, if you v i ’ I » |a large 1 ) 
Canada and the U1 1 States} you w ~ t he St. Law 
water system at th per end of Lake Huron divide tself into ty 
branches, the Lak« Puperior s tem and the | <e Mi in syst Me 
the Lake Superior system ending at Duluth, and the Lake Michigan 
system ending at Chicago. . t t S \ ‘ 
” Now, this region of country (Minnesota and Dakota) is the grea luth t \ 
spring-wheat region of the Northwest. Ninety per cent. of all th 
spring wheat raised in the United States is raised there. Youall] I , the t M ( 
that wheat is a bulky and very expensive article to transport. That t h its Winnij 1 to 
wheat must be marketed either in the tern States and on the lulut outl 
board of our own country or in Europe, because the intervening > l the 
raise more than enough wheat to supply their own wants With ( 1 Duluth Ih 
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the American system. As a result of this policy the Province of Man Minnesota will take care o ( la we 
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As I was saving, we have these two roads, the Duluth, South Shore 
and Atlantic, and the Minneapolis and Sault Ste. Marie. One of these, 
the Duluth, South Shore and Atlantic, has recently passed under the 
control of the Canadian Pacific. I have attempted to show why the 
Canadian Pacific has acquired this road and for what purpose. I want 
to say, in this connection, to those who suffer from Anglophobia or Can- 
adaphobia that this Canadian Pacifie Railroad is the one of which Mr. 


oflicer; and I want to say, further, that recently a live Yankee—a man 
who graduated on the Minnesota railroads, Mr. Van Horne—has been 
elected president of the Canadian Pacific road, and a great deal of the 
stock of that road is owned by American parties, 

Now, I explained to you a moment ago why the Canadian Pacific 
has sought this Duluth, South Shore and Atlantic line, One good re- 
sult is to ultimately give us in the Northwest for our products another 
line. Wewill then have a line running through a country which now 
has no railroad from St. Vincent to Duluth. It will be building an- 
other line of railroad through a country which under other cireum- 
stances might net be built for thirty or forty years yet to come. 

Now, as to the SaultSte. Marie. By far the greater part of the stock 
of that is controlled in Minneapolis. To be sure some of it is held by 
Canadians, but the larger and controlling interest is held in Minne- 
apolis, and of course it is controlled there. 

‘The great problem we have had to solve in the Northwest is cheaper 
transportation to market for the products of our agriculture. In sum- 
mer we have the water system of the Lakes, but in the winter we have 
nothing to rely upon but these great trunk lines just built to the Sault 
Ste. Marie. By these new lines we have in winter as well as in sum- 
mer cheaper transportation than heretofore, which enables us to send 
our products to the markets of the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. NELSON, I trust I will be allowed a little more time. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. NELSON. I want at least ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed, 
and that when he has concluded his remarks the committee will then 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. NELSON. If the members of the committee have not failed to 
understand what I have attempted to explain, then it will be seen why 
it is this matter has assumed the importance which has been given to 
it. Our traffic in the far Northwest has been compelled heretofore to 
go by way of Chicago, and of course Chicago does not like the estab- 
lishment of any system that would take it away from that city. 

Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman has reierred in his remarks to the 
Sault Ste. Marie road. Now, that railroad is connected with the Cana- 
dian Pacific. 

Mr. NELSON. 





Yes, at the Sault. 

Mr. NUTTING. Yes, it is connected with the Canadian Pacific at 
the Sault. As I understand it, that railroad is not subservient to the 
interstate-commerce law. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, it is as far as the Sault is concerned. 

Mr. NUTTING. It is not for through freight. In that regard it is 
not subservient toour laws, Tor the last two years it has been in pos- 
session of the American system. 

Mr. NELSON. That may be true, but it isa great blessing to the 
Northwest, as it enables them rapidly and cheaply to transport the 
products of agriculture to market. 

Mr. NUTTING, It is, on the contrary, in opposition to the Ameri- 
can railroad system and to the carriage of American freight by Ameri- 
can railroads, The West paid more than a million of dollars to the 
Canadian Pacific in the way of freight, and it is just that much money 
taken out of the pockets of our people. 

Mr. NELSON. That is your statement, not mine. 

Mr. NUTTING. The gentleman admits what I have said. 

Mr. NELSON. No; but you said that it was correct. 

Mr. NUTTING. I understood the gentleman to say that the state- 
ment was correct. 

Mr. NELSON. No; I said that is your statement, not mine. 

Mr. NUTTING. But the gentleman knows it is so. 

Mr. NELSON. No, I do not know anything of the sort. Itisthis 
new system which I have explained which we desire to have retained 
untrammeled. It is, of course, not in the interestof the great Ameri- 
can trunk-lines east of Chicago, and they oppose it. The Pennsylva- 
nia Central Railroad and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and the other 
great trunk-lines are anxious to have the freight of the Northwest to 
come down by way of Chicago, so that they may get the advantage of 
this traffic. But we can not get transportation as cheaply in that way 
as by the means of the new routes which I have described. Now, after 
we have obtained cheap transportation for our spring wheat and other 
cereals there is an attempt to demoralize and destroy these new lines 
and to throw us back on to the old lines. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. NELSON. I will, though my time is very limited. 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvamia. My soie purpose is to call atten- 
tion to the transportation of the commerce of the country. 

Mr. NELSON. I have cast no reflection upon the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to see the com- 
merece of our country diverted from our own lines of railroad to the 
Canadian lines. Iam in favor, on the contrary, of protecting our own 
Hines, 

Mr. NELSON. It is not diverted from them at all, but it is sent 
just where nature intended it should go, on nature’s highway. Nature, 
Mr. Chairman, made this great water system the great outlet for the 
products of the Northwestern country, and when nature in the winter 
blocks up that system we have a right, and should be permitted to ex- 
ercise it, toavail ourselves of the best and cheapest substitute—our two 
new linesof railroad. I appeal, therefore, to every friend of the masses 
of the people, I appeal to you men of New England who want protec- 
tion on all ef your products for all of your little manufacturing towns, 
to give us this little protection which we have secured for ourselves by 
reason of these new railroads. Are you not satisfied now with what 
you have gotten? Youobtained a high tariff so as to fix prices on your 
products, while with us the price of our wheat, our principal product, 
is fixed by the markets of Liverpool; and having got what you demand 
we ask you simply to give to our people the little privilege that their 
own enterprise and ingenuity have secured for them. True,we havea 
route that crosses a little corner of Canada, but in the interest of the 
American railroads must you check us off and say, ‘‘ No, you shall not 
use that line’’ even if it is much shorter and cheaper. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say 
that we donot want protection, but do not want to be compelled to pay 
tribute to them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, yes, you do; you want protection as against 
the wheat product of Canada. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, what we want is simply this: Give 
us what we have secured for ourselves by our own energy and enter- 
prise, give us all the benefits of that new transportation system and 
let us alone, and by the Eternal we will take care of all that is left of 
Manitoba and Canada west of Lake Superior. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

And in reference to this military scare. Why, what does it amount 
to? We could send out a couple of regiments of Scandinavian militia 
from Northern Minnesota to cut the bridge across the Red River of the 
North and to cut the bridge across the Winnepeg River at the Rat 
Portage, and the Dominion would be cut in two just as completely as 
you could cut a cake in two with a sharp knife. 

Mr. DAVIS. But whatis it the gentleman wants? What is it you 
ask? Do you not ask us to restrict our own roads so that you may 
have the full benefit of unrestricted service on the Canadian roads ? 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir; we do not. I have explained what we 
want. There is nothing in this railroad Canadian scare any more than 
there is in the military scare. 

Mr. DAVIS. But is it not true that our roads are restricted by the 
interstate-commerce act? 

Mr. NELSON. Now talk of this scare. What does it amount to? 
We will take care of Manitoba if you will just let us alone; all there 
is of it. We have had a good deal of discussion about the tariff on lum- 
ber here, and that question has made quite a figure in Congress. They 
said that Canada would destroy our lumber trade. Why, from the west 
end of Lake Superior almost to Puget Sound there is scarcely any mer- 
chantable pine lumber. ‘The most of the pine used in the province of 
Manitoba itself comes from Minnesota, and to-day were it not for the 
customs barrier and if the railroad system were perfect as contem- 
plated, all the trade of Manitoba would come to the cities of St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, and build up two of the grandest cities—without 
rival absolutely—on this continent. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS. Before the gentleman from Minnesota takes his seat 
I wish to ask him a question. JI would inquire of the gentleman from 
Minnesota whether he does not ask that these railroads shall be ex- 
empted from the operation of the interstate-commerce law ? 

Mr. NELSON. I have not asked that. 

Mr. COX. You want to reduce the tariff, do you not ? 

Mr. NELSON. I want our Northwest transportation system to be 
let alone. I do not want it throttled in the interest of a few trunk 
lines or a single great city. 

Mr. DAVIS. Do you not want to exempt them from the operation 
of the law? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Let me answer the gentleman. We do not want 
any protection in the United States as far as the interstate-commerce 
law is concerned, or that these roads shall be exempted from it. All 
we ask is to be allowed to conduct our operations in our own way. 

Mr. DAVIS. But as a through line you ask that these roads, to 
which you refer, shall be exempted, and therefore given a great.advan- 
tage over all of the other roads. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Not as between any lines of roads within the 
United States. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 





























Mr. CANNON, 
[ Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question 
this time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I 
ments, 

Mr. SAYERS. 
dulged gentlemen to speak on this question and 
tirely foreign tothe bill. My friend trom Penns 
led off and started up a row, and now he wants to reply. 
mit that just as soon as I get through with the bill I 
the time the House will allow. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAYERS. A minute or two? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iamobliged to the gentleman from 
Minnesota for his explanation of this railroad system, and am glad he 
made it. I congratulate the State of Minnesota or any other State 
whose citizens enter into such enterprises. I believe in progress. 

But, sir, the point I raised, and it has not been touched upon by him, 
is that the Canadian Pacific Railroad and the Grand Trunk Railroad 
are not obliged to comply with the provisions of the interstate-com- 
merce law. In other words, they can violate it whenever they please. 


I want to know what this is all about, anyway. 


before the committee at 


want to be heard for a few mo- 
I have in- 
on other matters en- 
lvania | Mr. O’NEILI 
I will sub- 


I must insist upon action on the bill. 
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1 give him all 
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I only want a little while. 


Well, say a minute and a half. 


They can make pools, they can allow rebates, they can charge more for | 


a short haul than fora long haul. They not only carry from the Pa 
cifie coast to the Atlantic seaboard without breaking bulk, but they 
carry between points of the United States. 

Now, I know that Minnesota and the Northwest and New York on 
the seaboard can take care of Canada. The gallant men there can take 
careof Canada. I have not a Canada scare now, 
while ago I have got over it after hearing the statements made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. NELSON | and the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. FARQUHAR] [laughter]; but what I want this committee | 
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Mr. SAYERS I would like to ask the gentleman 1 Penns - 
nia e tact hat he eaks of is a Gove ‘ es s v 
‘ ne? 
Mr. BAYNE. Itis 
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yut have the ‘ 

Mi N \\ t 

Mr 1 do not | 
The u rea nea y Vel ‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN Have they made anything t t A 

M BAYNI I do not know whether they 
did « ne the ir manufacture considerable o1 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Did thev not abandon tha 

Mr. BAYNE They would not ha to stop a 

Mr. FARQUHAR Then why i they stop 

Mr. BAYNE 11 juestioning the right e | ed States 
to stop the work there; I 1 only stating the i $ it pla 
for an arsenal. 

Mr. FARQUHAITI But the main fact is th the Ll aband if. 

Mr. BAYNI The main fact is that thev never They have 
manufactured there quite as much as they ha é , L | e 
the ventleman from Texas will withdraw his point of orde1 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I can not withdraw the point of order 


Mr. COX, Will my friend trom Pennsylvania show us the aw ¢ 
tablishing this Government arsenal at Pittsburgh? 


Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know that I ean. It has been there so r 
| that I can not at this moment put my hand upon the law authorizing 
its establishment 
Mr. DALZELL. It has been there almost since the beginning of the 
Crovernment 
Mr. BAYNE. I trust the gentleman from Texas will withdraw his 
point of order I do not want to waste t upon a point of or let 


fhe point of order does not lie. I desire to be heard for fifteen minutes 


on the merits of this proposition. 


to think about is the fact that the Senate of the United States has ap- | The CHAIRMAN, The question of order must be first disposed of 
pointed a committee to examine into the purchase of these railroads in } before the merits can be discussed 
Minnesota by the Canadian Pacific and the Grand Trunk, to know and Mr. BAYNE. Willthe Chair please state what the point of order is? 
to report to Congress whether the legitimate commerce of the United | ‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY ]} has 
States is not diverted from our trunk-lines, in which we have billions | raised the point of order and will restat 
of capital invested, for the benefit of the lines in Canada. Mr. SAYERS. The point of order is th that t is no present 
Mr. NELSON. What about the agricultural interests of the great | existing operating work at Pittsburgh authorized by law t that 
Northwest ? therefore the amendment is not in order. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It does not affect that. It is not Mr. BAYNE. What authorized existing work is there at W ’ 
intended to affect that. While Mr. REAGAN (now Senator) was chair- | N. Y., which justifies an appropriation ? 
‘ man of the Committee on Commerce, and while laboring for the com Mr. SAYERS They have been making guns there for year 
= pletion of the interstate-commerce bill, which finally passed this House Mr. COX. They are making two large guns there nov 
es and became law, he always saw that in the future there would beconsid- | Mr. BAYNE. They have made guns at Pittsburgh for y« 
erable trouble growing out of this very question; and Ihopethe House, | Mr. COX. Years past. 
when we take up the bill amending the interstate-commerce law, will} Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; years past. 
perfect legislation which will bring these trunk-lines under the opera- | Mr. CANNON Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the is an 
tion of the interstate-commerce law arsenal at Pittsburgh owned by the Government ? 
Mr. BAYNE. I propose an amendment to section 4 of the bill. Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- Mr. CANNON. And the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 


quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
fourth section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to amend section 4, first clause, so as to read: 

“Sec. 4. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings 
and other structures, machinery, tovls, and fixtures for an army gun factory. 
for finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected atthe Allegheny ar- 
senal, Pittsburgh, Pa., §750,000.”’ ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the point of order upon that amend- 
ment, upon the ground that it proposes to erect an entirely new estab- 
lishment where none now exists. 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg the gentleman’s ‘pardon. There isan arsenal 
there, and a better one by far than that which you have at Watervliet. 

Mr. SAYERS. From the gentleman’s statement that there is one 


The gentleman will state it. 
Is the committee now considering the first or the 


It is considering the fourth, and the Clerk will 


in existence at Pittsburgh at the present time, I will withdraw the | 


point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of order? 
I say that there is an arsenal at Pittsburgh; that they have a factory 
there and many implements which are used in the manufacture o! 
guns. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is that a Government factory? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a Government factory, worth twenty times as 
much as the factory at Watervliet. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it not a disused factory? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
3AYNE] mean to say that the factory at Pittsburgh is twenty times 
greater in equipment? ; 

Mr. BAYNE. I mean that the value of the property is twenty times 
what it is in New York. , 


| sure they were satisfied that it presented advantages infinitely 


| the largest guns that were manufacture 


eee 


svivania is to have this plant located at that arsenal rather than at 
Watervliet ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In 1862 the Government manu 


guns which were brought to thiscity. I wish toinquire whether those 
guns were not manufactured at the Government arsenal at Watervliet? 


ictured some large 


Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; they were. 

Mr. COX. And there has been no work done there since that 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not inspected the arsenal and shops at Pitts- 
burgh recently, but I went through them at onetime with a committee 
of the House of Representatives. If 1 remember correctly, the gentle- 





man from Georgia | Mr. Crisp] was there, the gentleman fron 
sylvania, the « Appropriations [ M1 
DALI was there, the gentleman from Maine | Mr. REED] was there. 

and I am 


Those gentlemen were all there and saw the establishment, 
} reater 


iairman of the Committee on 


and I do not thi that any 


a particle of sense would go to W 


than any that West Troy can presen 
business man having itervliet to 
locate the Government gun foundry when he could locate one at Pi 

burgh. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. SOWDEN. 


Did they not manufacture at the Pittsburg! enal 


d during the war 


Mr. BAYNE. The largest guns that we made during the war were 
made there. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has been 
through the arsenal and can testify to its capacity. I supposed that 
the committees of the House would know where these nent 


Govern! 
arsenals are, and that to furnish information upon such a subject would 
be a work of supererogation on the part of myself or any other mem- 
ber of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, before the 
Chair decides the point of order, I wish to inquire whether it is not 
rather a shadowy line of distinction which the gentleman from Texas 
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draws when he argues that we can appropriate $750,000 to erect’ new 
buildings and engage in a new work at one arsenal, while we can not 
make an appropriation for another because the manufacture of guns 
there may have ceased ? 

Mr. SAYEKS. My friend does not state the facts correctly. The 
work at Watervliet is not a new one. It bas been in operation foi 
years 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is an amendment to a 
provision of the bill reported by the committee, which bill has been 
discussed and is now before us and not subject to any point of order. 
So that you have before the committee this proposition ‘ for the erec- 
tion, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings and other 
structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an army gun factory for 
linishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Water- 
viiet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., in accordance with the recommenda- 
tion of the Gun Foundry Board of February 16, 1884, $750,000.”’ 

Now, practically this $750,000 is to be used for new operations at the 
Watervliet arsenal. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
make a suggestion in aid of what he is saying? It is expressly pro- 
vided in the bill that not more than a certain amount shall be used 
‘‘for the erection of two sets of officers’ quarters’’—evidently new 
buildings. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes. The gentleman hasan- 
ticipated a suggestion which I was about to make, that the provisions 
of the bill show that this is a new work, and that practically we are 
going into a new operation at Watervliet, at a cost of three-quarters of 
2% million of dollars, ior the purpose of manufacturing heavy ordnance. 

Now, Lam not opposing that proposition at all; but it seems to me that 
we may be driven into a very narrow corner upon the point of order, 
if it shall be held that we can only go into new operations of this 
character at some place which, by some sort of fortunate accident, has 
had the manufacture of guns continued; and I do not like the idea 
that the American Congress is to be limited in its selection of a proper 
place for this work to some place or places where there happens to have 
been a continuance ot this kind of work, 

t seems to me that the third clause of Rule X.XI1 does not fairly 
apply: 





No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be in 
order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. 

I do not think this comes under the head of an appropriation for a 
public work already in progress. There is no public work in progress 
at Watervliet, and no public work, in the sense in which I think the 
phrase is used here, is contemplated. Does it, then, come under the 
term ‘‘objects,’’ as used in the clause, ‘‘for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress?’? What is the object of this appro- 
priation? Itisnot merely to erect works at Watervliet; that issimply 
the mode of accomplishing some other object. 

This is not like erecting a public building in which to hold a court. 
Itis the creation of a tool with which to carry on a different business 
altogether—the business ef manufacturing heavy ordnance. That is 
the object of this appropriation; and that object, in a certain sense, 
has been in existence ever since we established an armory. I think 
the fair construction is that the Government of the United States has 
the power to erect new buildings to carry on these operations any where 
in America; that this is precisely analogous to the establishment of a 
fortification or the location of an encampment or a drill-ground for its 
Army. 

I confess that the view of this provision adopted by my friend from 
Texas appears to me anarrow one. Iam not particularly interested in 
either the Allegheny arsenal or the Watervliet arsenal. If it be in 
order hereafter to insert a new place I say very frankly I wish tostrike 
out both Watervliet and Allegheny and put in Lexington, Ky.; for 
since I have heard the discussion which has gone on here I think we 
ought to put this arsenal at some entirely safe place. Weare such a 
defenseless country, our shores are so entirely destitute of any means 
of defense, we are so much at the merey of any foreign power that in 
thinking of this question it has struck me that Lexington would be an 
excellent place at which to make these guns. It is on the other side 
of the Allegheny Mountains; it is on this side of the Rocky Mountains. 
It is about the center of population. It has a stream too small for 
anything but a dug-out to navigate. It is an entirely safe place. 

A MemBeER. What State is it in? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. A gentleman asks me what 
State itisin. That question evidently comes from a gentleman en- 
tirely free from any taste for good whisky. [Laughter.] Any gentle- 
man having the borkomie to enjoy a good drink of whisky would not 
ask where Lexington is. It is in a State ‘“‘flowing with milk and 
honey;’’ and for any gentleman who will come and see the foundation 
of this arsenal laid there will be added to these a little ‘‘Old Bourbon.”’ 

A MEMBER. And peach brandy? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, we do not have peach 
brandy; that comes from the mountain country represented by my 
friend from North Carolina. 
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Itseems tome we ought not to cut off Lexington from her chance of hav- 
ing this arsenal, for if located there it will be ina place absolutely safe, 
where it can not be shelled by the guns of a war vessel from Venezuela 
or be subjected to danger of attack on the part of any of these countries 
which, according to the remarks of gentlemen on this floor, may at any 
time levy tribute upon our seaboard cities, put our institutions in dan- 
ger, and render the civilization of America a thing of the past. [Laugh- 
ter.] Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I hope you will not cut off the possi- 
bility of locating this arsenal in a pertectly safe part of the country by 
sustaining the point of order raised by my friend trom Texas, 

Seriously, Mr.Chairman,a work of this magnitude ought to be founded 
with a view to the future. Neither Pittsburgh nor Watervliet is rightly 
located; to each are grave if not insuperable objections. Kentucky is 
about the center of population; her mountains are full of iron, coal, 
and timber; and all the material needed for heavy ordnance can be 
obtained there in exhaustless quantities and within extremely short 
distances. Lexington is now a railroad center; there the three South- 
ernsystems—the Cincinnati Southern, the Louisville and Nashville, 
and the Huntington systems—meet; and new railroads are in prog- 
ress of construction. It has a population of perhaps 25,000, situated 
in the finest agricultural country in the world, equal to that of any 
city of equal size in the country. 

Franktort, on the Kentucky River, which will soon be locked and 
dammed from its source, in the very center of unsurpassed mineral 
wealth, Louisville, on the Ohio, really are more advantageously located 
for these works, so far as the future is concerned, than is that of Pitts- 
burgh or Watervliet. The constant neglect of that splendid empire 
west of Pennsylvania and watered by the Mississippi and its tributaries, 
when the expenditure of the revenues is made, must soon come to an 
end, This committee will not to-day heed these observations and will 
treat them as lightly made. Putit will not be many years when such 
utterances will command attention and be followed by substantial re- 
sults. 

I will not on this question of order detain the committee with any 
remarks on the main question, the wisdom of inaugurating large ex- 
penditures on seacoast fortifications and heavy ordnance. Newandad- 
ditional fortifications necessitate an increased standing army, and the 
rivalry of seacoast and lake and gulf cities will cause first contention 
and then combination as to expenditures; and under the certain com- 
bination the fortification appropriation bill will largely exceed the 
annual river and harbor bill. 

And as the fortifications and Army increase, we will be compelled 
to construct more ordnance, manufacture more guns, erect new quar- 
ters, enlarge our military stores, and in numerous ways add to our 
annual expenditures. Greater power will grow in the hands of the 
Executive. Larger income will be needed, taxation must be increased; 
that increase will be in the interest of the strong and united. For 
one I do not see my way clear to start in that direction, and the pre- 
tense of danger from abroad is to me only a pretense. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, with respect to the point of order, 
it appears to me that the appropriation now under discussion is in order 
under the third clause of Rule X XI, which simply prohibits in any 
appropriation bill ‘‘ any expenditure not previously authorized by law, 
unless in continuation of appropriation for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress.’’ 

So far as regards myself and the district which I have the honor to 
represent, it is a matter of very little concern whether the point of 
order is sustained or not. We have no desire to have this work con- 
tinued at the Watervliet arsenal if the Congress of the United States 
does not wish it. This matter has been under consideration for some 
years. Under an act of Congress of March 3, 1833, a board of Army 
and Navy officers was appointed— 

For the purpose of examining and reporting to Congress which of the navy- 
yards or arsenals owned by the Government has the best location and is best 
adapted for the establishment of a Government foundry, or what other method, 
if any, should be adopted for the manufacture of heavy ordnance adapted to 
modern warfare, for the use of the Army and Navy of the United States; the 
cost of all buildings, tools, and implements necessary to be used in the manu- 
facture thereof, including the cost of a steam-hammer or apparatus of sufficient 
size for the manufacture of the heaviest guns. 

This board, which was called the Gun Foundry Board, visited all the 
gun foundries of Europe as well as all the arsenals in the United States. 
It visited Pittsburgh, Watervliet, Frankford, and Rock Island. I have 
here the report of that board showing that on the 31st of May, 1883, 
it held a meeting at Pittsburgh, Pa. As a result of its investigation 
this board recommended the establishment of two gun factories under 
the control of the Government, and selected the Watervliet arsenal, 
West Troy, N. Y., as the location of the gun factory for the Army, and 
the Washington navy-yard as the place for the gun factory for the Navy. 
Among the arsenals which were considered by the board with reference 
to their suitability for this work were the Allegheny arsenal, the Frank- 
ford arsenal, and the Watervliet arsenal. The Allegheny arsenal hav- 
ing been dropped by the board as not well suited for the purpose, the ° 
question as finally presented was between the Watervliet arsenal and 
the Frankford arsenal. 

Last year the War Department anticipated legislation on this mat- 
ter and determined to settle the question. It appointed a board con- 





























i" 
‘ - TONG T >" ‘7 7 YT ry ~ = - a 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. iQUD ‘ 
( i 1¢ 
1 office 
i 
\ : 
t wa I % 
t t \ 
| ‘ I ip i 
) ) i t iq 
Ort « i ! \ t 
the k can go ; j 
( rt tenti { ) ‘ a 
dispos n. i 
It ns to N ( l ‘ 
from Penns 1 to ) i t ing 
this legislation \ I } } i gy to « 
with it. So far as I t I i 
ment of this ar i r the ve »{ 
without interfere om i a 
some i was ] it 4 
but I didn iit » ao i ‘ mn 3 ) 
determined on t ute ul « ! 4 
tio ind far as pe i ‘ it I ‘ 
finence th oO é ‘ i< ed ( 
py Mu ely j ) l i ) 
is cde sign l, 
Mr. ADAMS. ‘1 . l ass ( l 
words under the rule as to the } I hey 
nda tin t ‘ l the work provided I 
tion 4. These words “‘ finishing and assembling,’’ Mr. Cha 
technical words. They do not apply to any old-fashioned ordnan : 
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Mr. DOCKERY. move to amend the bill by striking out,in the ; Fy 
fonrth line of section 4, the words ‘‘ Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, ‘ 
N. Y.,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ for the estab 
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Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order. ~ Mr. HOOKER. | In wl 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the point of order ' LYNE. In Ma 












Mr. SAYERS. Very well, let us have the decision of the Chai 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 1 
Pennsylvania to section 4 of this bill simply strikes out the w \ nd | 
o ** Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.,’’ as designated in accorda } 
2 with the recommendation of the Gun Foundry Board, and inserts t 
i words which the Clerk will read. 
3 The Clerk read as follows: 
Allegheny arsenal, Pittsburgh, Pa. , 
The CHAIRMAN, This arsenal at Allegheny being one of the es- 
tablished arsenals of the United States, and it seems to be con “dl by 
the statement of the gentleman from New York, the Chair is of the 
opinion the question as to whether the work should be continued at 
Watervliet or transferred to Pittsburgh is one for the committee and 1 
for the Chair to determine. It is not within the province of the ( t é 


to suppress the amendment as being out of order. The Chair will, t at 
therefore, entertain the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsy]- pe ( i 
vania, and overrules the point of order. t 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask now, Mr. Chairman, to be heard for fift 
minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the debate be limited | t« for 
to fifteen minutes on each side, thirty minutes in all. nd 

Mr. BAYNE. My colleague [Mr. DALZELL] wants to be heard for r it 
five minutes. 





Mr. SAYERS. I do not propose to take any part in this discussion | in facilities for lab 
3 as to the question whether the appropriation shall be made for Water- | health. Of these require 

3 viiet or Pittsburgh. nt than others, an Am yng 
Mr. COX. Or Liberty, Mo. [Laughter.] strike the most 
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of gun factory to establishments for manufacturing forgings, and the 
item of transportation to and from your national gun factory is of equal 
importance. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Not now. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Just one question. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, not now. 

Another question which rises to importance is the facility for shipping 
and transporting guns to required points. 

That is another matter of great importance. 
of skilled labor. 
tile operations. 

Now, Lundertake tosay that if this committee will judge these places 
on these characteristics that there is not a gentleman on this floor who 
will not cast his vote for the Allegheny arsenal, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Notnow. Later I will give you an opportunity. 

With reference to the facilities for shipping and transporting guns to 
the required points, there are at Pittsburgh four trunk-railway lines, 
and the competition between them will protect the Government against 
unjust charges. There is water transportation that is equal to any de- 
mands that may be made upon them. At Watervliet arsenal, New 


Anotheris the presence 
Another, and a primary one, is the safety from hos- 


York, there is butone railroad line, which would have a monopoly of the | 


business and could charge the Government whatever it saw fit to charge 
for the transportation of guns to and from that place. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It can go there by water or by rail. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
would be competition; but first let me speak as to the fitness and prox- 
imity of a gun factory to a factory that manufactures forgings. Forg- 
ings are made at Pittsburgh, and you will have to take forgings to 
Watervliet arsenal, at West Troy, N. Y., to manufacture guns. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. We will take care of that. 

Mr. BAYNE. Of course you will take care of that when the Gov- 
ernment is to pay for it, but if you were an individual you would not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In my own time I will answer that. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is all right. 


There is a water way to Watervliet, and there there | 
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The forgings are made at Pittsburgh, and they can be transported from | 


the mills into the arsenal at an insignificant cost, the waste material 
can be returned to the mills and used over again, and the Government 
can economize in every way. As to the labor, there is no place in the 
United States where there are so many skilled artisans concentrated as 
at Pittsburgh. It represents almost every phase of skilled industry. 
It represents men specially skilled in the manufacture of steel and iron 
and all their products. Itis therefore the place with reference to labor, 
one of those things which the commission say should be a controlling 
matter in deciding upon the locality. 

As to safety from hostile operations, Pittsburgh is surrounded by 
mountains. Whenever a hostile force reaches Pittsburgh it will have 
taken the whole country; and when it has taken Pittsburgh it will 
have taken the best part of the United States. [Laughter.] Now, 
with reference to the security of Watervliet arsenal, at West Troy, N. 
Y., which is the place indicated in this bill, this commission says: 

Frankford arsenal is not now safe from hostile fleets,or even from a single 
powerful armored raiding vessel; but it could be so defended by fortification, 
torpedoes, and the Navy as to make it practically safe. 

In case of war with Great Britain, Watervliet is on the probable line of hostile 
operations and would be in greater danger of capture by a land force than the 
arsenal at Philadelphia, 

A proper system of national defense would so protect these arsenals as to 
render either a sufficiently safe location for a large gun factory. 

In other words, according to the report of the commission, if you lo- 
cate it at either Frankford, Philadelphia, or Watervliet, West Troy, 
N. Y., the first thing to do will be to manufacture guns and surround 
the national factory with them in order to protect it from hostile in- 
vasion. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
or the south. 

Mr. BAYNE. This is the report of the Army officers, who probably 
have as much skill as my able friend from New York. Ido not know 
how much of a general he was during the war, but these gentlemen 
say it will be in the line of hostile operations. It is only about 200 
miles across to the Canadian line and it is open country, and there is 
nothing to prevent anybody or any hostile force going there, and, as was 
suggested to me by a gentleman on the other side when looking at the 
map, Napoleon or Phil. Sheridan with any force could have gone 
down there in a very short time and destroyed the national foundry 
and leave the Government without that which it wants in time of war. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I think Pittsburgh was not a very safe place 
when it was held by a mob for days only a few years ago. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, what about this ground at 
Watervliet. They have got 109 acres there, and the water annually 
passes over it. One half of it is subject topercnnial overflows of water, 
and the other half of it is on asomewhat elevated site which is not in 
danger of an overflow of water, but upon which the shops would have 
to be constructed if they were placed in the best position for security. 
The shops, however, are constructed upon this lower portion of the 
ground which is subject to perennial overflows of water. 

This board, Mr. Chairman, after having gone all the way throttgh 


No enemy will ever reach Troy from either the north 
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and compared in detail the advantages and disadvantages of Frank- 
ford at Philadelphia and Watervliet at West Troy, créditing one with 
the advantage in one respect and the other with the advantage in another 
respect, winds up by this suggestion: 

The board is of the opinion that Watervliet arsenal is better adapted than 
Frankford for the concentration and installation of the present gun plant of the 
Department and for the establishment of a fully equipped gun factory. 

But the facts which the board cites and the argument which the 
board makes are against Watervliet as a proper location for a national 
gun foundry. It is open to a foreign enemy; it would require special 
protection; it has not got skilled labor; it has not got materials; and 
as to fuel, the fuel would have to be taken there and would cost more 
than twice as much—I would be quite safe in saying three times as 
much—as fuel would cost at Pittsburgh. I do not know at what price 
per ton coke sells at West Troy, N. Y., but I do know that it sells in 
Pittsburgh at $1.25 a ton, and, as my colleague [Mr. DALZELL] sug- 
gests, it is now down to$laton. I venture tosay, on the other hand, 
that coke will cost at Watervliet $3 a ton, although I do not profess to 
have exact knowledge on that point, and certainly coal or any other 
fuel that may be used will cost a proportionately high price. 

Now, if this Government did business on business principles and ac- 
cording to business methods, would it overlook a place like the Alle- 
gheny arsenal at Pittsburgh, where there is the labor, where there are 
in close proximity all the requirements for the construction of ordnance, 
where there is transportation, where there is cheap fuel, where every 
advantage and facility exists—would the Government, I ask, overlook 
a place like that, and prefer to it a place like West Troy, N. Y., which 
is open to all the objections that are urged against it even by this very 
commission which reported in favor of it under the compulsion of the 
orders which were given? For, mark you, gentlemen, the duty. as- 
signed to this commission wasnot to give their judgment as to whether 
or not either of these places should be chosen at all for such a purpose. 
That was not the inquiry. The business assigned to the commission 
was to say which one of these two places was the better, and they said 
that Watervliet at West Troy was rather the better of the two. Ifthe 
commission had had that enlarged liberty of action which it should 
have had, if it had been permitted to go to Pittsburgh, to Cincinnati, 
to Bethlehem, to the point in Missouri that has been named, and to 
various other points in the country, and had had an opportunity to ex- 
amine fully the facilities and advantages of each place, it is very cer- 
tain that it never would have chosen Watervliet as the location for a 
national gun factory, because that place has not got a single requisite 
for the purpose. Everything has to be taken there. The machinery 
has got to be taken there; the fuel has got to be taken there; the labor 
has got to be taken there; everything has got to be taken there. At 
Pittsburgh, on the contrary, you find everything concentrated right at 
hand for use in your gun factory. And, as I said a little while ago, 
if the question were leit to a business man it could be decided only in 
one way. I would not fear to leave the decision to any business man in 
this House, to any man without prejudice in favor of either locality. 
I do not think there is a single member of this body who, if it were 
left to his unbiased decision, would not locate this gun factory at Pitts- 
burgh rather than at West Troy. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR was recognized. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, there are thirty 
minutes allowed on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] is 
on the side of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to divide the time 
equally between both sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. We do not want any misunderstanding about this 
matter of time. How much time has the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. BAYNE] occupied? 

The CHAIRMAN, Twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR] expect to take? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. About ten minutes; I can not tell exactly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state for the information of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania | Mr. BAYNE] that there are other persons who de- 
sire to speak in behalf of their special localities. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; but weare to have thirty minutes in favor of the 
location for this arsenal at Pittsburgh. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was that your understanding ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, yes; that was my understanding. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. BAYNE. And I propose to yield the remaining ten minutes to 
my colleague [Mr. DALZELL], who represents the Pittsburgh district. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] desire? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 1 presume that that matter rests with the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. I think I can get through in seven 
or eight minutes. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania called attention to the proceed 
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ings of a board which met at Watertown arsenal, Massachusetts, on 
the 29th of March, 1887, under instructions to proceed to Frankford 
arsenal, and also to Watervliet, and make a selection between the two 


He also called attention to the various features which were to be con- 

















sidered by this board—some fourteen in numl I now send to the 
Clerk’s desk l ask to have read what the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] took very good care should not be read to t 

House—that is, the findings of this same board. I am not questioning 
the ability of the members of this board. They were Colonel Flagler, 
Colonel Mordecai, Colonel Parker, and Captain Birnie. But I want to 
gay, in plain, blunt language, that not one assertion made by the g 

tleman from Pennsylvania had a particle of influence or eflect, or even 
had any consideration, with any Army oflicer who has ever considered 


this question 

Now, we are left to the wisdom of the friends of this Allegheny ar- 
senal to tell us something later than the report of this board of offi 
cers, who made full examination of this subject. 

I have no time to enter into details as to the location of the Water- 
vliet arsenal, or its facilities for this classof work. Iam satisfied that 
Army officers who have grown gray in the service know more about 
the requirements for an arsenal than does the gentleman from Penn 
sylvamia, or any one from that end of his State 
" I now desire to have read the paragraph which closes the finding of 
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this board—a recommendation on which I be 
take action. 

The Clerk read as follows 

After careful cor leration of ail the po 
all matters except the following there is 
arsenals over the other. Watervliet prov f 
Frankford does not. Firing facilities can be obtained at Watervliet, but not at 
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les excellent foundations, whereas 













Frankford. The for ri better facilities for labor, and its water conne o 
with the northern frontier is of importance; but its greatand important ad 
vantages over Frankford are that the immediate concentration of the Depart 
ment gun plant can be there effected more cheaply, that it has larger and bet 
ter buildings and more ground for immediate expansion, and that unoccupied 
adjacent lands furnish the possibility of extension in the distant future into s 


great an establishment as the fut : wants of the country may demand, 

W hat these future wants may he is y the magnitude of the arma 
ments that will be required as stated in the report of tl tun Foundry B 
1884; the report of the House Cx i 


iltee on Ordnance, first session Forty-ninth 
Congress, 1586; the report of the 





a uted 








Board on Fortifications, 1886, and the fact that 
history shows that these armaments will change and require renewal 
The board is of the opinion that Watervliet arsenal is I I lapted than 
Frankford for the concentration and installation 
Department, and for the establishment of a full) 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, following the recommen- 
dations of this board, the Government has already transferred from 
other arsenals all the machinery and appliances suited to the estab! ish- 
ment of a gun foundry for the Army. Everything at the Allegheny 








fthe present gun } 


equipped gun factory. 





arsenal which could be of utility in this regard, all the machinery of 
the South Boston Iron Works, all the necessary appliances at other 
points were, alter the making of this report, transferred under the di- 
rections of the Secretary of War to Watervliet, so that to-day, accord 
ing to the officia] report of the ordnance officer, there is at Watervliet 
N. Y., the most perfectly equipped gun foundry to be found in the 
United States. 

At this time, when we are discussing the merits of Allegheny, Pa 
Liberty, Mo., and Lexington, Ky., it may be appropriate to read the 
following from the last report of the Chief of Ordnauce. 

The report of the board having been approved by the Secretary of War ps 
were at once taken to prepare the shops at the Watervliet arsenal for the conten 
plated work, and the necessary instructions were issued to the v 
for the shipment to Watervliet of the machinery designated by the boar 
work has now progressed so far that it is confidently expected that the sl 
will be in working operation by the middle of November. The Department 
willthen begin the work of manufacturing one 10-inch 
inch B. L. steel gun id twenty-five 3.2-inch B. L 

In the annual estimates forthe next fiseal year I} 
priation to supply some necessary adjunctstothe pliant bh 
































senal, such as railway-‘rack facilities within the groun itable bridg 
the canal, additio water-power facilities, a loading-crane, ete. T d 
tions will complete the present plant and enable the Departmenttom 





guns in limited quantity and experimental or type guns of large size, proba ly 
up to 12 inches caliber. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that after this board of officers, consisting 
of men specially chosen for the purpose, have selected Watervliet ar- 
senal as the proper location for this gun foundry, after the Government 
has expended tens of thousands of dollars in transferring the material 
and machinery from other points to this arsenal, it is certainly stran: 
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fan unsubstantiated assertion—and there have been many such—by 
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania should have any influence in deter- 
mining the judgment of this House in opposition to the finding of this 
board, The Committee on Appropriations has very properly reported 
in favor of this location at Watervliet; and I submit that it is now i 
possible for this House to reopen this question and propose another lo 


cation unless upon the judgment of a board similar to that which has 
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already examined this subject and made its official report. 


I reserve what time I may have remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, on the 16th of February. 1884. the 
board of officers known as the Gun Foundry Board made to the Presi- 
dent of the United States a report in which they answered specifically 
certain interrogatories which had been propounded. The first inter- 
rogatory was: | 
Which of the navy-yards or arsenals owned by the Government is the best | 
location and is best adapted for the establishment of a Government foundry ? 


rae 
= 
— 
> 
a, 
~~ 
re 
~~ 
ae 
St 
pL 
- ~ 
eo 
a 
F 
“ 
b. 
— 
ow 
rw 
— 
or 
co 
an 
: 
poral 


HOUSE. tes 





I ) was 1 
I ‘ 
I 
‘ { ‘ 
\ x i 1 \ 
~ t I 
in vt «¢ a r 
( . \ 
es ledt 
| 
I 
| 1 } t } 
I i t l 
} 
ne ¢ ve ] i, 5 i 
c y ite i l ( t er] 4 it ‘ ‘ 
€ S to sh and ) t n t r é I 
s per ea bat il i es t { er p 
€ the } { 1, tthe g ‘ ry dep 
u vo things: it depe 1 situ to possil 
of « ea i po 1 3 « ul dep dus 
‘ 
chal . ot the } , li ih t ( i ido 
)D ] t ro into det ‘ i ! has ¢ +} > 1 
i 
uation Las to indu ‘ i ver t tion 
is no piace the American e& 
ect tht ( of sb 
\ ! Y 
\ CON I y uid < » as } 
‘ t Gro rom eve I ica s 
i ra in tory 
yA T I I 
I \] LI | i i a 
? 
) care wh er he ha 
at 
i LUN It yo ) I t La 
t 
i J 4 F i aling t ’ H 
ul} inerits ( 1 t ) 
G t board or of ; Arm ( 
Go I et, ell 
t ! l < 1 } ‘ 
) ELI i I Ler ‘ ynest uD 
né I i i ort < l 
Oo ‘ 
A Lilli i i i A 
ao n 10 how, ana uu do < 1 
( erns s l Pit ) 
’ 
I l upon all s ‘ easte 
Pitt 1 intervene the rhan \lo n ‘ 
to accessibilit - lated at the he I i 1 ( 
ut { ¢ tire Mi ] i § ( V \ i t 
li I g e We t 1 : : I 
. . . 
} 1 i ' 
I 
) Lt Gre La ~ m1 ha t 
terial o f 3 tr ‘ cter ‘ 
a | ) mose t l to t 
t ract 
ra 
I eco of nu fic t oe 4 
’ board c01 
t visited Piti nda t lat 
) ( thir Knowl x the cit ts 
~ t em wit j r ( 
( i Mank¢ 1b pos I » 1] cl i 
t 
t 1 ot In v 
i I r the tin of ft ( } i I t 
‘ ju em it of l + + 
| { (a tl i j mn 
I t ! iV Oo I ri t 
(\ ly \ i 
Wi . Mr. ¢ n, t ‘ 
x + 7 + 
. ‘ 
rir } ’ ‘ 
to it a j ) t e 
l st unc « lO 
( La test | | I up to tt ) 
( MI am ( ) t 
t th bet! L'a 
j ] ost e | e int ( 
would i proxi tot ( 
} + } ‘ 
Vil€ pel I y I i 
eg 
A t f | 
] ; y + 
i ¢ li ] i ( 
i i ma tur supp ol ! | 
in ru t reg a p i i ) t 
} } } 1 
the esta t I i I LOTS 
+ ? ) 
factu » 3 l nost « rable o ] ] 
T 
n respect to sa I i Cc 0 i 3 
} le] +f ‘ } y 
climate d health, South Le ehem is u1 ¢ 
It is »>m 3 due orth trom Pb é ? é 
west f it t of N Yor It ] ed t ( oO 
: } 
great iron and coal region of Pennsy J em 
Company’s works are located at this point, where there is in 











a et hg 






2 we TE Eee a em RRR RTE em ee Re Ne enenenemaacto — 


enn ee 








the world for the manufacture of steel forgings for the production of 
guns. 

‘This establishment has a contract with the United States now for 
the supply of nearly $5,000,000 worth of steel forgings and steel armor, 
and it would largely save in the transportation of this steel metal ifthe 
Government should provide for the erection of a national foundry for 
the manufacture of guns at South Bethlehem. 

Watervliet, Pittsburgh, and Liberty are simply incomparable with 
South Bethlehem in their facilities for the manufacture of guns, and I 
hope therefore that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COX. I wish to occupy only one minute in calling attention 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], 
who seems to think very lightiy of the recommendation of the officers 
selected for the purpose of reporting upon this sabject. 
the Gun Foundry Board was published in 1884. 
of the minutes of that board: 

Gun Founpry Boarp, 1727 PINE sTREET, 
Philadelphia, Pa., Wednesday, November 21, 1383. 
® a Bd a ” * * 
The board then proceeded to consider the selection of two sites to be recom- 


The report of 


course of construction one of the most extensive and costly plants in 
I read from a part 


mended for Government gun factories, and decided upon the Watervliet arse- | ] 


nal, West Troy, N. Y., forthe purposes of the Army,and the Washington navy- 
yard, D. C., for the purposes of the Navy. 


I submit that this ought to be conclusive with gentlemen who de- | 
sire fair, just, and intelligent legislation. 

I know gentlemen on this side as well as on the other side of the 
House have offered amendments here in an amusing way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to say to the gentle- | 
man from New York that his remark does not apply to the amendment 
providing for the establishment of an arsenal at Lexington, Ky. 

Mr. COX. Perhaps it may not apply to Lexington, but when the 
gentleman from Kentucky offered his amendment, and when the gen- 
tleman from Missouri offered his in favor of Liberty, and when theamend- 
ment was offered to replace the arsenal at Watervliet by one in Penn- | 
sylvania, it was all done in a sort of amusing way, but whether it was | 
or not I wish to say that I stand by New York because the board to | 
whom this matter was intrusted for investigation, composed of Army 
officers, has designated unmistakably the proper place for the establish- | 
ment of this gun factory is Watervliet, N. Y. [Laughter and ap- | 
plause. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I invite the attention of the com- 
mittee to the amendment I have submitted providing for the establish- 
ment of the Army gun factory at Liberty, Clay County, Missouri, on 
the site of the old Liberty arsenal. The Government of the United 
States, prior to 1861, authorized and established an arsenal at Liberty, 
Mo., which continued in operation until the commencement of the civil 
war, since which time it has falleninto a condition of ‘‘innocuous desue- 
tude,’’ I imagine something similar to the condition of the arsenal at 
Pittsburgh. [Laughter.] In view of the fact, however, that this bill pro- 
vides an appropriation ‘‘for the erection, purchase, or manufacture of | 
the necessary buildings and other structures, machinery, tools, and 
fixtures for an Army gun factory for finishing and assembling heavy ord- 
nance,’’ virtually authorizing a new arsenal, I can see no good reason 
why such gun factory should not be located at Liberty. Itisan eligi- 
ble point, located midway between the oceans, about 1,300 miles from 
the Atlantic sea board, and of course perfectly safe from attack. 
[Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. No gun boat could get up to reach it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course not, as it is about 3 miles from any 
navigable stream. The old arsenal was located a little more than 1 
mile from the ‘‘ square.’’ 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Was it on the “‘ level?’’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, but ona considerable elevation, commanding 
a splendid view of the surrounding country for 20 milesor more. Mr. 
Chairman, Liberty is the capital city of Clay County, and has a popu- 
lation perhapsin excess of 3,000. Its people are enterprising, progress- 
ive, moral, and patriotic, while its facilities for transportation are 
very superior, as three trunk-lines of rail way pass through her corporate 
limits. 

I may also add, by way of further inducement, that Clay County is 
the banner Democratic county of my Congressional district, usually 
rolling up about 3,000 majority for the ‘‘ whole ticket.’? [Laughter. ] 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the Missouri River washes the southern bor- 
der of the county, and the magnificent city of Kansas is only 15 miles 
from its capital city. Liberty, in fact, is but a suburb of Kansas City. 
All the advantages that Kansas City has by reason of her sixteen lines 
of trunk railways, by reason of 4,000 miles of cable railways, and every 
other advantage incident to this great and growing city, Liberty pos- 
sesses by virtue of her proximity. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amend- 
ment I have offered will receive the approval of the House. 

A MeEMBER. Will the gentleman find it necessary during the con- 
straction of the work to employ Pinkerton detectives? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; in that respect the city of Pittsburgh 
will have the advantage. 

Mr, KILGORE. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouria ques- 
tion. . 
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Mr. DOCKERY. 
maining. 

Mr. KILGORE. Can youbeat your man without getting this appro- 
priation ? [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘To be entirely candid, I must say that I incline 
to the opinion that I can. [Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield now to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, if aforeign war shall come upon this 
country it will come like a stroke of lightning from whence, or strik- 
ing nowhere, we can not now form even an idea, much less a reasonable 
It is just as likely to come 
against our Southern as against our Northern border; againstour West- 
ern as against our Eastern shores. Therefore, independent of every 
consideration of safety in the location of a public work like this, it 
seems to me exceedingly important that such an establishment should 
be located at a place from which easy access may be had in every direc- 
tion, not only for the manufactured articles to be produced therein, 
but for a like ingress of the materials of which they are to be com- 
posed. 

Mr. SOWDEN. And Bethlehem is just the place. 
Mr. BURNES. I love the name you give, but it is one signifying 
peace and mercy rather than tumult or guns of war. 

At Pittsburgh you have everything in the way of communication and 
transportation that can be demanded. If you wish to go southward 


Very well; be quick, I have but a moment re- 


| to the Gulf coast, to the city of New Orleans, a place where Americans 


once made a memorable and victorious stand, you can go by a half dozen 
different lines of railway and by a continuous line of navigable water 
way. If you wish to go to the great Northwest a dozen lines of rail- 
road, the greatest and most powerful in the country, are at your com- 
mand. If you should wish to enter Canada in the far West, the Ohio 
and Missouri Rivers—through without change—are ever-ready servants 
of your transportation. ‘The Upper Mississippi too is alike ready to 
carry your guns to the northward if your lines of railway should be 
destroyed, as might be the case. Iam speaking with reference to a 
proper location of the proposed works. I look at it alone as a business 
proposition, in connection with which you propose to spend vast sums 
of the public money. Ido not favor the expenditure. Iam for private 
enterprise—free competition and open doors for American genius and 
free American labor. Sir, the great center of population in this coun- 


| try has been too long ignored and defied, not only in national works of 


industry, but in general appropriations, and as well in general legis- 
lation and governing policies, 
Sir, the center of population will soon be in the very district now so 


| ably represented by my colleague [Mr. DocKERY] or in that repre- 


sented by myself. It is not pow upon this border, upon this eastern 
fringe of the Republic. But up and down this eastern coast, and 
mainly up, the power of government, the power of appropriation, the 
power of legislation, the power of politics, the power of finance, and 
the power in almost everything of a national character, except that of 
honest toil on the farm or in the shops, have been too long held with 
an iron grip, to the detriment of the great and growing power of the 
masses, which will some day assert itself, and the great central heart 
will refuse to permit itself to be used at will by the extremities, whose 
unreasonable greed is insatiate. That great heart will, sooner than 
you think, demand equality, demand perhaps the permanent seat of 
government. Then power of legislation and government, the fair play 
which, sooner or later, every American will have, will be found where 
the power of the people is, and that is certainly west of the Alleghany 
Mountains. 

Mr. Chairman, a word as to Watervliet. Will you transport your 
raw material for great public works, national works, works for the 
public defense, to Watervliet, located, they tell us, on a single line ot 
railroad, up the Hudson River, beyond Albany, near the Canadian 
border, or [ might say too near to it for safety? Will you thus se- 
quester the enterprise, away off in an obscure village, over mountains 
and rivers, and transport everything for hundreds of miles to and from 
it? Or will you establish your works at the point where God placed 
the material right at your door ready for the skilled hands and sturdy 
brain of trained and veteran workmen? Will you accept the wisdom 
of the great Creator and take this raw material where it lies in the 
bowels of the earth, and there, by the light and heat of His gas, man- 
ufacture it into what you want or have some poor fears you may want; or 
will you by adopting Watervliet take all this material over the mount- 
ains and up a single line of railway to an obscure and unnatural place 
of manufacture merely to be transported back in its manufactured 
form ? 

But it issaid the military authorities have recommended Watervliet. 
Shall the American Congress, because a few military gentlemen who, 
by some inscrutable dispensation of Divine Providence, find themselves 
housed in the city of Washington in convenient and comfortable places 
rather than upon the broad fields of the whole country where their 
services may be of some possible use, have said that the little town of 
West Troy was a proper place, abandon its judgment, its business sense, 
and ignore all the deposits and works of nature and of men ? 
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Mr. Chairman, tl mendment proj s Pittsburch as the ace for 
tI works i p sed to m Ss i ¢ 1 n to 
fortify. One bill proposes in the course of a few years to expend fifteen 
to twenty mil! ano r proposes fifty millions, and still another 
$126,000, 000, yy hatior? rorany public purpose ? Forany good that 
cancomeoutofit? Inthenameof justiceand fair dealing, if thismoney 
is to be expended let it be for public purposes, for the good of all and in 
a wise, economical, and business-like manner. If it is to be expended 


for a public purpose, let the public purposes be taken into considera- 
tion, and let the expenditure be dictated by common sense and by co 
mon reason, by the ec ymies of business and the economies which 
come to us by experience. Do not, I pray you, let us be actuated by 





other considerations than would prompt the action of business men in 
the ordinary affairs of life. 
Stay your gavel, Mr. Chairma 





, only a moment longer. If you are 
unwilling t Pittsburgh, then give it to 
Liberty. Liberty is all my colleague has described, and it is near the 
center of our country, on the banks of a grand old river dividing the 
Republic in two parts. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, no; not exactly. 

Mr. BURNES. Perhaps not precisely, but it is about midway be- 
tween New Orleans and the Canadian border and near the center of 
the country, on a great wa way that enables transportation in both 
directions, whilst railroads from Liberty run in every direction, ve 
much unlike Watervliet. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You have got too many of them. 

Mr. BURNES. Byno means. We want more an 
rapidly. Again I say if you do not give it to Pittsburgh, then give it 
to Liberty. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask fora vote, Mr. Chairman. 
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» locate this establishment a 








Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will be al 
lowed some tim 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven minutes yet 1 1 to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on taking fur- 


the ’ time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My understanding was that 
we outside fellows were to have twenty minutes—Watervliet twenty 
minutes, Pittsburgh twenty minutes, and we on the outside, like Mr. 
DocKERY, Mr. SOWDEN, and myself were to have the other twenty, 
but it looks like we have been chiseled out of the twenty minutes as 
well as the arsenal. [Langhter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. I cali for a vote on the amendments, unless the g 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is serious in his desir 
to speak on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERy ]} 
to strike from the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] the words ‘‘Allegheny arsenal’’ and insert 
** Liberty, Mo.’’ 

The question was put; and the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I now move to amend the amendment by striking 
ont ‘* Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y.,’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ South Bethlehem, Pa.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no arsenal at South Bethlehem, Pa 

Mr. SOWDEN. This is a new proposition. 

The amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. SOWDEN was re- 
jc ( ted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 56, 

Mr. BAYNE. I raise the point of no quorum, so as to have tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. BAYNE, of Pennsylvania, 
and Mr. Sayers, of Texas. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42 
noes 58. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is debate exhausted upon this proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a motion to strike out the pend- 
ing paragraph. 

Mr.SAYERS. What paragraph? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first paragraph of section 4. 

Mr. 5 AYERS. I submit the point of order that we have passed that 

aragrapa. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is still subject to amendment, but not for 
debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know what has been done to pre- 
vent debate on the proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN, All debate has been closed by order of the com- 
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been virtually adopted by the Senate in an amendment to the appro- 
priation bill for the support of the Army. 

I read now from the evidence of this gentleman with reference to the 
question of whether the policy of the Government should be to pur- 
chase a larger rather than a smaller amount of steel. I read from page 
90 of this report: 

Capt. C. 8. Smith, of the Ordnance Department, next appeared before the com- 
mittee, 

The CoarrmMan, What is your profession? 

Captain Suir. lam a captain in the Ordnance Department, on duty in the 
Chief of Ordnance’s office. 

The CuarRMan, Hasthe Army Department any gun factory ? 

Captain Sairu. It bas to this extent: that it has collected at one of the arse- 
nals EEE gun plant and begun work there. That is, at the Watervliet 
arsenal, 

The CHarrmMan. Was it in pursuance of the recommendation of the board? 

Captain Suira, Yes; of the Gun Foundry Board. 

The Cuatnman, The Navy Department has also an establishment? 

Captain Smrru. They have a gun factory at the Washington navy-yard. 

The CHAIRMAN. What size gun are you manufacturing nowat Watervliet ar- 
senal? 

Captain Suirn. One 8-inch gun, steel built up, and one 10-inch gun of steel, 
also built up; besides a number of field-guns. 

The CuairnmMan, What isthe capacity of that arsenal worked to its full power, 
say for two years? 

Captain Sairu. About fifty field-guns and about two 8-inch and two 10-inch 
guns. 

The CHarrmMan, What is the size of a field-gun ? 

Captain Surru. Three and two-tenths inches caliber, about 800 pounds in 
weight. 

— CuAIRMAN, What is the largest gun you are capable of manufacturing 
there? 

Captain Smuirm. We can probably make a 12-inch steel gun, which would 
take about a year and a half to make, with the present facilities; I mean just 
the finishing and assembling. 

The CHAIRMAN, What would be the necessary expenditure to put that arsenal 
in an efficient condition for manufacturing up to 12-inch guns? 

Captain Smiru. It would take about $750,000, according to the estimates of the 
foundry board as revised by the experience of the Navy Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose you were given $750,000, and steel sufficient, how 
many guns, say of 8, 10, and 12 inch, could you manufacture in two years? 

Captain SuirnH. I should say about ten 12-inch, about fourteen 10-inch, and 
probably twenty-four 8inch. That is as near as my memory serves me, and I 
think that is roughly correct, 

The CaHarmMan. How much steel, in point of value, would it require to manu- 
facture that number of guns? 

Captain Smiru, For two years, about 1,700 tons, 

The CHAIRMAN, I mean in point of value. 

Captain Suirrn. I should say a million and a quarter dollars, 
mated that two and one-half millions would last four years, 

The CuarrMan, And that would enable you to run eiliciently ? 

Captain Smiru. The only question is whether a steel contract for a million 
and ahalf would be as advantageous to the Government, in point of economy, 
as two anda half millions. Many manufacturers who have not yet embarked 
in the business would say it was hardly big enough to bid on, The million and 
a half would probably shut the door to competition, 


I have read that for the purpose of showing that the amount in the 
bill, so far from being too great, is in fact too small. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
has made a point of order on section 6 of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Section 6 involves a good many propositions, 
but I wish to make the point of order upon it all. 

Mr. BURNES. I suggest that the section need not be read. The 
gentleman having made the point of order, it is bound to be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN, It seems to be conceded that if the point of order 
is made on section 6 it must be sustained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 make the point of order upon the whole sec- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
whole section. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to state that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and also the subcommittee and myself knew that this section was 
subject to the point of order, but we wished to present the matter to the 
House so that if it chose it might avail itself of the policy of calling 
on private manufacturers to do this work. 

1 now move that the committee rise and report this bill as amended 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the motion to be to 
report the bill to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, as amended. 

Mr. ADAMS. I was not aware that section 6 had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 6 has been struck out on a point of 
order. 

The motion of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had instructed 
him to report the same to the House with an amendment; and with 
the recommendation that the amendment be agreed to, and that the 
bill as amended be passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the previous question on the adoption of 
the amendment and on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not wish to obstruct the action of the 
House on this measure; but I would like to have an understanding 
that the final vote on the passage of the bill be reserved until to-mor- 


I think I esti- 


The Chair sustains the point of order upon the 
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tow, so that we may have a fuller House and a vote by yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will not agree to a vote by yeas and nays, because 
there may not be a quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Atany rate, let it be understood that the final 
vote shall go over until to-morrow. The question whether yeas and 
nays shall be taken can be determined then. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] can be arranged later. The present 
proposition is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The following amendment, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, was read: 


After the word “‘ manufacturers,”’ in line 21, on page 4, insert “‘ who shall be 
resident citizens of the United States.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 now move the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is now on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
the bill to go over. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not consent that the final vote be taken 
now. It was my clear understanding from the gentleman from Texas 
that if I would not obstruct the passage of the bill this evening, this 
question should go over; and he agreed with me that he would not ask 
a final vote until to-morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman insists on that as the understand- 
ing between us, I will not undertake to gainsay it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not want to obstruct the passage of the 
bill, but only wish to secure the vote of a full House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the vote be taken on 
the passage of this bill immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having been 
ordered on the passage of the bill, it will come up as unfinished busi- 
ness to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

MARGARET DOYLE. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that it 
be now considered. 

The bill (H. R. 9233) to pay Margaret Doyle, administratrix of James 
Doyle, for certain captured cotton was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,566.33 be paid to Margaret Doyle, admin- 
i-tratrix of James Doyle, deceased, out of the captured and abandoned prop- 
erty fund now held in the United States Treasury, being one-half the net pro- 
ceeds of 31 bales of cotton, the property of said James Doyle and Ralph Mel- 
drim, seized in Savannah, Ga., in 1865, by the oflicersof the United States Gov- 
ernment, in compliance with the act of March 12, 1863. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. RYAN. Letrthe report be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwould like to ask a question in regard to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I object. 


BOUNDARY LINES BETWEEN RHODE ISLAND AND CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11182) concerning the settlement of boundary lines between Rhode 
Island and Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11183) to increase the pensions of persons who have lost a hand 
or arm, or both, or foot or leg; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House stands adjourned until to-morrow. 


Now, I ask the gentleman from Texas to allow 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rules private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11180) for the relief of William D. 
O’ Brien—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R, 11181) to appropriate the sum of 
$50,000 to aid in the ornamentation of the soldiers and sailors’ mon- 
ument now being constructed at Indianapolis, Ind., under the authority 
of said State—to the Committee on the Library. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Margaret J. Bolio, for a pension— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mary B. Peck, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of the sixth district of Missouri, 
in favor of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition for the relief of Robert P. Porter, Third 
Regiment Indiana Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of St. Croix County, Wisconsin, showing that more 
lands have been patented to the corporation now claiming the St. Croix 
and Lake Superior land grant, Bayfield branch, than were authorized 
by Congress—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

: By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of WilliamS. Fowlkes, of Rockingham, 

N. C., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The following petitions, indorsing the perdiem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying allsoldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of | cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 16, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


a 


OVERHEAD ELECTRIC WIRES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the commissioners of the District of Columbia; | 
which was read: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, August 15, 1888, 

Sin: The commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honortosubmit 
the following reply to the resolution of the Senate of the United States of the 
13th instant, directing them to inform the Senate, as soon as may be, whether, 
since the Ist day of January, 1888, they have granted any permit or given any 
other authority for the erection of overhead electric wires of any kind in any 
of the avenues, streets, or alleys of Washington or Georgetown, and if so, in 
what instances, for what purposes, and under what authority. | 

Since the date above mentioned the commissioners have granted one permit 
for the erection of overhead wires for the use of the Western Union Telegraph 


Company and two permits for the erection of overhead wires for the use of the 
Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company. 

They have also granted a permit to the United States Electric Light Company | 

| 


for the erection of overhead wires on Pennsylvania avenue and Bridge street, 
from Washington Circle to the Free bridge, and on High street from Hridge to 
Stoddard, and Ninth street from Pennsylvania avenue to Massachusetts avenue 
northwest, to maintain electric are lights, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act making appropriations for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889. : 
They have further granted a permittothe Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- | 
way Company to erect and maintain overhead wires forthe operation of its cars 
by electricity along its route, part of which lies within the city of Washington. | 
This permit was granted in order to enable the company to exercise the power | 
conferred by its charter, by electricity, in the manner considered by the com- | 
missioners to be most advantageous to the public. 
| 
| 





All the permitsabove mentioned are revocable at the pleasure of the commis- 
sioners,and all were granted under their general power to exercise control over 
the public streets. Such authority has been continuously exercised by the com- | 
missioners since the establishment of the present form of government in the | 
District and is recognized by Congress in the act making appropriations for the 
District of Columbia for the yearending June 30, 1889, which prohibits the exer- 
cise of such authority after September 15, 1888. | 

Very respectfully, 
S. E. WHEATLEY, 
Acting President Board Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore, United States Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must confess my surprise, and 
I presume other Senators who have listened to the reading of that 
document probably feel a surprise, that the commissioners of this Dis- 
trict, the servants of the law, having, as all such bodies of men must 
have, a latitude of limited and reasonable discretion, having ascer- | 
tained from the declared will of Congress in both Houses that it was 
igainst the policy of the lawmaking power of this District to allow 
iny more overhead wires to be constructed through the streets and | 
avenues of this city and of Georgetown, and put an absolute end to iteal 
to take effect on the 15thof September, if I am not miBtaken, should 
have proceeded immediately after the passage of such a law, apparently | 


‘ 
‘ 
< 


. 7 . , . i 
under a kind of stimulation or aggressive energy, to give permits for | 
spreading out extensively the overhead system before the time runs 
out, as if they were importers of foreign goods and the tariff was to | 


he raised on the 15th of September, to hustle in all that they can be- 
fore that time. 
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| pressed will and policy and intention of Congress. I am very sorry 


| ator from Vermont. 
| cercised ; . > tl saa nlainly civ 7 he 
| exercised a power that wasplainiy given to them. 


| electric plan will render him great satisfaction if he will allow it to be 


| see it. 


| tween the two tracks every hundred yards an iron pole is planted w 


arms, and electric lights every hundred yards will be established upon 
each pole. There is a very broad space on either side of the railroa 
tracks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the wire runsright along tl r? 

Mr. HARRIS. The wire, or the cable, runsright along the center ot 

| the avenue. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Vermont h I d expe 
rience and had seen such a line in operation, his opit W een 
| titled to great weight. I hope he will look at it. Itisoneofthe1 
beautiful applications of power that I have e\ seen in the world It 
is no wonder that a horse is sometimes frightened at it, hee ea 
naturally looks to see what powe1 moves the machine. ioa 1! 

ual seeing such a car propelled along by electricit vithout perce 
the motive power or force, it is a beautiful sight, and itis very safe 
cause it can be checked in a moment In that respect 

cable road.’ The cable car has a propelling force that sor 

not be arrested by a brake atonce. Electric power is used 

ing these cars, and they can bearrested in a mo much } e quick 
than a railroad car by the most powerful brakes that have yet beendi 
covered. 

1 think that it is entirely within the power ¢ f Congress to regulate 
the mode and manner of burving these wire s, and pro ably it would 
some time or other better for all kinds of wires to be buried under-grot 
I have no doubt of that. especia ly with the ordinary electric 
However, it seems to me that this experiment had tter be tried. 
Congress so regarded it, and expressly made a law which allowed this 
company to build its line before postponing the time of the taking ef- 


TOOL 





I ean not doubt that the motives of these gentlemen are very good 
but I think their action is very much mistaken, and against the ex- 


for it. 

I move that the communication be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with instructions to report, as soon as may be, a 
resolution to be passed by the Senate, if it meets the approval of the 


Senate—it will take too long to get it through 


both Houses, | suppose— 
requesting these gentlemen to stop the overhead electric-wire business 
and to revoke any permits they have recently granted, so as to leave 
the matter as it stood when the act of Congress passed stopping this 
sort of business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think it would be very wron 
for the Senate of the United States to instruct the commissioners wha 
to doin the matter, especially to instruct them as proposed by the Sen- 
| think the commissioners acted in strict accord- 


ance with the law passed at the present session of Congress, and on 


’ 
t 


ly I assure the Sena- 
tor from Vermont that the construction of the proposed railroad on the 
accomplished according to existing law. 

[ passed through the same experience that he seems to be passing 
through, by opposing very actively the construction of one of these 
electric railroads in the city in which I live. I thought the sight of 
the poles, and of the’suspended braces, and the imaginary dangers 
would be unpleasant and probably dangerous at times; but the actual 
experiment went on, the road was completed as such roads have been 
in several cities of the United States, and it is now in complete and 
successful execution. It may be that hereafter it will be better to re- 
quire these wires to be put under-ground, but as yet no plan has been 
discovered by which the electric force can be communicated by wires 
under-ground and at the same time applied to the purpose of running 
acar. That is the difficulty. Instead of doing that, they run the 
electric wires above from 15 to 20 feet, suspended on poles; and if the 
wire braces were constructed in a line between the tracks they would 
not look very badly. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact plan contemplated on the road to 
which the Senator refers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The road I speak of has posts on opposite sides 
of the street, connecting with lines of wire, holding a support for the 
wire. That looks awkward, but as I understand they propose to buil 
this road by putting up iron pipes in the center of the tracks. Is no 
that the plan? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the plan of the contemplated road. Indeed, 
the road to which the Senator refers is now constructed along New 
York avenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not know that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand it is 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had not seen it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a double track. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does it begin ? 

Mr. HARRIS. On Seventh street; and it runs out northea 


Mr. SHERMAN, 








I did not happen to go along there, and did not 


? 


Mr. HARRIS. The iron pipes are in the center. In that spa 








fect of the prohibition to the 15th of September; and it would be a de- 
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nial of a right conferred by Congress upon this corporation to now de- 
prive them of it. 

I must say that I do not know a single member of this corporation; 
I do not know anything about it, but I know that the experiment is a 
very interesting one, and it ought to be tried, and it ought not to be 
arrested by hasty action. 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion, I think the statement the Senator makes is that electric roads 
can not be run without the overhead wires, I think he must be mis- 
taken in that. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not say that. I say that so far as I know 
no successful experiment with under-ground wires has been tried yet, 
and it would involve an enormously increased expense. This is a mere 
suburban road-——— 

Mr. GORMAN, I will say to the Senator from Ohio that he is mis- 
taken. The most successful electric road in this country to-day is at 
Baltimore, within 40 miles of this city, where the authorities would 
not grant the right to erect overhead wires because of their very great 
danger. The experiment of conducting the wires under-ground has 
been tried successfully, and more successfully than any other expen- 
ment of the kind in the Union. It has also been tried in the city of 
New York, but the line in Baltimore, running out to the suburbs 5 
or 6 miles, is propelled with as much regularity as a steam road, and 
there is not a wire above ground. I wanted to give the Senator that 
information because I happened to know about the operation of sucha 
line in Baltimore. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to know why this information was not 
communicated at the time the bill passed through Congress, because 
those parties have gone on to build the road in exact pursuance of law. 
So the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] tells me. I did not even 
know that it had been built. At any rate they had the right to carry 
these wires overhead under the law. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Ohio with allow me, I will state 

that I did not mean,that the cable was already established, but the 
tracks have been constructed. The contracts, as I am informed, have 
been made for the erection of the iron poles, and the poles have been 
bought, and all that, but I do not think the cable has been stretched 
as yet. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Nodoubt the electric railway of which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio speaks so favorably is a wonderful contrivance. There 
is no doubt that the result it accomplishesis marvelous. But Iask the 
Senator from Ohio whether there is not in this overhead wire the death- 
dealing current; whether if by any possibility the covering comes off 
the wire and it comes incontact with a human being it is not certain 
death to him ? 

I understand, though I am willing to be corrected, that theres not 
one of these currents but which, if a connection is made between it 
and a man’s body and then again with any iron substance or any other 
conductor, would kill the person instantly. It was for this reason that 
T objected, when the District appropriation bill was pending here, to 
the striking out by the Senate of a provision which contemplated put- 
ting all these wires under-ground. The Senate then were, as I under- 
stood it, almost if not quite unanimous in favor of requiring these wires 
io be put under-ground; but it was said that the time had not then 
come for issuing the sweeping declaration that they must go under- 
ground. 

The subject went to a conference committee, and when that com- 
mittee reported the appropriation bill contained a clause with which I 
was quite satisfied, for I understood by virtue of that clause and by 
virtue of an assurance which had been given by the District commis- 
sioners in accordance with a report made by their engineer that how- 
ever much delay there might be in putting existing electric-light wires 
under-ground in the city of Washington, no new wires were to be al- 
lowed to be erected. I ask the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], 
who reported that bill and who gave that assurance to the Senate, 
whether or not that was the understanding of the committee? 

It seems, however, that we now have an electric railway authorized, 
which the Senator from Tennessee says has been already partly con- 
structed. I certainly hope that before that railway is completed the 
Congress of the United States will find out whether one of these deadly 
and destructive wires is under that authority to be erected within the 
city of Washington, and if it is I hope that by appropriate legislation 
the movement may be stopped. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire is, 
I think, rather mistaken as to the assurance given at the time the con- 
ference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill was made 
to the Senate. I do not remember precisely what occurred then, but 
the fact is, and I think must have been stated—certainly it was pri- 
vately stated—that no more wires were to be erected in the streets of 
Washington after the notice given, which would be after the 15th day 
of September, a time which has not yet elapsed. 

The discussion in the conference committee, which I think I may 
mention without impropriety, took about this shape: There was the 
same desire on both sides to secure the putting of the wires under-ground 
at the earliest _— moment that a proper plan could be devised for 
that purpose which would protect the public and the owners of the wires 
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alike, and which at the same time should result in giving the service 
the public required from these wires; but it was stated, and with force, 
that the buildings had been erected, that contracts had been made for 
the supply of light by means of electricity, and that a probable exten- 
sion had been projected in a portion of the city, to arrest which abso- 
lutely would be doing the public a disservice, and not accomplishing 
anything in the direction of putting the wires under-ground, the policy 
in that case being one simply of inaction with no good result following. 

Therefore it was that the committee agreed that there should be this 
leeway until the 15th day of September. It will be noticed also that 
the inhibition after that date did not apply to the alleys, it being 
stated, and with general acquiescence, that the presence of these wires 
was more applicable to the streets than to the alleys, and consequently 
the alleys were left open. But the commissioners expressed no dis- 
sent; all of them united in saying that it was their desire to put the 
wires underground at the earliest possible moment. However, in all 
that discussion no mention was made of this electric railway. I did 
not know it had been incorporated. 

Mr. TELLER. Where is it to run? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Colorado asks me where it is to 
run. I do not know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was the committee entirely ignorant of it? 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee was wholly ignorant of the fact that 
the electric railway company had been incorporated. Nothing was said 
about it by the commissioners; nothing was said about it byany mem- 
ber of the conference committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Was it incorporated before that time ? 

Mr. PLUMB... The Senator from Massachusetts asks me avery per- 
tinent question, whether it was actually incorporated before that date. 
That Ido not know. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Theactto incorporate the company was approved 
on the 19th of June. I have it here. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then it occurred before the date of the final confer- 
ence. But the debate in the Senate was with reference to overhead 
wires and underground wires for lighting purposes, and not for purposes 
of power, not for purposes of propelling cars. I did not know anything 
about the matter then, and no member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia said anything aboutit. I suppose, of course, I knew that 
bills had been passed for the incorporation of street railway companies, 
but I paid no attention whatever to the motive power which was re- 
guired or permitted by the various acts of incorporation. 

So far as this discussion relates to the erection of wires for the pur- 
pose of an electric railway, it is entirely apart from anything that was 
considered by the Committee on Appropriations or by the conference 
committee on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and also 
equally apart from any discussion we have had in the Senate in my 
presence; but the general purpose and idea that we were not to have, 
within definite extensions, the wires overhead for purposes of lighting 
or for purposes of telephone or telegraphic communication, not only 
received the assent of this body in the discussion, but was the subject 
of entire assent on the part of the conferees of the two Houses on the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. There was to be a leeway to 
accommodate possibly existing contracts and reasonable extension ot 
the lighting process, etc., and it was agreed that the alleys might for 
the time-being, without legislative prohibition, be used for the pur- 
poses of perhaps still further extension, but it was not designed that 
anything should be done which looked to an indefinite continuation of 
thesystem of overhead lighting or of communication by overhead wires, 
and the commissioners were to address themselves to a plan, as re- 
quired by the act, whereby all these wires might be submerged, that 
plan to be presented at the next session of Congress, and, of course, it 
was not expected that anything would occur between now and then 
which would in any way prove a barrier to the action of Congress upon 
the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is one of sufficient importance, in my 
opinion, to justify a thorough investigation of the whole subject. I 
hope it will meet the views of the Senator from Vermont to refer this 
communication to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and it 
he chooses, with instructions that they report at the earliest day prac- 
ticable. Butif it is his purpose to further instruct the committee ex- 
actly as to what it shall report, for one, as a member of that commit- 
tee, I do not see any necessity to refer the matter at all. If the ques- 
tion is to be prejudiced by the Senate and sent to the committee with 
instructions simply to formulate a resolution of a given character, there 
is nothing for the committee to consider, nothing for it to investigate, 
nothing for it to do, except to formulate a resolution in accordance 
with the instructions of the Senate. 

I hope the communication will be referred to the committee, and as 
a ns. of the committee I will say that I am ready to enter upon 
a thorough i igation of the question with a view to responding to 
the necessities of the case, such as will be most promotive of the caer 
and convenience of the entire public, without regard to individual in- 
terests of any company or any private individual. But I do not pro- 
pose to undertake simply to formulate a resolution referred to the com- 
mittee with instructions prejudging every question that is involved in 
the controversy. 
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wa ] I se Ol £ l in opportu 
t t to wl! iod of putting t 
wires under-ground lL understood » be the purpose of the comn ( 
sioners from that tir rth todo nothi it rtain the best 
of putting the wires und yund. \ 
If it had been intimated before the subcommittee or the committee 
or here in the Senate that the purpose of extending the time to the 
15th of September was to lve in Opport nity for pu ting pn 
wires in the air, there would not | » been a member of the commit 
tee standing here in favor of that amendment I committed myselt 
I stated to the Senate that that was the purpose of the amendment 
I stated it upon what I understood to be the d re of the commission 
ers. I did not know anythi ibout this railway, but I understood 
the commissioners to be as anxious as the mittee or as the Senato 
from New Hampshire to put every one of these wires under-ground; 
and if by any means this extension to the 15th of September was for 
the purpose of putting as many wires into the air as possible in that 
time the Committee on Appropriations were misled. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I know nothing of the projected 
railway now under construction in this city designed to be operated |! 
electricity. Of one thing, however, Iam wellassured. There ’ i 
be no unnecessary barriers placed in the way of any company ha 9 
the energy sufficient to better the public service as to street railways n ( 
in the city of Washington. The present service, composed entirely oi 
horse-cars, is inadequate for the purpose for which it is designed. Th 
cars much overcrowded, progre such a rate—I do not think you « * 
call it a rate of speed—as to be deplorable. The poor horses that d 3 ; s 
them at infinite suffering suffer but little more than those who witne as aa ; t 
their misery. oe 
I doubt if there is another city he United States of the size . MA 
Washington but has either the el ic railway service or a service by 
the cable-tramway system, both of which are infinitely better than the | ' 
horse-car system, and anything that can be done by Congress in the 
way of encouragement of private ent se to remedy the existing evil 
certainly should be don 
] agree, however, with the Senator from Vermont that our desire for 
rapid transit over the streets of this « ‘ should not permit Congress « ri< - 
the District commissioners to countenance a system of railways that a 
] y or dangerous, : 
railroad enterprise in the town in which I li 
nf it became my duty a short time ago to look up the system of electri 
5 tramways. I found that there were three systems in vogue toa gre ; 
or less degree. The system most in use is that wherein the current 
& electricity, which is the power that propels the car, is transmitted to ‘ 
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ire un ly, and the wires them- 
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storage-battery principle, where 
is stored in batteries within the ear, 
omes an electric engine or machine. Experiments 
irection which have been quite satisfactory, | 
1¢ time is close at hand when this method will super- | f this be a ln le t 
e all others and will be a very great advantage over any other sys- | 1 3 are placed with prope 
tem of street-railway cars or their conducting that we now have. 








| } 7 











ind watched, there sis no 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska indulge me just a Mr. EDMUNDS. tarts iz 
ae moment W nile I make a state ment about overhead electric wires? ' Mr. MANDERSON fit : 
4 Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. to use its pub \ etnias tha nurnox , 
* 1? : y s+< - P . » | = : 7 ; : 
Z Mr. MORGAN. In the city of Montgomery, Ala., the capital of | there should certainly be a very spe | 


truction. 


2 that State, a city of 40,000 population, a system of electric street cars 
Mr. DAWES. I wish tosay toth from this 


has been conducted for about two years by means of overhead wires. 





Sete 





erty Ss 


wae an worn neces et Mey Re ln Re te Ae 


see nae SN 


1604 


very document was called for after the statement made by the commis- 
sioners to the Committee on Appropriations upon the question of put- 
ting these wires under-ground, and they stated that the proposition 
met their entire approval. I introduced the resolution which brought 
it out, and in order to make it appear that the purpose of the commission- 
ers was to put an end to the overhead wires everywhere, and to put 
them under-ground the moment they found the best method. That is 
the way this document came before the Senate, upon my call. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the Senator say that the District com- 
missioners after this document came to their possession recommended 
the building of a railway with overhead wires? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that, but Ido know that the com- 
pany was chartered some time in June. The Senator from Vermont 
gave the date. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The resolution which called for this report bears date 
March 16. There is no doubt that this matter was before the com- 
missioners long before the railroad company was chartered. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I desire toask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
in the course oi the investigations which he made into electric railways 
he found that any current could be used for the propulsion of cars that 
was not dangerous to life. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think investigation would show the fact that 
the most dangerous electric railway is the overhead-wire system, and 
the least dangerous is the under-ground system, where the tracks are 
used as the conductors of electricity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Butis not the current of the same strength and 
as destructive to life in all cases? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is of exactly the same strength, and where 
there is a broken connection in rails horses and in some instances 
persons have been shocked and killed by treading upon the track. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator, without reference tothe method 
of insulation, whether there can be an electric current strong enough 
to propel a street car that will not kill ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It will kill unquestionably any one who is ex- 
posed to it, if not very carefully guarded. I think the only safe plan 
is that wherein the electric power is within the car itself, and it yet re- 
mains as an uosolved question whether there are not elements of dan- 
ger in that system also. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Nebraska will yield I will state 
what within the last day or two I was informed by an electrician. 
Whether true or not I do not know, for I am practically uninformed 
upon the subject except so far as his statement may go. He stated 
to me that five hundred units of electrical power are amply sufficient 
for the purpose of propelling cars, and that that amount of electrical 
force was not dangerous to human life even if you come in contact with 
the wire; that it took from eight hundred to one thousand units of 
electrical power to endanger human life. Whether taat is true or not 
of course I have noinformation except his statement, but I think it a 
question very well worthy of investigation and accurate and reliable 
ascertainment, and it is one of the questions which I think ought to be 
thoroughly investigated before any final decision is reached in respect 
to this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The commissioners say that ‘‘they have granted 
one permit for the construction of overhead wires for the use of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company.’’ How extensive that line was 
they do not state, or where. ‘They have granted ‘* two permits for the 
erection of overhead wires for the use of the Chesapeake and Potomac 
‘Telephone Company;’’ where that location is and the extent is not 
stated. 


Chey have also granted a permit to the United States Electric Light Company 
for the erection of overhead wires on Pennsylvania avenue and Bridge street, 
from Washington Cire'e to the Free bridge, and on High street from Bridge to 
Stoddard, and Ninth street from Pennsylvania avenue to Massachusetts avenue 
northwest 


That is the great principal Ninth street thoroughfare from the Ave- 
nue north— 


to naintain electric are lights, in accordance with the provisions of the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the District of Columbia for the fiseal year ending June 


ou. LSsu 


June 19, 


So they say that was done under the authority of the very bill the 
committees told us, the conterees told us, and that everybody in both 
Houses understood alike to be a stoppage of overhead wire business. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
think I ean explain that, perhaps. In the bill of which he speaks, the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, there was a provision author- 
izing the use of electric lighting for public purposes to an extent, I 
think, $10,009 greater than has been heretofore enjoyed. I have no 
doubt the commissioners referred to that extension, that is to say, that 
Congress authorized them (aud about that there is no question or con- 
troversy whatever) to expend $30,000 in place of $20,000, as hereto- 
fore, for public electric lighting. That, I presume, is what they re- 
fer to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly, because Congress in a bill which 
provided for public electric lighting to a certain extent of the appro- 
priation, and in the same bill commanded that there should be no 
more overhead wires—that was the substance of it, as everybody un- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Avaust 16, 





mn 


derstood it—and that the delay was merely in order to allow the ex- 
isting system to keep up until the 15th or 25th of September, whatever 
the time was, when it was all to stop and to allow probably a little 
latitude of discretion for the setting up of a pole in some place where it 
would not do any harm to merely maintain an existing line, these 
commissioners have undertaken to establish extensive new overhead 
electric lighting operations, which we all know are extremely danger- 
ous to human life, and extremely dangerous in case of a fire when the 
firemen have to put up their ladders and do things in a great hurry, 
and extremely unsightly, though I confess I am one of those who be- 
lieve that where beauty and utility come in conflict utility ought to 
have the right of way. That is what they have done, and then to 
crown their magnanimity— 

They have further granted a permit to the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company to erect and maintain overhead wires for the operation of 
its cars by electricity along its route, part of which lies within the city of Wash- 
ington. This permit was granted in order to enable the company to exercise 


the power conferred by its charter, by electricity, in the manner considered by 
the commissioners to be most advantageous to the public, 


Now comes a part to which I wish to call special attention, and it is 
why I desire the Senate to act now for the benefit of this company itself, 
so that it need not go to a useless expenditure of money in going on 
with its overhead wire business— 

All the permits above mentioned are revocable at the pleasure of the com- 


missioners, and all were granted under their general power to exercise control 
over the public streets. | 


Let us see what the power of the railway company was by its charter. 
It seems that corporations will get or try to get or obtain in some way 
grants which they construe, and get executive oflicers to construe, ex- 
actly as they want them, but they have not quite got it in this charter. 
The part in regard to using electricity is simply this: 

With authority to construct, ete., and lay tracks and other mechanical devices, 
etc., to operate the same by horse, cable, or electric power, in the District of 
Columbia, through and along the following avenues, streets, and highways: 


Commencing on New York avenue at its intersection with Seventh street north- 
west— 


The great north and south thoroug!fare, probably the greatest one 
now in the city. There is Ninth street, which is also a great thorough- 
fare, which they have also provided for by overhead wires given by 
their permits, and Fourteenth street— 


Commencing on New York avenue at its intersection with Seventh street 
northwest, thence eastwardly along said avenue to its intersection with Third 
street northeast. 


Going above eleven blocks east along New York avenue in this city, 
and then turning north and finally going out of the city limits and up 
in the suburbs. 

The next section provides—I will not read it literally, but:that is its 
plain meaning; but I do not read it merely to save time—in respect of 
this whole construction, that itis all to be approved by the commis- 
sioners of the District. 

So by the charter itself in respect of the mode of exercising this 
power and executing this grant, they having the right to use electric- 
ity or horse power or cable power, the way it was to be done and the 
contrivances by which it was to be exercised are subjeet to the ap- 
proval of the commissioners. Under that authority and under the au- 
thority of the commissioners they have obtained from the commis- 
sioners a revocable permit to erect overhead electrical wires in the 
center of that avenue. 

‘That avenue is parked, as we all know, in a different way from the 
other avenues that I now remember in this town. The parking is in 
the center, with two lines of shade trees, one on either side of the park, 
and between which rows of shade trees go the double tracks of the 
present New York Avenue Railroad as far as it follows that avenue, 
but the line of trees goes on, as I believe. Those trees are a great or- 
nament as well as of use to the health and comfort of the people of the 
city, and they are growing now large enough to make the avenue an 
object beautiful to the eye and wholesome and agreeable to the people 
who live along and pass along that noble avenue. 

When you erect your overhead electric wires between that double 
row of trees at the height of 20 feet, the trees will be destroyed be- 
cause the limbs will have to be cut now to doit; they have got so large 
in many places, if they have grown as fast up east as they have along 
that part of it Iseeevery day. The end of it will be, so far as those 
trees are concerned, that they are gone, and a corporation for the mere 
economy of putting its electric wires overhead as distinguished from 
putting them underground, which is the least dangerous of all places 
for the use of electricity for motive power, is to be allowed to destroy 
that avenue. 

I do not think it ought to be allowed for asingle moment. Itisnow 
within the power of the commissioners to stop it, for they have reserved 
the right to revoke these permits at their pleasure. The poles, the 
frames, the wires are not erected. If the track is laid, that is one thing 
that would be useful if they put their electric force underground in 
just the same way. 

It is due, therefore, not only to the public interests and the public 
safety, but to the interests of the corporation itself, that if the Senate 
is of opinion that this thing ought not to be done in this way, to say 
so and request the commissioners, and that is all that I propose. To- 
morrow I think I shall introduce a joint resolution to be passed by both 
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Houses to see if we can not pull up on this business, but I have no 
doubt the commissioners would heed a request from the Senate, which 
we often address to the Departments in similar cases. If we request 
the commissioners to stop it, I have no doubt they will do it, and I 
hope the Seuate will vote so, and then no money will be wasted by 
this corporation in expenditures for overhead contrivances that will 
1ave to be torn down. 

Now, ds to sending it to the committee, on which my friend from 
Tennessee—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at120’clock m.) The Senate ordered | i 


yesterday that at this hour the vote should be taken on the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to postpone the further con 
sideration of the fisheries treaty until Wednesday aiter the first Monday 
in December next. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the | 


Senator from Vermont may conclude his remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to reply to the Senator from Vermont, 
and this matter will take time. I think we had better stand to what 
was the unanimous agreement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pursuant to the order adopted yes- 
terday, the Chair announces that the Senate is now in open executive 
session. ‘The Executive Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The EXECUTIVE CLERK. Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading 
of the Journal of the proceedings of the last open executive session will 
be dispensed with. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
roll will be called on the motion to postpone. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. FAULKNER was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [| Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont { Mr. MorrILL]. I would vote ‘‘ yea”’ 
if the Senator from Vermont was present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And my colleague [Mr. MoRRILL] would vote 
** nay.’? 

Mr. BERRY (when the nameof Mr. JoNEs, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is absent to-day, and, as I un- 
derstand irom him, is paired with the Senator from New York | Mr. 
Hiscock]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), I have @ general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANC&] is paired generally with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. We have agreed on a transfer of 
these pairs. I announce the pair between the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN], who would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. PALMER], who would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvArrs]. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I was paired with the 
Senator from Michigan |Mr. PALMER], but the pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. I vote 
‘*vea.’? My colleague [Mr. RANSOM] is paired with the Senator from 
Iliinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

rhe roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. On the cail of my name I voted ‘‘nay.’’ Since that 
I am informed that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom | 
has been called away, and I am asked to pair with him. I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] isabsent from the city, and 
when absent is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 
The Senator from Kentucky voted, and I heard something said about 
a transfer of the pair. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the affirmative), The Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] came in after the announcement of the trans- 
fer of the pair and voted. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent 
to-day. He would vote *‘ nay’’ and I would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. SABIN. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA], but I am authorized to transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 


call up the conference repor 
The PRESIDENT pro 
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So the motion was not agreed to. 4 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; Che order of the Senate | r heen 
executed, the Senate resumes the consideration of legislati ) Se 
The Senator from Vermont | Mr. EpMUNDs] is entitled tot 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to make port. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Presiden 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo: The Senator from Ver 1t was in- 
terrupted in speaking on a motion to refer a communica rot the « 
missioners of the District of Columbia to the Committee on the District ; 
of Columbia, and is entitled to the flo *f 
OVERHEAD ECTRIC WIRES 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I merely desire to say now,a 
friend from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN | wishes to debate the matter furth 
I should have finished in one minute—and as my friend trom 
[Mr. REAGAN] has given notice of his desire to submit some re 
| this morning, I ask unanimous consent that this matter stand er 
until to-morrow morning with the same rights it has now. 
The PRESIDENT pro te . It will be so ordered if there ) 
objection The Chair will now eal! for m« y busine which 
not yet been called for under the d rent heads. 
ORDER OF I Ss 
Mr. SHERMAN. I did not underst ithat the vote on the motion 
to postpone the treaty took it out of the executive session, I suppose 
the treaty is still pending and is now the order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that th 
of the Senate having been executed at 12 o’clock, the vote up 
motion to postpone, the Senate resumed the consideration of le 
business. It is entirely in order to move to proceed in open e 8 
session to the consideration of the treat 
Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit that 1 i he elt 
to proceed with the consideration of the 
Mr. BECK Lh ype the penator ‘ 2 ) l ! I l- 
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can be moved at any time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Sol und ind t Ie to rate v- 
self to the convenience of Senat i i I é i la= 
sires to go on now, of course I v lt or to 1 now. 

PETI1 AND ORIA 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the memorial of Franc 
Willard and others, officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | i 
of Chicago, Iil., in favor of the appropriation of $75,000 forthe Ih 
trial Home for Mormon Women in Salt Lake City, Utah; which 
referred to the Committee on Appropriatio 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the petition of ( e3 Willsey and other 
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citizens o nty, Indiana, praying for the passage of the fol- 
lowing add il amendments to the interstate-commerce law: 

Firat, by ig at the end of section 3: *' Provided, That it shall be unlawful 
for v a 1 carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, to carry or tran 
port any con dity for any shipper in a ear or véhicle owned, leased, or in any 
way controlied such shipper: And provided furlier, That it shall be unlawful 
for any shipperto make any contract with any carrier to convey the property 
of euch shipper in cars or vehicles owned or controlled by such sh pper.’ F : 

Secondly id atthe end of section 16: “ That in all prosect itious under this 
section, on complaint of a citizen of the United States, such citizen shall be en- 
titled to have id receive, for his own benefit, fines that may be imposed | 
and collected for a violations of said act in any and all prosecutions in which 
he may be such compleinant.” : 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented resolutions of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Washington Territory, praying an appropri- 
ation of $200,000 to be used in furnishing head-stones to mark the 
graves of ex-soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say, for the benefit of the Senator and his 
constituents, that an appropriation is contained in the sundry civil bill 
for that very purpose, and I have no doubt in a very short time head- 
stones will be ready tor delivery to all proper applicants. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If that is so let the resolutions lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolutions will lieon the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 514) for the relief of Dr. A, Sidney Tebbs, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 


lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 3270) to amend the military record of Valentine Hitch- 
cock; and 


A bill (H. R. 3604) granting an honorable discharge to A. R. Hart- 


zell, and for other purposes, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (HL. R. 9658) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; and 

A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill ( H. 
R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire Andrew J. 
Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry and a major- 
general of volunteers, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8S. 1839) for the relief of Daniel C. Rodman and others, 
sureties on the bond of Ozias Morgan, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLI’H, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was. re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3427) to amend section 4474 0f the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (5. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act 


relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein men- + 
tioned,’’ approved June 18, 1583, and for other purposes, reported it | 


without amendment. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 14th instant approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 
lutions: 


\n aet (S. 1082) to authorize the issuance of patent to certain land 

in Arkansas: 
int resolution (S, R. 99) previding for the printing of the por- 
tion of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on 
Commerce and Navigation for the year ending June 30, 1887, entitled 


‘Annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in regard to im- 
ported mercliandise entered for consumption in the United States, with 
amounts of duty and rates of duty collected;’’ and 
resolution (S. R. 100) directing the Seeretary of War to in- 


parent 


vestigate and report the amount due to the State of South Carolina for 
the rent of the Citadel Academy. 
rhe message also announced that the following bills, having been 


presented to the President on August 2, 1888, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which they originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, have become laws 
without his signature: 

Anaet (S. 2656) granting a pension to the widow and minor children 
o! Patrick Frawley; and 
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An act (S. 2830) granting increase of pension to Elvira M. Dorman. 

‘The message further announced that the bill (S. 1914) for the relief 
of Mary E. Hopkins, having been presented to the President on Au- 
gust 3, 1888, and not having been returned by him to the House of Con- 
gress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, has become a law without his signature. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (5. 3450) granting a pension to Carl 

J, Chindblom; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


| companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


eee eeeenpaime pe meennnenen eneemmen ssineaamatanbettid 


Mr. WILSON, of Lowa, introduced a bill (8. 3451) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank D. Worcester; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8.5452) granting a pension to Mrs. 
M. A. Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and reierred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bili (8. 3453) granting an inerease of pension 
to Alfred T, McKinsey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3454) for the relief of W. J. Smith 
and D. M. Wisdom; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


| the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (8S. R. 104) to print addi- 
tional copies of the United States. map of the edition of 1887, prepared 
by the Commissioner of Public Lands; which was read twice by its 
title 

Mr. PLUMB. Beiore the resolution is referred, I wish to say that 
early in the session I introduced a similar resolution providing for the 
printing of the edition of the mapof 1886. The President has vetoed 
the resolution upon the ground among others that the Land Office has 
material for a map of a later date, brought down, as he claims, to 1837, 
I only wish to say that at the time I introduced the resolution there 
was no scrap of information in possession of the Land Office collated 
or made with reference to this map tor a later peried than 1886. Iam 
advised that such is the case now, the opinion of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. He is mistaken. But in order that there 
may be no delay in printing this useful document I have corrected the 
resolution and provided therein for the printing of an edition for 1857, 
so that if the office has or can have by the time this resolution gets 
through, after it has run the gauntlet of legislative and executive op- 
position to it, any new material, we may have some of the maps 
printed for public distribution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Irise for the purpose of making one or two 
suggestions concerning the joint resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas. When the joint resolution, to which he refers, which 
has received the disapproval and the veto of the President, came to the 
Committee on Printing, the committee made investigation that satis- 
fied it that the map therein proposed to be printed for the use of Con- 
gress, and to a limited extent for sale, should be the map of 1886, pre- 
pared under the direction of the Interior Department. 

Maps are prepared for publication for the Government, as for private 
individuals, at very great original expense in the way of lithographic 
material, and, as I understand it—although I am seeking further light 
on this subject so as to more fully understand it—the plate from which 
these maps are to be printed, even if this resolution just introduced by 
the Senator from Kansas shall become a law, is a plate that was made 
for the Government in the year 1886 and for the map prepared for that 
year, and the only change there will be will be a change of the date 
from 1886 to 1887. I think it might just as well be cailed a map of 
the edition of 1836 as a map of the edition of 1887. 

The principal grounds, however, for the veto of the resolution as 
suggested by the President are those which I will read. He says: 

The propriety and expediency of this appropriation, to be applied so largely 
by the two branches of Congress, should be left to legislative discretion. 

And then he goes on to say: 

The map of 1886 was published at a cost of $1.25 per copy. 

The map of 1587 will very soon be issued at a cost of $1 per copy, and the pub- 
lishers have offered to print an enlarged edition at the rate of 95 cents for each 
map. This map will be later, more correct, more valuable in every way, and 
cheaper than that issued the previous year. 

Of course, it will be very desirable if it can be printed for less than 
the $1.35 that was ascertained, after full investigation by the Printing 
Committee, to be the cost of publishing the map ordered by law and 
vetoed. It does not follow, however, as one might suppose, from the 
Executive communication, that the Government will be compelled to 
pay $1.35 forthe making of each one of these maps. The language of 
the law is that the maps shall be printed at a rate not exceeding $1.35 
each; that being the maximum price which shall not be exceeded. It 
they can be printed for 95 cents each it will be 40 cents less for each 
map than we provided in the law, and is, of course, a saving to be de- 
sired. 

The other objection is: 


Upon these facts I return the joint resolution without approval, in the belief 
that the Congress will prefer to correct the same by directing the publication 
of the latest, best, and cheapest map, and reducing the amount appropriated 
therefor. 


The same reasoning that I have suggested as to the cost of each map 
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Clerk, announced that the House had rece its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the 
Richmond and Danville Railroad Company to lay tracks, ete., in the | 
District of Columbia, and agreed to the same. I 

lhe message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. | 0 
109! making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- | ;, . 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance S 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; in which it requested the : 
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Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution, and ask for its immediate con- een ' cael 
sideration. pers 

Che PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . : 

Resolved, Tuat the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate at | pay st on the posits ¢ 
the next sessi _ so far 1c ms have already been co nputed upon ap 4 ‘ , ie 
plications presented un act of March 3, 1883, the amounts due p . s 
masters and their repre ves the several States and Territories, ple ais eared I t 
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The PRE mpore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the 1 tion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and | a 
lie over under the rule. uve 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. ‘ { 

The PRESIDENT pro tempos he Chair lays before the Senate th = 
resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs], and | abi , 
coming over from yesterday, which will be read. 

; The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

; l, That the Committee on Finanee be, and it hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into tl matter dem ts im the dman’s Savingsand Trust 
Company of Washington, and report how n 1ite depositors of said coin- 
pany there are who were in no way connect th the alleged mismana 
ment and failure of said company, and the amount of deposits due te them r 
spectively. I 

Mr. BECK. I said on yesterday that I thought I could give good 
d era 


reasons why thisresolution of theSenatorfrom Vermont [Mr. Epmt NDs] 


should not be adopted. I can do so now in a very few minutes, [ | creditors 
think, apr 2in 





The act creating the Freedman’s Bank. which passed Congress on the iH 
od of March, 1865, limited th al deposit therein to colored de been ‘ i 
a positors, and there never has been, so far as I know, though there may | 0Ug¢t to 
be in some of the amendments which were passed afterwards when it Mr. EDM 





fell into the hands of the people who used it for speculation—there Mir, BECK rtain 
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for the relief of the colored men did not in any way 
injure white and if the white depositors, many of whom 
were speculators who broke up the bank and stole or squandered the 
money of the colored people—nct all of them, because they imposed 
upon some white people too, but they must suffer, under the old rule 
that he who trusts most suffers most—made deposits without authority 
of law, why should Congress make good their loss? The original pur- 
pose of the bank was to limit it solely to colored people, the security 
to be exclusively the bonds of the United States. All white depositors, 
rich and poor, were interlopers, and Congress is under no obligations, 
legal or equitable, to make their losses good. 

Mr. ‘Trenholm, as Comptroller, took the case up; he givesa full history 
of its origin and the inducements held out to the freedmen. 1 will 
read only a part of his report, and ask the Reporter to insert the portion 
I have marked. When his statement is read the Senate will see at once 
that every one of those colored people believed the Government was 
responsible. Let me read what Mr. Trenholm says: 


It seems plain that the honor of the Government became engazed in this un- 
dertaking when, in 1865, Congress, in the act of incorporation, held out to the 
lately emancipated siaves inducements to intrust their earnings to this institu- 
tion by selecting as trustees the distinguished gentlemen whose names were 
incorporated in the charter, by requiring the deposits to be invested in securi- 
ties of the United States, and by subjecting the books to Congressional examin- 
ation. 

This last provision was especially significant and bound Congress to provide 
for adequate examinations from time to time, since none of the fifty trustees 
lived in Washington, and only nine constituted a quorum. 


Then he gives the names of the distinguished gentlemen who were 
trustees, headed by Peter Cooper. The list is as follows: 


The names of the trustees are as follows: Peter Cooper, William C. Bryant, 
A. A. Low, S. B. Chittenden, Charles H, Marshal!, William A. Booth, Gerritt 
Smith, William A, Hall, William Allen, John Jay, Abraham Baldwin, A. S. 
Rarnes, Hiram Barney, Seth B. Hunt, Samuel Holmes, Charles Collins, R. R. 
Graves, Walter S. Griffith, A. H. Wallis, D. 8. Gregory, J. W. Alvord, George 
Whipple, A. 8S. Hatch, Walter T. Hatch, E. A. Lambert, W. G. Lambert, Roe 
Lockwood, R, H. Manning, R, W. Ropes, Albert Woodruff, and Thomas Dewey, 
of New York; John M. Forbes, William Claflin, S.G. Howe, George L. Stearnes, 
Edward Atkinson, A. A. Lawrence, and John M. 8S, Williams, of Massachu- 
setts; Edward Harris and Thomas Davis, of Rhode Island; Stephen Colwell, 
J. Wheaton Smith, Francis E, Cope, Thomas Webster, B. 8. Hunt, and Henry 
Samuel, of Pennsylvania; Edward Harwood, Adam Poe, Levi Coffin, and J. 
M. Waldon, of Ohio. 

Under the sanction of the Government and in the name of the philanthro- 
pists, statesmen, and financiers, thus united in a laudable purpose to secure the 
safe and profitable investment of the pay and bounty money of the colored 
troops and of the savings of other classes among the newly emancipated ne- 
prroes, Army officers on duty in the South and the officials and agents of the 
Ireedmen’s Bureau were induced to urge the freedmen to bring their savings 
to be taken care of by these their friends and protectors. 

Anson M. Sperry, in his examination before the Senate investigating com- 
mittee, testified that he was employed in September, 1865, as general field agent 
to operate in the Twenty-fifth Army Corps, that he was commended by the Sec- 
retary of War to the commanders of the colored troops, and received from Gen- 
eral Brice authority to be present at the pay tables in order there to persuade 
the men as they were paid off to confide their money to the safe-keeping of this 
institution, Similar efforts were no doubt made.everywhere, 

The company had previously been promised the deposits already accumu- 
lated in the savings banks established at Norfolk by General Butler, and at 
Peaufort, 8S. C., by General Saxton, so that these officers must be presumed to 
have accepted it as a safe depository. 

‘The pass-books issued to depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com- 
pany bore on the covers likenesses of President Lincoln, and of Generals Grant 
and Howard, and others whom the freedmen had learned to reverence as spe- 
cial benefactors of their race; the flag of the Union was depicted as sheltering 
and binding together the persons thus portrayed, while the remaining space was 
oceupied with other pictorial devices adapted to the comprehension of those 
whose savings were sought after, and manifestly designed to assure them that 
the Government sanctioned the enterprise and would protect their interests. 

The following citations are taken from a little pamphlet which appears to 
have been given to depositors, and otherwise widely circulated at the South: 

* T consider the Freedman’'s Savings and Trust Company to be greatly needed 
by the colored people, and have welcomed it as an auxiliary to the Freedman’s 
Bureau.—Maj. Gen, O. O, Howard, 

“The whole institution is under the charter of Congress, and received the 
commendation and countenance of the President, Abraham Lincoln, Oneof the 
last official acts of his valued life was the signing of the bill which gave legal 
existence to this banks. 

“Principal office, Washington, D. C., opposite the Treasury of the United 
States. 

‘This savings bank is established by act of Congress, approved March 3, 1865, 
by Abraham Lincoln. 

‘It is under the direction of a board of fifty trustees, who serve without pay. 
The branch offices are also under the supervision of local committees, chosen 
from the best men in the vicinity of each branch. 7 

“The bank can not loan its deposits nor use them in any way except to in- 
vest them, according to the act of Congress, in the bonds of the United States, 
and in real-estate securities worth double the amount so invested. 

* The profits of the bank are all returned to the depositors as interest, neces- 
sary expenses alone excepted, The income from deposits not called for goes to 
the ‘educational fund’ for the sole use of the freedmen and their descendants. 

“The bank is obliged to keep its books open at all times to the inspection of 
such committees as Congress may from time to time appoint.”’ 


It was under these inducements and assurances that the colored 
people made their deposits. 'The Comptroller goes on to say: 


Everything done had the inevitable effect of impressing upon those whose 
savings were solicited the assurance that the Government of the United States 
had undertaken to secure their safe-keeping, and unless“the good faith of the 
original promoters of the bank is doubted, this was probably distinctly stated 
over and over again. 

While there may have been some unprincipled persons engaged in the enter- 

rise, it would be uniust to question the good faith of the many disinterested 
se actors of the freedmen, such, for example, as Frederick Douglass, Charies 
Sumner, and others, who were among its promoters, and therefore they must 
be presumed to have depended upon the terms of the charterand the character 
of the trustees to justify the earnestness and the energy which they threw into 
their efforts to gather in deposits. 


save of 
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The fruits of these efforts were commensurate with their intensity, and with 
the authority sustaining them. Sperry testifies that the aggregate deposits 
amounted to $55,600,000. The Senate committee reports that more than $57,000- 
000 was obtained from upwards of 70,000 depositors. These 70,000 trustful and 
helpless men and women may fairly be presumed to have believed that their 
money was invested,as the charter required,in the securities of the United 
States, and that the Governmeut that thus invited their confidence would pro- 
tect them to the extent at least of enforcing by appropriate supervision the re- 
strictions laid upon the management as to investments. 


The commissioner next sets forth the change so carelessly made by 
Congress and its effect, as follows: 


In 1870 the sum due to depositors appears to have amounted to at least $2,000,- 
000, and if the charter had been complied with, the face value of the United 
States securities held by the bank should have exceeded this sum by a very 
large percentage. Their market value would have been much greater. 

This was the time selected by Congress for amending the charter, not in the 
interest of the depositors, not according to any conceivable principle of justice, 
good faith, or public policy, but for some reason, with some purpose neither 
avowed at the time nor since satisfactorily explained. No examination had 
ever been made into the affairs of the bank, no report had been asked from the 
trustees, while the amending act contains neither a preamble noran intimation 
of the object sought. It seems to have passed the House of Representatives 
without debate, and in the Senate to have met with but little notice, except from 
Senators Cameron and Williams, who earnestly opposed it. From the remarks 
of the former, as reported in the Congressional Globe of April 28, 1870, I quote 
as follows, to show that attention was at that time called to one probable effect 
of the contemplated legislation, although without cvail in arresting action or 
suggesting inquiry: 


General Simon Cameron, of Pennsylvania, weil known, of course, as 
one of the ablest and most careful men who ever occupied a seat in this 
Senate, with his sagacious eye saw what would be the effect of the 
amendment, and in his forcible way he told the Senate what I now read: 

I think it will in the end probably destroy the institution. * * *# 

That was when it was proposed to give the trustees the right to loan 
money on real estate; in other words, to do as they pleased— 


It is a principle which ought not to go into any banking institution at all. It 
is endangering the depositors of the funds, the small depositors especially. They 
are in the hands of persons entirely irresponsible, except the responsibility given 
by their character. They will be led probably into speculation; and if this 
money is once invested in real estate it will be very difficultto get it back. My 
experience has been that whenever institutions of this kind have invested their 
money in real estate they have gone to destruction. I shall vote against the 
bill. 


And he did, but he could not stop it. The commissioner adds: 


As foretold by Senator Cameron, the effect of the amendment was to remove 
the limitation which the charter had placed upon investments, and thus to ex- 
pose to the depredations of speculators funds which Congress was bound to sur- 
round with safeguards, 

To make this plain it is only necessary to refer to the fact that the act of in- 
corporation specified the business of the company to be to receive deposits from 
or on account of the lately emancipated slaves, or their descendants, and to in- 
vest in securities of the United States the amounts so received, except so much 
as might be necessary, upon business principles, to be retained in what was at 
that time considered a more readily convertible form, not, however, exceeding 
one-third of the total amount on deposit. ¢ 

This exception seems to have been rendered necessary because the company 
had no capital stock, and it was no doubt considered safe to allow this latitude 
to the managers, because of the high character of the trustees, and the distin- 
guished position which many of them occupied in the estimation of the public, 
besides which, Congress reserved the right to examine the books at any time, 
and might thus guard against abuse of this privilege. 

The act approved 6th of May, 1870, so amended section 5 of the act of incor- 

oration as toallow half the deposits to be invested in bonds or notes secured 

~ mortgage on real estate *‘in double the value loaned;” and the corporation 
was further authorized to hold and improve the real estate then owned by it in 
the city of Washington, attaching to this latter authority, however, the futile 
proviso that the corporation should not use for the purpose of such improve- 
ment the principal of any deposit made with it. 

As before said, there does not appear to have been any reason assigned for 
this departure from the original limitation placed upon investments by the 
charter, and the clause authorizing the holding of certain real estate already 
acquired indicates that it had been acquired without authority of law, and could 
only be retained by a fresh grant of power. 

Since the original provision as to one-third the deposits being invested as the 
trustees should think fit was retained, it is not surprising that the passage of 
this amendment should have been accepted by the managers of the Freedman’s 
Savings and Trust Company as a license to evade and trangress, at their dis- 
cretion, all the restrictions imposed by the charter; and from that time, accord- 
ing to the evidence already referred to, the funds of the institution became rap- 
idly absorbed in loans and investments more or less connected with the per- 
sonal business or speculations of the active managers of the concern, both at 
Washington and at the branches. Only $400 in United States securities were 
found among the assets in 1874, when the bank failed. 


A few extracts more will give the whole history of this institution 
that the Senate needs to know in connection with the resolution of the 
Senator from Vermont[Mr. EpMuNps]. ‘TheSenator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] I observe is watching with some impatience, as though he 
wished me to sit down; but I have to give this history I said yesterday 
I would, and I am not wasting any time, except to read what was said 
by the officials. I hope he will bear with me a few minutes longer. 
The President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, when his attention 
was valled to the matter, senta message to Congress, in which he said: 


I desire to call the attention of Congress to a plain duty which the Govern- 
ment owes to the depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company. 
This company was chartered by the Congress for the benefit of the most illit- 
erate and humble of our people, and with the intention of encouraging in them 
industry and thrift. Most of its branches were presided over by officers hold- 
ing the commissions and clothed in the uniform of the United States. These 
and other circumstances reasonably,I think, led these people to ouppen that 
the invitation to deposit their hard-earned savings in this institution implied an 
undertaking on the part of their Government that their money should be safely 
kept for them. 
hen this company failed it was liable in the sum of $2,939,925.22 to 61,131 de- 
positors. Dividends amounting in the aggregate to 62 per cent. have been de- 
clared, and the sum called for paid of such dividends seems to be $1,648,181.72. 
This sum deducted from the entire amount of deposits leaves $1,291,744.50 still 
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unpaid. Past perience has s 1 that quite a large part of this sum will not 
be called for Phere are 3 on handa ) ting to the estimated sur 
of $16,000. 

I think the remaini: per t.of such of these deposits as have claimants 
should be paid by t Gov unuent, up I iciples of equity and fairness. 

Carrying out the views of the President and the Comptroller securing 
the rights of these poor pe le, as shown by the bank charter. believ- 
° . . . 3 - ar 1) ++ 
ing they had been imposed upon by reckless men, who controlled it, 
managed it, bankrupted it—I do not care to go into the character or 
conduct of the men who did it—Congress failed to do its duty by fail 


ing to cause examinations and reports to be made and by making im 


proper amendments to the charter. 
: ee of the Se! 


This Congress, acting through the Finance Commit 
passed a bill which the House committee has substantially agreed t 
I have it before me—limiting the payment to those colored peopie who 
were the sufferers; the only amendment of the House committee adds 
some provisions to take care that the payments are fairly accounted for. 
The white depositors of course made their complaints to the Comptrolle1 
that they were not embraced in the bill, and on the 25th of July Mr. 
Trenholm wrote this circular, which was sent to me this morning: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF THE 
EDMAN’'S SAVINGS AND TrusT COMPANY. 








Washington, D. C., July 25, 1888. 
Srr: Your letter of the ——— is received, and in reply you are respectfully in- 
formed that the bill recently passed by the Senate does not in any way alter, 





impair, or otherwise affect the rights of any depositor in the Freedman’s Say- 
and Trust Company. 





ing 

This is a proper answer to the question asked by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Each retains a right to his full share of the proceeds of the assets of that in 
stitution. The corporation is in liquidation and that liquidation will proceed 
and whatever is ultimately realized will be divided among ail depositors who 
have proved their claims in accordance with exist ] 

If the bill passed by the Senate be mes a law 
make good to those, for whose benefit exclusively the institution was originally 
designed, the difference between their share of the assets of the corporation and 
the amount of their deposits 

rhis may be regarded asa pure gratuity from Congress to these people, the 






iws 


» effect will be simply to 








distinetion in their favor resting upon the unquestionable fact that none 
persons of African descent had any right to make use of the Freedman’s Sav- 
ings and Trust Company in any manner or to ace I means any inter- 
est whatever in its assets; or it may be regarded : ’ justice to the co 
ored depositors demanded by the unquestionable facts (1) that Congress under- 
took the supervision of the institution and failed to carry out the undertakin 
and (2) that the depositors lost their money because, without adequate noti 
to them, Congress so changed the charter of the bank as to remove the prope: 
restrictions originally imposed upon its investments. 
Neither you nor any other white depositor have ar 


nt 











> claim upon either the 





bounty or justice of Congress. You were bound tol limitations of th 
charter of the corporation with which you dealt and therefore to know that 


officers could not lawfully take your deposits. Youcan not claim to have known 
of the restraints upon investments and of the obligation as to supervision and 
at the same time say you did not know that you had no right to become ad 
pt tor. 

Itis not intended in any way to inflict now upon white depositors any loss, 
any injury, or even any censure. Up to this time they have been treated pre- 
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cisely like those depositors who cou!d alone lawfully make use of th nst 
tion,and I know of no reason why t y should not continue to be treated in 
thes » Way, so far as the assets of the corporation are concerned, and this is 


all they can reasonably exp 
Very respectfully, 
W. L. TRENHOLM, Com ’ 





Mr. President, that is the whole case. I have briefly given the rea 
sous why the Committee on Finance acted as they did in limiting this 
bounty, or act of justice as I think it is, to the colored depositors: first, 
because it was a bank established solely for their benefit; second, be- 
cause these poor people were induced to make their deposits by repre- 
sentatives of the United States, who assured them that it had the guar- 
anty of the Government in every possible ferm; third, because the offi- 
cers of the United States, many of them in the uniform of the United 
States, were controlling and managing this institution, in which un- 
der the law they could deal in nothing but bonds of the United States, 
which were as safe as any securities could possibly be, and as Congress 
was from time to time bound to take supervision of it and t6 protect 
the depositors, and failed to do so, I think amoral obligation is created 
to pay the loss. Instead of doing what it agreed to do, Congress failed 
to make any examination, failed to require any reports, and worse than 
all, after the bank had obtained more than $50,000,000, much of it 
from seventy-odd thousand of the poorest people in America, formerly 
slaves, who were induced to make deposits under the provisions of the 
original act and under the circumstances Mr. Trenholm has stated, 
Congress changed the charter, against the protest of General Cameron 
and of other careful men, and placed everything these people had in 
the hands of speculators who ruined the bank. Under these circum- 
stances and because of the neglect of Congress to comply with its obli- 
gations, on the recommendation of the Comptroller of the Currency 
and upon the recommendation of the President of the United States, 
and, I believe, by the unanimous vote of the Committee on Finance, it 
was thought Congress was under obligations to these colored people to 
pay them the difference between 62 and 100 per cent., and not toallow 
» white people, rich or poor, to have anything to do with it, for the 
reasons [ have stated. That was what I said on yesterday I would 
show this morning. r 














ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move now to proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the Army bill. 
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other power not granted to them.” 

Mr. Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of the Loan Association against Topeka, 
decided in 20 Wallace, uses the following language: 





To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citiven,and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery because it was 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation; 
is a decree under legislative forms, 

All our constitutions of government, State and Federal, guard most 
jealously the rights of private property; and, except what is paid in 
legitimate taxation, in our country, it can only be taken without the 
consent of the owner for public uses, and not then without just com- 
pensation, 

\ tax levied on imports to obtain revenue to pay the debts of the 
Government and to provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare is lawful, and may be necessary and proper. 

A tax levied for the purpose of excluding imports, and to enable do- 
mestic manufacturers to increase the prices of their fabrics, and thus 
to enrich themselves off of the earnings of other people by extorting 
from them money to which they have no right, is, in the language ot 
the Pennsylvania decision, ‘‘plunder,’’ and in the language of Mr. 
Justice Miller ‘‘robbery,’’ under the forms of law. 

‘Che inquiry arises, how shall we determine the boundary between 
a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection? The answer is, that 
as long as the increase of the tax secures an increase of revenue it is 
a revenue tariff. But when we reach the point on any commodity 
where the increase of the tax reduces the revenue by excluding imports, 
we then have a tariff for protection. 

While on this subject we have, according to the opinions of judges 
and law writers, the apparently incongruous views presented that Con- 
gress may, in the exercise of its discretion, violate the Constitution by the 


enactment of a protective tariff law, and that there is no remedy for | 
this in the courts; still the members of Congress are required to take | 


an oath te support the Constitution, and the people have a right to ap- 
peal to their consciences for the preservation of the organic law. On 
failure to ure justice in this way their remedy then is to change 
their Representatives and Senators. 

The diffienlty here is that where men’s interests are involved it is 
the common experience that they are apt to pay too little regard to the 
requirements of the Constitution and to the rules of right. So thatat 
last, on this question, the varions interests of the country are prac- 
tically driven to the necessity of protecting their rights and property 
against spoliation by their numbers and votes. This being so, let us 
consider the practical question of how the present tariff legislation 
affects the interests of different classes of people so as to be able to de- 
termine what should be the policy and action of each class so affected. 

Protectionists and the managers of trusts seek for a scale of duties so 
high as to exclude imports, give them a monopoly of the markets, and 
enable them to fix their own prices on their fabrics. Some of them 
say—I must think insincerely—that protection does not inerease prices, 
If it does not, what reason can they assign for desiring it; and why do 
they so earnestly contend for it? ‘They must have some motive for this 
contention. What is it, if not to seeure to them higher prices and 
greater profits? 

Consumers seek open markets and reasonable prices for the things 
they are obliged to buy, and hence desire the lowest: rate of duties 
which will furnish the necessary revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered. 

WHo IS BENEFITED BY THIS TAXATION, 


The valve of our imports for the year which ended June 30, 1888, 


was $723,873,630. Of this sum the taxed imports amonnted to $479, - 
805,362; the remainder, $244,068,268, being imported free of duty. 


The average rate of duty on the taxed imports was 47.10 per cent. and 
yields a gross revenue of $225,988,225. Now, let:us see what it costs 
the consumers of the country, the farmers, laborers, artisans, profes- 
sional men, and ethers, to obtain this $225,988,225 of gross revenue. 
The value of manufactured products in the United States for the year 
1880, as shown by the census, was $5,369,579,191. It is fair to assume 





would yield $1,010,873, 757 of revenue. Deduct this sum from $1,587,- 
071,798 and still the consumers of our domestic manufactures would 
be unnecessarily taxed the sum of $576,198,044 a year. This is the 

um annually transferred, according to this calculation, from the con- 
sumers to the manufacturers of these fabrics. At this rate how many 
years will it take to transfer the property of this country into the 
hands of a few men and to make paupers and beggars of the toiling 
millions? 

Is any one surprised that the great body of the people of this country 
and their property are being covered with debts and mortgages, while 
a few men and corporations are accumulating hundreds of millions of 
dollars? Is any one surprised that there is discontent, unrest among 
farmers, mechanics, and Jaboring men all over the land ? 

Examination will show that this picture is underdrawn rather than 
overdrawn, and that the aggregate of this legal robbery is even greater 
than I have estimated it, 

As confirmation of the above, I quote from the Hon. Frank H. Hurd, 
one of the ablest political economists in this country, in Belford’s Mag- 
azine for June, 1888, as follows: 

I content myself to give what the ablest and most faithful statistician has 
given me, after I had referred the query to his most thoughtful and accurate 
investigation. His report to me was that the inereased price to the farmer of 
America— 

Growing out of our tari ff— 
exceeds $600,000,000 a year. 
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And this last sum of $576,198,041 is the difference against the con- 
sumers of these fabrics and in favor of the manufacturers of a tax for 
protection of $47.10 on the $160 worth of merchandise consumed, and 
a tax for revenue of $30 on the $100 of merchandise consumed; and 
assuming that the population of the United States is 55,000,000, this 
is equal to a tax of $10.47) a year for every man, woman, and childin 
the United States. 

Among those who defend a high protective tariff are many who have 
much to say on occasions about the crime of African slavery as it for- 
merly existed in this country when about 5,000,000 were held in that 
condition. These same persons are now laboring to enslave and are 
enslaving 40,000,000 people, white and black. The difference between 
these two systemsof slavery is, that under the former the master, from 
self-interest and from the principles of humanity and of religious duty, 
housed, fed, and clothed his slaves, farnishing them medical service in 
sickness and having them nursed in infancy and cared for in old age. 
Under the latter system the manufacturers, the masters of this larger 
number of white and black slaves, extort from them about all the 
profits of their toil and neither house, clothe, nor feed them, nor furnish 
them medical assistance, nor nurse them in infancy, nor care for them 
in their old age. 

Of the 50,155,783 population of the United States in 1880 there were, 
as ‘shown by the census, 17,392,000 engaged in gainful occupations. 
Of these there were engaged in— 
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\nd there were engaged in manufactures and mechanical and mining 
industries, 3,837,112. Of these probably about one-third were en- 
gaged in the business of protected manufactures, leaving about 16,- 
113,075 people who are taxed $47.10 on the $100 worth of merchandise 
of the taxed kinds, which they buy for the benefit of 1,279,034 people 
engaged in the manufacture of articles of the kinds of our taxed im- 
ports. This statement is made on the idea that the laborers in the 
manufacturing establishments participate in the receipt of the plunder 
thus extorted fromothers, while in fact they only get enough of it as 
arule for their barest subsistence. The balance goes to the 14,500 
mill-owning capitalists, for whose benefit the whole American people, 
including their own laborers, are thus mercilessly plundered. 

It is pitiable to see their workmen accepting as true the hypothet- 
ical falsehood that high protection means high wages, and voting to per- 
petuate such an outrage on themselves and theircountrymen. If that 
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eral Government, for the same reason as to the States. But we are 
taxed by it to raise revenue to pay its debts and for the common de- 
fense and general welfare. This covers, in a sense, the protection of 
both the persons and property of the people. And the same rule as in 
the States should apply—that is, that the citizen should be taxed in 
proportion to the amount which the Government protects for him. 
The rich should pay more, and the poor should pay less, As we are 
considering the tax on imports, I shall not now discuss the internal- 
revenue tax. 

Do the several citizens pay taxes on imports for the use of the Gov- 
ernment, and the taxes which go to the manufacturers, and which are 
not for the use of the Government, in proportion to the property they 
own, and which the Government is bound in case of necessity to pro- 
tect? 

Letussee. The tax formerly levied on manufactured products yielded 
in 1866 $127,000, 000 of revenue for thesupport of the Government. This 
was a tax on wealth, and the law authorizing its levy has been repealed. 
We had a graduated tax on incomes which yielded a large amount of 
revenue for the supportof the Government. That was a tax on wealth, 
and it has been repealed. The receipts of railroad companies, insurance 
companies, and express companies were taxed. These were taxes on 
wealth, and they have been repealed. So bank capital, bank deposits, 
and bank checks were taxed. These were taxes on wealth, and they 
are repealed. The 140,000 miles of railroad in the United States, of 
the estimated value of nearly $8,000,000,000, pay no taxes to the Fed- 
eral Government either on their vast property or on its income, for this 
would be a tax on wealth. 

No tax is paid on the thousands of millions of dollars’ worth of stocks 
and bonds held in this country, or on the income from them, for this 
would bea taxon wealth. The 283,852 manufacturing establishments 
in the United States in 1880, with their capital at that time of $2,799,- 
272,606 (the number and capital being much greater now), pay no 
taxes to the Federal Government on either their property or their in- 
come; such a tax would be a tax on wealth. Who then pay the tariff 
taxes? Those who wear clothes made of cotton or woolen goods, those 
who eat sugar or rice or other food products, those who buy and use 
tools for the farm or the workshop. The man with a wife and three 
children who owns or rents a small farm, or the mechanic who owns 
or rents his shop and works hard the year round to support his family 
and educate his children, pays more taxes into the Federal Treasury, 
and pays more for the benefit of domestic manufacturers, which does 
not go into the Treasury, than W. H. Vanderbilt or Jay Gould, who 
own their hundreds of millions of dollars. I say more, because in ad- 
dition to the clothes and food they buy, which is common to both 
classes, the farmer or the mechanic has to pay the taxes on his tools, 
while the millionaire needs no tools to enable him to collect the in- 
come ov his stocks, bonds, and railroads. Even the day laborer, if 
decently clad, pays about as much of this tax as his wealthy employer; 
for each pays the tax on the clothes he wears and the food he eats. 

‘The enormous tax of $1,587,071,798, which I have shown is collected 
annually for the benefit of the Government and of the manufacturers, 
is paid mainly by the farmers, mechanics, artisans, professional men, 
and laborers of the country. It is an enormous tax on industry and 
labor from the burdens of which the wealth of the country is in the 
main exempt. 
and luxury. Itis an unjust burden on the many for the benefit of 
the favored few. 

This is in harmony with the policy of the Republican party from the 
time it came into power of running the Government for the benefit of 
corporations and tle moneyed classes, and of sacrificing the interests 
and disregarding the rights of the general mass of the people. 

DO HIGH TAXES ON IMPORTS SECURE HIGH WAGES TO LABOR? 

The Republicans affirm this proposition; the Democrats deny it. 

Of all the fallacies relied upon by protectionists this is one of the 
boldest, most insincere, and most mischievous. The statement of a 
supposed case will illustrate this. John Jones has $1,000,000 invested 
in an establishment for the manufacture of cotton or woolen goods or 
iron or steel. At a given rate of duty, after paying for raw material, 
and paying his operatives $1 a day, he receives a net income of 10 per 
cent. on his investment, equal to $100,000 a year. The rate or duty 
is then increased on the manufactured product, so that under the same 
circumstances he receives a net income of 30 per cent., equal to $300,- 
000 a year. Is there a laboring man outside of a lunatic asylum, 
whether in a manufacturing establishment or on a farm, ignorant 
enough to suppose that the manufacturer will increase the pay of his 
operatives to $3 per day because his profits are increased threefold by 
the increase of the tariff duties? Or is there a protectionist who has 
so little respect for truth and honor as to assume that this increase of 
profits would cause a corresponding increase of wages? 

The truth is that the profit of the employer has very little influence, 
as a rule, over the ratesof wages. Itis true that where profits are large 
the employer would be enabled, if he chose to do so, to pay higher 
wages than he could on small profit. But will he do this? Does he 
do it? The rates of wages depend on very different questions. If 
labor is more abundant than the demand for it the competition for em- 
ployment causes wages to be low. If labor is scarce and the demand 
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for it greater than the supply, then wages are high. If the market is 
overstocked with any particular kind of manufactured fabrics, and sales 
are slow or suspended, the wages of the class of operatives who produce 
that fabric are loWered or suspended. If there is a condition of gen- 
eral prosperity the tendency is for wages to be good. Ifthere is general 
dullness in the markets and in business, wages go down. If money is 
scarce wages are lower. If money is abundant wages are higher. La- 
bor, like every other commodity which is for sale, is governed very 
largely by the law of supply and demand. The foregoing are the princi- 
pal causes of the increase or decrease of the prices of labor. 

If high duties give high wages, why is it under a tariff which is 
nearly prohibitory, and which nearly doubles the costof living to fami- 
lies who live by their labor, that there is nowand has been for years past 
so much poverty, destitution, and suffering among the operatives en- 
gaged inall the protected industries? Why all the lockouts and strikes 
we hear of all over the country, while at the same time the owners of 
the establishments in which these people work are piling up their mill- 
ions of profits? If they were dividing these profits with their em- 
ployés they and the employés might say that high tariffs give high 
wages. Until they do this common sense and decency should not be 
further offended by the cry that high tariffs make high wages. 

But, it is said, if we reduce the tariff we will reduce the wages of 
our manufacturing operatives to the rates of wages of the pauper labor 
of Europe. This is untrue in every sense. In the first place a reduc- 
tion of the tariff would reduce the cost of living without materially 
affecting the rates of wages. This is manifest from what I have just 
said. 

In the next place, though operatives in this country, as a rule, receive 
higher wages than those in like employments in other countries, they pro- 
duce fabrics at less cost to theiremployers. Thisisa result of their being 
better housed and fed and clothed, and hence more vigorous and skillful; 
because the American has higher incentives, higher motives to stimulate 
his pride and ambition to excel in whatever he undertakes; and be- 
cause they are supplied with better tools and machinery, coupled with 
our possession of unlimited amounts of raw material. On this subject 
I present some high authority, going to show that our American labor 
is cheaper, considered in its relation to the value of its products, than 
the labor of Europe. Mr. Thomas G. Shearman, a high authority on 
this subject, in an article in the June number of Bedford’s Magazine, 
says: 

On the contrary, the convention ought distinctly to recognize the unquestion- 
able fact that American workmen receive higher wages than others solely be- 
cause Americans produce more than others; that high wages mean cheap la- 
bor, and that while American wages are the highest, American labor is for that 
very reason the cheapest in the wor!d, 

Protectionists may think it a sufficient answer to this tosay that Mr. 
Shearman is afree-trader. If so, I present some other authority on this 
question. 

Hon. WILLIAM M. EvAnrts, then Secretary of State of the United 
States, and nowan honorable Senator in this body, in his official letter 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, on the 17th of May, 1879, 
‘*transmitting the reports from United States consuls in relation to the 
state of labor in Europe,’’ after calling attention to these reports, sum- 
marizes the points raised by them, and introduces his summary as fol- 
lows: 

There are a number of most important points, deducible from these reports, 
which should be kept prominently and permanently in sight in order that rela- 
tive conditions of labor in Europe and the United States may be thoroughly ap- 
preciated, Some of these points are as follows. 

After submitting eight points in this summary he proceeds as fol- 
lows: 

9. That the average American workman performs from one and a half totwice 
as much work, in a given time, as the average European workman, This is so 
important a point in connection with our ability to compete with the cheap la- 
bor manufactures of Europe, and it seems on first thought so strange that I will 
trouble you with somewhat lengthy quotations from these reports in support 
thereof. 

After reciting extracts from the reports of consuls to sustain the 
foregoing statement, the honorable Secretary says: 

One workman in the United States, as will be seen by the foregoing extracts, 
does as much work as two in most of the countries of Europe. 

In a letter from Hon. James G. Blaine, then Secretary of State of 
the United States, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, on 
the 25th of June, 1881, transmitting ‘‘reports from consuls of the United 
States on the trade in cotton yarns and twist, and cotton manufactures 
in their several districts,’? page 99, under the heading, ‘‘ Wages of 
English and American operatives,’’ after presenting reports and tables 
showing the hours of labor and the rates of wages, says: 


Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American opera- 
tives are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter ani their 
longer hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems 
to be proven from official statistics, it would be a very important element in the 
establishment of our — to compete with England for our share of the cot- 
ton goods trade of the world. 


And he adds: 


In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton- 
manufacturing industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the ad- 
— over England in the first and stand upon an equality with her in the 
second. 


These two references are two formal, official, and important state 
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ical economy in this country, in which he shows the prices of the dif- | proaching election, still such action is a tribute to tl irtue and 
ferent articles and the rates of wages under each of the tarift laws of | soundness of Democratic principles. 
the United States from the first one passed down to 1 871. Heshows The Hon. James G. Blaine, who } eturned from luxuriating in 
by reference to dates and prices that the effect of high tariffs is to re- | the splendid castleof Mr. Carne land, the pr extorted fro 
duce the prices of commodities, especially of raw materials, and to re- | American labor by a protective t taken upon himself the task 
duce the rates of wages; while the effect of low tariffs is to increase the | ofshowing how little President Cleveland knows about tari ind trust 


prices of commodities and especially of raw materials and of wages. | and statesmanship generally. He sent from Europe his arraignment 
His book contains an exhaustive investigation of these questions, and | of the views of the President on the tariff question 



































demonstrates beyond doubt the propositions above stated. In his last annual message the President said 
OTHER EVILS OF A HIGH TARIFF. In speaking of the increased cost tothe consumer o home manufact 
Besides plundering the peopie for the enrichment of manufacturers | resulting from a duty laid apon imported articles of same description, t 
aa trusts, we are accumulating the money of the country in the Treas- | {\\" eos ee ee oe Cee eee 
) ury of the United States at the rate of about $60,000,000 a year beyond } jimit a lowed | y such duty. But it is aueae th at this « cae titic — a 
the legitimate need of the Government; and on the 3ist of July, 1888, | often strangled by combinations quite prevalent at d ft ‘ 
there is in the Treasury a surplus of $132,517,535.47 taken from the | ©t'led trusts. which have Sor thelr object the regulat pply and 
channels of trade and locked up where it is useless to the business | can hardis ‘hope for any consideration int of these ie . 
and labor of the country, as a result of excessive protection of capital ee ee Oo Sager ee lpi ae ee 
against labor. And this is in addition to the $100,000,000 in gold din Shin, aes bagi eluents cage fs a ee , 
locked up in the Treasury under the preteuse that it is held for the ° ; eee a hase fens tale hin 
redemption of legal-tender notes in the interest of bondholders and ali ad s . : _ ; , : 
bankers, in the face of the act of May 31, 1878, which provides: ini methane tenths cerita nied det ee eee CPS ; : — 
‘bat from and after the passage of this act it shall not be lawful for the Sec- . IE re ‘ “4 Soe eae — ere te And in his — 7 
retary of the Treasury, or other officer under him, to cancel or retire any more Gefender of protection, of corporations, of aggrega of Capital o1 
of the legal-tender notes. And when any of said notes may be redeemed or kinds, he poses as the apologist and defender of trusts. this, v 
received into the Treasury under any law from any source whatever, and shall | the money and cor poration interests ol the country, will add 
belong to the United States, they shall not be retired, canceled, or destroyed } P phate } a } 
but shall be reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation. ron an y pace ol — gallant knight, and endear n m ane’ 
It is thus seen that at a time when, as to all the rural agricultural — as f the money lords. I quote as follows from his spe 
parts of the country at least, there is a scarcity of money which is caus eee 
ing much distress, $232,517,535.47 are withdrawn from circulation to d nt Cleveland del vered his messag ud some ng tos ) 
accommodate the interests of protectionists and bankers and bond- | ,,, | a senmenane oa 7 Sv aidiene’ ince taacdienainae 
holders, and as a temptation to profligate and corrupt legislation. | the word or not, that have not been constantly w irning the peoj 
And this vast sum of idle money is being increased by exorbitant taxa- | »°" danger of “trusts.” [Laughter 
tion at the rate of about $60,000,000 a year. Laughter by his audience. 
The President of the United States and the Democratic members of Vr, a ah leaded said —— ' —— ‘ ‘ 
Congress propose to reduce this surplus in the Treasury and to allow | they were alt wether advantageous or disadvantag They are nly 
this vast sum of money to be returned to the channels of trade to stim- | V#!¢ * airs, with which neither President Cleveland norany privat zen has 
ulate enterprise and industry, and to reward labor by a reduction of | “"* PSr'c™er™ ght to interfere 
the tax on imports to what is actually necessary to meet the expenses And then he goes on to argue that trusts are not the outgrowth of 
of the Government economically administered. protection, and have no connection with high tarifls. Flattered 
The Republican national convention which recently met at Chicago | reception tendered him on his return from En he has no doubt 
accepts the issue thus tendered by the Democracy, and in their plat- uded that his influence is great enough toet him to still further 
form say: contemn American rights and defy American interes y suming the 
We accept the issue, and confidently appeal to the people fortheir judgment. | defense of trusts, the most odious combinations against hot 
ihe »rotec > sveter uat > ; * ‘ . 7 ; 
I ge ren waren eaten. ded reduction of the national rev- oe ane en ; ’ Se ee 
enue by repealing the tax upontobacco, * * * and the tax upon spirits used oppre ston are thus allowed to protrude fro ene ‘ 
n the arts and for mechanical purposes. * * * which they are usually concealed. Mr. Blaine’s jul m | ‘ 
: if there shall remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of the | pore overcome his discretion 
Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal-revenue taxes rather than 1 q ! 
surrender any part of the protective system President Cleveland- 
The fair and miiisuhted meaning of which is that this Republican Mr. BLA! R = poster pues designing to leave his allusion to Mr 
, convention favors a tax as nearly prohibitory as they can obtain on | 5 ah nee 
such luxuries as clothes, hats, blankets, food, and tools to work with, |. RI AGA) Yes sin 
) ind in lieu of this to supply the country with sach necessaries of life - BLAIR. He must have read a very meager and garbled extract 
| as whisky and tobacco freed from all taxation; and the Republican | °! “© Spee” NOCHMES TNS HORGNES Cue. NATELY CONTIIEY W he | 
members of Congress indorse and approve this monstrous policy. Paes oy . SCS Se TUPSeS OE Saas Spe 
Be Can there be a doubt as to which side of this question the majority I LGrA s as it apy red in the « spat oO " 
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3 urther defeat. bialne § mi trast Without er efend them 
a The Republican national convention which recently met in Chicago, | >!) undertook to ay that t ‘ the necessary out 
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‘ag larations: | trade land than they are in the United States. He undertook no 
7 F We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in trusts or | apology and no defense of yrteneaclens taper 
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a We reaffirm the policy of appropriating the public lands of the United States | 9" the President’s proposition warning the people against the dangers 
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stantially defends their existence. 
ject now. 

Mr. BLAIR. The longer extracts from the speech of Mr. Blaine 
which I have seen are very much to the contrary of the Senator’s state- 
ment of Mr. Blaine’s position. 

Mr.REAGAN,. The Senator will not say to thecontrary. There may 
be other things stated, and I understand from the extracts that he did 
go on to say that trusts were not entirely connected with protection. 

i stated that, and that is all the Senator can say. He can not con- 
trovert what I have stated without controverting the text which comes 
over the wires. 

Mr. BLAIR. What I controvert of the extracts of the speech which 
I have read is this, the statement of the Senator that Mr. Blaine thére 
figures as an apologist or defender of trusts; quitethe contrary. He did 
not so figure in the extracts from his speech which I saw. 

Mr. REAGAN, I donot know what the Senator saw. Iquoted what 
the President said and I quoted what Mr. Blaine said, and I leave them 
for every one to judge for himself. 

President Cleveland has been very bitterly denounced by the bene- 
ficiaries of a high protective tariff on account of the recommendation 
in his last annual message of a revision of the tariff in such a way as 
to prevent the withdrawal of millions of dollars from the channels of 
trade and the accumulation of a dangerous surplus in the Treasury. 
While I have not agreed with some important features of the financial 
policy of his Administration he has shown himself to be a patriot and 
statesman, and a man of the grandest moral courage by his fearless ad- 
herence to the Constitution and to the principles of justice, at a time 
when political partisans pay but little regard to the Constitution and 
recklessly squander the public money as a means of securing political 
advantages, when he might have escaped their censure by counte- 
nancing their vices. He has set a noble example to the American peo- 
ple of unselfish and patrioticdevotion to duty, and of manly courage and 
independence at a time when its costs much to exercise these great 
qualities. For this he deserves the lasting gratitude of the American 
people, and can not fail to be honored by posterity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to just put in the Recorp in 
connection with this matter something from the speech of Mr. Blaine 
itself, if the Senator from Iowa will yield to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwant to get the record right before I begin, and 
I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read 
from the New York Tribune of this morning, from the words “‘ Mr. 
Chairman,’’ the remarks of Mr. Blaine at Portland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERry in the chair). 
tary will read as requested. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. CHAIRMAN, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: I should not have left my home the 
very day after my arrival, but for my desire to feel myself once more in touch 
with those with whom I have in previous years fought in many a good Repub- 
lican contest [cheers], once more to compare notes with those upon whose wis- 
dom the party has always relied—namely, the Republican masses—as to what 
should be done at this crisis in the political affairs of this country and in the 
history of the pay which is its great defender. 

When President Cleveland delivered his message he had something to say to 
the American people about the danger of “‘trusts.’’ I think there has since been 
no Democratic papers in the country, whether they understood the meaning of 
the word or not, that have not been constantly warning the people as to the 
horrible danger of ‘‘trusts.”” [Laughter.] Well, I shall not d ss trusts this 
afternoon, I shall not venture to say that they were altogether advantageous or 
disadvantageous. They are largely private affairs, with which neither Presi- 
dent Cleveland nor any private citizen has any particular right to interfere. 
Aside from that, the point which I wish to impress upon you is that “trusts” 
are not the outgrowth nor in any way the incident of the protective oy 4 as 
the President charges; that a protective policy no more breeds what the Presi- 
dent considers the pestilence of trusts than does the veriest free-trade country 
in the world, which is England, for England is literally plastered all over 
under her system of free trade with trusts. The very day before I sailed for 
home, just a fortnight ago, I cut from a London journal the announcement 
that all the manufacturers of coffins and all the undertakers of the United 
Kingdom have gone into a trust [laughter]; that it was to consist of two mill- 
ions of capital, which in the language of the English financial market was to 
have a large number of “ preferential bonds,’’ and that the yearly death rate 
might be expected to yield a semi-annual dividend of 12 per cent. [{Laughter.] 
Now, I think, my friends, that we might safely bury all the President’s predic- 
tions of evils from trusts in this country in the graves in which these coffins 
are about to go, preferential bonds and all, and we might do this safely by 
showing that so far from the protective policy generating trusts, an utter free- 
trade policy generates them in far greater number [cheers], and thus I leave 
the question. 





That is all I have to say on the sub- 





The Secre- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: : 

A bill (Gf. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evans- 
ville, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of George M. Ochiltree; and 

A bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times for sales and for notice of 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report on the Army appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. This report, I believe, was read yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report was not read yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. It isin the Recorp of this morning. So, unless 
some Senator desires to inquire as to the changes in the bill made by 
the conference committee, I shall simply ask the Senate to take a vote 
upon the report. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as one of the conferees on the part 
of the Senate on this bill I desire to say a word or two. I have with 
my colleagues signed the report, which, I take it, has already been 
read to the Senate, as I understand from the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary informs the Chair that 
the report was printed in the Recorp but was not read. It was or- 
dered to be printed in the RecorpD by unanimous consent yesterday 
evening, without being actually read. 

Mr. GORMAN. So that it is printed I am satisfied. 

I desire to say to the Senate that while signing that report, I do not 
concur in the conclusions that have been reached. I notice that in 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD of August 4, on page 7926, when this 
conference committee was appointed by the Chair, the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 


The conference report is before the 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT profempore. The Chairlays before the Senate a message from 
the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, August 3, 1888, 

‘Resolved, That the House non-concur in theamendments of the Senate tothe 
bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and ask a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.”’ 

Mr. ALLison. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and agree to 
the conference asked by the House of Representatives. Has the House ap- 
pointed conferees, may I ask ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have not; at least no conferees are an- 
nounced in the message on the part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, When a motion has been made to adjourn until to-mor- 
mow at 11 o’clock and another motion has been made oT to adjourn, and the 
Chair has ascertaine.1 that no quorum voted on either of those propositions, and 
then there was a call of the Senate which disclosed that there was a quorum 
present, may I ask whether there is any motion in order or any other business 
in order except to take the vote on the motion to adjourn? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The rules provide that messages from the House 
of Representatives may be received at any stage of business, except when the 
Journal is being read or when the Senate is dividing. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is it in order when there is a motion to adjourn pend- 
ing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. ALuison. I move that 

Mr. PuattT. Are we not in open executive session now; and, if so, can we 
transact legislative business ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALuison. I move that the Senate agree to the conference asked for by 
the House of Representatives. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous tonsent, the President pro tempore was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and the President pro tempore an- 
nounced the appointment of Mr. ALLIson, Mr. PLump, and Mr, GormMAN, 

Mr, HAWLEY. I rise with some delicacy to make a suggestion. The matters 
in conference between the two Houses relate to the amendments providing for 
heavy ordnance, coast defenses, ete.—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the Senator from Con- 
necticut will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. Hawtey. The rule, I understand, is positive—the usage of the Senate 
certainly, and I believe, the rule—that two of the conferees shall be Senators 
friendly to the action of the Senate. 

As I have said, it is a matter of delicacy with me to make the suggestion; but 
the usual committee on conference appointed in such cases consists of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations that has the subject-matter in 
charge. The Senators from Kansas [Mr. PLume)]and Maryland [Mr. Gorman}, 
two members of the subcommittee, are on record, by their sneeches, as being 
very strongly opposed to the amendment in question. I call the matter to the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, Hoar, Are there any other matters techically or formaliy involved? 

Mr. Haw.ey. There are some other matters technically involved, 

Mr. Hoar, I should like to be permitted to make one observation with refer- 
ence to what the Senator from Connecticut has said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. Hoar. I was myselfat one time, in regard to an amendment on one of 
the appropriation bills, in very much the same condition as the Senator from 
Connecticut nowis. There wasan amendment toan appropriation bill that Iad- 
vocated with great earnestness and which the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
resisted with all his zeal and ability —and everybody knows that Senator’s zeal 
and ability are very great, for he is thoroughly in earnest—and the Senate agreed 
by a very small majority to the amendment which I had moved. 

The Senator from Kansas was put upon the conference committee. I then 
made to the Chair the same suggestion which the Senator from Connecticut has 
now made to the Senate. ‘The President of the Senate at the time was the then 
Senator from Illinois, Mr. Davis, and the conclusion was come to that, as there 
were several other matters in issue, he could not pick out one rather than 
another, and say that that alone must be considered in making up the confer- 
ence committee on the part of the Senate, and he pursued the usual rule to ap- 
point members of the Committee on Appropriations. The result was that the 
Senator from Kansas held on to my amendment, going before the House con- 
ferees with the same tenacity with which he had fought it in the Senate. If I 
had been on the conference committee myself I should have lost it. As it was, 
it was saved. 

Mr, Atutson. May I say a word? 

The PREsIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that, in theory, the managers 
of a conference on the part of the Senate are appointed by the Chair. In fact, 
they are designated by the friends of the measure; and, upon appropriation 
bills, have been uniformly the subcommittees of the Commitiee on Appropria- 
tions having in charge the cular bill, The Chair is ready to be instructed, 
or to take the sense of the Senate on the question. 

Mr. ALLIsoN. May I say one word in reply to the Senator from Connecticut? 
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appropriation of about $7,000,000 or more would have been expended, | take any othe i: t ‘ , te t : 
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amended the proposition, making reductions aggregating $2,154,500, Wi 5 Siivsahemtinw 
and haveadded on my suggestion a provision that all of this expendi t: f N } ‘ i 
ture under the amendment known as the Hawley amendment shall be r | 
made by a board of officers consisting of the commanding officer of the | eu ‘ 
({rmy, General Schofield, an ordnance officer, to be designated by the | expen 
Secretary of War, and an artillery officer, also to be designated by the | for y 
Secretary of War. ret 
Chat I consider a very g1 i ovement. It gives the general in | sid 
con this matter, and the determining | maki : 
of the character of the gu 1¢ improvements, that he ought to | with 1 Wo : 
have, of course all under the general direction of the Secretary of War. | Wy nt 
It enables the Secretary of War to select the most skilled men in the | othez els 
Ordnance Corps. There are some very bright and eflicient men in [ l 
that corps, I suppose equal to officers of any army in the world, but | ste« 
they are not found at present in positions of control of the expenditures | nay 
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~o that the bill to my mind is nite.y tter, more in the line of | are I t 
economy, and will insure better results because of the supervision of the | t 
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say to the Senator frankly, because of the duties imposed upon him in | and his mechanics under him had more genius than the ordnance 
the great appropriation of $22,000,000 {for rivers and harbors and the | officers. 

other duties assigned to him, the building this great work here, this Mr. CHANDLER. Now, the Senator will allow me to ask him 
great building for the Library, so that it is almost a physical impossi- | where he findsin this amendment of the Senate thatis now to be agreed 
bility for him to take charge of any part of this work. Besides that, | to by the House anything to prevent the Secretary of War from taking 
it was thought that an artillery officer, the man who fires the gun and | thisthreeanda half million dollars’ worth of gunsteel, which is to be pto- 
who is to use it if it ever goes into action, would be a better man for | vided, and making contracts either with the owners of the West Point 
the manufacture of the gun. So I think the board as constituted or | foundry or of the South Boston gun foundry for the manufacture of 
agreed to by the committee of conference is probably the best board | guns from that steel? 

that could be constructed within the Army. Mr. GORMAN. I suppose the Secretary of War is a sane man, a 

But that is not all. If provision had been made in this bill for a | pradent man, and would try to carry out the provisions of any act Con- 
larger appropriation, covering a great many years, so that the outside | gress might pass. 
people whom I have described might have an opportunity to compete Mr. CHANDLER. Can not the Senator trust his own Secretary of 
with Army officers, I think the measure would be practically perfect. | War? 

As to the built-up guns made of steel, the Senator from Kentucky Mr. GORMAN. Yes, I can trust the Secretary of War, but I think, 
asks in his seat how many guns we shall make under the provisions of | so far as Iam concerned, I would bind the Secretary of War of the party 
this bill. Three millions and a half of dollars is appropriated for steel | of which I am a member as tight and as close as if he were the Secre- 
and seven hundred and fifty thousand for foundries and works. I | tary of War representing the Republican party. I say that to leave 
should say, judging from the experience we have had, that we pos- | this discretion to him and to rely upon his judgment alone, surrounded, 
sibly may get twenty-five or thirty guns in the next three years; but | as he is, by these Army officers, is wrong. It is wrong in principle; it 
you will have contracted for the steel; and I desire to say to the Senator | is not right asa business proposition, and if you were in power I would 
from Kentucky that in entering upon this scheme the appropriation | stand here and fight it until the end of the session. 
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for steel in large quantities becomes a necessity, for the reason that Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? 
you have now only two plants in the United States capable of making Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
steel, and I think neither of them has the capacity to make a 12-inch Mr. ALLISON. If I understand now the criticism of the Senator 


gun, If thecontract for the amount of steel is not sufficiently large, | from Maryland, it is that by this bill under the conference report we 
nobody else will put up a plant, and the Government will be at the | commit this Government and bind the Secretary of War to build up 


mercy of one or two men. these guns at a particular price, and that we, by this report, exclude 
Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask a question for information ? the idea that private parties are to take the rough borings and buiid 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. them up as steel guns. Do I understand the Senator from Maryland 
Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that there is any concern in the | to state that to be the import and purport of this bill ? 

country that can make a 12-inch gun. Mr. GORMAN. Unquestionably. 


Mr. GORMAN. I have so stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There have been one or two 8-inch guns made in 
the United States, and others, exceptas finished off at navy-yards, have 
been purchased at foreign shops. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink more than one of 8 inches; but they are 
making one of 10 inches now, as I understand. But still they have not 
the facilities, as the Senator from Connecticut says, to make the 12-inch 
guns now. I mean, of course, that nobody in the United States has the 
plant for doing it. 

Now, Mr. President, confined as we are, or will be, if this bill be- 
comes a law as it comes from the committee of conference, to the built- 
up steel guns, to absolutely exclude the experiments in cast-steel, to 
absolutely exclude the purchase of any cast guns either as mortars, 
steel bound or otherwise, or the trial of cast guns with improved metal 
which is being made now—that, I think, is a great misfortune. It is 
unbusinesslike. Noman and no firm in the United States would con- 
duct his or their business affairs in the mode prescribed by this iron 
rule of this bill without bankruptcy, and the Government of the United 
by doing so and proceeding upon this line in other matters is practically 
wiping out the surplus. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky asks me how many fin- 
ished guns have been made for the Navy by private parties—guuns that 
were complete. My recollection is—I may not be accurate about it— 
that the South Boston Works have practically completed four 4-inch 
guns for one of the cruisers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Steel guns. 


Mr. ALLISON. So far from that being true, that suggestion was 
not even made in the conference committee by anybody, not even by 
the Senator himself, arid, so fur as I am concerned, it never entered my 
mind that this was to be the exclusive work of the Government. | 
read this bill, and I saw that the first delivery of steel was to be eighteen 
months from this time. The first opportunity that we shall have to 
take hold of these rough forgings will be eighteen months from this 
time. So I understood in my own mind, and I supposed it was the 
judgment of the committee, that two or three sessions of Congress yet 
to come would settle the question as to whether these rough borings 
should be completed by contract in private establishments or whether 
they should be done at the Watervliet arsenal, if it should be made 
ready. 

Why, Mr. President, so far from the Senator from Maryland stating 
what is true, I draw an absolutely different conclusion from the lan- 
guage and the spirit of this conference report. I stand with him not 
in favor of the absolute exclusion of private enterprise with reference 
to building up these guns. I know the Secretary of the Navy unde: 
similar provisions has given private contracts to build guns. Now, to 
say that by our conference report we exclude these people isa thing 
that never entered my mind as a member of this conference committce. 

Mr. BECK. One moment. The reason I asked the questions I did 
was on the line of difference between the two conferences. I, of course, 
was not a member of the committee of conference, but I thought we 
were trying to get thesteel and leave it open hereafter to the best con- 
tracts that could be made with private parties as well as our own es- 

Mr. GORMAN. Built-up steel guns, in competition with what you | tablishments. If that is a mistake, we made a mistake. 
are doing at the navy-yard. Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me one moment longer. I 

Mr. CHANDLER. But in nocase from steel produced by them- | do not want, as a member of this conference committée, to be put in 
selves, an attitude of excluding the idea that men who are fit to build up 

Mr. GORMAN. No, it was from the steel which was produced from | these guns shall have an opportunity of doing it, and I want to say 
the Bethlehem Works, under the general contract for steel made by the | that idea never entered my head, and, so far as I remember, that idea 
Secretary of the Navy, but they took the steel rough-turned and rough- | never was suggested in the conference committee and never was sug 
bored, precisely as it comes to the Washington navy-yard, and com- | gested in the Committee on Appropriations, to my knowledge. | 
pleted the guns and had them ready to fire. That is a business prop- | will go hand in hand with the Senator from Maryland when we have 
osition; that is the way to do it; and the Secretary of the Navy has | the opportunity of getting hold of this steel, the first delivery being 
had the courage, without the explicit provision of the law directing | made eighteen months from now, and we will then see what shall be 
him to do it, to go outside and get those splendid mechanics at Boston | done in the way of building up these guns. No other idea ever en- 
to do that work; and I think it would be unwise in Congress to per- | tered my head as respects what should be done with these rough bor 
mit such establishments to close. You have nearly bankrupted that | ings when we have them. 
concern now. Mr. GORMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 

It was the great works of this country that during the war poured | has made a very broad statement. We all know how fair a man he is; 
out their millions to make the guns that were used during the rebell- | but when he says that this is the first time that he has heard the prop 
ion, and there is no firm in the country that has been so treated and | osition advanced, he is certainly mistaken. I never said that this 
driven almost into bankruptcy as this has been by this Ordnance Corps, | proposition was not considered by the Committee on Appropriations, but 
and now they will be pursued by these ordnance officers as long as the | thatit was offered intheSenate. I say it was not considered in detai! 
present men remain there,simply because Mr. Hunt—whom I never saw | His memory fails him or he has not paid attention to anything I hav: 
and knew nothing about until I came to investigate it with my friend | said on this floor and elsewhere in committee and at all times, and | 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] on the committee and General Lo- | am sorry I have not had the attention of my friend from Iowa, who ! 
gan, and I think that gentleman had more genius, had more courage, | know wants to be entirely accurate. Idonot want to repeat my speech 
had more loyalty than any man I have ever met in supporting his Gov- | of a few weeks ago; it is too warm to-day to do so. 
ernment—he has been nearly bankrupted by the system that you are Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will permit me a moment ? 
now going on and fastening upon this Government simply because he| Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
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and a half millions and when you let these great establishments 
you are building up at a cost of one and a half million dollars hat ; : tho f , t 
you will not use it to make the guns, but you intend by this bill private | Fact t unde ( ted v o to 
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8 Mr. ALLISON. Itis true during a por ove War Dey Iw 
Senator from Maryland a few w s ago I \ 1 to determi the ques 1 ol i 
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S euns and not buy forgings: in other wo1 . 
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aging also private parties in that direction, knowing perfectly well tha { that t é not a friend 

€ at the South Boston Works there was st a foundry to which they | so I w, that considered t] 

i, might, if it were. properly encouraged, be transferred, and also another | delay t ippropriation { ! the 

it on the Hudson. {do not wish to inte rrupt the Senator any longer pro ipe. so t tt 

d except to put myself right as respects this matter. But here we unde 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Iowa will recognize that | steel guns 
he has done me great injustice in taking an advantage of me which he Mr. President, I will read one or t ‘ 
ought not to do and does not intend to do, and I will explain what I | made by a manufacturer of large experiet H 

2 y mean. ‘There was not, so far as I know, anything except fair and i ewns nse 6 ‘ 

re proper discussion of the matters involved in the amendments before the | « ito W 1 heavy ho 

p committee of conference What I said upon the floor a few WeeKs ago pr . ip 7 J = cores . ia ae ar : . . 
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d rule of the Senate, to stand by the Senate amendments, and I did no ne dollars, an lo aes Krupp’s ‘ it U 
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floor now as a Senator, and that I did before this bill went fo the con- | a 1. and n Ww . ¢ time fort 

is ference committee. Therefore he does me injustice. He has no right ever y bet © of. anen gm 

y to take advantage of my silence in the conference, because he knew I | ..° . aaa ian ae 

y was so bound as representing the will of the Senate. ‘ to a considerable extent, expe , > me 

J Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me there, I do not ard I st gradually developed 88 é her, s g 

n did not criticise the Senator from Maryland as respects his attitude +S : ieee clea cg ante ; : 

LO either in conference or on this floor I only wished to explain that so p uk . 
far as I was concerned as a member of this conference, I never enter- oe i Es 
tained for a moment the idea which he new places on these amend- | ,.cnufacturer wither, ig pp tenets ; ee 

t ments, but I understood all the time that was a question to be post- | Civil ! rs March, gives som : I 10tes 
poned to the future, to build up these guns. Gane Whe mon tabes, POs wee steei, 1 ne 

r Mr. GORMAN. There is no better business man in Congress than | , ot oy ee ; a atar oan aeabcen 

I the Senator from Iowa. He has had great experience in matters of ap- | and 40 cents more for finis i asse 
propriations, aud I say for him, as I have seen a great deal of him, for I | the last session of Con ess, appropriated at the ra $ 
think I am one of the oldest around the Capitol, I mean in point a Anas cet Tine een ihe =o se — er ia 
time—that I knowof no man in my whole experience who is more car To qu Mr. Me f aga Sple1 1 ste 
ful than he is. But this is one of those questions that has not come | weis! av be ight now for less t 
under his observation and close scrutiny as most matters do. It was spb Recaesrpse iy oe any enn re 

, referred to others, and to General Logan among them when he was a | , t it. eck bar ancthes bh i 
member of the committee, my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] | ' America’s guns 
and my friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and myself for four or five 2 ‘ ra 7 

; years. There never has been a shade of difference between any mem- ‘ 
ber of the committee who has examined it as to the effect of this ex- | t Yr Our coast « 3, for the f es ¢ 

' clusion of all private enterprise. There is no man in either branch of | ' ; ae : aT 7 i 
Congress on the Appropriation Committee who has looked at it for six | . ( t from t ‘ ‘ ers res 

. years past who has not come to that conclusion. As I said on a former ent the Sect y the Navy f ste 
occasion, I came to it reluctantly. I did not believe it as it was first 
presented to me, but I was forced to the conclusion. I had no interest | id in the Scientific American of April 2 a urt , 

I in and no knowledge of the men of Massachusetts or of the men on the | have in 1 in my remarks, headed ‘*‘ Thenew 3 for 

Hudson who had stood by the Government and who had been nearly | which it is there stated that the best built-up steel g 
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: and what injustice had been done them and an atté mpt made to per- that is tos that they do not come up to the 
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l these Government officers as I have done. W l \ t a half cheaper and much bett 

As to the proposition of how it will exclude them, you have appro- | é m the Scie \ h 
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; mittee, $700,000 for the shops at Watervliet. They first came hereand | : 
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firms can complete the guns, that would be worse than anything else | of large guns is not yet perfected. If this is true it would 
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pix were disabled during the first fortnight of the bombardment by the effect 
of their own fire.” It is said that during the Franco-Prussian war two hundred 


Krupp guns burst, and that the German commanders thought that a week's 
further resistance by the French would have silenced the batteries bombarding 


Paris, as the attacking guns would have become disabled by their own dis- 
charges. The Italian Government has rejected,two of Krupp’s 100-ton guns, 


them at Spezia. 
accounts are received of the behavior of their ordnance 


after trying 
rom France similar 










under more recent trials. On June 4, i584, a 24-centimeter (9.45 inches) steel gun 
burst at Havre on the fifth round. The breech was driven backward into an 
earthwork at the rear, while a portion weighing several tons was driven for- 
ward and fell into the water. Other French guns cracked near the muzzle, and 
had to be reduced in length, It is reported, also, that during the past year 
several steel guns have failed, and produced disastrous accidents in their ex- 
plosions, 

Jn England failures have been numerous. A million of pounds sterling is 


annually spent upon artillery. Yet Engineering, one of the leading English 
technical journals, speaking of the English artillery,says: ‘‘ After all this, our 
guns are inferior to those of other nations, and are nearly as dangerous to those 
who fire them as to the enemy.”’ In 1886 the English were making five 110-ton 
guns, eighteen 66-ton guns, and six 43-ton guns, in the words of Engineering, 
“allon the same plan as the gun which recently failed on the Collingwood 
with little more than half its proper charge of powder.” 

In last March, in the House of Commons, the following facts were cited: To 
one ship orders had been sent that her guns should only be fired under reduced 
charges; on another ship, out of nine guns, eight were unserviceable; an 80-ton 
gun had been sent home from Gibraltar to be repaired ; a 9-inch 18-ton gun burst 
at Woolwich in testing powder; one hundred and thirty-five guns were made 
on one plan, and seven of these burst, requiring a lower rating of charge and 
reduced initial velocity for the remainder. In aletter tothe London Times last 
year Capt, Robert H, Armit referred tothe disabling of all of the 38-ton guns on 
the Ajax, and ended his letter by stating that “ there does not exist a sound gun 
in the service.’’ This was only one of his letters, So far had he gonein his con- 
dem nation that an injunction was applied for by the makers of the guns to re- 
strain him, which relief was refused by the court, his criticisms being held to be 
“* privileged communications,”’ 

These are some of the lessons furnished by foreign practice. They all possess 
one peculiarity: they teach us how “not to doit.” But we can not say thata 
successful and final type of heavy gun has yet been developed, The built-up 
guns are subjected to strains, molecular and mechanical, that tend to their ulti- 
mate disorganization. The powder heats the meta! from the interior, expand- 
ing the tube and inner rings the most. These expand, not only radially, but 
longitudinally, On cooling, great resistance is offered to contraction by friction, 
so that a permanent injury is caused in many cases. The continual expansion 
and shrinkage have an inevitable tendency to disorganize the whole piece. 

The theory of the strength of a gun teaches that the metal nearest the bore 
does the most work in resisting the effect of the discharge. The useful effect 
of the metal, according to Professor Barlow, varies inversely with the square 
of its distance from the longitudinal axis of the piece, Thus, the outer layers 
do comparatively little,and should be, if anything, the softer and more expan- 
sible metal. To be of any effect, these layers should be in intimate contact with 
the inner. This statement would indicate a source of weakness in re-enforced 
guns. Aring shrunk on may be in such a state of tension as to be ready to 
part, yet its connection with the tube or ring below it is not as intimate as if it 
were a part of the same metal. 

As remedies for these evils different cures have been suggested. Soft steel 
of low tensile strength is advocated by one engineer. Such steel is incapable 
of taking a temper, andis really wrought-iron, It is naturally free from many 
of the defects of the higher steels. The latter crack more readily, and have 
not the lend-like toughness of the milder metal. The lower tenacity called for 
seems a defect, but it is used as the index of the quality. A tough, weldable 
metal is inevitably of lower tenacity, and in defining this the other qualities go 
with it. A more radical remedy is proposed by a second engineer. He advo- 
cates the abandonment of all steel and the adoption of castiron. This sounds 
like astep backward. Yet he fortifies his position with so many instances of 
what cast-iron guns have done that it is hard to resist the conclusion that they 
are at least worthy of a more extended trial. Their rifling may need special 
stiniy, as the wearing of the bands has been one of their weak points. Other 
details may have to be worked up. But when it is considered that an integral 
piece is obtained at a minimum cost the subject seems worthy of trial. 

Some aluminum compounds could well be experimented with. The mitis 
castings might afford a good basis for work. Enough has been shown to indi- 
cate a good field for inventive genius, to which we hope our Government wlll 
afford every encouragement. All we wish to suggest is that the field is stiil 
open for exploration; that, according to all accounts, the perfect gun has not 
yet been produced, 

I also extract from the Scientific American the following: 

FAILURE OF BUILT-UP GUNS, 
[Scientifie American, April 7, 1888. } 

No less than ten of the large 9.2 guns made for the British Government have 
recently failed at test, the inner tubes of nine having been split and the outer 
casing of the other fractured. This, we believe,is the style of gun that has of 
Jate been so urgently advocated by certain of our Army and naval officers as 
necessary for adoption in this country,to the exclusion of all other kinds of 
ordnance, In the opinion of these wise men all people who hinted at anything 
else were behind the age 

ALUMINUM STEEL. 
[Scientific American, August 20, 1887.] 

The Iron Trade Review, of Cleveland, says: ‘‘ Some importantand very satis- 
factory experiments have been made at the Cleveland Rolling Mill Company’s 
works during the last two weeks in treating Siemens-Martin steel with smal! 
perc aluminum manufactured by the Cowles Electric Smelting and 
Aluminum Company of this city. The result of the work proved conclusively 
that a small quantity of aluminum freed thesteel from blow-holes and increased 
the tensile strength somewhat without increasing the elongation, besides add- 
ing very materially to the fluidity of the bath, thereby producing much sharper 
eastings, It has not yet been determined how small percentages of aluminum 
nre necessary to secure the required products, but from one-tenth to one-twen- 
tieth of 1 per cent, gave satisfactory results. The castings made showed a ten- 
sile strength as high as 140,000 pounds tothe squareinch. The alloy was applied 
jn the form of broken ferro-aluminum.” 

BURSTING OF A GREAT GUN, 

(Seientifie American, March 10, 1888. ] 
Armstrong breech-loading gun recently burst at the Royal arsenal. The 
officials represent the occurrence as merely one of a small percentage of fuail- 
ures which are always expected in the course of the proof trials; but the great 
size of the weapon, which was a 10-inch gun of about 38 tons weight, gives 
prominence to the accident, and the fact of several rounds having been fired 
before the hurst took place points to some cause beyond a mere flaw in the ma- 
terial, which the first test ougltt to have revealed. The chase or barrel of the 
gun was blown clean out of the chamber end, and fell in one piece to the 
ground, 


nitages of 














A 
AW 


Seee ee ee ee eee cee aetna 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Aveust 16, 


I believe it is the wise thing for us to do to make this appropriation 
so that we may have the Army at work; so that we may have every 
private establishment in the country that is willing to compete for the 
plant competing with our Army, and then a provision broad enough 
so that any improvements that may come along hereafter may be util- 
ized by the Government. 

Mr. President, I do not care to detain the Senate; it is too warm a 
day. Isay, from the evidences all around, everywhere, not only here 
but elsewhere, the power is great, as we all know, of these men who 
have life tenures, who are at the head of the Ordnance Department. 
They Rave sufficient power to mold Congress in the way that they de- 
sired. 

While I have no hesitation in voting, with the restrictions that I 
have indicated, $40,000,000 for the defense of this country, to be spread 
over the next ten years, giving all of our people an opportunity to ex- 
periment and to give us the benefit of their skill and genius, but, 
Mr. President, the Senate has determined otherwise. 

It is to be confined to the War Department, to the officers of the 
Army, and there is nothing left, so far as I am concerned, but to enter 
my protest and to say that at some time later on, and before greater 
amounts are appropriated to be squandered, I hope the Senate will 
grant me a special committee that I may bring the facts before them 
as I have seen them only in part, and which I have indicated, for I 
believe the mismanagement of that branch of the service will astonish 
the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two in re- 
sponse to the observations of the Senator from Maryland as respects 
these amendments. 

The statement of the Senator is true in respect to the amendments 
provided for in sections 3, 4, 6, and 7 of this bill. They did not orig- 
inate in the Committee on Appropriations. One of the amendments 
somewhat involved in the question of gun experimentation was put on 
by the Committee on Appropriations, but the amendments generally 
were put in after a pretty full debate by the Senate, and I think with 
reasonable unanimity. 

When the conference committee of the Senate met our brethren from 
the House we dealt with these amendments as we found them, and we 
made concessions, and very large concessions, to the House committee. 
In the first place we modified somewhat section 3, the section providing 
for the erection, etc., of a gun foundry at Watervliet, and we reduced 
the appropriation which was made by the Senate amendment, of $750,- 
000, to $700,000. 

Section 4 as it passed the Senate provided for an expenditure of 
000,000 for gun steel. The committee on the part of the House insisted 
that that should be reduced one-half, but on comparison of views it was 
thought that if we reduced that sum one-half it would not hold out 
sufficient inducements to existing steel manufacturers in our country 
to secure and provide the necessary plant to enable them to make the 
kind of steel involved in this section. Thereupon the House commit- 
tee yielded finally so as to allow the sum to be three and a half mill- 
ion dollars, that being regarded asa sufficient sum to induce steel man- 
ufacturers in our country to compete for the manufacture of this steel 
and build a plant for the purpose if necessary, because unless we ap- 
propriated a sufficient sum for this purpose it was perfectly evident 
that the single steel manufactory in this country which could now or 
which can very soon put itself in position to bid for this work would 
bid for it exclusively and at its own price. So, then, the amount in- 
volved in this bill now for the purchase of steel is three and a half 
million dollars. 

Section 5 is a section which simply relates to the method whereby 
the advertisements, etc., shall be made, and also provides that the 
bidders, whoever they may be, shall agree to erect a suitable plant, 
if they have not already a suitable plant erected, including the best 
modern appliances, ete., capable of making all the steel reauired by 
this provision. 

Then the amendment provides— 


That the time of the delivery of the steel for the smalier caliber of heavy guns 
to commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and that for 
the larger caliber specified in the advertisement at the expiration of not more 
than three years from the date of the acceptance of the contract. 


I admit that the Senator from Maryland made a very proper criti- 
cism of myself as respects detailed knowledge of this subject passing 
through several years. The details of these bills have from timé to 
time in the Committee on Appropriations been committed to my friend 
on my left [Mr. DAwes], and during the lifetime of General Logan to 
him as chairman of the Subeommittee on Fortifications. But I think 
I would not do myself justice if I did not say that during all these 
debates and during all these investigations going on in my committee- 
room, most of the time I was awake, and although I did not hear all 
the arguments, nor was I present at all the conclusions, yet I believe 
I did acquire some general knowledge of the situation and of the hopes 
and expectations of inventors, of contractors, gun-makers, and steel 
makers. I learned enough, in the way we usually acquire knowledge 
in this Chamber and out of it, to know that there were a great many 
disappointed inventors who were not able to secure that recognition 
which they believed their inventions deserved at the hands of the Ord- 
nance Department of the Government. 
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urers to build up gun plants or to induce the owners of the works a 
South Boston and at Cold Spring to add to their existing plant large 
sums of money in order that they may come in competition with the 
Government in building these guns, my answer to that is that we will 
take care of that question when it comes. So far as I am concerned 
I have pledged whatever influence I have on the Committee on Appro- 
priations to provide in our bill for the steel, which we must contract 
for years in advance of its production, because everybody knows that 
we have not now the steel plant in this country which will enable us 
to make these forgings and that we are not likely to have it within 
two years—if I should happen to be in this Chamber then I shall stand 
side by side with the Senator from Maryland in giving the private es- 
tablishments who may have facilities at that time for building these 
guns up an opportunity to exert themselves in that direction. In 


other words, I shall also be in favor of allowing the competition of 


private parties to come in and compete with the Watervliet arsenal 
as the Secretary of the Navy allows the South Boston people to com- 
pete with them in the construction of 4-inch guns, 

I repeat what I said when the Senator from Maryland was speaking. 
So far asI understand the bill as amended to apply to this question, it 
commits the Government not atall to building up one single gun at the 
Watervliet arsenal after we have these forgings. The whole thing will 
be under the control and direction of Congress hereafter. 

Mr. BECK. May I be aljlowed to say a word ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield ? 

Mr. BECK. I thought the Senator from Iowa was through. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to add only a word or two more, and then I 
shall yield the floor. 

The Senate put on this bill $500,000 for the purchase of submarine 
mines, etc. The House conferees would not agree to that and we struck 
it out. They did agree to an appropriation of $100,000 for the pur- 
chase of submarine torpedoes. 

For myself, Mr. President, I think that we ought to agree to this 
report. I think it is a wise expenditure of money, and if anything 
further is to be done it can be done on the fortification bill, which is 
soon to come to us for consideration, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the Senator from Maryland on that bill will have ample op- 
portunity to consider what further they think ought to be done. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, perhaps this would be a good time to 
say a few words, because during the next session of Congress I shall 
be laughed at again, as I have been for ten years for the struggle I have 
tried to make in keeping such amendments off appropriation bills. 
The Military Committee know all about the matter under considera- 
tion. So with regard to the Navy, the Naval Committee, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of the Navy, knew all about the big ships that 
ought to be built. The Committee on Commerce know a good deal 
about what subsidies ought to be given. Yetevery matter of that sort, 
somehow or other, is tacked on to an appropriation bill, and a commit- 
tee that is loaded down with work necessary to carry on the general 
business of the Government under existing laws is expected to find out 


exactly what is best to be done for the Army, what is best to be done | 


for the Navy, what is best to be done to carry on the postal service; 
although every time a suggestion is made by myself or some one else 
that these are matters which ought to be kept altogether independent 


of the appropriations necessary to carry on the Government and should | 


not be tacked on appropriation bills, when we are forced to deal with 
them at the close of a session and have neither the opportunity to as- 
certain the facts nor when in conference do we know what is best to 
be done, it is disregarded. 

The Senate will bear me out in what I say, that year after year 
whenever an amendment is sought to be made to an apppropriation 
bi/l as to how we shall build ships, I have resisted it, not because I 
was opposed to the thing being done, but because the Committee on 
Appropriations were not the proper committee to act upon it. The 
conference report on the naval appropriation bill, which I signed as 
one of the conferees, will be before us to-morrow, in which the only 
way out of it was to agree to all the House had done and all the Sen- 
ate had done. My name isto it; perhaps it is right, but I do not know, 
and I can not prove whether it is right or not, and I should not be re- 
quired to deal with those subjects. 

“o in regard to this matter, instead of the Committee on Military 
Affairs taking care of themselves and after full consultation with all 
the men who are making steel and all who are competing with the 
Navy and War Departments in regard to the best guns, it was turned 
over to the Committee on Appropriations, a committee, as I said, 
loaded down with the work of making the appropriations necessary to 
carry on the Government under existing laws, and we have to formu- 
late new methods of building up a navy, the best method of carrying 
on fortifications, the best guns and the best way to have them made, 
the best way to regulate commerce, and the best way to extend our 
trade. All that has to come before us. As I said, year after year I 
have resisted it, and I have been very frequently laughed at because 
I did. The tangle we are in at this minute is the best evidence of the 
fact that the Committee on Appropriations ought to have nothing to 
do with those matters. 

I understand that the fortifications appropriation bill will be here 
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from the House in a day or two, duplicating perhaps many of the things 
now brought before the committee. I do not know but that it would 
be the best thing, as a rebuke to the Senate for sending such things to 
us, to reject this conference report and have it all stricken out and put 
it into the fortification bill, which I understand has already passed the 
House and will be before us dealing with many of these matters. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet I have only one word to say 
about the merits of this matter. I agree substantially with what the 
Senator from Iowa has said. When we are obliged to take charge oi 
it, we onght not to go into any system that will commit us to anything 


| by which we may make a great blunder. 


As a member of the Committee on Appropriations, without more in- 
formation than I have, I would not go into the system suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland to extend over a number of years, nor 
would I go into any extensive system of fortifications. I may be all 
wrong about it, but I do not believe we ought to build any fortifica- 
tions now in the present condition of the world’s armory asa preparation 
for war. I remember the General of the Army, General Sheridan, 
came before us on one occasion and we asked him about it, and I think 
he made the most sensible remark of any of these men. He said, 
‘‘make me the guns and I will find some hole or other to put them in, 
for a good hole is better than any fortification I know;’’ and [ think 
he was right. You can not build a fortification now upon which you 
can rely, but you could extemporize some place where you could put 
the guns. Therefore, to that extent, I was willing to buy steel and 
have guns made. 

I desire to say in addition that I believe the best way to build up guns 


| for the Army and Navy is to give our officers in the Army and Navy a 


chance to build some under our own management, and to give the manu- 
facturers of the country and the builders of the country and the private 
operatives and the private managers of the great establishments in the 
country a chance to build part of them, and to give enough of the work 
to private men to encourage them to go on, and let them see that they 
are not to be bankrupted by the efforts they make, for many things 
they enly can make for us. Nobody wants a gun except the United 
States, and the true way to get the best is to have as much competi- 
tion as possible, at South Boston, at Midvale, near Philadelphia, at 
Cold Spring, at Watervliet, or elsewhere fur ourselves on our own ac- 
count, but let everybody compete, and when everybody is doing the 
best he can let us come back to the one who does it the best and the 
cheapest. 

I am against giving a monopoly to the War Department. I do not 
care how good their work is. I have never seen much progress made 
by it during the years I have been here. I have seen a good many 
who have patents to cover the things they have and who lean toward 
their own inventions, but I never approved of very much they did. I 
have no charges to make against them, but I would not give them sole 
jurisdiction. I was very much astonished for a while, when I first 
heard the Senator from Maryland, to think that might be the effect of 
it, because I was very sure the Committee on Appropriations did not 
mean that that should be the effect of it. 

Now, I care nothing about whether this report is agreed to or not. 
This matter ought not to have been on this bill. It was puton against 
the wish of the Committee on Appropriations, in my opinion, or against 
the wish of the most of us. It ought to be dealt with by the commit- 
tee especially charged with the subject. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], 
and others have been considering these matters all the session, and I 
can not understand, with all the opportunity they have had to present 
a bill that would be an intelligent measure, why it should be tacked 
on the appropriation bill. Ido not know about fortifications, but I 
speak in regard to guns. I do not know why it should be turned over 
to a committee, many of the members of which know nothing about 
the subject-matter. For one Ido not. I do not profess to know, and 
I have no opportunity to learn, and I suppose there are others in the 
same condition. So it is with matters relating tothe Navy; the Naval 
Committee ought to attend to its own matters. So itis with many 
other things. 

I thought I would take this opportunity to say that the best thing 
to do hereafter is that each committee specially charged with particular 
business, which knows all about it, should bring in such measures and 
that they should not be turned over to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions topresent. In that way the reasons would be given intelligently, 
instead of having us in a tangle as we are now. 

I rather think I shall vote against this report, to see if the difficulty 
will not be removed or something come out of it; but I do not know 
whether it is best to do so or not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senate is asked to approve th: 
reportof the conference committee. ‘The Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GoRMAN], who opposed theamendments I had the honor to offer, con- 
eedes cheerfully and frankly that they are very much improved by the 
conference report. Now, inasmuch as the Senate adopted the origi- 
nal amendments by a very large majority I feel no very great appre- 
hension that it will not approve of the improved amendments to the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BEcK] makes a very proper anc 
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wise suggestion, in which I very heartily coneur, concerning the loading 
of appropriation bills with legislation that does not pertain directly to 
expenditures under existing laws. But nobody is better aware t! 


one with that Senator’s experience, that both Houses of Con 
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come to resort to that course in despair in many cast s the « way 
of getting important public bu 33 done. That is not the fault of | 
this branch; I donot say whose fault it is. I have known a legislative 
department in which it has been systematically the practice to bur 
things they did not quite like, and not to give their own body achance 
to vote upon them. 

I will suppose a casi I will suppose that these very amendments 
that I offered to the Army appropriation bill were pending in the form 
of an independent bill in the other House, and suppose that there was | 


to be no chance whatever for them th 
we here thought that as they were ent 


we would place them, in the form ofa 
: 


ndent bill and that 
ne to an Army bill 
Army ap- 





on the 


propriation bill. In an ideal Cong ps would not be the 
wisest way always to let such amendments be considered in connection 
with an appropriation bill, butin a practical Congress we have foun lita 


practical way of getting at the bill 
some wise and indispensable legis] 
through anyhow 
train or not. 
legislate. 

{ will endeavor as concisely as I can to explain the existing legisla- 
tiop. To begin with, the Senator f yland has severely criti- 
cised the Ordnance Corps. 
already, and I will not spend any time onit. He confesses that we 
have in that corps some of the most skillful and wise men in the world 
and I confirm that opinion. I do not think there is a brighter class of 
young officers in any corps in the world than we have in some of these 
staff corps—honorable as well as ambitious men. The Senator from 
Kentucky said something of the motives of the officers of that depart- 
ment. ‘There is no motive whatever for dishonesty in these matters. 
All our officers are seeking the honor and efliciency of the Army, as 
honorable and ambitious officers should. They do not wish to spend 
forty or fifty years in an army with no gun worth shooting. 

He also says that they have spent ever so many millions of dollars 
since the war, with nothing to show for it. That is not correct, Mr. 
President. ‘The Ordnance Department has spent considerable money 
since the war, but agreat part of it has been for ordinary currentexpenses. 
Still, they have supplied since the war some 318 new guns. They have 
stopped building that kind of gun now because science has outstripped 
them. They have conducted a great variety of experiments, chiefly at 
the command of Congress, and in a great many cases under specific ap- 
propriations. ‘They are charged with having expended this very money 
that they were ordered by Congress toexpend. On the beach at Sandy 
Hook you will find all sorts of guns that they have been ordered totry, 
and they are willing to zo on with that work of trial upon the order 
of Congress. If the Senator from Maryland will move to establish a 
board of experiment and inquiry, or something of that kind—an ord- 
nance board of that description—I will cheerfully support a measure 
for that purpose, and it will have no better friend in the world than 
the officers of the ordnance corps and the artillery corps of our Army, 
because they will then be relieved of the odium heaped upon them for 
being obliged to say ‘‘ No” to the many ambitious and cranky in- 
ventors who come forward with various devices. The ordnance officers 
say ‘‘ We have not the money to expend on your inventions,’’ and forth- 
with the inventor goes away and fills the public ear with reports con- 
cerning the Ordnance Corps. 

When these experiments are made, the ordnance officers undertake 
to see to every detail of the work; they supervise the experiments, ob- 
serve the effect of every ounce of powder, and observe the range and 
penetration of the shot, and every other particular connected with the 


result, to put on an appropriation 
ition because that train was going 
and we did not know wh we could catch a freight 
That is the vicious way that Congress has sometimes to 
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Well, I think we have thrashed that grain ! 


experiments, and frequently, when all is summed up, the whole thing | 


proves a failure. Then the poor inventor, never surrendering—and it 





is good for the world, perhaps, in the end—comes again to Congress and | 


asks us to make another appropriation for his invention. Some of them 
suggest the taking of our biggest guns, boring them out, making them 
thinner, etc., and want to alter some four hundred of them! If you 
will establish a board of experiment and inquiry, it will relieve the 
Army from a great deal of odium, and you will once in awhile discover 
a grain of wheat undoubtedly. 

The Senator has said that the Ordnance Corps want the money to ex- 
pend. Notatall, Mr. President. They will not expend one stiver of 
it. And I am obliged to the committee for its superabundance of cau- 
tion, for putting on this bill a clause that directs the expenditure to be 
under the supervision of three officers, the commanding general of the 
Army, an officer of the Ordnance Corps, and an officer of artillery, 
these being supervised with full power by the Secretary of War. Now. 
we shall have some good work done for which the Ordnance Depart- 
ment will not be charged with injustice ordishonesty. I was perfectly 
willing to trust the Secretary of War before, without that provision, 
because then the whole matter was under his supervision. This pro- 
vision, however, arranges that he shall have three good men to attend 
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so that when he gets through he will have had a little profit and have 
his whole plant repaid to him, you will have made an expensive bargain 
for steel. But he will not probably do that. He will probably give 
you a fair bid, because after that he will have his plant left, and he will 
hope to get some further bids for armament and guns, and he will hope 
to build some steel shafts, because we have a great many ships. We 


are second only to Great Britain in the number of ships we have. 

The Senator from Massachusetts asks if this opens the work to com- 
petition? It does not ask every man in the world to build you good, 
big, fine and brins re and let vou choose the best, because 
you might wait until all eternity and might not get a gun. Butitin 


¢ 


vites competition—such competition as can be had from such estab- 


lishments as the South ton Works, the Johnstown Works, the Cam- 
bria Iron Works, the M ale Works at Philadelphia, and the Bethle 
hem Works The bet bem Works have already put in a plant and 
they are doing tor the Navy just this class of work Nobody is for- 
bidden to con for the chance of this three and a half million dol- 
lars for these 1 1 forgings of steel. Those who say that there is no 
competition a t, therefore, are in error. 


I havealluded 
mittee has prov 


he improvementsinthe bill. The conference com- 
fora board of three to supervise all expenditures. 

has struck out about $500,000 of the appropriation concerning torpe 
does and the mines, galleries, and other things indispensable to wor! 


l am sorry for that, because torpedoes furnish that sort of 
ie} 


torpedoes 
defense which can be most quickly extemporized. The torpedo come: 
more nearly under that description than any other article of defense. 
We could get a supply of them ready very soon; but we could not get 
torpedoes ready now under three months if we should have notice that 
we had to « d ourselves, hecause the galleries that run down from 
the banks, the means of shelter, the electrical apparatus, the trained 
men, and all that would not be ready. . This torpedo provision, how 
ever, Was But let it go; what we are looking for is the 
main thing 

Mr. PLUMB. TI would call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that what is called the shore torpedo is very much better than the 
other, 

Mr. HAWLEY. But that will not take the place of the other. 

Mr. PLUMB. It will very largely do so, I think, because torpedoes 
located in channels are liable to be taken up by vessels and are not the 
best means of defense. In addition to that, however, the Senator will 
bear in mind that there is in the bill an ample provision relating to the 
movable torpedo, which, according to our present light, is one of the 
very best implements of defense known to modern wariare. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is right, undoubtedly, in that state- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not think that the bill, from the standpoint of 
the Senator, is very materially interfered with. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yell, I am submitting very gracefully to the 
slaughter of one of my little children, or one of the children of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, because the biil provides for the pur- 
chase of certain torpedoes, if they are found valuable. There is a re- 
duction made of $500,000 by the striking out of section 6, and a reduc- 
tion of a million and a half by the striking out of the section relating 
to steel forges. The committee also struck out from section 3 the 
clause relating to the recommendation of the Gun Foundry Board. 
They did not like to bind themselves to the findings of that board, be- 
cause improvements might have been made since the making of that 
report. I can not say, therefore, that the report of the conference 
committee is open to any valid objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I voted for this amendment when it was offered to 
the bill by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and I shal) 
vote for the conference report, but I wish at the same time to express 
my regret at the lack of one feature in it. The controversy over this 
matter which has been discussed in the remarks of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] is not a newone. It has been my Jot to 
fall into this controversy for several years, being at the same time very 
much in the position in which the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Breck ] 
found himself—not knowing anything at all about it. I have got 
along as well as I could. 

in the last Congress the controversy that arose between the two 
Houses, and which rested in the committee of conference during two 
sessions, where the fortification bill finally failed, was over substantially 
this very measure propounded by the Senate, and something like the 
measure which has been advanced by the Senator from Maryland, pro- 
pounded by the other House. The Senate, however, did what I wish 
was in this bill. They incorporated along with this measure the idea 
that it was absolutely necessary for the safety of this Government in 
time of war and peril that there should exist in this country estab- 
lishments that could produce guns. This plan, and the best of them 
all by itself, makes the rough castings by private enterprise and the 
assembling and completing of them by the Government. 

That was the proposition of theSenateinthelastconference. Against 
that the House proposed to construct the guns entirely by private enter- 
prise, cutting the Government out entirely; and that was the struggle. 
Now, the Senate measure, which has had the elements of this, though 
not so well perfected, carried along with it the idea that the establish- 
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ment in this country that did produce guns of value, and in time of 
war of the greatest and most vital importance, should be kept up in 
this country and should not be left to die out, so that when the exigency 
did come the Government would not be left helpless. 

The Government should not depend wholly on private enterprise, 
for private enterprise could not produce a gun, because private enter- 
prise would be embarking entirely in the rough castings and the Govern- 
ment in the assembling and completing of them. 

That is a great feature which ought to be carried out, and is ver 
well guarded in this measure from the Military Committee. Butwh 
it does not exclude, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] say, it does not forbid the 
maintaining of these private establishments by the Government; it does 
not include them; it leaves them to die; and the Senator from Iowa 
pledges himself two or three years hence, when these steel castings sha} 
come to be complete, to stand up here and breathe the breath of life 

ew into these establishments. That will involve delay and the con- 
fining of the manufacture of all guns to steel. If I were absolutely 
certain that the steel gun was the best gun of the future and the only 


un that it was wise to construct, that might he a very strong argu- 


t | ment for keeping it exclusively in this copartnership—if I may us« 


that word—this casting by private enterprise of rough castings and the 
completing them in the Government works. But 1 do not think that 
the Government ought to turn its back upon all other guns than stec] 
guns. Cast-iron has not passed out of use for guns by any means. 
There is a new metal now coming into use in Europe for guns, and we 
are getting now for the first time into what is an essential condition, an 
admirable one for building guns, but are confining ourselves entirely to 
steel. That is the only criticism that I have upon this measure. 

All the controversies over this subject that have taken place in the 
past have had this idea which is in this amendment, and along with it 
a proposition to make other guns—unot to cripple and not to circum- 
scribe the effort to bring into perfection the idea of this amendment, 
but at the same time to hold out encouragement to private enterpri 
to enable it when the emergency came to itself build a gun and com- 
plete agun. Private enterprise under this plan can not complete a 
gun; the Government under this plancan not complete agun; it takes 
the two together, and the two together in my opinion can work better 
and more profitably, with more promise of perfect result, than in any 
other way; but at thesame time! repeat my regret that this amendment 
has turned its back upon all encouragement to private enterprise to 
hold up its establishments, or rather to invest more capital in estab- 
lishments for the construction of guns. 

Nevertheless, sir, it is such a valuable thing for which I have con- 
tended along with the other elements, for two or three Congresses in 
the past, that I am very glad to vote for this. I hope, however, that 
the Congress of the United States by doing this will not decide that this 
is all that they will do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the report of the committee of conference ? 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the Senator from 
Maryland asks that the yeas and nays may be entered upon the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not wish to detain the Senate, but I rise to say 
that while I agree that this report shall be adopted, and that I have no 
doubt it will be of service in its way, I think it is far from meeting the 
entire case, and that there ought to be something which affords more 
of a stimulus and opportunity to the inventive public and to the gen- 
eral enterprising public in regard to matters of this kind than is afforded 
by this proposition. 

This proposition assumes that we have got to a certain stage of per- 
fection in the manufacture of powerful weapons of war, and that we 
can take what has been provided and go on without inviting furthe: 
improvements. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; do not add that last sentence. 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as that goes I have no objection to taking 
something of that kind, although I believe it ought to go further. | 
believe, as I have heretofore said, thaf we are on the eve of develop- 
ments in regard not only to explosives but to guns and materials for 
guns, that will put us as much forward in perhaps the next three or 
four years as the whole world has gone forward in the last twenty-five. 

The complaint I have to make about this is not that we are to spend 
three or four million dollars in the construction of what may prove to 
be effective weapons, because by the expenditure of this money not 
only shall we secure instruction for our artisans, but by thus turning 
our manufactures into the right direction we shall secure incidenta! 
advantages more than counterbalancing the entire cost. But the com- 
plaint I have is that the bill does not go farther; that it does not gi. 
larger relative importance to this other branch of inquiry and invest'- 
gation in regard to what is best to be done in the way of offensive ani 
defensive weapons and methods. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry as to the 
effect of the vote. If we refuse to agree to thereport of the conference 
committee, does the bill then go back to the conference committee, or 
is it finally defeated ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
will pardon the Chair, the treaty has once been read at length before 
the Senate, and the rules require that it shall be considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole subsequently, and read by articles for amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it, and that is precisely what I was 
about tostate, ifthe Chair please. I understand that the treaty should 
be now read through by articles under the rule, the rule requires it, 
until some amendment is offered to a particular article. If an amend- 
ment be offered then, of course, the amendment is debatable; otherwise 
the debate on the treaty goes on after the reading by articles is com 
pleted. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, and I ask some- 
what for information, whether when an article has been read it is not 
proper for any Senator who wishes to discuss that article to rise and 
make remarks upon the article and present his views on the question ? 

Mr. HOAR. Not without moving an amendment. I do not care 
anything about the question, and will agree to whatever course the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana prefers to take; but [ understand if we proceed ac- 
cording to the strict rule there must be some pending question. The 
question upor the whole treaty is not pending until the treaty has been 
read through under the rule by articles. If, however, as it is read by 
articles an amendment is moved, then it is in order to address the Sen- 
ate on that amendment; but there is no question open for debate until 
one or the other of those things takes place, either when the treaty has 
been read through and the question is on its pas-age or on a motion to 
amend a particular article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Louisiana will 
pardon the Chair for one moment, it will be interesting to have the rule 
read, so that it will be clearly before the minds of Senators; and as it is 
brief, the Chief Clerk will read the parts of Rule XX XVII which re- 
fer to the proceedings when treaties are under consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

When a treaty is reported from a committee with or without amendment it 
shail, unless the Senate unanimously otherwise direct, lie one day for consider- 
ation: after which it may be read a second time and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, when it shall be proceeded with by articles, and the amend- 
ments reporied by the committee shall be first acted upon, after wh ch other 
amendments may be proposed; and when through with the proceedings had 
as in Committee of the Whole shal! be reported to the Senate, when the ques- 
tion sha!l be, ifthe treaty be amended, “ Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole?” And theamendments may be taken 
separately, or in gross, if no Senator shall object; after which new amendments 
may be proposed. 

Atany stage of such proceedings the Senate may remove the injunction of 
secrecy from the treaty, or proceed wth its consideration in open executive 
BCSsSsIOn. 

The decisions thus made shall be reduced to the form of a resolution of rati- 
fication, with or without amendments, as the case may be; which shall be pro- 
posed on a subsequent day, unless, by unanimous consent, the Senate determine 
otherwise; at which stage no amendment shall be received, unless by unani- 
mous consent, 

On the final question to advise and consent to the ratification in the form 
agreed to, the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall be neces- 
sary to determine it in the aflirmative; but all other motions and questions 
upon a treaty shall be decided by a majority vote, except a motion to postpone 
indefinitely, which shall be decided by a vote of two-thirds, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I knowI can add nothing tothe stores 
of information and to the ability and eloquence which have character- 
ized this debate. I would be content to cast a silent vote if it had not 
been that certain imputations, unjust and indecorous, have been laid 
against Senators who represent States lying south of the Potomac and 
the Ohio. It might be well for these Eastern Senators to reflect that 
if their ancestors had treated our ancestors and predecessors in public 
life from the country south of the Potomac and the Ohio in the same 
spirit of suspicion and reproach, there would probably have been no 
Declaration of Independence, no war of the Revolution, no Independ- 
enceachieved, no Constitution, no Union, and no United States of Amer- 
ica. Moreover, it is due that I should make known the considerations 
which have induced me, after examination, to give my cordial support 
to the ratification of the pending treaty. 

There is no interest of this country beyond its boundaries so insignifi- 
cant as to escape the scrutiny and reach of our Constitution and laws; 
none so remote as to be beyond the solicitude of American Senators, 
and of such interests none is so justly entitled to recognition, protec- 
tion, and support as our fishing rights and liberties on the eastern 
coasts of the British provinces. There is not one of these American 
fishermen who, leaving his wife and children in his humble home, goes 
forth in his little dory from the rockbound shores of New England to 
brave the storms of these fierce northern seas in quest of a livelihood; 
not one of these intrepid husbandmen of the billowy pastures of the 
deep who is not accompanied by my personal good-will, and over whom 
I would not hold the flag and power of my country to protect his 
rights under the treaties and the laws of nations. 

This fishing industry, it will be remembered, was acquired by our 
ancestors when they were British subjects. The domination of France 
was overthrown by the joint efforts of the colonists and the mother 
country, and the supremacy of England on this continent was fully 
recognized by the treaty of 1763. We all remember how that contest 
was begun by the colony of Virginia, which sent forth a body of four hun- 
dred men under the command of George Washington, then a young man 
and British subject, to attack the French in their stronghold of Fort 
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Duquesne, on the Ohio River, and how he was surrounded and forced 
to capitulate. Washington was then a loyal subject of Great Britain, 
wearing the uniform and defending the flag, the old flag of the mother 
country. Though unsuccessful in his first venture, yet the struggle thus 
begun for the valley of the Ohio and the lakes extended throughout 
Canada, indeed throughout continental Europe, for it has been well 
observed by a distinguished historian that troops were fighting in Sax- 
ony forthe Dominion of Canada. Troops from the Carolinas, from Mary- 
laud and Pennsylvania and Delaware, from Virginia, joined the regu- 
lars from England and rallied under the leadership of Braddock and 
Washington to drive the French and the Indians from their territory 
in the West, while gallant spirits from New England went forth over 
the very waters we discuss to-day to seize the fortress at Louisburgh. 
Soldiers from New England and New York were re-entorcing Wolfe when 
he sealed the Heights of Abraham, and many of them fell with Lord 
Howe at Ticonderoga. 

Those were the days when our ancestors were proud to call themselves 
British colonists and British subjects; when the Province of Massachu- 
setts was erecting a monument to Lord Howe, which the visitor may 
see to-day in Westminster Abbey; when the commons of South Caro- 
lina were dedicating a statue in bronze of the Ear] of Chatham, the great 
English commoner, which still stands in Charleston as a perpetual 
memorial of their gratitude and appreciation for his public life and 
services; when the American colonist was marching side by side with 
the veterans of England to extend the area of English institutions and 
English power, and when his proudest boast was— 


That Chatham’s language was his mother tongue, 
And Wolfe’s great heart compatriot with his own. 


It was under these circumstances and associations that this fishing 
right and liberty on the coast of the British provinces became our coun- 
trymen’s right. But I need not recall the fact that the epoch of which 
! have been speaking was short lived, and that by reason of the oppres- 
sion and wrongs of the mother country the loyal sentiment that had 
inspired the colonists was converted after unavailing remonstrances into 
deep-seated hostility. 

The colonists took up arms under the leadership of George Wash- 
ington, and by his genius and wisdom, and atter a seven years’ strug- 
gle characterized by every virtue that may adorn a people, our inde- 
pendence was achieved, and was fully recognized, as well as our fishing 
rights and liberties in the Northeastern waters, by King George II] in 
the treaty of 1783, signed by Jobn Adams, Benjamin [ranklin, and 
John Jay. I append to my remarks Article III of the treaty of 1783. 

But it must be borne in mind that this treaty was made, not under 
the present Constitution, but under the Articles of Confederation, and 
by the eleventh article it was provided that ‘*Canada, acceding to this 
Confederation and joining in the measures of the United States, shall be 
admitted into and entitled to all the advantages of this Union; but no 
other colony shall be admitted into the same unless such admission be 
agreed to by nine States.’’ Doubtless the belief existed and the hope 
was cherished that Canada would become one of the States of the Union, 
and perhapsit was owing to this sentiment, shared probably by English 
statesmen, that our commissioners were enabled to obtain full recogni- 
tion of our fishing rights. 

Having overthrown the power of Holland and Spainand France, Eng- 
land became mistress of the seas, and arbitrary and intolerant in her in- 
tercourse with other nations. Shedemanded the right to halt and search 
American ships on the high seas, and this was he!d to be insulting to 
our flag and to the honor of our country, and under the leadership of 
Madison and Clay and Calhoun and Lowndes the United States de- 
clared war against Great Britain. This was the boldest step ever taken 
by the Government of the United States, when you consider the power 
and resources of England and how meager were our own at that time, 
and yet this very measure was adopted by statesmen from the country 
south of the Potomac and the Ohio, whose successors to-day appear to 
be, in their opinion, unworthy of the confidence and esteem of the 
Senators of the States of the Northeast. This war was closed by the 
treaty of Ghent, where our commissioners proposed to the British com- 
missioners that the provisions of the treaty of 1783 relating to the 
navigation of the Mississippi River and to the fishing rights should be 
incorporated in the treaty of 1815—a proposition which the British 
commissioners declined and notified the commissioners of our Govern- 
ment that they regarded the treaty of 1783 as having been abrogated by 
the war of 1812, in respect of these two matters, and that they would 
not make any recognitionof the rights which had been conceded by the 
treaty of 1783 without a fair equivalent therefor. They seemed to 
consider the whole treaty of 1783 as a British grant; we considered it 2@ 
a British acknowledgment. 

The treaty of 1815 was silent as to the Mississippi River and the 
fishing interests, and it was equally silent, strange as it may appear, 
with regard to the ‘‘right of search,’’ which had been the cause of the 
war. Mr. Gallatin had charge of the matter that related to the fish- 
ing liberty and to the navigation of the Mississippi River; of course 
he was ‘aided by John Quincy Adams, Henry Clay, James Bayard, 
and Jonathan Russell, his associates on the commission. I have read, 
as I have no doabt other Senators have read, the memoirs of John 
Quincy Adams, who relates circumstantially interviews of cur @m- 
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right should be secured, a right not liable to be impaired by any future 
war, the privilege of fishing— 

From Cape Ray to the KRamaa Islandsand from MountJoly, on the Labrador 
coast, through the Strait of Belle Isle, indefinitely north along the coast; the 
right to extend as well to curing and drying the fish as to fishing. 

Let those who have doubts about the propriety of ratifying the pend 
ing treaty look over the maps which have been hung on the walls of 
this Senate Chamber, and contrast the terms that John Quincy Adams 
proposed to Messrs. Rush and Gallatin with thos¢ 


which have lb 
secured by Thomas F. Bayard in the pending treaty. 
But to pursue the s 


ubject further. How did Messrs, Gallatin and 


Rush treat these instructions? ‘They informed Mr. Adams, the Sec- 
retary of State, in a letter dated London, October 20, 1818: 
We succeeded in securing, besides the ts of taking and curing fish within 





the limits designated by our instructions, as a sine qua non, the liberty of tish- 
ing on the cousts of the Magdalen Islands and on the western coast of New- 
foundiand, and the privilege of entering, for shelter, wood, and water 


Lritish harbors of North America,”’ 


y ,inallthe 
So it appears that our plenipotentiaries were successful beyond the 
expectations and hopes of Mr. Adams, Secretary of State. We have 
before us now, in an official form, the interpretation which the pleni- 
potentiaries themselves gave to the treaty they had just concluded, and 
their construction is, as will be perceived by reference to their letter, 
that they had secured by this treaty rights for taking and curing fish 
vithin the limits designated by Mr. Adams, namely, from Cape Ray 
to Kamean Island and from Mount Joly, on the Labrador coast, through 
the Straits of Belle Isle indefinitely north along the coast, but also 
liberty of fishing on the coast of the Magdalen Islands and on the west 
ern coast of Newfoundland, and the privilege of entering, for shelter, 
wood, and water, in all the British harbors of North America. They 
also admit that there is no right nor liberty to fish secured by this 
treaty on the coasts of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Cape Breton, or 
Prince Edward Island. This they say they had surrendered. This 
liberty of fishing is confined to the coast of the Magdalen Islands and the 
western coastotf Newfoundland. They obtained, nota privilege for fish- 
ing, but a privilege for entering for shelter, wood, and water, which is 
accorded in all the British harbors of North America. This interpreta- 
tion ofthe treaty by the plenipotentiaries themselves, in my judgment, 
is too narrow and contracted and is not justified by the language of the 
treaty itself. This interpretation would fully justify the British con- 
tention, and there will be no escape from the conclusion that we had 
not acquired by this treaty any right of fishing on any of the coasts or 
within the marine jurisdiction of any of those British provinces which 
are not specified in the treaty itself. 
the plenipotentiaries. But let us recur for a moment to the treaty 
itself. I will quote only the clauses that bear upom the points I am 
now discussing, but will append to my remarks Article I of the treaty 
of 1814, so that reference may be made to it. The concluding clause 
of Article I of that treaty provided: 

And the United States hereby renounces forever any liberty which was en- 
joyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure fish on or 
within 3 marine miles of any coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic 
Majesty's dominions in America not included within the above limits. 

I propose for one, having the treaty before us and knowing the 
steps that led to its formation, to discuss it as if it were a compact be- 
tween myself and another gentleman. You can not escape responsi- 
bility in a transaction of this kind to deal with it in perfect fairness 
and candor. Now, let us analyze that treaty. We have the language 
here: 

The United States renounces their fishing rights within 3 marine miles of any 
of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in 
North America, 

To a plain man reading that language it would seem that it drew 
back the line from the coasts, where it had been fixed under the treaty 
of 1783; that it drew it back 3 marine miles from the coasts where 
there were no bays, no harbors, no creeks, and 3 marine miles from 
the creeks where there were creeks, and 3 marine miles from the har- 
bors where there were harbors, and 3 marine miles from the bays where 
there were bays. Strike out or expunge the word ‘*bays’’ and then 
see how it would read. It would read precisely as our friends insist 
it should read in order to support what they call the ‘‘American con- 
tention.’’ It would read then: 

Tie United States renounces any liberty, et 
of the coasts, creeks, or harbors, etc 


> 


+, Within 3 marine miles of any 


Lut I insist that a construction which would be justified only by 
e6xpanging important words from the sentence can not be maintained. 
Kut take a step further and look at the proviso; what does it say ? 

Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter 
such bays. 

What bays? Evidently the bays referred to in the preceding sen- 
tence, and from which that sentence excludes our fishermen. Why 
insert a proviso conterring upon them the right to enter such bays for 
certain specific and limited purposes if they had already secured that 
right under the preceding sentence? Why insert the proviso declar- 
ing that American fishermen shall be permitted to enter such bays for 
specific purposes, unless they had already been excluded from them 
for all general purposes? Now, taking in a spirit of perfect frankness 





Such at least is the opinion of 
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the clause of renunciation and proviso attached thereto, and giving to 
each word its ordinary and customary and usual meaning, the reason- 
ing is as conclusive as any theorem in Euclid that the intent and ef- 
fect of this part of the treaty was to exclude American fishermen from 
the bays in His Britannic Majesty’s dominions, except for four specitied 
purposes, for which the proviso declares they may enter such bays, and 
or no other purposes whatever. This argument is unanswerable and 
conclusive, and it would belittle the human reason to attempt to deny 


propositions that area I 





s plain as the English language can make them. 
But if anything were wanting to complete this argument to the sat- 
isfaction of every one who would agree that two and two make four, 
it will be found in the clause which declar that the American fish 
ermen shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to preven 
their taking, drying, or curing fish therein. That is, in the bays. 

Now, if this were the end of the tr aty there would not be the slight- 
round to oppose the British contention or whereon to set up the 
rican contention. Dut this is not the end of the treaty. If we 
look a little further we shall find a proviso that is full of significance. 
It says that American fishermen shall entersuch bays or harbors for th« 
purposes of shelter, for repairing damages therein, for purchasing wood 
and obtaining water, but for no other purposes whatever; but they 
shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent their 
taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner what- 
ever abusing the privileges thereby reserved to them. Now, ifa bay, 
like the Bay of Fundy, be held to be such a bay as under this proviso 
American fishermen may enter, or if under the ‘‘headland theory”’ 
which stretches a line from cape to cape, those great arms of the sea be 
meant that run ont from 40 to 60 miles, how could a storm-driven 
vessel find shelter in any one of them? They afford no shelter, they 
are really parts of the high seas, they afford no water except salt water, 
ner wood, and vessels can not berepairedin them. No one of the four 
purposes for which American fishermen are permitted to enter such 
bays could be subserved in these great arms of the sea; the proviso 
would have to be expunged in order to maintain the extreme British 
contention, just as it would be necessary to expunge words in the clause 
of renunciation to maintain the extreme American contention. So I 
submit that here we have two contradictory constructions of this treaty, 
which may be maintained fairly and honestly 

If you apply the British contention to the Bay of Fundy, how can 
you reconcile it to the fact that there are other bays in that bay—to 
which of them does the language of the treaty apply, to the smaller 
bays around the coast of this great arm of the sea, or to the larger bay 
itself, the Bay of Fundy, comprehending all the others? And if you 
apply the extreme or partisam American contention, you must abolish 
all the bays, small and great, on the coast of the British provinces. It 
is evident that the provisions of this treaty are inexact, ambiguous, 
contradictory, conflicting, confusing, and that the only way in the world 
to arrive at a good understanding is for the two governments to agree 
upon some common interpretation that shall be just to both, and in 
which both may perhaps be called upon to make some slight conces- 
sions, some relinquishment of the exercise of their rights in favor of 
that concord and harmony which should exist between these two great 
peoples, leading the way for advancement of man and of civilization 
and of constitutional liberty. This has been what the present admin- 
istration of the Government under President Cleveland and through 
Secretary Bayard has sought to accomplish. 

But, with the indulgence of the Senate, I will invite attention to the 
discussion of the terms and provisions of this treaty, which has been 
for over seyenty years a subject of controversy between the two gov- 
ernments. It is no new question, for it has received consideration at 
the hands of the most patriotic and eloquent statesmen who have ever 
been called into the service of the people of the United States. In the 
discussion of this question it may be well to bear in mind the definition 
which Mr. Webster has given us of a bay, for I can think of none bet- 
ter; a bay, as it is usually understood, is an arm or recess of the sea 
entering from the ocean between capes or headlands, and the term 
apply equally to large and small tracts of water thus situated. 

I pass over the elaborate correspondence of Mr. Upshur when Secre- 
tary of State, and Mr. Stevenson while minister to the court of St. 
James, and I move directly to consider the correspondence between 
Mr. Everett and the Earl of Aberdeen, while Mr. Everett was our mjn- 
ister to England, in 1844 and 1845, under the administrations of Presi- 
dents Tyler and Polk. It is hardly worth while that I should com- 
mend Edward Everett to the regard of Senators, for they will we!l 
recall his profound learning, his ripe scholarship, his enlightened states 
manship, and his patriotic devotion to his country, and his compleic 
equipment as a diplomatist. His correspondence is marked by a 
tone of elevation and fairness that does credit to his character and to 
the country he represented, showing that while he felt allegiance to 
his country and zeal for its institutions, that it was not necessary fo1 
him to trample upon the obligations of honor and truth in order to 
serve it. 

I ought at the outset perhaps to say, as is well known to Senators, 
that these occurrences and this correspondence took place after the act 
of George IIT, 59, 1819, after the passage of the act by the provincia! 
government of Nova Scotia of 1836, by which all sorts of harassments 
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the people of the United State 


this subject? 


know what Edward Everett thought on 
Can it be that this accomplished statesman, this patriot 


and scholar, upheld the British contention? Can it be that he took the 
British side of this subject? Can it be that he was against Massachu- 
setts and Maine and New England, by whom he had been long trusted 
aud admired? Have you not client confidence in him to allow him 
to give his testimony here in the presence of the Senate and the peopl 
of the United States? Will you permit him to rest under the impu- 
tation that he is a witness whom you are afraid to allow tospeak? Is 
your cause so weak that you will not hear from his writings, the words 


which have survived him, but words, we know, of honor and truth ? 
We have summoned into this presence, in order to get the benefit of 
their opinions and wisdom, the sages of our country from the earliest 
times up to to-day; we have invoked the testimony of John Adams, 
and of his son, not less renowned, John Quincy Adams; Benjamin 
Franklin, James Madison, James Monroe, John C. Calhoun, Gallatin, 
Rush, and Clay, but when we have desired to hear testimony of Ed- 
ward Everett, of him who had been charged with the greatest transac- 
tionin regard to this treaty of 1318, weare told by the Kepublicans in the 
Senate that he can not be heard, that he must remain as dumb as if he 
had never lived nor given an hour of his life to the service of his coun- 
try. It will be well for the fishermen, well for the people of Maine 
and Massachusetts and the people of the whole country to know what 
were his matured views and convictions upon this matter which is now 
the subject of controversy between the Government of the United 
States and the Government of Great Britain, and which the executive 
department of the United States Government has endeavored to ad- 
just in an honorable and satisfactory manner by the pending treaty. 
Can it be that Mr. Everett has in this correspondence with the Gov- 
ernment laid down the very lines upon which this treaty proceeds? 
Can it be that he has recommended a convention like that which as- 
sembled here last winter, and that the Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard, 
finds himself, in the conduct of this negotiation, walking side by side 
with Edward Everett? Let us hear from Edward Everett, or let some 
Ktepublican Senator tell us why this correspondence, which is now in 
the desk of the Senator from Delaware, should not be read to the Sen- 
ate. Can Republican Senators be afraid of the truth, of its crushing 
force and its effect upon the mind and conscience of the people of the 
United States? Would they suppress it in order to gain a party ad- 
vantage in a crisis like this, and on a subject fraught with such im- 
mense interest and responsibility ? 

We can not, therefore, hear anything further from Mr. Everett than 
that which I have already taken from the correspondence which has 
been furnished us between himself and Lord Aberdeen, and which in 
itself justifies the pending treaty. But this was far from being an end 
of the matter. The treaty of 1818 has been under consideration and 
controversy for seventy years, and after Mr. Everett’s time this con- 
tention assumed an acute form under Mr. Fillmore’s administration. 
It will be remembered that Daniel Webster was Secretary of State and 
that interferences with American fishermen by the provincial authori- 
ties and the disposition of the British Government to send war vessels 
to the scene of disturbance created quite an excitement in the United 
States. Mr. Webster had gone to his home in Massachusetts in ill 
health, and in the midst of the excitement he addressed a circular to 
the American fishermen warning them to keep inside of their rights 
under the treaty of 1818, and wrote to Mr. Crampton, then British 
ininister to Washington, under date of July 17, 1852, a letter in which 
he informs Mr, Crampton of his desire that he, Mr. Crampton, should 
visit him in Boston, at the Revere House, or at Marshfield, his resi- 
dence; that he had recommended to the President that the whole sub- 
ject of the fisheries and the Canada trade should be taken up at once 
ns matters for negotiation. He informed Mr. Crampton that he had 
inserted an oflicial communication in the Boston papers and hoped Mr. 
Crampton would prevail upon the provincial authorities to institute 
no hostile proceedings against American fishing vessels until they could 
confer together on the subject. 

\ debate occurred in the Senate thirty-six years ago this month, in 
which Mr. Webster’s position was arraigned. Senator Soulé, of Louisi- 
ana, whose reputation as an orator of picturesque and dramatic power, 
and whose high and chivalrous bearing and public services are still 
gratefully remembered by the people of Louisiana, addressed the Senate 
on August 12, 1°52, when he employed the following language, after 
setting up the contention of Great Britain: 

Is England right? If we trust the Secretary of State in the view which he 
takes of her claims, it would seem as if the terms, the letter of the treaty, were 
‘This Mr. Webster most peremptorily admits, while others but de- 


on her side 


bate it upon mere technicalities of language. 
Mr. Webster says that ‘it was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 
IRIs 


i Sto mak 
ally considered that these vast inlets or recesses of the ocean ought to be open 
to American fishermen, as free as the sea itself, to within 3 miles of the shore.” 
liers the whole is surrendered; there is no escape from the admission. It was 
an oversight to make so large a concession to England! The concession was 
then made, was it not? If so,the dispute is at an end; and yet, even then, it 


» so large a concession to England, since the United States had usu- 





were a hard task to justify the summary process through which England has 
sought fo compel us to compliance with the concession, particularly as she had, 
to say the least of it, suffered our fishermen to haunt the Bay of Fundy, by ex- 
press allowance, in 1844,and to make their haunting other bays rightful, by a 
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continuous, open,and public employment of them, ever since the convention 


of 1818. Butto this I shall presently revert 
lhe precise words of the treaty,’ says my friend from Maine | Mr. Hamlin], 
1 the remarkable speech he delivered the other day, *‘ may at first view seem to 


but he denies immediately that the construction be 


ir 
carry that construction ;”’ 
correct; and so does the distinguished Senator from Michigan, who has shed 


ht on this controversy, and handled with so rare a dexterity all the 


f secondary right arising under the treaty of ISIS 


»>muen i 








qucs Ons ¢ 
fhe honorable Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Davis| grants that, “‘ by the 
te s of the treaty, American fishermen are excluded from the coasts, bays, 
harbors, and « <8,” ete, “The British Gov nt,’ says he, “ raise a question 
of construction, namely, that we can not thin 3 miles « any of these 
iys: that we are excluded to a distance of 3 miles not only from the coasts, but 
from the bays, including in that term the Bay of Fundy and other larger 
bays 


It will thus be seen that Mr. Soulé held that Mr. Webster had given 
up the American side of the question. Mr. Soulé adopted the view 
which you will find laid down by the older writers, and especially by 
the Latin and continental authorities living in small countries, as, for 
instance, Galliani, Hubner, Vattel, Azuni, and Grotius, all of whom 
concurred in assigning the 3-mile limit to maritime jurisdiction, as in 
those days that was the extreme range at which cannon were effective. 
The rule of the law was, Jerrze dominium finitur ubi finilur armorum vis. 
Hfe illustrated this position by citations from the treaty between 
Tuscany and France and Russia and Austria in the last century. Sen- 
ator Cass held similar views. Heinsisted upon the extreme American 
ground that our rights were limited to 3 miles from the shores inside 
the bays. Senator Butler, of South Carolina, was more circumspect. 
He held that the question must be settled by the determination of 
what the bay was, and he confessed that the subject was full of diffi- 
culties and doubts, though he was inclined to believe that we were ex- 
cluded by the terms from British bays, unless we had derived the right 
by prescriptive use and by acquiescence of the British Government in 
such use. He rather took issue with Senators Soulé and Cass. Sena- 
tor Seward defended Mr. Webster and theadministration. It had been 
intimated that Mr. Webster was not zealous enough in the defense of 
American fishing rights, and he said in reply: 


Sir, it has been complained by the honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Soulé} that Mr. Webster conceded too much in his official notice of July 6, 1851, 
Now, here is Mr. Webster's language. After quoting the treaty, he says: 

“It would appear that, by a strict and rigid construction of this article, fish- 
ing vessels of the United States are precluded from entering intothe bays,’’ etc. 

And, in the same connection, he adds: 

“It was undoubtedly an oversight in the convention of 1818 to make so large 
a concession to England.”’ 

That is to say, it was an oversight to use language in that convention which, 
by a strict and rigid construction, might be made to yield the freedom of the 
great bays. 

‘It is then a question of mere verbal criticism. TheSecretary does not admit 
that the rigorous construction is the just and trueone. And so he doesnot admit 
that there is any concession in the sense of the term which the honorable Senator 
adopts. Now, other honorable Senators, if I recollect aright—and particularly 
that very accurate and exceedingly strong-minded Senator, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis]|—conceded that the treaty would bear this rigorous 
construction, insisting nevertheless, just as the Secretary of State did,that it 
was a forced and unjust one. The Senator from Louisiana dissents from him 
and other Senators, and maintains that it will not bear that construction at all; 
because he says that the other portions of the convention show that the ‘ bays’ 
described must be bays within the British dominions. He adds that in order 
to bring a bay within the dominion of any power it must be such that its pas- 
sage to the sea shall not exceed 6 miles in width, and that the shores on both 
sides belong to the power claiming dominion over the water. I can not assent 
to the force of this argument of the honorable Senator from Louisiana. I am 
the more inclined to go against it because I believe it is getting pretty late in 
the day to find the Secretary of State wrong in the technical and legal construc- 
tion of an instrument. 

Let us test the argument. The honorable Senator says that where the Govy- 
ernment occupies both sides of the coast, and where the strait through which 
the waters of the bay flow into the ocean is not more than 6 miles wide, then 
there is dominion over it. 

Now, then, the Gut of Canso is a most indispensable communication for our 
fishermen from the Atlantic Ocean to the Northumberland Straits and to the 
Gulf of St. Lawrence, for a reason which any one will very readily see by refer- 
ring tothe map; yet the Gut of Canso is only three-quarters of a mile wide. I 
should be sorry to adopt an argument which Great Britain might turn against 
us to exclude us from that important passage, 

Again I recall the honorable Senator’s argument, namely: 

“Two things unite to give a country dominion over an inland sea, The first 
is, that the land on both sides must be within the dominion of the Government 
claiming jurisdiction, and then that the strait is not more than 6 miles wide; 
but that if the strait is more than 6 miles wide no such jurisdiction can be 
claimed.” 

Now, sir, this argument seems to me to prove too much, I think it would di- 
vest the United States of the harbor of Boston, all the land around which be- 
longs to Massachusetts or the United States, while the mouth of the bay is 6 
miles wide. It wou!d surrender our dominion over Long Island Sound, a do- 
minion which I think the State of New York and the United States woul i not 
willingly give up. It would surrender Delaware Bay; it would surrender, I 
think, Albemarle Sound and the Chesapeake Bay; and I believe it would sur- 
render the Bay of Monterey, and perhaps the Bay of San Francisco, on the Pa- 
cifie coast. 


Mr. Seward’s views were in direct opposition to the opinions of those 
who now insist that undue concessions have been made in the pending 
treaty, for the provisions of this treaty are in entire accord with the 
line of policy indicated by Mr. Seward himself in the Senate, and it is 
interesting to note that when he was Secretary of Stats (1866), four- 
teen years after, when the reciprocity treaty of 1854 had expired, he 
sought to make a treaty of interpretation precisely like this treaty 
and gave his instructions to Mr. Adams, our minister to the court of 
St. James, which are almost in the identical language of the instruc- 
tions drawn up by Mr. Bayard for the guidance of the commissioners 
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to form the pending treaty. They are embraced in the following pt 
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Wi is the t irt 5 is ~ 
Great Britain, con led and signed in I lon the 2 UO 
was declared that 

The United States hereby renounce, forever v t ere e ¢ ‘ l 

or claimed by the inhabitants there to tak dr i t < w 
inarine miles of any of the ists < 3. O1 1 1 1 Mia 
esty'’s domi: nsin America, not ided w 1in certain s} 
tioned.” 

And whereas differ s havea 1 in} ird tothe extent of the « 
mentioned renunciation, the G 1ent of t United States and Her Ma 

ty the Queen of Great Britai iz equ y desirous of ave x 
misunderstanding, have agreed to appoint, and do h y autho the ay 
pointment of, a mixed commission for the following purposes, namely 

1. To agree upon and define, by a series of es, the 3 wi i shall sey 
arate the exclusive f ion rig Oo t coas lint 
seas adjacent, of m i « . t 
first article oft I s 1 sto i 
duly described i € 1 charts prep 1 ‘ rth 
purpos 

2. To agree upon and establish such regu 3 as ‘ fecess 
proper to secure to the fisher 1 of the I i States the x 
bays and harbors for the purpose of s ‘ ind of i Amag 
of purchasing wood, and of obtaining water; and to agr upon and est 
such restrictions as-may be necessary to prevent the abuse of the priv 
served by said convention to fishermen of the United States 

lo agree upon and recommend tlie penalties to be adjudged, and su rT 

eeedings and jurisdiction as may be necessa A spec t rnd judg 
ment with as little expense as possible, for t i rig and t s 
gression of the limits and rest is wh A 

Provided, however, that the li ts, rest: regula 3 W 
be agreed upon by the said commission sha not be ial, nor e any ¢ 
until so jointly confirmed and declared by the United States and Her M 
the Queen of Great Britain, either by treaty or by laws m ral 
and accepted by the President of the United States va with t 
the Senate, and by Her Majesty the Queen of Great Brita 

Pending a different arrangement on the ib t, the ed State 
ment engages to give all p er orders to offi sin its ¢ 
Britannic Majesty's Governmentengagestoinstruct the } 
British officers to abstain from hostile acts against B sh and Un is 


fishermen respectively. 

The efforts of Mr. Webster at negotiation failed, but were afte 
wards matured in the treaty of 1854, made by Mr. Marcy in Pierce's 
administration, by which reciprocity was established between the two 
countries. Our commercial relations and trade under this treaty stead- 
ily multiplied and prospered. Secretary Manning in his letter to the 





House of Representatives dated January 5, 1887, says 

That reciprocity treaty was in force till 1866 riod cov g our « 
war Under its influence the aggregate t I : m i yet w 
ourselves and the inhabitants of all the | s—nu ring s 
many as those of the State of New York—ro ann i ‘ 
little over $14,000,000 in the previous eigh r t i ‘ \ 
quarter millions in gold in 1855, to nearly fifty 8 i to 





four millionsin the last year of its existence 1 Y 
British provinces, according to their official returns, purcha i 
valued at over $359.500,000 in gold, and we bought from t m on Lune i 











and ninety-seven millions, thus making an i ‘ $ 

500,000 on a gold valuation. I can but t oO 4 bh 

mained in force till this day, the two people livided bya b 

can only with difficulty be discerned from the A Ocean to Pa 

the Pacific to Lake Superior, and from Lake O »> to \tla 

now be one people, at least for all purpos« f production, trade, and bus 33 
When this treaty was terminated in 1866, we were again plunged 

into all sorts of difficulties. The Republican party ) changed 

the tariff so as to admit fresh fish from Canada free of du But this 


did not solve the diplomatic problem. The administration of Pr 
dent Grant under the premiership of Mr. Hamilton Fish sought to 


compose the strife and restore harmony to our distracted relations 
with Canada and the British Government. Mr. Fish in 1871 in- 
structed our negotiators on behaif of the Government that this class of 
questions might be adjusted either 

First— 

By agreeing upon the terms upon whichthe whole of the reserved fishi: 
grounds may be thrown open to American fishermen, whic] € 
panied by a repeal of the obnoxious laws and the ‘ 
reservation as to ports, harbors, ete.; or, failing tha 


tmight!t 


rogation of the 





Second— 


by agreeing upon the construction of the d puled renunciation up the principles 
upon which the line should be run by a joint commission to exhibit the territory from 
which the American fishermen are to be excluded, 


It may be, also— 

Says Mr. Fish— 
well to consider whether it should be further agreed that the fish taken in t! 
waters open to both nations shall be admitted free of duty into the United States 
and the British North American colonies 

Now, we have in 1871, Hamilton Fish proposing the ver) 
Mr. Seward had suggested, and which will be found in the pro l 
which I have already quoted, conveying his instructions to Mr. Adams, 
our minister in London in 1866. It is either the Seward and Bayard 
plan and policy to agree upon a common interpretation of the treaty 


plan that 


‘ 
Lox 


of 1818 for the regulation of our rights and liberties under that treaty. 
or to establish as the alternative free trade in fish. The latter plan 
was adopted by the commission. Who were our plenipotentiaries that 
made that treaty? Not one of them was from the country south of 
the Potomac. General Grant was President, Hamilton Fish was Sec- 
retary of State, and one of the plenipotentiaries was General Robert 
Schenck; the others were Mr. Justice Nelson, of the Supreme Court, 
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de yn from the highest court of England in which the question of t] 
ter toria ao on rose 

It is the case of the Direct United States Cable Company (limited 
{ ie Anglo-A in Telegraph Company (limited), and the N 
\ Newfound d, and London Telegraph Company, consolidated, 

yn appeal from the supreme court of Newfoundland, from the 

w R ts’’ second appeal cases, 1876-1877, before the House of 
Le , and the judicial committee of Her Majesty’s most honorable 
DI CO | the « of the Direct United States Cable Company 1 
\ »-A in Telegraph Company, pages 420, 421. 

ir. Pe iin appeared among the counsel for the respondents, and 

his high. position at the bar entitles his views upon this question to 
close cor ition. He says the point in question, thatis, Conception 
Bay, on the western coast of Newfoundland— 

i pol 1 question is as much the part of Newfoundland as if it were dry 
land rh nile ile is not applicable to this case, for in the case of a bay like 
this. distinetly formed by well-marked headlands, its arc and waters fall within 
that territo sdiction which includes its shores, Conception Bay is a bay 
n the sense i 1 that w iis used by writers on international law whe: 
th yd ile that the jurisdiction of the sovereign of the ter 
ex 3 Ove . °* A ithorities concur that ‘* parts of the ses 
} t to territo liction, and that bays and estuaries are parts of the 

se 
t true tha 1 th ry treaty of 1839 between Great B In 
a rance, the bays in which exclusive rights of fishery were main- 
1 Ll w 1 to those not exceeding 10 milk in width at the 
0 yr, But even that is, at all events, a considerable extension of 
t} nit 1 here cont 1 for of 3 miles from the shore. 
rd Blackburn deliy the judgment of the court for th lord- 

ips, and I invite your attention to the following extract from t l 
ci of this eminent jurist. jie said: 

1 3s not appear to their lordships that jurists and text writers are agreed 
“ r to dimensions and configuration, which, apart from other 
co ‘ ld lead to the conclusion that a bay is or is not a part of the 
ter ¥ of t sing the adjoining coasts; and it has never, that they 
cf i, | uie the gro 1of any judicial determination. If it were nec- 
€ ’ ase to down a rule the difficulty of the task would not deter 
the i from € ting to fulfill it. Butin their opinion it is not nec- 
es to do x It seems to them that,in point of fact, the British Government 
} 11} period exercised dominion over this bay, and that their claim has 
b requi iin by other nations, so as to show that the bay has been for a 
lo time « pied exclusively by Great Britain, a circumstance which in 
the tribunals of any country would be veryimportant. And moreover (which 
in a h tril Lis con ve) the British legislature has by acts of Parlia- 




















EOCORD—SENATE \uaust 16 
eas LU ot WIL 4a 2 LD, i { mt is 
stent : ‘ 
ro 7 ie f 
br 
( 
j . 
i 5 , i 
‘ 3 
a 
‘ p 
li 
IK ( B t I 
< ‘ ‘ i 
{ ‘ « he 
; : 
z a to “ . 
) is} oft ) Al | t : 
‘ Li a 
1 afresh t ‘ d be t ‘ 
< ( i i I 
R 
i 8 ) t » i i 
‘ i t i ut 
‘ r i i ! 
ell 
| , 4 3d nN I + 
l but because the 1 . 
every ¢ lid and just man 5 
t) e a recent exposit 
maritime jurisdiction |} 
1, I believe, no case befo 
1 which this question has 
N we have put ours - 
actions respecting the fishi 
resent Tf é Ln have not t | ‘ 
t ! cen by our Government We have also taken note « 5 
the Ol l views of the British Govern t as expressed throuzh 
her diplomatists. We find we have been traveling in acircle, and that 
est ad to-day just where we stood seventy years ago We see that 
every wrt to agree upon an interpretation of the treaty of 1818 has 
oved futile e discover that whenever the controversy has become £ 
irp, that the resort of the American and British Governments ha & 


been to form a reciprocity treaty. f 


The greater part of the fish coming in now from Canada is fresh fis] ; 








which the Republican party placed on the free-list in 1870, and ra 
revenue derived from the importation of salt fish from Canada is a tri- : 
fling matter. In 1886 it amounted to $297,000 in round numbers, and k 
in 1887 to 5,000 in round numbers. The Canadian interests to |} 
accommodated by reciprocity are really insignifieang, and the b t 
that our own fishermen receive from the tariff tax on fish from Cana F 


is very small. 

I say to the Senators from the must 
perceive that the tendency of things has been and will continue stead- 
ily in the direction of reciprocity, and I venture ert that 
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Northeastern States that they 





to 


ass i th 

















treaty be defeated, a reciprocity treaty sooner or later will be su 
tuted for it. I for one would feel disposed to vote a subsidy or bonnt a 
to our fishermen in those northeastern waters, for I believe that 
vast field for food supply is just beginning to be developed and knov 
and that its ultimate resources are greater than any one has imagin 
ding to Professor Baird’s estimate the number of per: 
d in our fisheries in 1880 was 131,426, of whom 101,684 we 








Ar ins. The fisheries of New England employed 37,043 men, 
South Atlantic States 52,418, the Middle States 14,981], the Pac 
5 3 and Territories 16,803. The value of the fisheries of th 
the great rivers, and great lakes was over $43,000,000. But 























be interesting to turn aside for a momentand to consider what 

f wealth there is in the sea; how much richer it is in food 

yr the human race than the dry land itself. ind I hop n 
pardoned if I read on this point from the interesting paper furn 
by Hon. Robert J. Walker to Mr. Seward under date of April 24 

He said: 

But there are other n st Important ) I , S$ cr i ! 
coasts eat fisheries. The fisheries are capable « 
cheaper food than the lai 

ibe reasons are-— 

1. The ocean surface is nearly four times that of t! 
145 » miles of ocean surface to 52,000,000 of 

2 { ywhere produces fish, from the equator to the pol 
fus of submarine animals inereasing as you go north up t pe 
miles fron pole and be ved to extend there, whereas, in « seq ue 
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ke Mr. Everett w as far as we have been perm l to disclose | M hist ‘ 
it to the people of this country; take Mr. Webster’s, Mr. Seward ty t 3 , 
views, and those of Senator Hamlin, o laine, and Senator Day ‘ ioe 
Massachusetts; take the law as laid down by Dr. Woolsey, Dr. Wh« L Mr 
and Unban ior Kent; tak the seti ment m e I i S I i t z 
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treaty? One was Hon. W. L. Putnam, a New Englander, a citizen of 


Maine, and one of theleaders of the New England bar, anda gentleman 
of wide culture, upright character, and a sound Democrat. Theother 
commissioner was Mr. James B. Angell, president of Ann Arbor Univer- 
sity, Michigan. a gentleman distinguished for his scientific attainments, 
and a staunch Republican. Both were eminent citizens living on the 
frontier line of Canada and representing the people most deeply con- 


that related to the intercourse between Can- 
Chey are quite as familiar with them as 
Surely it can not be said that they 


cerned in all the « 
md the U 


two Citiz 


ada nited tates 


any ns of the iepublic. 
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were controlled by the influence of Senators or Representatives south 


of the Potomac. 
If you reject this treaty, 


majority of this body pro 


do you Senators who constitute the 
| in its stead? You have declared that 
the time for negotiation is past. The only substitute you offer is that 
of retaliation. it is true, are justified in resorting to meas- 
ures of a hostile character for obtaining redress which yet fall short of 
actual war. Among these are embargo, retortion, and reprisal. Re- 
tortion or retaliation is to apply the /ex talionis to another nation. It 
is the adoption of the principle of ‘‘ an eye for an eye and a tooth fora 
tooth.’’ Do you propose by such measures to fatigue, to bully, or to 
bulldoze the Canadian people into friendship? Is it proposed to pro- 


what 


pos 


» 
Nations, 
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shall be subject to the whims and caprices of their competitors on the 
Canadian shores, 

Fortunately for us there is a free offering from the British Govern 
ment of a modus vivendi which will avert or modify these controver 
sies until the Presidential election is over, when we may hope that in- 
dependently of party passions and party interests this Senate may 
be able to discharge its duty by the fishermen of the country by mak- 


ing known precisely what the terms are they think requisite to the pro 
tection of American interests and rights. This system is so just and = 
fair I trust it may be made stable and permanent. The tax on ou 
fishing vessels is not so large as our tariff tax on their salt fish. But 
| if it be held that the time for negotiation is past, as the report of the 
majority of this Committee on Foreign Relations asserts, and if it | 
determined this Senate shall not amend this treaty, rather than see : 
all these issues involving the relations of our Government with Canada . 
| and with Great Britain left open to drift here and there, without metes 5 


| arbitration. 


voke them, to act the part of picadores in a Spanish bull-fight and | 


thus drive them into acts of violence, and then to declare war? Or 
do you expect that such a policy will secure their friendship ? 

Sir, I do not indorse this policy of retaliation. 
in an emergency likely to produce conflicts to give to the President, 
within his discretion, power to suspend intercourse with a nation that 
was seeking to do us wrong, or even to fire a solid shot across the line 
of her march if intent upon measures that would cost us injury; but 
there is no more reason for retaliation against Canada now than there 
was fifty or sixty years ago. 
committed no new outrages different from those that have been the 
subject of controversy and negotiation during all these seventy years. 
Why, then, should we change our policy and say we will inaugurate a 
system of retaliation? Is that the outcome of our statesmanship in 
this nineteenth century, dealing with Christian people, our neighbors 
who ought to be our friends, who must be our friends. Instead of re- 
taliation, which would be more becoming an Indian tribe than the 
American Senate, I propose that this treaty beamended. We have the 
power of amendment. It is before us for consideration, for amend- 
ment under our rule. Why not amend it? If it is not satisfactory why 
not make itso? An objection has been raised to the fifteenth article 
by the veteran Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. Thatarticle does 
not constitute one of the operative clauses of the treaty; it is merely an 
invitation on the part of the Government for reciprocity, and it may be 
stricken out. Others, among them the Senator from Vermont, contend 
that the eleventh article is ambiguous, that it does not confer the right 
to the American fishermen to buy all needful supplies on all occasions. 
Why not amend that article, too? If it is ambiguous, make it plain. 
Objection is also raised to the thirteenth article of the treaty, by 
which it is stipulated that our fishing vessels shall have numbers ex- 
hibited on their bows. This very provision, which in the report of the 
majority of the Senate is held to be degrading, was taken from the 
treaty between Her Britannic Majesty and the German Empire, the 
King of Belgium and the King of Denmark, and the French Republic 
and the King of Prussia, and the King of the Netherlands, tor regulat- 
ing their rights in the North Seafisheries. Signed at the Hague May 
6, See Articles VI, VII, VIII, X of said treaty. The chief ob- 
jection which the Senatorfrom Ohio finds to the treaty isthat it does not 
secure to our fishermen the right to transship their goods by railways 
from Halifax. I confess I would like very much to acquire this right for 
our fishermen. I presume the reason why the British commission was 
not willing to concede it was because the Canadian fishermen had to pay 


1882 


a heavy duty upon their fish in order to reach the boundary line of the | 


United States, within which their market was to be found, and feeling 
that they were entitled to the advantages within their own boundaries 
that we claimed for our fishermen within ours, 

I would be very glad to see an effort made to gain the right for our 
fishermen. I would throw down the barrier which our taxes on their 
fish impose, provided they gave us the privilege of inshore fisheries and 
full commercial rights. 
our own fishing interests by a proper system of bounties, which sys- 
tem was adopted in the beginning of the Government and was not 
terminated until 1866 by the Republican party. I have no doubt 
that the Secretary of State has done everything that is possible to 
secure every advantage for our American fishermen; but if you have 
doubts on that subject, why not test the question yourselves ? 
shrink from the responsibility of meeting the issues now pending in 
the Government of the United States and the Government of Great 

sritain? You have the power and the opportunity presented to you. 
Set forth here the terms upon which you are willing to ratify this 
treaty, and let them be incorporated in it in order that the country and 
our fishermen may know precisely what your views are. But do not 


ir 
in 


dodge the issue or seek to evade a plain duty by rejecting these efforts 
ef our countrymen and leaving the question open so that our fishermen 


She has adopted no new poiicy, she has | 


I would then help to develop the capacity of 


I might be willing | 





| distinguished member of the Italian Parliament, 


Why | 


policy. ' 
in Pilgrim Hall, Boston, November 28, 1887, at which time there wa 


| by 


or bounds and multiply disorders and ill-will, | would suggest as a re- 
source that we agree to refer this question to an impartial tribunal of 
I bold in my hand Miscellaneous Document 141, and | 
perceive that Senators SHERMAN of Ohio, and WILSON and ALLISON of 
Iowa have each introduced measures in favor of arbitration about to 
this effect: That the President be, and is hereby, requested to invite E 
from time to time, as fit occasion may arise, negotiations with any Goy- i 
ernment with which the United States has or may have diplomatic re 

lations, to this end, and any differences arising between the two gov- : 

ernments which can be adjusted by diplomatic agencies may be referred Bs 
to arbitration, and if possible be adjusted by such means. 4 

I presume that these Senators intended by their resolutions and bills 
to provide for a settlement of this very question which we have now in 
consideration, because these bills have all been introduced in the pres- 
ent Congress, and the last one by the Senator from Ohio on June 13, 
I find in the first treaty with Great Britain (that of 1783), when 
we were recognized as a nation, a declaration was made that there 
should be an inviolable and universal peace between the English King 
and his people and our Government and people, and it provided for 
arbitrations to settle the reciprocal claims of British subjects and 
American citizens. By a separate article of the treaty it was ‘‘ex 
pressly’’ stipulated that neither of the contracting parties would orde1 
or authorize any acts of reprisal against the other on complaint of in- : 
juries or damages until the said party should first have presented to 
the other a statement, supported and fortified by competent proof in 
evidence, and demanding justice, and that the same should either have 
been refused or reasonably delayed. 

Now, in the face of this solemn agreement with the British Govern- 
ment under the treaty of 1783, which we all hold was not abrogated by 
the war of 1812, how can we violate this provision by resorting to re- 
prisal and retaliation, as is proposed by the Republican majority in 
this Senate? Is it not better to refer the pending issues for arbitra 
tion? Ido not mean to suggest that this policy should be universal. 
There are doubtiess many questions that we would not feel at liberty 
to arbitrate—questions concerning the independence or sovereignty of 
our nation; its equality among the nations of the earth; its form o! 
government; its internal affairs, or continental policy. But there is 
no reason why we should not refer questions relating to the constru: 
tion of a contract or treaty for arbitration. We establish courts com- 
pelling our citizens in all cases of difficulties or of disputes, many « 
these as to an interpretation of contracts, to refer to these tribunals o! 
law and of justice whose judgments are conclusive and final. We have 
adopted the policy of arbitration already in some eighteen different : 
cases, and there is no reason in the world why we should not add an 
other to the catalogue. 

In many of our treaties we provided in the event of a dispute o: E 
disagreement we would leave the point involved to arbitration. A a 
Mr. Mazzini, h: 
had the same clause inserted in nearly all the treaties which have bee: 
made of late years by the Italian Government, and this policy has be« 
generally adopted by the principal governments of Europe in order to 
more effectually secure peace. We have received memorials from many 
representative bodies of foreign countries and our own in favor of th 
One of the very first to be presented was one which originate: 


1838. 














a meeting of over eighty ministers of the Congregational Church o! 
Boston and vicinity. We have here laid before us a memorial signed 
233 members of the British Parliament,and I am informed that every 
Irish member of that Parliament is in favor of an amicable settlement. 
I will read this memorial: 





To the President and Congress of the Uni'ed States of America: 


The undersigned members of the British Parliament learn with the utmost 
satisfaction that various proposals have been inffoduced into Congress, urging 
the Government of the United States to take the necessary steps for concluding 
with the Government of Great Britain a treaty which shall stipulate that a: 
differences or disputes arising between the two Governments, which can not 
be adjusted by diplomatic agency, shall be referred to arbitration. Should such 





| a proposal happily emanate from the Congress of the United States, our best in- 


fluence shall be used to insure its acceptance by the Government of Great Bri!- 
ain. The conclusion of such a treaty would bea splendid example to those na- 
tions who are wasting their resources in war-provoking institutions, and might! 
induce other governments to join the peaceful compact. 












It is signed, as I have said, by all the Irish members, yet it is under- 


epublican Senators in this body, who constitute a majority of 





it. kee ping this question open in der to produce the impression 
upon the Irishmen of the United States that they are their true friends 
and that the Republican party is hostile to the Government of Great 
Britain, and that the result of their policy would be a declaration of 
war against Great Britain, followed by the emantipation of [reland 

From this memorial we see that the Irish members of the British Par 

liament are opposed to this policy, for they know that in the event of 
a war between the United States and Great Bri it would set back 
the recovery of justice and local liberty by the Irish people for at least 
a century. 

We know, as friends of the Irish people, that their only hope for the 
establishment of an independent parliament, for home rule, which we 
in the South have treasured so highly, and for which we have made 
such sacrifices, that their only hope is to appeal to the enlightened pub- 
ic sentiment of the age, and to look for aid to such statesmen as Glad- 
stone and others in the British Parliament who will assist them on their 
way to self-government. But there are other memorials here—one 
from the public meeting of citizens of New York; one from Johns Hop- 
kins University, presided over by President Gilman; one from the cit- 
izens of Lynn, Mass.; one from the citizens of New Hampshire; one 
from the Kansas Society of Friends, and soon. From all parts of the 
country comes up the voice of the people in favor of this policy of arbi- 
tration. I donot mean to assert that we are compelled to arbitrate this 
question. This nation can do what it likes. It can reject the advice of 
good men all through the land. It has the power to challenge to bat- 
tle any nation in the world, and to enter upon a career of forcible con- 
quest for itself. 

When we threw off the colonial yoke and were recognized as a mem- 
ber of the family of nations we have become possessed of moral attributes, 
fora nation is a moral being. Just in proportion as our power increases 
our responsibility and duties increase. You can not set aside moral 
law, you can not defy obligations and restraints which the claims of hu- 
manity and justice impose upon you in your relations with foreign 
nations or the people of neighboring states without sooner or later 
paying the penalty. Retaliation opens the door of controversy, hos- 
tility, and hate; arbitration throws open the door of peace. Retaliation 
would build up for 4,000 miles a barrier along our northern border 
bristling with fortresses. It would be the beginning of the establish- 
ment of a large standing army, and the cultivation of a military 
spiritand military methods, to which civil procedure and oldfashioned 
customs relating to individual rights would be subordinated. 

The policy of retaliation would make Canada our enemy forever. 
She must be our friend. No man who can free himself from the re- 
sentments of the past, and relieve himself from sectional disabilities, 
can fail to perceive what a splendid career awaits our country if we can 
maintain peace with our neighbors and at home and the supremacy of 
our industrial development. Our dominion shall not be on the distant 
seas; we do not propose to step from continent to island, and from island 
to continent, nor to encircle the globe with our possessions or our drum 








beat, but we shallin the providence of God possess every foot of this | 


‘ 


continent. Our policy is continental. The first Congress called itself 
the Continental Congress. 
rhe day is not far distant when the dominion of the United States 


will be extended by the free consent of its inhabitants to every part of 


the American continent—British America, Mexico, Cuba, Central Amer- 
ca, andthe islandsonourcoast. Whether we willitoropposeit, whether 
we are for it or against it, the spawning force of this Anglo-Saxon race, 
the benevolence of our institutions, the liberties which they embrace, 
equality by law, the great principle of the right of trial by jury, 
habeas corpus, the representative system; all the achievements of our 
race will carry this Government over every portion of this continent 
and to adjacent islands. Why should you attempt to arrest this de 

tiny by adopting a policy of retaliation? Why should you attempt to 
build up in the hearts of the Canadian people a sentiment of resent- 


ment, the feeling that the great power to the south of them would be | 


Willing to take advantage of their weakness? 

The policy of retaliation is unbecoming this great Government. It 
is incompatible, not only with the destiny, but with the generous char- 
acter of the American people. We can afford to be just and magnani- 
mous. We can afford to stretch out a helping hand to those weaker 
nations on our borders, and to draw them to us in friendship and in 
peace. It is the civic victories to be won by the people of the United 
States which shall constitute their chief glory, and not those that will 
blot the pages of her history with the stains and crimes of war and op- 
pression. 

Mr. President, I submit the following motion: 

That the pending treaty be committed to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with instructions either to frame and report such amendments thereto as sliall! 
appear meet to remove any ambiguities and to remedy any defects of said 
treaty, ifany there be; or 

To frame and reporta plan for arbitration by which all differences between the 
Government of the United States and the Government of Great Britain, in re 
spect of the rights and liberties of the people of the United States and of the 
subjects of Her Britannic Majesty, respectively, in the North American fisheries 
under the treaty of 1818, shall be determined and settled, and by which it may 
be further determined and settled whether citizens of the United States engaged 
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adjus h plenipotentiaries as may be vested with similar 
power and authority onthe part of our good friends, the United States of Amer- 
ich iy treati conventions, or agreements that may tend to the attainment 
of the above-mentioned end, and to sign for us and in our name everything so 
agreed upon and concluded, and to do and transact all such other matters as 


and conclude with s 





may appertain to the finishing of the aforesaid work, in as ample manner and 
form, and with equal force and efficiency as we ourselves could do if personally 
pres t ging and promising upon our royal word that whatever things 
‘ be & insacte co! 1ded by our said plenipotentiaries shall be 
agreed to, acknuowle« ! 1 necepted by usin the fullest manner, and tl 
will never suller, cither in the whole or in part, any person whatsoever to 

infringe the same,or act contrary thereto, as far asit lies in our power. In wit 
ness whereof we have caused the great seal of our United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland to be aflixed to these presents which we have signed with 
our royal hand. Given at our court at Balmoral the 24th day of October, in the 
year of our Lord 1587, and in the fifty-first year of our reign. 

lhe treaty having been signed, the British plenipotentiarics desire to state 
that they have been considering the position which will be created by the im- 
mediate commencement of the tishing season before the treaty can possibly be 
ratitied by the Senate of the United States, by the Parliament of Canada, and 
the Leg t e of Newloundland 





In the absence of such ratification the old conditions which have given rise 


to ‘so much friction and irritation might be revived,and might interfere with 
the unprejudiced consideration of the treaty by the legislative bodies concerned. 


Under these circumstances, and with the further object of affording evidence 
of t r anxious desire to promote good feeling and to remove all possible sub- 
jects of controversy,the British plenipotentiaries are ready to make the follow- 
ing t porary arrangement for a period not exceeding two years, in order to 
aflord a “modus vivendi"’ pending the ratification of the treaty: 


lor a period not exceeding two years from the present date the privilege 


of entering the bays and harbors of the Atlantic coasts of Canada and New- 
foundiand shall be granted to United States fishing vessels by annual licenses 
at a fee of $1.50 per ton, for the following purposes : 


The purchase of bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies and outfits. 

‘Transshipment of catch and shipping of crews. 

2. Li during the continuance of this arrangementthe United States should re- 

move the duties on fish, fish-oil, whale and seal oil (and their coverings, pack- 
ages, etc.), the said licenses shall be issued free of charge. 
3, United States fishing vessels entering the bays and harbors of the Atlantic 
coasts of Canada or of Newfoundland for any of the four purposes mentioned 
in Article lof the convention of October 20, 1818, and not remaining therein 
more than twenty-four hours, shal. not be required to enter or cleay at the cus- 
tom-house, providing that they do not communicate with the shofe. 

1, Forfeiture to be exacted only for the offenses of fishing ur preparing to fish 
in territorial waters. 

5. This arrangement to take effect as soon as the necessary measures can be 
completed by the colonial authorities, 

J. CHAMBERLAIN. 
L. 8. SACK VILLE-WEST. 
CHARLES TUPPER. 


Wasuinoron, February 15, 1888. 


PROTOCOL, 


The American plenipotentiaries having received the communication of the 
British plenipotentiaries of this date conveying their plan for the administra- 
tion to be observed by the governments of Canada and Newfoundland in re- 
spect of the fisheries during the period which may be requisite for the consid- 
eration by the Senate of the treaty this day signed, and the enactment of th« 
legisiation by the respective governments therein proposed, desire to express 
their satisfaction with this manifestation of an intention on the part of the British 
plenipotentiaries, by the means referred to, to maintain the relations of good 
neighborhood between the British possessions in North America and the United 
States; and they will convey the communication of the British plenipotentiaries 
to the President of the United States, with a recommendation that the same 
may be by him made known tothe Senate for its information, together with the 
treaty, wlien the latter is submitted to that body for ratification. 

T. F. BAYARD. 
WILLIAM L. PUTNAM. 
JAMES B. ANGELL. 

WASHINGTON, February 15, 1888 

Whereas differences have arisen concerning the interpretation of Article I, of 
the convention of October 20, 1518,the United States of America, and Her Maj- 
esty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, being mu- 
tually desirous of removing all causes of misunderstanding in relation thereto, 
and of promoting friendly intercourse and good neighborhood between the 
United States and the possessions of Her Majesty in North America, have re 
solved to conclude a treaty to that end, and have named as their plenipotentia- 
ries, that is to say 

The President of the United States, Thomas F. Bayard, Secretary of State ; 
William L, Putnam, of Maine; and James B. Angell, of Michigan. 

And Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Treland,the Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, M. P., the Honorable Sir Lione] 
Sackville Sackville-West, K. ©. M. G., Her Britannic Majesty’s envoy extraor- 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United States of America; and Sir 











Charies Tupper, G. C., M. G., C. B., minister of finance of the Dominion of 
Canada 
Who, having communicated to each other their respective full powers, found 
in good and due form, have agreed upon the following articles: 
ARTICLE I, 
Che high contracting parties agree toappoint a mixed commission to delimit, 


in the manner provided by this treaty, the British waters, bays, creeks, and har- 
bors, of the « sts of Canada and of Newfoundland, as to which the United 
Stat vy Article Lof the convention of October 20, 1818, between the United 
States and Great Britain, renounced forever any liberty to take, dry, or cure 


fish, 





ARTICLE II. 
The commission shall consist of two commissioners to be named by Her Bri- 
nic Majesty, and of two commissioners to be named by the President of the 
tates, without delay, after the exchange of ratifications of this treaty. 
rhe commission shall meet and complete the delimitation as soon as possible 
thereafter. 

! ise of the death, absence, or incapacity of any commissioner, or in the 
event of any commissioner omitting or ceasing to act as such, the President of 
the United States or Her Britannic Majesty, respectively, shall forthwith name 

ssioner instead of the commissioner originally 











another person to act as con 
mame 
ARTICLE Itt. 


The delimitation referred to in Article I of this treaty shall be marked upon 
British admiralty charts by a series of lines regularly numbered and duly de- 
seriled. The charts so marked shall, on the termination of the work of the 
commission, be signed by the commissioners in quadruplicate, one copy where- 
of shall be delivered to the Secretary of State of the United States, and three copies 
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to Her Majesty’s Government. The delimitation shall be made in the following 
manner, and shall be accepted by both the high contracting parti 
b or all purposes under Article I of the convention of October 20, 1818, between 
the United States and Great Britain. 
(he 3 marine miles mentioned in Artiele I of the convention of October 20, 
, Shall be measured seaward from low-water mark ; but atevery bay, creek, 
or harbor, not otherwise specially provided for in this treaty, such 3 marine 
miles shall be measured seaward from a straight !ine drawn across the bay, 
creek, or harbor, in the part nearest the entrance at the first point where the 
width does not exceed 10 marine miles, 


ARTICLE Iv. 





i€s AS App!lica- 





1 
i 





At or near the following bays the limits of exclusion under Article I of the 
convention of October 20,1818,at points more than 3 marine miles from low- 
water mark, shall be established by the following lines, namely: 





line from the light at Birch Point on Miscou 
light; at the Bay of Miramichi,the line from the 
light at Point Escuminac to the light on the eastern point of Tabisintac Gully; 
at Ligmont Bay,in Prince Edward Island line from the light at Cape Eg- 
mont to the light at West Point; and off St. Ann’s Bay, in the Province of Nova 
Seotia, the line from Cape Smoke to the light at Point Aconi. 
At Fortune Bay,in Newfoundland, the line from Connaigre Head to the light 
on the southeasterly end of Brunet Island, thence to Fortune Head; at Sir 
Charles Hamilton Sound, the line from the southeast point of Cape Fogo to 
White Island, thence to the north end of Peckford Island, and from the south 
end of Peckford Island to the east headland of Ragged Harbor. 
At or near the following bays the limits of exclusion shall be 3 marine miles 
seaward from the following lines, namely: 
At or near Barrington Bay, in Nova Scotia, the line from the light on Stod- 
dard Island to the light on the south point of Cape Sable, thence to the light at 
Baccaro Point; at Chedabucto and St. Peter’s Bay the line from Cranberry 
Island light to Green Island light, thence to Point Rouge; at Mira Bay the 
line from the light on the east point of Scatari Island to the northeasterly point 
of Cape Morien; and at Placentia Bay, in Newfoundland, the line from Latine 
Point, on the eastern mainland shore, to thie most southerly point of Red Island, 
thence by the most southerly point of Merasheen Island to the mainland. 
Long Island and Bryer Island, at St. Mary’s Bay, in Nova Scotia, shall, for 
the purpose of delimitation, be taken as the coasts of such bay. 

ARTICLE V, 
Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include within the common 
waters any such interior portions of any bays, creeks, or harbors as can not be 
reached from the sea without passing within 3 marine miles mentioned in Arti- 


At the Baie des Chal 
Island to Macquereau Point 



















cle | of the convention of October 20, 1818. 

ARTICLE VI. 
The commissioners shall from time to time report to each of the high con- 
tracting parties, such lines as they may have agreed upon numbered, described, 
and marked as herein provided, with quadruplicate charts thereof; which lines 
s0 reported shall forthwith from time to time be simultaneousiy proclaimed by 
the high contracting parties, and be binding after two months from such proc- 
mation. 

ARTICLE VII. a 
Any disagreement of the commissioners shall forthwith be referred to an um- 
pire selected by the Secretary of State of the United States and Her Britannic 
Majesty’s minister at Washington; and his decision shall be final. 

ARTICLE VIII. 
Each of the high contracting parties shall pay its own commissioners and of- 
fieers. All other expenses jointly incurred in connection with the performance 
of the work, ineluding compensation to the umpire, shall be paid by the high 
contracting parties in equal moieties, 
ARTICLE IX. 


Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of the Strait 
of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States. 

ARTICLE X. 
United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Arti- 
cle I of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations common to them and to 
fishing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland. 
They need not report, enter or clear, when putting into such bays or harbors 
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the same, outside the 
limits of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchasing wood or of 
obtaining water; except that any such vessel remaining more than twenty-four 
hours, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, within any such port, or com- 
municating with the shore therein, may be required to report, enter, or clear ; 
and no vessel shall be excused hereby from giving due information to boarding 
officers. 
They shall not be liable in any such bays or harbors for compulsory pilotage, 
nor, when therein for the purpose of shelter, of repairing damages, of purchas- 
ing wood, or of obtaining water, shall they be liable for harbor dues, tonnage 
dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues; but this enumeration shall 
not permit other charges inconsistent with the enjoyment of the liberties re- 
served or secured by the convention of October 20, 1518. 

ARTICLE XI. 
United States fishing vessels entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
eastern and northeastern coasts of Canada or of the coasts of Newfoundland 
under stress of weather or other casualty may unload, reload, tranship, or sell, 
subject to customs laws and regulations, all fish on board, when such unload- 
ing, transshipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may 
replenish outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in 
case of death or sickness shail be allowed ail needful facilities, including the 
shipping of crews. 
Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid coasts of 
Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such provisions and 
supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels, shall be granted to United 
States fishing vessels in such ports, promptly upon application and without 
charge; and such vessels, having obtained licenses in the manner aforesaid, 
shall also be accorded upon all oecasions such facilities for the purchase of casual 
or needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to the trading ves- 
sels; but such provisions or supplies shall not be obtained by barter, nor pur- 
chased for resale or traflic. . 
ARTICLE XII. 


Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shal! have on the Atlantic coast 
of the United States all the privileges reserved and secured by this treaty to 
United States fishing vessels in the aforesaid waters of Canada and Newfound- 
land. 








ARTICLE XIII. 


The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall make regulations pro- 
viding for the conspicuous exhibition by every United States fishing vesse!, of 
its official number on each bow; and any such vessel required by law to have 
an official number, and failing to comply with such regulations, shall not be en- 
titled to the licenses provided for in this treaty. 











Ee ae 








' 






















me Mgt 


+ ieee 





1 




















































The penalties for ur wfully fis yr int . a ‘ and 
re erred to in Art e Lofthis treaty, may « € t t 
sel, and appurt i 3 nad aiso of t sul 3 A CAI > a ard wi ‘ 
off was committed; a for } ~ “ > 2 fish 
t penalties shall be affixed by t court, not to ex i those for unlaw 
fu ish xz and for any other violation o awso!rG at Britain, Cana 
or Newfoundland relating tothe ght of fishery 1 such waters avs. creeks 
o irbors, penalties shal! be fixed by the court texceedingin all $3 for every 
ton of the boat or vessel concerned, rhe at or vessel may be bolden for su 
I ilties pad yrfeitures 
ie procéedings shal! be su airy and as inex ~ 3 TI 
trial (« eal) s I tthe ce « i I 
on re 1 defense, ord t tol heid at s« e ‘ l ¥ 
him m venient. Security costs shall not be 1 < , 
ex t when bail is offered. Reas« le ba all | u ed es 
pre r appeals available to the defense o1 id the « i at t 
be used on ay 
‘ nents « rfeiture shall be reviewed by the gvoverr ( 
i cil, or the governor in council of } ‘ i d, < t 
ecute 
\ v. 
Vi é he Un l tes Ly ) 
sea! land fish of all } Is (¢ ept fis reserve € g Pp 
fish ‘ lon byt she i Ca rand Newt! 1, inelt 
I I s well i : 5 ‘ 
and I i sary « ai r the | vel 
tioned I ! . rt < sh r on the s 
ermen of the United S 3, as we ala i ve! rs < 
) As a les ) oO ) ) f 
Ca ,and Newfo ‘ 
u n »v < ties WwW t uf esaid a < ] ved 
to be brought to Il Siates shs v 1 } i 
ysed ti m, the tr vile ot ¢ ports, ba ind urbors « 
said coasts of Canada and Newfo snd shall aC ito Il é 
3 fishin \ seis ct < Y for th vi I 
I namely 
1e purchase of 7 i is, ba e, 8 es s nd ‘ I 
and outfits 
inss ent < rtra rt 5 5 < 
Snipping r 
supp ssh I be obtained | Dart but I t 
e pr ‘ 3 con ‘ to fis a ‘ 
ar of Newtlou ‘ ont At ec co 3 « t United S < 
This treaty shall be ratified by the President of the United States, by and 
the advice and consent of the Senate i Hier Br n Ma , ha x 
received the assent of the Parliament iada and of el ire of N 
foundland; and the ratilications shall be exchanged at Was rete AS SO« AS 
possib 
In faith whereof we, the respective plenipotentiaries, have signed this t: 
and have hereunto affixed our seals. 
n 1 duplicate, at Washington, this 15th day of February, in the y 
our Lord 188s 
r. F. BAYARD [SEAI 
WILLIAM L. PUTNAM. [SBAI 
JAMES B. ANGELL. SEAI 
J. CHAMBERLAIN [SmAI 
L. 8S. SACKVILLE WEST. [sear 
CHARLES TUPPER. [SEAI 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the next 


article of the treaty. 
‘he EXECUTIVE CLERK. Articl 

r. TELLER. And before that is done—I do not 
any remarks of my own, but inasmuch as the Senator from Louisiana 
| Mr. Gu IN} has q ioted Mr. Edward Everett on this question, I de- 
sire to read from his letter to Lord Aberdeen, dated May 25, 1844, in 
which he says, speaking of the British contention: 


desire to make 


{n examination of the map is sufficient to show the doubtful 


construction-- 


Mr. GIBSON. 


submit 


nature of this 


I wish to 
acted on 


If the Senator will yield for a moment, 
a motion which I desire to have read without being 
now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not the Senator 
yield to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. TELLER. I desire first to read this extract so as to have it go 
in the RECORD. 

r. COCKRELL. Let it go in the Recorp without being read. 
PRESIDENT pro tempor ‘the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 

Grnson] has forwarded to the desk a paper which he desires to have 
read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Does the Senator 
from Colorado yield ? 
: Yes, sir. 
ry read as follows: 


from Colorado like to 






pending treaty be committed to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
ctions either to frame and report such amendments thereto as shal! 
eet to remove any ambiguities, and toremedy any defects ofsaid treaty, 
sf any there be; or 

! i report a plan for arbitration by which all differences betwee n 
nent of the United States and the Government of Great Britain, in 
ights and liberties of the people of the United States, and of t 
itannic Majesty respectively, in the North American fishe 

l t of 1813, shall be determined and settled, and by which it may 
be furt her determined and settled whether citizens of the United States. engaged 
im tine 





ame a 








t justly entitled to all the advantages and benefits of the mutual arrange- 
ments of 1830 and the mutual rights of transit under the treaty of 1871. 

| by which it may be further determined and settled what. if any, dam- 
ity, or compensation ay be due for the alleged unlawful treat- 


and seizures of the fishing vessels of citizens of the United 





business of fishing on the eastern coast of British North America are or | 


| 


I I 
r. Gs ‘ 

A ( ‘ 

‘ 

yl 
wit} 
1. pberade 

i 

} 
l 
‘ s 

‘ 





or i CK 
execu n 
sire to » on 
I ave t OSI 
bate on t treaty 
sicht. and the 
Irie c ‘ | “ 
Mr. MO ,N 
row 
> Pi SLIEN J 
Mr. COCKRELI 
e mo iS a 
tl ~el 4 ‘ AL ‘ 


The House met at 
H. MILBurn, D. D. 





»fem 

move tT 
reed to; ar 
until to- 
. m D 
Mm OF h 


TY} . ; 4 
The Journal ol Lhe procee 
N ) 

The SPEAKER i ore 

to the bill (‘H R. 7547 gran 
Misse yad thi 
Dakota 1 Vv reier i 
4 mN ¢ 

The SPEAKER also laid be 


ish cirenit- 
and for other purp 
Mr, ROGERS. | I 
few minute 
tory to ask r} 
Mr. SAYERS I 
Mr. ROGE! I 


lar order now. 


Mr. SAYERS. i 
it up aiter a w 
Mr. ROGERS I 


The SPEAKER, 
table for the 
There w: 


prese 


;+no Ov) 


ourt Dow 


n order! 





x 
, 
ut i 
) 
Is 
; +? 
> I ‘ 
am I 
ne it n 
that 1 
I 
» o'¢ 











1636 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILIS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bills of the following 
titles; which were read twice, and referred as follows, namely: 

The bill (8. 2715) for the relief of certain parties who have paid $2.50 
per acre for United States Government lands reduced in price to $1.25 | 
per acre by the act of Congress approved June 15, 1880—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (8. 3432) for the erection of a public building at Martins- 
burgh, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
RAILROAD BRIDGE, FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2823) to au- 
thorize the building of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. 

The SPEAKER, A bill identical with this has been already passed 
by the House, and if there be no objection the Senate bill will be in- 
definitely postponed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARRY, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HuTron, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GEAR, until Saturday next. 

To Mr. McCLAMMY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FINLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PEEL, indefinitely. | 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to know, these leaves of absence being 
granted by unanimous consent, whether a majority of the House would 
be competent at any time to revoke the leaves of absence so granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the passage 
of the bill coming over from yesterday under the operation of the 
previous question, the title of which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 10998) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, and for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I was just going to ask the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that there is a special order pending for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. This comes up immediately after the Journal. 

The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the } 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I now eall up the special order fixed for to-day, be- 
ing the consideration of the Senate bill No. 681, granting an increase of | 
| 
| 
| 





pension to Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Iam just advised, Mr. Speaker, by the chairman 
of the Committee on the Territories that he desires to call up the Okla- | 
homa bill for consideration to-day. It was understood when consent | 
was given that this bill should not antagonize the Oklahoma bill. I | 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill may | 
be postponed for one week from to-day immediately after the reading | 
of the Journal, to be then taken up for consideration on the pending 
motion, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will it-be in order to move as an 
amendment that all of the other bills on the special Caiendar, with th 
previous question ordered upon them, be taken up immediately after this 
bill is disposed of ? 

The SPEAKER. Except by unanimous consent no motion can be 
made in reference to a bill uniess it is actually up for consideration. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent, in view of my statement 
in regard to the business of the Committee on the Territories, | hat this 
bill be postponed for one weck from to-day immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by a motion. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then I make that motion. 

The motion was adopted. 

MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill under the 
special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Margaret Stafford Worth. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make a similar motion in reference to this bill, | 
that its consideration be postponed for one week, to come up immedi- 
ately after the disposal of the other bill just postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be in 
order to ask unanimous consent of the House to consider the bill (S. 
3234) which was withheld a few moments ago at my request? 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the gentleman from Texas, who demanded 
the regular order, did it for the purpose of passing the fortifications 
bill. That has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. But the demand has not been withdrawn, and the 
Chair must respect it until it is withdrawn. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is it insisted upon? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been withdrawn, and the Chair must 
assume that it is insisted upon. 

Mr. ROGERS. May I inquire who demanded the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 

Mr. ROGERS. But since that time he has passed his measure, and 
is not now present in the Hall. If the Chair will permit me, there- 
fore, I will make a further request for unanimous consent to take up 


| the bill to which 1 have referred. 


Mr. WEAVER. How much time will it take? 

Mr. ROGERS. Ten minutes at the outside. 

Mr. WEAVER. If it does not consume more time than that I shall 
not object. 

ABOLITION OF CERTAIN CIRCUIT-COURT POWERS, 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 3234) to abolish certain 
powers of the circuit courts, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to makean inquiry of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Florida has 
objected. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The recognition of the Chair all this session 
upon unanimous consent seems to have been confined toa few statesmen 


| on the other side of the House, and unanimous consent seems to have 


been given to several gentlemen upon different occasions. It seems to 
me that this thing of unanimous consent should be more evenly dis- 
tributed. There are important local measures in my State that ought 
to be considered and we have been unable to get recognition either to 
consider or unanimous consent to call up, and I object to any general 
legislation by unanimous consent until we can have those measures 
considered. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman from Florida withhold his ob- 
jection until he hears what I have to say upon this bill for two min- 
utes ? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iwill yield to the gentleman to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now I hope the gentleman will listen to what I have 
to say. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Before the right to objection is waived I want to 


| ask the gentleman having charge of the bill if the section of the stat- 


ute which the bill proposes to repeal applies to courts generally or to 
the courts mentioned in that bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Only to those mentioned in the bill. If the House 
will give me its attention, I will place the matter before it in a word 
or two. The courts named in that bill stand upon a different footing 
from any other district courts in the United States. By section 571 of 
the Revised Statutes these three district courts named have circuit- 
court power. One of the incidents of that jurisdiction is this, that in 
these three courts where parties are tried for a capital offense they hav: 
no right to have their cases revised by a higher tribunal. In one of 
these courts, namely, that which refers to Arkansas, I can not state the 
exact number of cases, but in the last fifteen years approximately ono 
hundred capital cases have been tried, and the parties have been sen- 
tenced to death without the right of revision by any other court. The 
whole object of this bill is to put these district courts on the footing 
of other district courts and give these unfortunates the same chance for 
life that others enjoy who are similarly situated elsewhere. 

I have said this much, Mr. Speaker. It seems enough to shock our 
sense of justice and to commend this bill to the confidence and support 
of us all. 


Mr TOWNSHEND. Has this bill been considered by the Commit- 


| tee on the Judiciary or any other committee of this House? 


Mr. ROGERS. I answer that question in the negative; but will 
state the history of this bill is this: It was introduced in the Senate by 


| Senator JONES to correct this evil which I have just mentioned, and 
| which is a burning shame. Senator HOAR took up this subject and 


went all through it, and he draughted this bill as a substitute for the 
billof Senator JONES. It was then submitted tothe Senate. Senator 
EDMUNDs gave it very carefulattention. Itwentintothe Senate, hav- 
ing met the approval of the Judiciary Committee, passed the Senate 
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with one single amendmen and without a singte question or one single | Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with t 
adverse vote or criticism. j re? t i ae . : eee eee 
It creates no rew courts, but divides the jurisdiction of these thre oo ere 
aid i Lill v Li sc i me 
5 courts, and makes no other alteration of publiclaw. It is in the inter- aggre _ . 7 
est ot humanity, Mr. STONE. of Ke icky, also it i 1 ee on War ¢ 
Fe Mr. SYMES. By what other judge is the case under ap veal to be nt rted | .wW A & favorable FX rendation eb 3 a4 
tried? ' t re f the t ‘ of t ‘ nm ( \ 
F Mr. ROGERS. Either by the justice of the Supreme Court assigned wnenU v. Va _ wee! to t : : : Who 
, to that district or the judge assigned to that circui 5 House « Private Cater ' the 
> vayrrr ; . ri ] } , 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas if it oes ited. 
: will not suit him to postpone this matter until a certain day, with the SAM \ 
: view of having at least an informal examination of it by the Commit- Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also yma t ( \\ ( 
tee on the Judiciary. ; | reported ba vitl f ral mi t 
& Bs » reported D K With a favorabie recommendation t > ( 
8 : ep a = - . ‘ : . 7 ; . 
The SPEA KER. [he gentleman from Florida [Mr. DouGHERTY ] | the re lief of Samuel Tate; which was referred to the ¢ 
has already objected to the consideration of the bill. | Whole H e on the Private Calendar, and, with the a pa 
, Mr. ROGERS. In my own city there are some forty persons con- | report, orae red to be printed 
fined in jail subject to trial at the session of the court just begun, and ' 
oY € 1 > ; : : ¥ = ; I } ) 
I am anxious that this right shall be guarantied to those untortunate ALFRED 
persons. Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims 
ite — , . : enorted b it} { sated on Satins a oT ie 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. Ifthe gentleman asked unanimous consent for FOPCTled BACK WIEN & FEVOERRIS FOC R EEE Oe ae te 
the consideration of any local measure of importance to his district I the relief of Al red J. Worcester; which was referred to the Commit- 
would not object; but there are numbers of gentlemen upon this floor | te¢ of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
beter have measures of local interest which do not take any money Pars sper, Ce red to be eae © 
out of the Treasury of the United States, but for which they are unable GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 
to get consideration or recognition. ¥ Mr. STAHLNECKER. from the Committ he Lit ; 
Mr. BRECK on — ni “ : : ; I . i rH Ut sn, tron ne Uon l ee on the Lidoralr I l 
a BREC KINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. | back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 961) fort p 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it tation of badges t } mi nal | } _ 
Mr. BRECKINR a es . ation oO idges to the officers and men of the Greely relief exped 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky Is debate in order? ti hich 1 f t he | 
Tho SPEAKER n i. : ate 1 ler? tion; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
2 1e t bd oR. Itis not. The gentleman from Florida has ob tate of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, o1 it ’ 
jected and the bill is no longer before the House. printed ge ee ee ee 
2 > ‘i sc r i, . « nie at . . ‘ * - P 
a ROGERS. Then | ask that the bill be retained on the Speaker’s LEAVE OF ABSI 
table. I desire that the Judiciary Committee may have an opportu- B \ | oe 
2 . : : ‘ : ‘ -v unanimous consent - Proce Pry ‘ Be on 4 . . 
nity to examine it. There is no quorum of the committee here, or it | Jeq, f a nt, Mr. G LL, of Massachusetts, ed 
would have been examined by them before now. ee ee 
CONFERENCE REPORT. Mf RI Serene re 
a Ir. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the consideratior 
Mr. LEE. I desire to present a privileged report from a committee | hour for to-day be dispensed with a pabcareeanpiis ; 
of conference. Mr. ONEILI M < lol | 
be ; rd . ir. NE shu, OF ssourl, omect I believe that we shonld ve 4 
The report was read, as follows: the hour for the consideration of bus from committees ere are 
; Thee ymimittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on many committees of this House that » never | I ' 1 ‘ 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (11. R, 5863) authorizing the Richmond ler tl 1 1 DATO ROVEE HOED CREE GS St 
an 1 Danville Railroad Company to lay tracks in the District of Columbia h v- ee a , y 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec Mr. SPRINGER I desire to inquire what is the next committee to 
ss a respective Houses as follows be called ee 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the 1endme he Se 1 pr 1? Tr 
ate, and agree to the same. 5 € o the amendment of the Sen- The SPEAKER. The clerk at the Speaker desk, who usually 2 
W. H. F. LEE keeps m«¢ moranda of these matters, is not now present. ‘The Cha 
_ JAMES E, CAMPBELL, under the impression—some gertleman on the floor may be able to 
Con/erees on the part of the House definite information—that during the last considerat hour the ( 
JOHN W. DANIEL plea paler goer stag adie 
JOHN C. SPOONER mittee on Invalid Pensions was called, and that the gentleman 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. Indiana | Mr. MATSON |, chairman of the committee, being absent 
Mr. BLOUNT. Is there a statement accompanying the report? comsmnttine wen pened wren SRlsemAN; 
am ; tae a : J ns A . . le lv ry + 
The SPEAKER. There is no statement Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct 
rarer . ' ; ; » SPE ER ’ he i ir i I t } ] 
Mr. BLOUNT. Then I hope the gentleman from Virginia will ERO EPEARER. the Cosir thinks that the ( SASSO GD FRCeN 
make an explanatory statement. : was also passed over informally at that time, bat is not certain about 
aoe , ° : +} tas A ee 
_Mr. LEE. The Senate objected to the provision in the House bill a es al 
ring » Thanet > . : : Ir R \ sah cor ; 4} nee 1 —on 
giving the Danville Railroad Company in the District of Columbia all apt ese Pen SNES NS SES CORENEES St SNES Fe 
the terminal favilities which they might have in the State of Virginia Se the Committee on Patents? 
rhe Senate objected to that and struck it out, and the House con- om = a Se i eee Ce Lewes mer. WEAVER) 
ferees agreed to the amendment. That is all. desire that the Committee on Patents be passed over this morning 
rr . + l ; R T ] : t ° 
The report of the committee of conference was adopted. — WEAVER. 5 Go, provided 1 dees net lose its place 
Mr. LEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the he SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the Committee on Pa 
committee of conference was adopted; and also moved that the mo- will be passed over this morning without losing its place. e Cor 
&, tion to reconsider be laid on the table. mittee on Invalid Pensions is the first committee to be called Che 
s The latter motion was agreed to. hour begins at thirty-five minutes past 12 0° 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. BUSINESS OF THE COMMITH 
} : Several MEMBERS. Regular order. Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Invalid Pensions |] directed 
Tha <PF rp r . | } } ' s ; 
. a The SPEAKER, The regular order is demanded. The regular ™° ‘0 C4! up the F solution which i send to the desk, to which | wish 
; 3 order is the call of committees for reports. ” to offer an amendment. 
: “he Cle wT illo. 
7 BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENSAS, LOUISIANA , ree aan naneeeen 
‘4 ‘DTeD ¢ ae . ov ; Zesolved, That it is hereby ordered by the House t e We a _ 
a Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with | 2d Thursday, May 3, immediately after the cael Ble 3 seceste 
a a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construc- | 2% Com™tees be set apart for the consideration of pas scene rted 
a tion of a bridge across the Tensas River at or near Kirk’s Ferry, La.: Sree id« ones my ee een Sk SD OPO 
f 8. cee F y : 2 < Y, 44.5 yy said committee, but not to interfere wit revenue | 3 ) ! 
2 whic h was re ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private | ©© prior orders; and if disp a ed by these « ‘ ame 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed each subsequent week shail be substituted two 
- , ” ° days, « so much thereof as shall be nec« 
4 SUSAN B. HOPKINS. of measures reported by said committe 
F q Lh Pr. ak " . Ba ha me Wn _— : err 
Pa _ STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- Che amendment proposed by Mr. Morr was reac, foul 
a ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1813) for the | ,»""“° °“" es" Gun" ays ae” See ae P . j 
, re -y Y : > “ . . . / , , 
relief of Susan B. Hopkins; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry oes reso 
report, ordered to be printed. vee | lution change the rules of the lio 
4 a “. mason | TheSPEAKER. It interferes with the usual order of business u 
4 TONE . } the rules, but it does not change permanently 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, | Mr. ROGE! D ‘it aeks denice ihe be le ‘th 
tt BF : ; é aims, Mr. ROGERS. es it me in durin $ ( th 
i reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 3015) for the | order ? eS . aor Us 
relief of C. M. Schaffer; which w: sferre 2C ' = AKER 
vas referred to the Committee of the} TheSPEAKER. TheCommittee on Invalid Pensions has been called 
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under the rules for the presentation of measures heretofore reported 
from that committee; and the gentleman from Kansas—— 

Mr. BLAND. Can ao report of this kind be called up under this 
order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls up this resolu- 
tion under the direction of his committee, it having been heretofore re- 
ported and being on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. The resolution upon its introduction was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and has been by them reported 
back. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the question of order whether this resolution 
does not belong to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has already been referred by order 
of the House to another committee and by that committee has been re- 
ported back; and it has taken its placeon the Calendar. The question 
is not now on the reference of the resolution; if it were the gentleman’s 
point of order might be well taken. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the simple reference of a propo- 
sition to a committee does not under the rules of the House give that 
committee jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

The SBEAKER. Still this resolution has been reported back from 
a commfMtee; the report has been received. by the House, and has 
taken its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask—I am not sure that it is a parlia- 
mentary inguiry—whether the Committee on Invalid Pensions has 
directed the calling up of this measure? 

Mr. MORRILL. They have, by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRILL] has 
the floor at the present time. 

Mr. MORRILL. In support of this resolution, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to say in reference to this subject of pensions, more bills probably 
have been introduced and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions than to any other committee of the House. One hundred and 
ninety general pension bills have been introduced and have been re- 
ferred to our committee. Some thirty or forty Senate bills of similar 
character have been referred to us. These bills included one passed 
by the Senate increasing the pension for deafness (a bill which was 
passed the other day), and a bill providing for those who are now de- 
pendent—a bill passed by the Senate and referred to our committee. 
There is also a bill equalizing the pensions of those who are totally 
disabled, which has also passed the Senate. As the law now standsa 
certain class of pensioners who formerly received $50 a month now re- 
ceive a pension of $72 monthly, while another class, equally disabled, 
are still receiving only $50. 

Another of these bills provides for pensioning those who were pris- 
oners of war, without their proving specifically (which is utterly im- 
possible) that their disability was incurred in a rebel prison. Another 
bill provides for the payment of arrears of pensions, placing all upon 
the same footing. Another provides that any person who is receiving 
a@ pension under a special act may, upon making proper proof at the 

,Pension Office, receive his pension under the general law as if he had 

not received the benefit of a special act. This of course applies to a 
small class—perhaps not fifty persons in all will be affected. But, 
sir, under the laws as they now exist it is held that a person who 
has once received a pension by special act, although he may produce 
all the proof required by the Pension Office, can not receive arrears of 
pension, nor can he be pensioned under the general law. 

Numerous other bills, perhaps of less importance, have been reported 
by our Committee on Invalid Pensions after days of arduous investi- 
gation and labor on the part of members of that committee; and we 
have made repeated efforts to obtain a day for their consideration, but 
it has so far been refused. We now ask of the House toward the close 
of the session, after the tariff bill has passed and all of the appropria- 
tion bills have been disposed of, with nothing practically pressing the 
House, by the pending resolution to have these two days set apart, 
August 29 and August 30, for the consideration of the pension busi- 
ness, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is it; now demand the previous question. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the House understands the proposition and is 
ready to yote upon it, I will now demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 2. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MORRILL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOOKER. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to have the gentleman from Kansas 
state to the House whether he has enumerated all the business coming 
from the Committee on Pensions which will be proposed to be con- 
sidered on the two days he has indicated, if they are set apart under 
the pending resolution, or whether, sir, other pension business will be 
included which so far has not been enumerated by the gentleman. 
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Mr. MORRILL. While I have enumerated all the bills which have 
been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, it does not 
necessarily follow that on those days designated by the resolution those 
bills will be taken up. It is intended that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, if the resolution be adopted, shall hereafter designate the 
bills which shall be taken up for consideration on those two days, and 
shall also indicate the order in which that business shall be considered 
under the terms of the resolution. As they have carefully investigated 
and acted upon these matters they perhaps are better informed on the 
subject and better able to arrange the matter properly for the action of 





the House, 


The question was taken; and no quorum voted, there being—yeas 


117, nays 7, not voting 200; as follows: 
YEAS--117. 


Adams, 
Anderson, Iowa 
An lerson, Til. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Atkinson, 

Bac on, 

Baker, 1, 
Bayne, 
Boothman, 
Bowen, 

Brewer, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Bryce, 

Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, Ohio 


Dockery, 
Dougherty, 
Farquhar, 
Felton, 

Finley, 

Flood, 

Frenc h, 
Fuller, 

Gest, 

Grout, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 

Tiitt, 

Holman, 
Hopkins, Va. 


Matson, 
McComas, 
McCullogh, 
McKenna, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Payson, 


Pacis 


Springer, : 
Stahlnecker, t 
Stephenson, } 
Struble, 

Symes, 

Taulbee, 

Taylor, J.D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vance, 

Vandever, 
Walker, 

Warner, 

Weaver, 


wir 2 eS 





Cannon, Hovey, Peters, Weber, 
Caswell, Hunter, Post, White, Ind. 
Cheadle, Jackson, Romeis, Whiting, Mich. 
Chipman, Johnston, Ind. Ryan, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, La Follette, Sawyer, Williams, 
Conger, Lawler, Scull, Wilson, Minn, 
Cox, Lind, Seney, Yoder, 
Crouse, Lyman, Seymour, Yost. 
Cummings, Lynch, Shively, 
Darlington, Macdonald, Smith, 
Davis, Maish, Sowden, 
NAYS—7. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dibble, McRae, Shaw. 
Cowles, Johnston, N. C. Newton, 
NOT VOTING—200. 
Abbott, Dailzell, Hutton, Phelps, 
Allen, Mass, Dargan, Jones, Pidcock, 
Allen, Mich, Davenport, Kean, Plumb, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Ala, Kelley, Pugsley, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Fla. Kennedy, Randall, 
Arnold, De Lano, Kerr, Rayner, 
Baker, N. Y. Dingley, Ketcham, Reed, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, Kilgore, Rice, 
Barnes, Dunham, Laffoon, Richardson, 
Barry, Dunn, Lagan, Robertson, 
Belden, Elliott, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Belmont, Enloe, Laird, Rogers, 
Biggs, Ermentrout, Landes, Rowell, 
Bingham, Fisher, Lane, Rowland, 
Blanchard, Fitch, Lanham, Russell, Conn, 
Bland, Foran, Latham, Russell, Mass, 
Bliss, Ford, Lee, Rusk, 
Blount, Forney, Lehlibach, Sayers, 
Bound, Funston, Lodge, Scott, 
Boutelle, Gaines, Long, Sherman, 
Bowden, Gallinger, Maffett, Simmons, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gay, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gear, Mansur, Spinola, 
Browne, Ind. Gibson, Martin, Spooner, 
Brown, Ohio Glass, Mason, Steele, 
Brumm, Glover, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Goff, McClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
Buckalew, Granger, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Burnett, Greenman, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Burrows, Grimes, McKinley, Stone, Ky. 
Butler, Grosvenor, McKinney, Stone, Mo. 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Guenther, MeMillin, Tarsney. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Hall, McShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Candler, Hare, Mills, Thomas, Ill. 
Carlton, Hatch, Moffitt, Tillman, 
Caruth, Hayden, Montgomery, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hayes, Moore, Wade, 
Clardy, Heard, Morgan, Washington, 
Clark, Hemphill, Morse, West, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Nichols, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Herbert, Norwood, White, N. Y. 
Cockran, Hires, Oates, Whiting, Mass. : 
Collins, Hogg, O’ Ferrall, Whitthorne, a 
Compton, Holmes, Osborne, Wickham, EA 
Cooper, Hooker, Patton, Wilber, P 
Cothran, Hopkins, Ill. Peel, Wilkins, i 
Crain, Hopkins, N.Y. Penington, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Houk, Perkins, Wise, 
Culberson, Howard, Perry, Woodburn, a 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Phelan, Yardley. Fey 
No quorum voting. E 
Mr. MORROW. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Brags, but a 
voted on this call, having reserved the right to do soin order to make ee 
a quorum. . x 
Mr. LYNCH. I have voted ‘‘ay’”’ on this question, but am paired f 
with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Stone. He would have ¥ 


voted ‘‘ no,’’ if present. 














has we 
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The SPEAKER. 
withdraw his vote? 

Mr. LYNCH. 
with another gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
are detained at their homes o1 
I am paired with 


INGTON, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. STONE, on all 
question, having 
ng this t¢ 


Mr. ANDERSON, o! 


be lie y 


South Caro 


1 quorum. 


| 
Mr. YOST. I an 


Mr. SNYDI 


a vote if nece 
Mr. RICK 


Mr. WAI 
but v t 
Mr. BRI 
Georgia, M 
Che PEA 
Mr. BRI 


ever. 


Ir. WEA 


reading of the 
Mr. MCMILLIN. 


Does the ae 


yentieman irom 


I have just 


peen lniori 


colleagues, Mr. 


questi 


rign 
Cc ¢ ti 
juest 
s ia 
¢ 
W 
iv 
quorum 
wit} he 
ve 
a WwW i 
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) 
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! 
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The Clerk recapitulated the names o 


Mr. BREWER, 


pair between the gentleman from Georg 


T T ‘ 
Mr. Speaker, I fir 


reserved to vote to make aquorum. I 


to stand. 


The following pairs were announced for 


I think we had better 


€ 9) 
ed \ 
' 
Lp 
nt] 
‘ 
{ | 
1 
$tnato 
tr. } : 
i Willi Wil 
V 
{ ba 


Mr. Sroneg, of Kentucky, with Mr. Houk. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. PERKINS. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. HopkKINs, 
The following were announced as being paired on all political ques- 
ons until further notice: 

Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. 


t 


Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. FINLEY. 


VOODBURN. 
Mr. FeLix CAMPBELL with Mr. Cooper. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 


Mr. Hutron with Mr. Seymour. 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. McCormi 


Mr. PEEL with Mr. RusSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr. De LANO, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, wit 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. 


Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. 


BURROWS. 


Mr. JONES with Mr. BounD. 

Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE. 
Mr. LANE with Mr. KERR. 

Mr. Yost with Mr. SNYDER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr 


K. 


Mr. HEMPHILE with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. HoaG with Mr. HoLMeEs. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. WICKHAM. 
Mr. CuTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 


Mr. TimotHy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BowpEN, 
Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. OsBorNE. 


Mr. HALL with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. Morritr. 
Mr. HARE with Mr. PLUMB. 


Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Hopxrns, of Illinois. 


Mr. Crisp with Mr. ROWELL. 
Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 
Mr. Forp with Mr. STEELE. 
Mr. LopGe with Mr. BURNETT. 


Mr. MorsE with Mr. Wuitinxc, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTON. 
Mr. CoLLIns with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 


Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. Tnomas, of Illinois. 


Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. Dorsey. 


Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. Stone, of Missouri. 


Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. | 
Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. NICHOLS. 


NHAM, 


.) 


i 


ned that Mr. STONE is paired 
will therefore allow my vote to stand. 

ENLOE Mr. WASH 
iccount 
the gentleman from Missouri 


i have 


this day: 


a 5 
of New York. 


Brown, of Ohio. 
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Mr. ANDERS 
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Mr. Buiiss: No excuse offered 

Mr. Bounp: No excuse offered 

Mr. BouTeLLe: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bawpt! No excuse offered. 

Mr. DreckinripGe, of Arkansas: No excuse offered, 


Mr. THomMAS H. B. Browne: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Browne, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Brown, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BrumM™: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: 
Mr. BUCKALEW 
Mr, BURNETT: 
Mr. BuRROWS: 
Mr. BuTLER: 
Mr. Fenix CAMPBELI 
Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CARLTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CLARDY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CATCHINGS: 
Mr. CLARK: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CLEMENTS: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CocKRAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr, COLLINS: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Compton: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Cooper: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CornraAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CRAIN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CuTCHEON: No excuse offered, 
Mr. DALZELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. DARGAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 
Mr. De LANO: No excuse offered. 
Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Dorsky: No excuse offered. 
Mr. DUNHAM: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ENLOE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Fisner: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Frrcu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ForAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Forp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FunsTron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GAINES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GAy: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gran: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
by leave of the House. 

Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GRANGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HARE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hatcu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAYDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HERBERT: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Hikes: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Hoaae: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Houk. 

Mr NEAL. I understand that my colleague [Mr. HovuK] is unwell. 
I therefore ask that he be excused. 

Chere was no objection 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hovuk] has leave of absence. 

Mr. HOWARD. 

Mr. MATSON. 
the House. 

Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hurron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Jones: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KEAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KELLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KENNEDY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KERR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAFFOON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAIDLAW: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAIRD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LANDES: No excuse offered, 

Mr. LANr: No excuse offered. 


No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 
No excuse off red. 
No excuse offered. 


No excuse offered 


No excuse offered. 


My colleague [Mr. GEAR] is absent 


My colleague [Mr. Howarp] is absent by leave of 
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Mr. LODGE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lona: No excuse offered. 

Mr MAFrrFrettT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAHONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MANSuUR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
CLAMMY | is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the gentleman has leave 
of absence. 

Mr. McCorMIcK: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McKINLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McKINNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCSHANE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morritt: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NICHOLS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OATES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OSBORNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PATTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PEEL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PERKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PERRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHELPs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PLuMB: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PUGSLEY: No excuse olfered. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
sickness, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REED: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RocKWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RussEeLi, of Connecticut: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Scotr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPINOLA: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPOONER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEELE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STeEwARrtT, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SToNE, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TrLLMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. West: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wuirte, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
ICKHAM. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask that my colleague [Mr. WicKHAM] be excused 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILKINSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WIsE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WOODBURN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PAYSON, I offer the following resolution 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the result of the call of 

| the House. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
CUTCHEON, is absent on account of sickness, and has leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has leave of absence. 

Mr. McADOO. I desire to answer to this roll-call. I was not pres- 
ent when the last vote was taken, and consequently did not vote. If 
I had been present, I should have voted ‘* ay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. Upon this call of the roll 174 gentlemen have an- 
swered to their names. , 

| Mr. SPRINGER. I move 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of the resolution 
called up by the gentleman from Kansas has expired, and a quorum 
has answered to this call. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move—— 

The SPEAKER. The House is operating under a call of the House. 


My colleague [Mr. Mc- 


I ask that my colleague be excused on account of 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all further proceedings under th 
call of the House be dispensed wit! 

The question was put, and the motion was agreed to 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to offer a privileged report 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As I understand, the previous ques 
tion was ordered on the resolution which was called up 


lered; it wi: 


made, al W ie 


The SPEAKER 
demanded, and the point of no quorum was 
tion comes up again the 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise toa question of pr vilege on the 
which has been reported and considered in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKE The gentleman will state the ground upon which 
that is a question of privilege. 

Mr. CANNON. It is a proposition to change the rules of the Hous 
pro tanto in so far as it goes, and therefore 1 call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that all propositions touching the rules shall be re 
i 
i 
} 


The previous question was not or 


n the ques 


question will be on ordering the pr 





vious ques- 


resolution 


erred to the Committee on Rulesunder Rule XI. Then in the Liigest 


t is stated that reports from this committee touching the rules are 


privileged questions. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. But this does not come from the Committee on 
Rules. 


Mr. CANNON. Propositions coming from the committee 
a day underclause 1 of Rule XXVIII. The question of a day for the 
consideration of business reported from particular committees is in or 
der at any time as a privileged question for the reason ‘* that the adop 
tion of the resolution would be pro tanto a change of the 
that the proper method of making any such change is upon a report 
from the Committee on Rules.’? This I find in the Journal of the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, which I hold in my hand, and I 
will read so much of it as bears uporwthis subject. This is from the 
Journal of July 10, 1886: 


rules, an 


Mr. Morrison, as a privileged question from the Committee on Rules, to 
which was referred a resolution fixing a day for the consideration of busine 
reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported the same with t 
following amendment in the nature of a substitute therefor, namely: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 13th day of July, immediately after the readir 
of the Journal, be, and is hereby, set apart for the consideration of such bu 
ness as may be presented by the Committee on Ways and Means, not to include 
any bill raising revenue; and if any bill shall be under consideration and not 
disposed of when the House adjourns on that day the consideration of such | 
shall continue from day to day immediately after the reading of the Journal 
until disposed of. 

Mr. Hewitt made the point of order that the report of the committee was not 
of a privileged character, being a proposition to set apart a single day for th« 
consideration of a certain class of business, and therefore not arule which must 
be general in its character. 

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Crisp) overruled the point of order upon the 
ground that the adoption of the resolution would be pro tanto a change of th 
rules, and that the proper method of making such a change was upon a report 
from the Committee on Rules. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that this resolution which I have just 
read was not reported by the Committee on Rules, but the resolution 
now under consideration was regular!y introduced in the House and by 
a majority of the House was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, although under the rules of the House and in the absence of the 
action of a majority it would have gone to the Committee on Rules. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions considered the resolution, and they 
reported it back. It is the proposition to change the rules that is priv- 
ileged—it is the subject-matter, not the particular committee that may 
report it. Although the resolution may have gone to the Committe 
on the Militia, or any other committee, when it is reported back and 
contains a proposition to change the rules it at once becomes a matte 
of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has had occasion to decide this question 
before. Propositions which relate to a change of the rules are in order 
at any time for presentation; but the Chair decided inthe Forty-ninth 
Congress, upon a resolution in relation to a report from the Committee 
on Education, that although they were in order for presentation, yet 
they must go to the Committee on Rules, and if they were reported 
back by that committee, then they were privileged for immediate con 
sideration, but if they went to any other committee this privilege did 
not attach to them. 

The Chair also decided, in the case of the oleomargarine bill, which 
was reported from the Committee on Agriculture, although it was a 
revenue bill, that while the committee had the right to haveit consid 
ered as a preferred measure when the House went into Committee o! 
the Whole on the state of the Union, yet the privilege of reporting it 
for immediate consideration did not belong to that committee, but b 
longed to the Committee on Ways and Means, The Chair will cause 
that clause of the rule to be read, and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr 
CANNON | will observe that the privilege of reporting for immediate 
consideration in the cases alluded to is a privilege which belongs to the 
committee under the rule, and the uniform practice has been to giv« 
the same privilege to the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk will read the forty-ninth clause of Rule XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The following-named committees shall have 
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}, even though it might otherwise be 

he morning hour, under the positive 

referred and must take its place on 

er rule, bills and resolutions upon the 

r regular order In other words, they 

se their privilege by be r reported in that hour, even if they would 

otherw privileged. The Chair therefore holds that this is not 

wap eged n f 
MESSAG I { TI PRESII N 

A message from the President. by Mr. PRUDEN. one of his secre- 

tare announced the approval of bi ls of the following titles 


An act (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob B. Bostatter from the char of 

| fraudulent enlistment; and 

An act (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of 
} ‘ t ’ . 4 ‘ ’ 
the Ni d M » Corps from the charge of desertion 

Che ] t Mn 1} : ae ie by } ‘ rates 

Che list of approved bills was accompanied by the following note: 

I ving te rical mistake rep I ise of 
Retr ri is y be i by the Presid ed to 
h S58. and no n returned to t ss in 
wh r ed within avs prescribed the 

r pine Vs wit this s t 
H. I in act grantin i pens » David A. Yeaw and 
H » act g g a pension to William A. Hu 3 
[ASES OF FELT FOR GOVERNMENT PRINTING O 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to submita privileged report f1 the 

0 ittee on Printing 

The report was read, as follow 
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An act (H.R. 


1612 to provide f r holding terms of the United States 
district and circuit courts in the State of Ne braska 4 
An act (H. R. 5067) establishing additional aids to navigation at the i 


mouth of the Mississippi River; 
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printing’ (or any other purpose) purchased by the Public Printer during the 
liseal year past was as follows, as shown by the books of this office: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


March 8, 1888, five rolls 2j-inch felt et aed $22.50 
April 3, 1888, six yards %)-inch felt oo 40. 50 
Aprii 14, 1588, one blanket, 84x72 inches oe 





June 6, 1888, five yards 72-inch cloth sevccees ee deeseepeosesenepences 





Total 


In explanation of the above accounts, it may be said that felt blankets have | 


practically gone out of use on modern printing presses, and that but a few yards 
of felt blanketing are purchased each year for use in this office ona half dozen 
or 80 hand-presses used in taking proofs, A small quantity of narrow felt roils 
is also purchased for use in wrapping angle rollers where a heavy ink is to be 


used All of this felt was purchased from the house of R, Hoe & Co., 504 Grand | 


street, New York, who are among the largest and most reputable dealers in 
printing material in this country. 

“As the resolution referred to, with the appended quotation from a partisan 
newspaper, seems to call in question the practice of this office under the pres- 
ent administration in the matter of patriotic regard for American interests, I 
desire to state in the most emphatic manner that I have endeavored to make 
the Government Printing Office thoroughly representative of American skill, 
progress, and intelligence; and that I have not only declined to purchase any 
material whatever of foreign manufacture, where the purchases of this office 
came under m ial direction, but that I have abolished the distinction in 
favor of English book-cloths that prevailed under my predecessors, by which 
the contract specifications of the office required bidders upon several grades 
of cloth to bid yearly upon English cloth as the standard of quality. 

“In the yearly-contract specifications prepared by me the word ‘ English,’ 
heretofore used in the specifications prepared by my predecessors, was stricken 








out, thus doing away with a discrimination disadvantageous to American man- 
ufacturers and disparaging to American skill and enterprise. In the small 
matters of writing-inks, lead pencils, and various small goods, which in the 


aggregate amount to a considerable sum, I have also insisted upon the disuse 
of imported goods and the purchase of the native article, believing that the in- 
terests of economy and efficiency would both be promoted thereby. 

As also bearing upon the subject of inquiry by the committee, I will state 
that, in the necessary reductions of forcein this office since assuming charge of 
itas Public Printer, | have been careful to give preference to citizens, either 
native born or naturalized, in the matter of retention, and that a number of 
aliens were selected for discharge solely for the reason that their neglect or 
failure to take the proper steps to become citizens was, in my opinion, a dis- 
qualification for position in the public service. I have observed the same prin- 
ciple in the case of all appointments, insisting upon citizenship as a necessary 
qualification for any position within my control. 

“Trusting that this brief statement of facts may meet the purpose of your 
committee, and of Congress in adopting the resolution of inquiry, I have the 
honor to be, 

“Your obedient servant, 





“TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
“Tlon, James D. Ricuarpson, 
Chairman Commilice on Printing, House of Representatives.” 


The committee have examined into the question. This letter of the Public 


Printer gives all the facts in the case. The committee are of opinion thatthe | 


adoption of the resolution is altogether unnecessary, as they do not believe any 
other facts exist or could be developed by further investigation. They recom- 
mend that the resolution lie on the table. 


Mr. CANNON (interrupting the reading of the report). I wish to 
call attention to the fact that the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
BUCHANAN], who offered this resolution, is absent from the House 
to-day, but will be back, I understand, within a day or two. 

Mr. RISHARDSON. I do not think the resolution will provoke any 
discussion. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not know anything about it. 

A MEMBER. Let the report be printed in the RECORD and lie over. 
[Cries of ** Read!’’ ‘ Read!” and ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

. Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the motion that the resolution lie upon 
the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committeeon Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the vommittee bad examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of George M. Ochiltree; 

A bill CH. R. 1321) for the erection of a marine hospital at Evans- 
ville, Ind.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1060) prescribing the time for sales and for notice ot 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 


definitely, on account of important business. 
MARY M. BRIGGS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I rise to submit a privileged report. I 
present the report of a committee of conference, and ask its considera- 
tion now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 899) forthe relief of Mary M. Briggs, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 


recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 
That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendment 
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as follows: Before the word “ pension,’”’ where it last occurs, insert the word 
‘“widow’'s;”’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


; CARLOS FRENCH, 
A. C. THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, . 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Does any statement of the House-contferees ac- 
; company this report? 

The SPEAKER. There seems to be none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The rules require such a statement, and it is de- 
sirable we should have it that we may understand the effect of the 
amendment recommended. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Unless the written statement is in- 
sisted upon, I can state the case very briefly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. Tuompson ] will 
make his statement. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This lady is now receiving a pension of 
$12 a month as the widow of a soldier; but she was an army nurse, 
having served as such through the war. She is now sixty-seven years 
| of age, and the committee of conference believe it no more than just 
that her present pension should be increased to $25 a month, being $12 
as the widow of a soldier, and $13 as an army nurse, the latter sum 
being the amount usually allowed to army nurses by the Committee 
| on Invalid Pensions of this House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the amendment of the House ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The amendment of the House pro- 
posed to cut down the amount from $25 to $12 a month; but I do not 
think the House committee knew at the time—certainly I did not— 
that this lady was the widow of a soldier and was receiving a pension 
as such. Wesimply undertook to pension her as an army nurse. The 
committee of conference believe that, in view of the circumstances, 
and by reason of her services as a nurse during the war, her total pen- 
sion should be $25 a month. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
| of conference, there were—ayes 52, noes 11. 

Mr. HOOKER. No quorum. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw this 
report for the present; we will endeavor to assist him after a while in 
getting the matter through. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. THomp- 
SON ] and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER}. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to withdraw this 
report for the present. It can be presented at any time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, ofOhio. I will withdraw the report for the present. 
I ask that it lie on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. It is privileged; and the gentleman can call it up 
at any time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, on the vote taken a few moments 
ago, I voted in the negative; but I did so inadvertently, being paired 
with the gentleman irom Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I desire that 
my vote be withdrawn and the correction made. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The change will be made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER, there 
were—ayes 32, noes 28. 

Mr. LYMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to make a statement to the House 

Mr. BAYNE. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his proposition. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Several MeMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. LYMAN were appointed as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order having been demanded, the 
Chair can not recognize the gentleman. 

The tellers proceeded to make their count. 

Mr. SPRINGER (before the result of the count by tellers was an- 
nounced) said: I desire to make a statement. [Crie: of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’’] I withdraw the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] desires to make the mo- 
tion that the House go into Committee of the Whole on general ap- 
propriation bills. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] with- 
draws his motion. 

Mr. BURNES. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BuRNEs, there were— 
ayes 54, noes 5. 
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Mr. LYMAN. 
Mr. HOOKER. 
The yeasand nays were ordered, there being—ayes 13, noes 36 
han one-fifth voting in the af 
[he question was taken; and no quorum voted, 
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Oo quorum 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


irmative 


142, nays 3, not voting 179; as follows 


Abbott, 
Adams, 


Anderson, Iowa 


Anderson, ! 
Anderson, Kans. 
Baker, Lil 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Bayne 


Brower 
Brown, J.B, 
Bryce, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
synum 
ampbell, Oh 


andler 


’ 
annon, 


aruth, 
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ulberson, 


Darlington 
Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich, 
Allen, Miss 


Va. 


oO 


Anderson, Miss. 


Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Bacon, 
Baker, N. Y. 
Barry, 
Belden, 
Belmont, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 





YEAS—1l42 
Davidso Ala I 
Davidson, Fla Leh i 
Davis, 1 
Dibble, Ly 
Dingley, M nald 
Dockery Maish, 
Doughe ¥> iartin, 
D M 
I t Mi 
Farg r Met Ss, 
Ke McCrea 
Flood Met ! 
B< ‘ MeRae 
I I i nD, 
I : [ 
Gias 
Gin ~ I 
Gr I 
Har r, M ' 
Haves Ne 
He Ne n 
Hi f m,Iowa Ne I 
iH on, N.C, . 
Henderson, I O's ll, 
He : O’ Nea Ind 
HH n O'N : 
Hiestand, 0 vaite, 
hi Owe 
Holman ark 
Hooker, Ps 
H kins, Va Pet rt 
Jackson, Ph an, 
Johnston, N. C. Post, 
Kilgore, Rice 
La Follette, Richardson, 


Lanham, 


NAY 


NOT VOT 
Dargan, 
Davenpopst, 
De Lano, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 


Romeis, 


Haugen 
ING—179. 


Kerr 
Ketcham, 
Latfoon, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 


Enloe, Laird, 
Ermentrout, Landes, 
Finley, Lane, 
Fisher, Latham, 
Fitch, Lawler, 
Foran, Lodge 
Ford, Long, 
Funston, Lyman, 
Gaines, Matfett, 
Gallinger, Mahoney, 
Gay, Mansur, 
Gear, Mason 


Gibson, 
Glover, 


Browne,T.H.B., Va. Goff, 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 


Campbell, F., N. Y. 


Granger, 
Greenman, 


McClammy, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 


McKink y, 
McKinney, 


Grosvenor, MeMillin, 
Guenther, McShane, 
Hall, Mills, 

Hare, Moffitt, 
Hatch, Montgomery, 


Hayden, 


Mx rse, 


Hemphill, Nichols, 
Hires, Norwood, 
Oates, 


Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.Hogg, 


Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Clements, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 


Holmes 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 


©’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Osborne, 
Patton, 


Hovey, Pes 
Howard, Perkins, 
Hudd, Perry, 
Hunter, Peters, 


Hutton, 
Johnston, Ind, 
Jones, 

Kean, 

Kelley, 
Kennedy, 


No quorum voted. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, and Mr. MCKENNA asked whether 
a quorum had voted, and, finding that no quorum had voted they re- 


Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 


Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
Scott, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone. Mo. 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, II! 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, Ga, 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
West, 

W heeler, 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 

WV ilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Ww. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


more 


corded their votes, although they were paired. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BURNES. I move that there be a call of the House. 
Mr. HOOKER. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The fact no quorum has voted isa 


matter of record, and the Chair is compelled to take notice of it. 


does not require thatanybody shall insist upon the point of no quorum. 
Mr. BURNES’sS motion was agreed to; and a call of the House was 


ordered, 


w 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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Mr. DUNHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. IE-NLOE: No excuse offered 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Fisuer: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Fircu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ForRAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FUNSTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GAINES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Grar: No excuse offered. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Governor 
Gear, is absent by authority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. No excuse is necessary in such cases. 

Mr. GIBSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GRANGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Grout: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HALL: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Hare: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Hatcu: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAYDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HenpERSON, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hexpert: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hrres: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hoae: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Houtmes: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hovuxk: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hovey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Howarp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Huron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Jongrs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KEAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KkLLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KENNEDY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Kerr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KercHaM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LArroon: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAIDLAW: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Larmp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LANDES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LANE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lye: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LopGe: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lona: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Marrert: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAMONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mansur: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MASON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Matson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCLAMMY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McComas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCormick: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCrary: No excuse offered. * 

Mr. McKINLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MckKrxnuy: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McSITANE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morvirr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MoxnrGoMERY: No excuse offered, 

Mr. MorRILL: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Nicuois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OATES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OsBoRNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. OWEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Patron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PEEL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. PERKINS] is absent 
by leave of the House. 

Mr. Perry: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PHELPs: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PLuMB: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PuG@sLey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RANDALL: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Rreep: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RoBERTSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Russe, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Russe._u, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Scott: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SIMMONS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPINOLA: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPOONER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STRELE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART. of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TARSNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TAULBEE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Tuompson, of California: No excuse offered, 

Mr. TILLMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VANCE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WesT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered, 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WICKHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILBER: Ne excuse offered. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WISE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WooDBURN:. No excuse offered. 

Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Yoner: No excuse offered. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and fifty-five members only have re- 
sponded; not a quorum. 5 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to ask if it would be now in order to move 
to revoke all leaves of absence granted by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is always in the power of the 
House to compel the attendance of its absent members. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I give notice that I will make that motion 
immediately after the reading of the Journal in the morning asa privi- 
leged motion. 

Mr. BURNES, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as we are so near a quorum, 
I feel that it is proper to resort to the usual means to see if we can not 
secure the few members necessary to enable us to proceed with the pub- 
lic business. 

The SPEAKER. But three motions are now in order—to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call, to compel the attendance ot 
absentees, or to adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I wish to ask that Mr. BLANCHARD be 
excused from attendance on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURNES was recognized. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a further question. 

Mr. BURNES. I now send to the desk a resolution which I ask to 
have read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If my friend from Missouri will hear me for a 
moment-—— 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is now within five minutes of 3 o’clock, and I 
think it very unlikely that we could secure the attendance of a quo- 
rum much before 5 o’clock. By order of the House we must adjourn 
at that hour; and unless the gentleman is anxious to press the mo- 
tion, I would suggest that he yield toa motion toadjourn. I will not 
of course press the suggestion against his wishes. 

Mr. BURNES. My great respect for the gentleman from Tennessee 
makes me very desirous of accepting his suggestion, but, as I under- 
stand it, we lack but about ten ofa quorum, and we may get that num- 
ber in a few minutes by an effort. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no desire to press the suggestion. 

Mr. WEAVER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry: To know whether 
a motion would be now in order to revoke all leaves of absence ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is always a matter of privi- 
lege. The House has the undoubted right at all times to take such 
steps as are necessary to secure the attendance of its own members, 
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Mr. WEAVER. Then I make the motion that 
heretofore granted to members of the House, ex 
ness, be revoked; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be required to givé 
notice immediately to all members of this action of the House 

The SPEAKER. If the leaves of absence are revoked, then the 
resolution of the gen 
the motion. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well. | 

Mr. CONGER. Is such a motion in order now, or is it in order to 
consider the motion without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. Thatis the very purpose sough 
complished by the motion. The House finds itself without a quorum 
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tleman from Missouri will cover the remainder of 





} 
t to be ac- 


and takes such steps as are necessary to secure the attendance of its 

absent members. It is always within the power of the House to take 

the necessary steps to enable it to proceed with the public business 
Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


1 
| 


Mr. DIBBLE. What is the pending motion? Is it not the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuURNES] ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman | 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is of higher privilege than the motion made 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest tothe gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER] that there is a quorum in the city, and that we may have 
a suflicient number to-morrow. Many members have gone away with 
the leave of the House, and I think it would be an injustice to them 
if we can get a sufficient number present to proceed in the course he 






suggests. 

Mr. WEAVER. We are unable to tra 
the present condition of the House. If there isa quorum in the city it 
is the duty and business of the members to ; the duty 


business in 


of this House to require the attendance of those members. Therefore | : 


I shall insist on this motion. 

Mr. MILLIK EN. I do not believe it is necessa ry 
geant-at-Arms all over the United States to bring back m« 
this House if a quorum is within the city. I think to obtain those 
who are in the city will serve the purpose just as well 

Mr. WEAVER. No, it will not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As to bring them here from all over the country ? 
Mr. WEAVER. It will not, sir. Suppose we have a quorum her 
and one, two, or three, or half a dozen members refuse to vote, they can 
absolutely tie the proceedings of the House and stop the business in 
which sixty millions of people have the deepest interest. They are 

doing it now. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There has never been an entirely full House here 
since this Congress convened, and I donot thinkitis necessary to bring 
every member of this House here from all over the country. It is not 
necessary and never has been necessary. 

Mr. WEAVER. If you have the right to require one to be present | 
you have the right to require all to be here. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, It is entirely impracticable. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, i desire that my colleague [Mr. | 
THOMPSON ] be excused, because he has recently recovered from sick- | 
ness and is yet indisposed. 
There was nd odjection, anl Mr. THompson, of California, was ex- | 
cused, 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the House will consider the matter before a vote 
is reached upon the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa. Desira- | 


to send the Ser- 


mbers to 





ble as it is to have all the members here, and necessary asit is, we ought | 


not to be unjust. We have granted to those gentlemen leave of ab- 


sence. They have gone home upon that leave, and now, without any | 
. . . | 

notice whatever, to revoke that leave of absence and put them in the | 

attitude of being absent from the House without its leave strikes me 


+ 


as unjust, and so unjust that I do not think it ought to be insisted | 
upon. 
Mr. WEAVER. 


able 


I would state that I presume my motion is amend- | 
and you can make it so that it will operate five days hence; so 
that the leave of absence will be revoked and members be required to 
appear within five days. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to 
withdraw his motion until the prior motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BURNES] is put; because while we are discussing this 
probably we will get ten more members present, all required to make 











a quorum. If the motion to instruct the Sergeant-at-Arms to bring in 
absent members should pass, then the gentleman from Iowa could re 
new his motion while a quorum is being obtained, and we will sav: 
the remaining two hours of this day. 

Mr. WEAVER. As my motion is a privileged motion I could do 
that; but if we had a quorum here we could not hold them five min- | 


utes. Such has been our experience here for a week. Upon a call o 


| 
the House a quorum appears. Such was the case to-day and yester- | 


day, and then immediately upon a yea-and-nay vote on an important 
pending measure we had no quorum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would suggest to my friend from Iowa, with his 
leave, that if a quorum is obtained and afterwards the resolution of- 
fered by my friend is adopted we will hold them heie. 
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members under such circumstances 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] that it is unseemly for this House t 
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the attendance of its members to transact important bus 














tainly not the result of due reflection upon the part of that gentlema 
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opposed to the motion of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. WEAVER], 
and I shall move to lay it on the table, however it may be amended. 
Mr. WEAVER. 1 will take a yea-and-nay vote on that. 
Mr. COGSWELL. You can have it. You kept us here filibuster- 
ing for days on the funding bill. 
Mne motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed to—ayes 70, noes 3, 
Mr. WEAVER. Now, Mr. Speaker, Il renew my motion. 
Mr. COX. I move to lay the motion on the table. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DIBBLE, 


How many members have leaves of absence ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that sixty-five 
members of the House are absent on leave. 
Mr. PARKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PARKER. Can this motion be adopted, under objection, with- 
out a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The very object of the motion is to secure the at- 
tendance of aquorum. The Constitution provides that the Speaker 
and fifteen members of the House may adjourn from time to time and 
compel the attendance of absent members. 

Mr. PARKER. I mean the motion to revoke leaves of absence. 

The SPEAKER. That is simply one method of compelling the at- 
tendance of absent members. 

Mr. FELTON. It is fair to say to the gentleman from Iowa that if 
his resolution should pass it would be very unjust to some of the ab- 
sentces. For instance, my colleague, Mr. Brags, has returned home 
by leave of the House on account of sickness, and he could not get 
back here in five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] moves 
to revoke all leaves of absence, the revocation to take effect at the ex- 
piration of five days from this time. The gentleman from New York 
| Mr. Cox] moves to lay the motion of the gentleman from Iowa on the 
table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York can not take the 
gentleman from Iowa off the floor, 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. 
bate it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
now to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Iowa is off the floor. 
But he has a right to debate the motion. 
Yes; but the gentleman has not proposed to de- 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVEB] rises 


Then he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am in favor 
of the resolution offered by the gentleman from Iowa, to revoke all 
leaves of absence after five days from this time, except those granted 
on account of sickness. It seems to me that no more reasonable prop- 
osition could be made to this House. We find ourselves in the middle 
of August, toward the end of summer, with a bare quorum of members 
in the city, so that whenever one or two members desire to obstruct 
the business of the House, they have it in their power to do so by de- 
manding a quorum. We are in a condition where we can notdo any- 
thing except by unanimous consent, whereas if the members who have 
been elected to this House would give us their presence, we could have 
@ quorum to transact the public business, which is necessary to be done 
and which could be done in a short time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
leave of absence ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that there are 65. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I asked the gentleman from Illinois to state how 
many there are absent, because he had just stated that two or three men 
could prevent the transaction of business here. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is not that true? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If there are only 65 members who have leave of ab- 
sence it is a very plain proposition that it is not true. 

A MempBer. Where are all the rest of our members? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the gentleman’s inguiry is very perti- 
nent. I think it is time we were inquiring where the members of this 
House are. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I presume they are at home seeking renomi- 
nation or looking after their fences. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
voted on? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed by the Assistant Ser- 
geant-at-Arms that there are at least 150 members of this House who 
are not now inthe city. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Doven- 
ERTY | says they are at home seeking renomination. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I desire to have the gentleman quote me cor- 
I said I presumed that most of them were at home seeking re- 
And in that connection, 


Can the gentleman tell us how many members have 


Where were they when the pension question was 


rectly. 
nomination or looking after their ‘‘ fences.’’ 


and in the line of the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BuiountT] I would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER ] 
that when he makes an exception in favor of members absent by order 
of the House, he should also except those who are at home seeking re- 
nomination or looking about to keep up their ‘* fences.’’ 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I hope no such exception wiil be made 

Mr. WEAVER. I have ‘‘fences’’ as well as other gentlemen; but 
my friends will look after my ‘‘fences’’ while I am here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish that gentlemen who are desirous of re- 
nomination could realize that the best course for obtaining a renomi- 
nation is to remain on this floor and attend to the public business. | 
have been renominated by acclamation eight times; and I never left 
this House one moment to seek arenomination. [Applause.] I hope 
that example will be followed by gentlemen who have gone home think- 
ng that they can get a renomination by disregarding the public busi- 
ness and looking to their private affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Illinois will allow me to suggest to 
him that he may do great injustice to many honorable gentlemen by 
throwing out this reflection on absentees. Many o!f those who are 
away have already been renominated, and they are absent on account 
of important business or by reason of sickness. J think it is about 
time that this sort of stuff should stop. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire to reflect on anybody, and I have 
uttered no ‘‘stuff.”’? [Iaughter.] If the gentleman trom Georgia will 
possess his soul in patience he will find me as far from doing injustice 
to honorable gentlemen as himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink probably the gentleman does not understand 
himself so well as others do who have heard his late remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman irom Georgia were as courteous 
as his long service here ought to have taught him to be—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I certainly do not mean any discourtesy, unless it 
is discourteous to say that my friend has made an error in his state- 
ment. That is the extent to which I have gone. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is certainly discourteous to say that a member 
of the House talks ‘‘stuff.’’ [Laughter.] Ihave to teach these old 
members parliamentary propriety. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman needs instruction himself in 
many matters. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And it is also discourteous to continue to inter- 
rupt a gentleman occupying the floor, when he has onlya few minutes. 

I was about to say that,in the interest of the dispatch of the public 
business, I do hope that the proceedings which have taken place here 
this afternoon will admonish all members of this House who are ab- 
sent from their seats here that they owe it to themselves and to the 
public service to return as soon as their ‘‘important business’’ will 
permit them to do so, 

I donot suppose the revocation of these leaves of absence will do any- 
body injustice, while it may have the effect of suggesting to these gen- 
tlemen to put in some other excuse, and to see whether they can not 
make the same sacrifices which we here are all making and return to 
this Hall. Iam satisfied there are quite a number of gentlemen who 
might be here, but who are now taking their ease at the sea-shore or 
at some country places. I hope those gentlemen have sufficiently re- 
covered their health by this time to enable them to return to this 
House, and allow us to discharge the business which remains to be 
done; for there are many things here which ought to be attended to before 
the adjournment of Congress. I am very anxious that the public bus- 
iness should be dispatched as early as possible, and that we may return 
to-our constituents; and then, if there are any ‘‘ fences’’ to be mended 
or renominations to be looked after, we shall have our own time in 
which to attend to such matters. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman will allow me to say that there are 
260 members of the House who have not leave of absence. 

Mr. WEAVER. I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILL- 
IAMS]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Before the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMs] 
proceeds, I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER | 
whether he can suggest any excuse for members on his side who this 
morning sat in their seats and declined to vote, and left us without a 
quorum, when the question of fixing a day for the consideration of 
general pension legislation was before the House ? 

Mr. CARUTH. Thathas “nothing to do with the case.”’ 
ter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia that there has been a great deal of important legislation passed 
during this session of Congress. I also agree with the gentleman from 
Iowa that there are now pending important bills which ought to be 
attended to, and one among such bills, I concede, is the bill to organ- 
ize the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Among the number of bills, Mr. Speaker, now pending in this House 
are the pension bills reported by the Invalid Pensions Committee. Our 
petition-box is full of petitions from all over the nation asking for the 
passage of the dependent-pension and the service-pension bills. But 
when the question comes up and the Invalid Pensions Committee asks 
the House to designate a day for the consideration of these pension 
bills, how do we find our friends on the other side voting? Some of 
them, who are very quick to oppose the motion of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] when the question comes up in reference to the 
consideration of setting apart a day for these pension bills, remain 
silent in their seats in order to break a quorum, and when questioned 
as to their conduct reply by saying that it is a matter of no conse- 
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quence, and that it h: to do h the t of t 
country. There are a ‘ 1 on the « of the 
Chamber who believe 3 { war 
1861 ‘‘is a matter of no consequenc 3 notl r to ith the 
publ Cc business. 
We on this side ol the Hou e@ expe ‘ is1ze | t n 
that regard. Call in your members t! re from t de ( 
in those who have gone home to th distr 3; to canvass for their r 
a nominations and tl O i th Rod to 5 
yo the ‘‘solid South ”’ er 3 1% need 1 i ) 
that it is only a matter ‘‘ of counting out,’’ but that is aq tion I will 
not now discuss. bring back your a n em | them 
main in their seats, and let them record t r votes like men Ift 
; are opposed to more liberal pensions for the old soldiers, let the s 
so. Let them vote against the bills, and tl tthe D tic p 
remain forever silent on the subject of their friendship e | 
soldiers. [Applause. ] P 
| Here the hammer f¢ [ 
Mr. McMILLIN. M r, it au Ipon rt Ke 
a calm, considerate, and dispassionate view of the ci stances 
ad to ta l aet 
It ist we ar 1 this |] 1 of t v 
t 1lt l ‘ er ( ( 
] 1 { } { August ] 
ust take c t t } } i tion ¥ l 
has been presel ] 1dig ; { v - 
dulge in any un ‘ 1 of 
another are absent temporarily from the sitting of the H: 4 
What is the condition in which w ind ourselves ie ence ha 7 
been made to the number of memb« yare absent by f { ; 
House. And it is proposed to revoke that leave of a But ther ‘ 4 
are 240 members of the House who have no leaveof a ind many ‘ 
of whom are absent without leave. 
Several MemBeRS. Two hundred and sixty. 
Mr. McMILLIN. The number I am told is 260. If 
order of revocation in reference to leaves of absence already 
can not affect those members who have no leave of absence 
It is clear we are here for three or four weeks y: 
and there is ample time in which to do a good deal of w 
only so disposed. ‘The day before yesterday we had no quorum, I 
yet yesterday we managed to do a good deal of work, although t 
Was no quorum present. All we have to do is to act calmly and we | call the: 
will be able to get along much better, and probably will do mo r. A ) 
work, than by attempting to force the presence of members who {r. ] 
temporarily absent by leave of the House. no bus I 
The fact that some members have declined to vote has be CO 
mented upon by different members. I am, for one, paired ac | 
tinguished member of the other side of the House, who is off making | 59 
political speeches. I have not seen fit during his absence to violate ir. WEAY 
my pair with him, and I will not do it. | na 
Mr. WEAVER. Has not my friend in express terms agreed in his | 
pair to vote when it is necessary to make a quorum nly 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do not remember exactly what the language of rh EA 
the pair is, but I have paired with him, and when I paired with him | | t L 
I did so under the impression that I would not vote, and I have not Ay LAY LAVE other sid 
therefore done so. Che « ( 39 ted ir 
Mr. WEAVER. That is all right, of course. » the irmati > t 1 of t 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not going to violate my pair; that is not | yeas and naysw 0 l 
my way of doing business. question wa und t 5 85, 1 t- 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I saw you vote this morning. + 181; as foll 
: Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, you did see me vote this morning, forget- Yi 
i ting my pair, and you alsosaw me a minute afterwards, when I remem Abbott 
g bered it, going up and having my vote withdrawn. reper tae 
; Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not see the gentleman make the | 
ik correction, but I have no doubt it is as he states it. 
3 Mr.McMILLIN. The gentleman ought to have taken pains tosee all | ; 
g that occurred before he undertook to make the statement he has done. 
4 Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not afford to watch yor all the | Butt 
i time. Isaw you vote, but I did not see you afterwards mako the cor- | * 
& rection which you say you did make. I have no doubt it was just as | Caru 
4 you state it. Cl 
9 Mr. MCMILLIN. You saw me vote, and I am glad the gentleman | { e 
a called attention to that fact, because I want to show now that I called | 
the Speaker’s attention to it immediately on recollecting that I was | , : 
paired. Ay 
§ Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Your word is entirely satis 
to me. 
Mr. McMILLIN., I rose to ask the correction f i » R ,a , 
once, explaining that I was paired and desired to v t 
notwithstanding the vote was only viva voce. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not question it. anes 
; Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yi : 
4 for a question ? Burn 
dl Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. | « pm 
Mr. WEAVER. The Sergeant-at-Arms says there are sixty or sixty- Cobb, H 
onger, rH 


five pairs that are absent and the other sixty-five are here, making, say,.| ¢O0%°" He 
130 members who can not vote. Cox, i 





1648 


Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stephenson, 
Btruble 


Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich, 
Ailen, Miss 
Anderson, Miss 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 

Baker, N. Y. 
sarry, 

Belden, 
Belmont, 

Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 

Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 


Browne,T.H.B.,Va. 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
juckalew, 
Burnett, 

surrows, 

Butler, 

Campbell, Ohio 
Campbell, F., N.Y 


iampbell,T.J.,.N.Y 


ariton, 
‘aswell, 
atchings, 
lardy, 
lark, 
‘lements, 


‘ollina, 
ompton, 
Sooper, 
jothran, 
rain, 
‘ummings 
‘nicheon, 


Tarsney 
Thompson, Ohio 
‘Tracey 
Townshend, 
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Vi ndever, 
Walker, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 


NOT VOTING—I81, 


Dargan 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 
De Lano, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hires 
Hogg, 
Holmes 
Hopkins, Il: 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Jones, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 

Ike nnedy, 
Kerr 


Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall, 
©’ Neall, Ind. 
Osborne, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Plumb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 


Wilson, Minn, 


Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
tusk, 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ill. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Vance, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
West, 
White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wide, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


( 
( 
c 
( 
| 
‘ 
( 
Cockran, 
< 
‘ 
‘ 
( 
( 
‘ 
{ 
I 


Ketcham, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

‘The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 

On motion of Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. DIBBLE the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] to lay the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] on the table, and upon that question the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
77, nays 55, not voting 192; as follows: 

YEAS—77. 


alzell, Robertson, 


Adams Davy idson, Fla, Kilgore, Rich ardson, 
Atkinson, Davis La Follette, Rogers, 
Bacon, Dibble, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Barnes, Dingley, Lawler, Sayers, 
Blount, Dougherty, Lee, Seney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dunn, Lehibach, Shaw, 
Brewer, Elliott, Lynch, Simmons, 
Bryce, Felton, Maish, Stockdale, 
Bunnell, Flood, Martin, Stone, Ky 


Candler, Forney, McAdoo, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Caruth, French, McCullogh, Thomas, Ky. 
Cheadle, Gay, Merriman, Thompson, Ohio 


Cobb, Grimes, Mills, Turner, Kans, 
Cogswell, Haugen, Moore, Walker, 
Cowles, Hiestand, Morgan, Weber, 
Cox, Hitt, Neal, Wilkinson, 
Crisp, Hovey, Newton, Yost. 
Crouse, Hunter, Nutting, 
Culberson, Jackson, O'Neill, Pa, 
Darlington, Johnston, N.C, Penington, 
NAYS—55. 

Anderson, Iowa Farquhar, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Anderson, Ill. Fuller, McRae, Stephenson, 
Baker, Lil. Gest, Nelson, Struble, 
Bankhead, Glass, O'Donnell, Symes, 
Boothman, Heard, Outhwaite, Tarsney, 
Bowen, Henderson, N.C. Payson, Thomas, Wis, 
Rrower, Henderson, Ill. Peters, Tracey, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Hermann, Phelan, Townshend, 
Burnes, Holman, Post, Vandever, 
Bynum, Hopkins, Va. Rice, Weaver, 
Cannon, Johnston, Ind. Shively, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Lind, Smith, Wilson, Minn, 
Conger, Lyman, Sowden, Yoder. 
Dockery, Macdonald, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—192. 
Abbott, Anderson, Kans, Belden, Bland, 
Allen, Mass. Arnold, Belmont, Bliss, 
Allen, Mich. Baker, N. Y. Biggs, Bound, 
Allen, Miss. Barry, Bingham, Boutelle, 
Anderson, Miss. Bayue, Blanchard, Bowden, 


er SSS ‘SSS SS 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Gaines, 


Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gallinger, 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 
‘am pbell, Ohio 


‘ariton, 
‘atchings, 
‘hipman, 
lardy, 
lark, 
‘jlements, 
‘ockran, 
‘ollins, 
‘ompton, 
sooper, 
Yothran, 
‘rain, 
‘ummings, 
‘utcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Dargan, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 
De Lano, 
Dorsey, 
Dunham, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Ford, 
Funston, 
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‘ampbell,T.J.,N.Y. 


Gear, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Herbert, 
Hires, 
Hogg, 
Holmes, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Jones, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lane, 
Latham, 


Lodge, 
Long, 
Matftfett, 
Mahoney, 
Mansur, 
Mason, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
MeMiilin, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse 

N icho s, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O’'Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Mo, 
Osborne, 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 


So the motion was laid on the table. 
During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
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Romeis, Eo 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 

Scott, 

Seull, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Il, 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vance, 

Wade, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
West, 
Wheeler, 

Wh te, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Wise, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley. 


Mr. WEAVER. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. The House has refused to comply with the motion 
I made. I give notice that on next Monday, should there not be a 
quorum present, I shall renew my motion. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to makea statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to make a statement. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I propose to move 
that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with, and that 
the House do now adjourn; and in doing so I desire to express regret 
that a general appropriation bill asking for consideration at this period 
of the session should be denied that hearitig. I blame no one on the 
other side, but it is important to us all. It is important to the coun- 
try, and it is specially important to me in my present condition, that 
this bill, which I have in charge, should be disposed of. It is a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. The country expectsits passage. It is in the 
interest of thousands. Soldiers all over the country expect the early 
consideration and passage of this bill, and a wrong is being done, to 
my certain knowledge, to tens of thousands of worthy suffering sol- 
diers by the refusal to pass this bill. I need not say a quorum has 
been demanded. I blame no one. Each member has the same right 
here; but I only express my sincere regret that this wrong has been 
done to the worthy, meritorious class to which I havealluded. Now, 
as the hour of 5 o’clock is near at hand, I move that further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with and that the House adjourn; 
and I state, on the suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. 
HOOKER], that I shall day by day persistently and without yielding 
to any solicitation demand consideration of this appropriation bill. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word or two. Of course 
what has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] is 
to some extent a direct reflection upon the course that I have pursued 
to-day. I did not commence this course of procedure. This morn- 
ing under the call of the Committee on Invalid Pensions a resolution 
was introduced from that committee and reported on by the committee, 
simply setting aside two days for the consideration of general pension 
legislation. It is a matter for which the friends of the veteran soldiers 
have been striving ever since the first day of this session. The ques- 
tion of no quorum was raised upon the other side of this House. Only 
four or five members present voted against the adoption of the resolu- 
tion called up by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

The gentleman has said that by the course I saw fit in my judgment 
to pursue to-day I have denied to tens of thousands of veteran soldiers 
their rights. That certainly is a very serious matter, but I will state 
that this injury to their rights was done long before I demanded a quo- 
rum upon this floor; and I desire to say now, that until by unanimous 
consent or by other means the resolution which was called up by the 
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centleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRIL1] this morning shall have been 
considered and either adopted orZrejected, I shall continue to pursue 
the course that I have pursued to-day in the interest of the Union sol- 


diers of this country, thousands of whom I represent. [Applause. ] 


Mr. BURNES’S motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 16 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 11184) for th relief of Jessie Isher- 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11185) for the relief of | 


Thomas E. Mullally—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: A biil (H. R. 11186) for the relief of Charles H. 
Bingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11187) for the relief of Albert C. Andrews 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11188 
L. D. Scroggins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11189) for the relief of J.S. Lowey 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11190) for the relief of Matilda Cook 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11191 
Committee on War Claims. 


for the relief of 


to the Com- 
for the relief of Sarah F. Dickson—to the 


— cy 
PETITIONS, ETC 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as tollows 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of 40 citizens of Saline, Kans., 
for amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): Joint resolution relative to a win- 
ter bridge across the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of J. A. Tyree, of Eliza O. Prince, of 
R. N. Miers, of heir of William H. Fugua, of Wesley Hancock, of ex- 
ecutor of D. C. Hibbits, and of heir of Turner Vaughn, of Tennessee, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 
were in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of D. W. 
County, of A. A. Pallester and 38 others of Wayne County, 
William A. Cole and 58 others of Oswego County, New York. 


and otf 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 17, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PAY OF TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Comptroller of the Treasury requesting an appropriation of $841.67 to 
pay the additional associate justice created by the act of February 28, 
1887, for the Territory of New Mexico, from the date of his qualifica- 
tion, March 21, 1887, to June 30, 1887, no appropriation having been 
made for that period; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Josiah N. Jones, of Waterbér- 
ough Centre, Me., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Washington 
County, Nebraska, praying for certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of William C. Armstrong and 
other citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the passage of the bill 
pensioning prisoners of war at $2 per day; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3222) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kansas City, Mo., 
and a point 5 miles below said city, to report adversely thereon. I de- 
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passed by the Senate. I move that t 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on ¢ 
the bill (S. 312¢ ] 
the Missouri River at t t access 
| the Kansas Rive eported lverse 
poned indetini ely 
} He also, from th Same < imiitte 
| (H. R. 12118) to authorize the const 
| railway and wagon bridge across the Rio ¢ 
| El Paso, Tex., and 
| ments, 

Mr. VEST. Iam also instructed by the 
| to whom was referred the bill (S. 3408) to: 
and operation of a street r: 
| Grande, between the city o ‘ 
| which is identical with the bill just 
I move that it be postponed indefinite]; 
| The motion was agreed to. 

j Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Com 

the bill (S. 3146 


authorizing the const: 


Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kan 
above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at | ( 


Mo., reported it with amendments 
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agre¢ d to, and the bills were postpone d inde 
A bill (8S. 3254) granting a pension to Sar 
A bill (S. 2503) to increase 
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He also, from the same committee, to w 
S. 3047) granting increase of pension to \ 
it with an amendment. 
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approval ani ’ 38 to the route and termini of the vad 
costia and | Railroad, in the District of Columbia,’ 
ported ‘ ‘ ind the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EV ] I the C nmittee on he Library, to whom was re- 
fe memorial of the Sarat Monument Assi ociation, requesting 
an appropriation for the completion and dedication of the monument 
commemorating the surrender of General Burgoyne at Saratoga, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, a panied by a bill (S. 3460) to appropri: ite 
$10,000 for the completion of them onun 1ent comm nemorating ok sur- 
render of Burgoyne at Saratoga; which was read twice by its titl 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally withont amend- 
ment, and submitted re port eos eon: 

A bill (H. R. 6344) granting pension to William J. Toncray r, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 8494) gran ting ra pension to Gilbert Reed; 

A bill (H. R. ae anting a pension to Fidel Gates; and 

A bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell. 

SILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3455) granting a pension to Lucy 

D. Hooper; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


papying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to 
David O. Sanborn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8 
Abigail Farley; which was read twice by its title, 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3458) for the relief of General 
George Stoneman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARKIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3459) to incorporate 
the Columbia Central Railway Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENT THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers in the case of William Cash. 

OVERHEAD ELECTRIC WIRES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 105) to restrain 

the erection or maintenance of overhead electric motive-power and 
electric-light wires in the cities of Washington and Georgetown; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to say on the question of 
he reference of the joint resolution to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia that it is now limited (although I think very likely it 
ought to be extended) to electric motive power and electric lighting 
powers overhead, and does not prohibit and make a nuisance of the 
existing telegraph and telephone wires. Whether it may not be better 
to put into the same measure provisions in regard to those in aid of 
what is in the District appropriation bill may be a matter of consider- 
ation, but Lomit it now. My inclination is to hope that the commit- 
tee will report the joint resolution in order to see if Congress can not 
agree to definitely put a stop to the overhead electric-lighting and elec- 
tric motive-power constructions, which everybody agrees are extremely 
dangerous to human life. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the Senator from Vermont willing to have the 
communication from the District commissioners referred without further 
debate ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Heisnot. He wantsit referred with instructions. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Very well; then I will reserve my remarks. I 
do not wish to say anything about the reference of this joint resolution; 
and if the Senator from Vermont will consent to refer the communica- 
tion of the District commissioners without any more debate, I have no 
desire to say anything further in regard to the snbject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


3457) granting a pension to 
and referred to the 


TO 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call up the resolution I submitted yester- 
day. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a matter to come before the Senate in 


advance of that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] concerning the deposits in the Freed- 
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man’s Savings and Trast Company was under debate yesterday and | 
was laid over, the Chair bel 
imous consent, the Senat 
remarks thereon. 

Mr. 


ieves, to be resumed this morning, by unan- 
or from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] having made 


EDMUNDS. What I ask the Senate to consider is the motion 
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e District on the subject 
District of Columbia. 


he same attitude 
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1issioners of t t 


mittee on the 


refer the letter of the comn 


of overhead electric wires to the Com 
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ThePRESIDENT protempore. Both subjects have t 
before the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But pending the discussion on the letter of the 
District comn Lissione rs, the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] desir- 


1at 


ing to go on with his speech, I asked unanimous consent, I think, tl 

that case should stand over just as it was yesterday morning, without 

any of its rights. So I supposed it would come up now, if Iam 
[ think that is what is ‘shown in the RecorpD. 

Mr. - CK. Iwill state to the Senator from Vermont, if he will 
llow that on the matter in relation to the Freedman’s Bank the 
bill W ill be over here with the House amendment, when the subject 
can be acted upon just as well as by sending the resolution to the com- 
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correct. 


los 
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EDMUNDS. Yes; but first I want to 
Col oat a wire business, if I 
The PRESIDENT ; sro tem) ore. 
communication from the commis 
which was under consideration yesterday 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] took the floor. 
not be read again, unless it be so requested. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The pending motion, 
communication to the Committee on the District 
instructions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempc With instructions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘With instructions to report a resolution request- 
ing the District commissioners substantially to suspend operations in 

regard to the overhead electric wires. I do not wish to occupy any 
farther time at present on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon referring 
the communication to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with 
instructions. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the instructions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire the letter to be read with the instructions? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the proposed instructions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The instructions will be read from 
the RecorpD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They were journalized correctly, and appear in 
better shape than in the ReEcorD, because they are condensed in the 
Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


dispose of this District of 
Cc an. 

The Chair lays before the Senate the 
sioners of the District of Columbia, 
morning when the Senator 
Having been read, it will 


I believe, is to refer the 
of Columbia, with 


“p 


The Journal entry will be read. 


On motion by Mr. Epmunps, to refer the said communication to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, with instructions to report a resolution request- 
ing the commissioners of the District of Columbiato revoke any permit granted 
for the erection of such overhead electric wires. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the peculiar nature of this motion. Upon a letter received 
from the Distriet commissioners in the beginning of the morning hour, 
without any chance to even read the communication or to have it 
printed or laid before us, without any reference to a committee, the 
Senator from Vermont proposes to refer the communication to the com- 
mittee and to instruct them to doa merely gratuitous act without any 
inquiry whatever. 

If anybody had proposed that besides the Senator from Vermont I 
should not have been so much surprised, because no one has been more 
careful, and properly so, in the orderly proceedings of the Senate to 
do nothing ina hurry, but toconsider and inquire and examine through 
committees and otherwise every bill thatis reported, and even when a 
committee has reported in favor of a bill our rule provides, and the 
Senator from Vermont has uniformly insisted upon enforcing that rule, 
that it shall not be considered until it is laid over one day to take its 
place in the ordinary course of business. 

Now, it is proposed to instruct the committee to report back a reso- 
lution of the Senate alone to suspend a law which has been passed by 
the unanimous vote of both Houses, which already involves vested 
rights, and in which private parties have already invested large sums 
of money and made extensive contracts; and it is proposed to make the 
instructions peremptory, leaving the committee nothing to do except 
upon the desire and will of the Senator from Vermont to change the 
plan of this improvement, to violate contracts and nullify the law. 

I take it that the Senate will not do that except for extraordinary 
reasons. When this matter was up yesterday all I desired was that it 
might take the usual course, that the communication should be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, the opinion the Senator 
from Vermont expressed in regard to it going to that committee with 
the other information that had been had, and that the committee would 
take it up and consider it, to hear the parties interested, and act upon 
it and report it back in due time. 

If that course is adopted, I have not the slightest objection; and if it 


| should appear that either by neglect or oversight legislation was had 





which is injurious to the public at large the committee can report such 
amendments of the lawas to prevent injury tothe public. But to have 
an instruction of this kind of a mandatory character, as the Senator from 
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Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] very properly su 1 
awa nsideration, all ex amination é . tee. and 
upon the motion o! one Senator, without 
matter of uctions which would nullify a law 

pince é ate yesterday I have inqui La h 
Truesdell, who preside it of this ra vl ¢ \ i i upon 

vrard to it vill state the facta as he gav them to 

man. as I am oes of high character and st ling her und 
known probably to many Senators. At all 
before in my life, that I know of, until last n 
me. Hesaid he was the president of the ra ad compan ur 
this is a suburban road. It is true, it starts at the corner 
and K streets and passes through six blocks to North Cay 
but that is rather in the nature of a suburban street, it isa street wi 
out pavement, or even without proper grading. Although New Y 
avenue west of Seventh to the President’s House 3a y importan 
street, beyond, eastward, it isnot even improved, i teven prope 
grad as any Senator who drives over it will know After you 
over these blocks, from North Capitol street the route is entirely su 
urban. It followsalongthe lineof New York avenue extended unt 
trikesthe Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, thence along the line of that 
road until it strikes a street east, and it is projected northward 
to what are ed th atholic university grounds, the object being to 
construct a line of rz et to accommodate what is suppose d to be the 
large travel there will be between the city of Washington and the uni 
versity when it is built, the university being now in process of con- 
struction. So it is purely a suburban road; indeed most of it has to } 


graded by the incorporators. 

The law granting the charter was passed in June last, before th 
proposition in the District appropriation bill was even pending, at any 
rate before the appropriation bill was passed. 
the charter, which was reported from the appropriate commi ittees of the 
two Houses unanimously, and that charter gave them the right to 
build this road with any kind of motive power at their discretion, the 
kind of rail only to be approved by the commissioners of the Dist: 
They had the charter right; but they applied to the commissione 
the use of the motive power which they thought best, though such « 
sent was not necessary. That was the electric motive power of th 
kind most commonly used: indeed, two or three roads use this kind to 
one of any other. They applied to the commissioners, and the commis- 


The con npany receivea 





sioners approved that motive power. They have procee ded to ma 
their contracts. They made their contracts with a firm in Massachu- 
setts, and have actually some of the materials on the way rhaps 


some are here foraught I know. Atany rate they have contracted for 
them. Many of the contracts are executed, and they are required by 
the terms of the law to complete the road in a very short period of 
time; I think in six or eight nionths; precisely what time I do not 
know; at least a certain portion of it has to be completed very prompt! 
and the rest as soon as the streets are graded. 

Under the circumstances to deprive them of this right would 
wrong. Besides that they have taken the advice of engineers, and t 
have the approval of the very engineer who made the report read her 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] yesterday, Capt 
Eugene Griffin, said to be an officer of experience. 

EDMUNDS. Have youit here? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was given by this gentleman, 
take his statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not produce the papers ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have not got them here. Captain Griffin say 
in this report that while there may be objection to the use of overhead 
wires in cities, yet in suburban regions there is less objection or but 
little objection to them. In the first place, hassuch a wire ever killed 
aman? There are many of these wires scattered in many places. I 

do not know any other kind of a railroad that has not killed a man. 

Mr. DAWES. It killed a woman in New York. 

Mr. SHERMA N. An overhead wire? 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think they have these overhead electric 
wires there. I do not know how that is. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that if he 
had looked in the newspapers he would have seen a great many deatias 
from these hanging wires, telephone wires as well as street-car wires, 
where they have had them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very thing f want to have examined 
by this committee. In my judgment they will fiad that this mod 
the best which has yet been devised, especially for suburban 
and in smaller cities, This is purely a suburban region, 0: 
through six blocks where a single house has been built. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether he refers 
e the electric system or the system of using the wires overhead as 
rest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I speak of the latter. 

Mr. TELLER. Of the electric system ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, the latter. 
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solid mass of metal, and sometimes they can store enough ina block of 
metal of this kind to carry a train of cars or a car through its whole 
course and backagain. But itis found that from unknown causes somc- 
times this power gives up at once and the car stops dead, and it has 
proved difficult to restore the electricity. Although that experiment 
was tried four years ago and has been practiced upon in various ways 
since that time, and no doubt improved upon, finally they will find 
some way of preventing the electricity from escaping; but at present it 
is an impractical scheme, and I believe is not in operation any where 
now, 80 far as I know. 

Mr. President, is it right that we should interfere when these par- 
ties, men of high character in this city, have undertaken to try this 
experiment at their own cost, without asking the public to contribute 
a cent, when it is palpable that for several years it will be a doubtful 
and costly enterprise to them, probably without yielding them any- 
thing? They wish to try this experiment here in the city of Wash- 
ington, and why should they not do it? You may find fault and 
laugh at any proposition that is made. Nearly every invention that 


was ever designed to benefit mankind has been the subject of ridicule ; | 


and it may fail sometimes, because in the beginning of a new invention 
the perfect way may not be found. Time and experience alone can 
perfect any new process. 

What I want is that the Committee on the District of Columbia shall 
hear these gentlemen, well-known citizens here. 
send for scientific men if they please, and if they find that Congress 
has been imposed upon, and that this is not a proper system, then we 
can arrest it immediately. These men do not want to invest their 
money unless this is done. But to have the instructions imperative, 


so that there will be no power in the committee to inquire into the 
matter, would be a mere mockery of justice and would deprive all these | 


men of their rights, of vested rights to the value of thousands of dollars, 
because they must fulfill their contracts even if Congress should revoke 
its contract with them. It is not just, it is not right, and it is not in 
accordance with the wise maxim which my friend from Vermont has 
so often preached to us about hasty and inconsiderate legislation. 

We should not seek to revoke an existing act of Congress by a reso- 
lution of the Senate. 
tion. Your resolution is not worth the paper upon which it is written. 
You may in a proper way change the law, but you can not do it by a 
resolution of the Senate. There is no force or potency in your request. 
When the committee shall have reported it will be easy for the two 
Houses to act upon the subject. ~ 

Now, Mr. President, all I ask is that this matter be referred without 
instructions to the committee, and I think they will find that thisisa 
very interesting subject, and they will find that the experiment being 
made by these men is of great public advantage, that they ought to be 
allowed to pursue it; and if they can make a model railroad upon this 
plan in the city of Washington it will be one of the greatest blessings 
which has been conferred upon this people for a long time. If I had 
the power I would make the existing railroads change their form of 
locometion and compel them either to adopt the cable or the electric 
system on the railroads here. I believe in any other city where the 
governing power is closer to the people than here that would be done. 
Congress is too far removed from the mass of the people here. If Con- 
gress would legislate for the people of this District as their own repre- 
sentatives would do, probably the existing railroads would be required 
by a wise law after full experiments to adopt some more rapid mode of 
transit in this city. 

‘This company, without any hope or expectation of reward, propose 
totry thisexperiment. But it isnolongeranexperiment. It has been 
adopted in at least fifteen or twenty cities in the United States. This 
company propose it in a better form than any other I know of, because 
the plan is to put in iron posts in the center instead of wooden posts on 
either side, when the wires stretching across look cumbersome and 
ugly. They proposed a different system. Let them try the experi- 
ment. 

Captain Griffin speaks here of the roads in this city and outside of 
the city. He states, as I said, that this is a suburban road, and it is 
treated by him as such. Nine-tenths of the whole length of this road 
is outside of any house whatever. I do not think there is a single 
house on the line of this proposed railroad from its crossing of North 
Capitol street until it reaches the proposed buildings of the university, 
and that is about 4 miles. The part that goes through the city of 
Washington is comparatively suburban. The extension of New York 
avenue from Seventh street to North Capitol is not largely built upon, 
and is not at all improved by the ordinary city improvements of pave- 
ments or even gradings. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I find in the Post of this morning, 
August 17, the following statement under the head ‘‘At the District 
building:”’ 

Major Raymond has approved the application of the United States Electric 
Lighting Company to erect overhead wires on the following streets, because 
they are necessary for the public lights: C street, between Seventh and Tenth 
streets; Thirteenth street, between Dand E streets; K street, between Seventh 
and Ninth streets; Ninth street, between Pennsylvania avenue and B street; 


B street, between Sixth and Ninth streets, and Seventh street, between Penn- 
syivania avenue and B street. 
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When, as the result of the provision in the District appropriation bill, 
we thought that we had at least provided against the erection of any 
more of these deadly wires in the streets of this city, it seems that they 
are being continually extended in every direction, and that this com- 
pany, every one of whose wires carries with it a deadly current, is being 
allowed to extend those wires through the streets of this city on the 
ground that it is necessary to perfect a system of public lights, when 
$30,000 and upwards was appropriated by the District appropriation 
bill in order to enable the District commissioners to put the public wires 
under-ground. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has done 
me the honor to say that I have sometimes been conservative and re- 
luctant to do things in a hurry, and Iam almost inclined to believe 
that I deserve the compliment, in respect of which I have no doubt he 
was entirely sincere; and it is because I am conservative according to 
the extent of my strength that I wish to do the very thing that I am 
now asking the Senate todo; and thatis to cause a resolution, properly 
| framed by the Committee on the District of Columbia so as not to work 
| any injustice to the public interest which may be entirely promoted by 
| some two or three of the little grants that these commissioners seem to 
have made, to be passed. I am so conservative as to desire to have the 
Senate express its opinion to these commissioners that they had better 
cease to go forward in this line instead of making haste and running a 
race with the almanac from now until the 15th of September to expand 
| these overhead electric motive powers and electric wires in every di- 
| rection before that day when the law says they shall stop; and the day 
having come when they are tostop the whole mischief on every side of the 
city isaccomplished,and what my honorable friend from Ohio calis vested 
rights of syndicates and corporations and real-estate speculators and 
every other means of concentrating private capital into one force will 
| be pleaded. That concentrated power will be brought to bear upon 
| Senators and committees of the Senate and upon Congress to blockade 
| any retraction or retreat, and to say that here are vested rights which 
Congress has allowed to goon. ‘‘It was brought to your attention,’’ 
it will be said, ‘gentlemen, on the 15th of August, and you chose to 
be silent, to express no opinion about it. Meantime we have made 
haste and our poles are up, and our great iron frames spreading from 
the center of New York avenue and Seventh street to the Boundary,’’ 
' not to North Capitol street, as the honorable Senator says, if I read the 
| charter right; but that is immaterial. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I spoke of the part built on. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what has been built on. If the Senator 
' would ride out to the races some day, as I have done on holidays, along 
, New York avenue, he would find that New York avenue is graded, is 
| built on, is curbed clear to the place where you turn up the hill, and 
; is partly graded beyond; and that this line, therefore, going from 
| Seventh street, not from K, but from Seventh street northwest along 
| New York avenue to Third street northeast. This certainly covers all 

those blocks, and is in the city. Beyond North Capitol street the line 
| of New York avenue would very soon leave the city boundary and 
would be in the county, as it is called, and there perhaps, according 
to Captain Griffin and according to my honorable friend, it might be 
| called suburban; but it goes from Seventh street northwest (which is 
as near the geographical center of the city as it can well be, and is as 
| near the business and popular part of the city as is possible). From 
| Seventh street northwest it goes until it strikes the boundary on the 
| northeast, and all the way, except the two or three last blocks, through 
| a part of the city that is already graded, paved, curbed, sidewalked, 
trees put up, and houses built along there the whole of that distance. 
; And yet my friend says because the line goes 3 or 4 miles beyond 
| it is a suburban road, for the proportion of exterior to interior is great 
! 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 





On the same principle this line might be extended to Baltimore and 
begin at Rock Creek, and the proportion of the 4 miles throngh Wash- 
ington to the 40 miles to Baltimore would be nothing at all, and still 
it would be suburban, though crossing the whole city. 
pears to me, is not sound. 

Now, let us see where are the vested rights of this corporation that 
we are invading by asking the commissioners to stop going ahead, to 
suspend what they tell us they have only granted at their pleasure, 
with the right to suspend at any moment. 

Let us see what the powers of this corporation are. According to 
the commissioners in their letter, according to the third section of the 
charter, it is provided that these people shall have the right to use any 
one of the three kinds of power named, and to make the urrangements, 
ete., ‘fall to be approves by the commissioners of the District.’’ A 
friend of mine on my right a little while agocalled my attention to this 
third section and expressed a doubt whether that authorized the com- 
missioners, there being a right to use electric appliances, to require 
that they should be of a particular kind, under ground rather than over 
ground, storage rather than real forces. I do not think there is any 
doubt about that. It was the evident intention of the charter that 


That, it ap- 





every part of the manipulation of the scheme in the public streets should 
be subject to the approval and control of the commissioners, just as all 
| other uses of the public streets for private enterprises or quasi public 
ones in private hands have to be. Of course if there were any doubt 
the construction would be against the corporate grantee in favor of the 
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people, at least everywhere except in the Senate of the United States, 
and I believe so here. 
Then, Mr. President, on the subject of vested rights, Congress did 


| 


have the foresight to provide even in this charter that everything | 


granted to these grantees should be subject to the right of Congress to 
“talter, amend, or repeal this act at any time.’’ But the construction 
put by the commissioners and by the company itself upon the method 
of this electric operation is in favor of my construction, for the com- 
pany applied to the commissioners to use this avenue and these streets 
in the manner proposed by overhead electric motive power and the com- 
missioners have granted that application subject to revocation at any 
moment of time, as they tell us. 

Now, the enterprise is just inaugurated, and the Senator from Ohio, 
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commending my usual conservatism, wishes that the Senate shall be so | 


conservative as to say nothing until the company can go ahead and have 
more vested rights, put out more money, and then turn around and 
tell us, ‘‘ why did you not express your opinion when it was before 
you; we have gone in on the faith now that nobody was going to com- 


plain and that we were to be allowed to put up death-dealing contriv- | 


ances overhead instead of being required to put them under-ground,’’ 
as they are in Baltimore, as the Senator from Maryland told us yester- 
day, working with perfect success and with as perfect safety as it is 


possible to have in any case where these enormous forces of nature are | 


concentrated as they have to be in electric wires for motive power. 
Why not? I think it is the true conservatism that tries to have the 
Senate express its opinion as soon as it may on a question as to what 
ought to be done. 

My honorable friend says that the commissioners are not bound to 
regard it. Grant it; but I suppose they are not so great that it would 
be considered insulting to them for the Senate of the United States t 
prefer a respectful request that they should hold up in the exercise of 
the discretion which they claim to have, and which in respect to this 
road they probably do have, and that is to regulate the use of the pub- 
lic streets. That is all? So they say they have only granted it at their 
pleasure. I think, therefore, that we should not make ourselves en- 
tirely ridiculous if we ventured in an humble, respectful way to ad 
dress that body of gentlemen with a request that they would so exe: 
cise their discretion as to preserve the status quo, not go ahead any 
further until Congress can act on the question of a law which shall 
bind everybody. ‘To that end I have this morning introduced a joint 
resolution to prohibit the erection of electric motive-power wires and 
electric light wires overhead, and have put in, as I hope, the prope 


penalties and safeguards, so as to see whether it is possible that the | 


wishes of the people of this city and District, and of probably three- 
quarters of all the members of both Houses, can be brought to bear for 
the attainment of a public good for the public safety. 

I am just as much in favor of increasing the modes of travel and con- 
veniences of the public in this town as anybody. I am as ready to 
vote money for it as anybody, although I do not happen to own any 
suburban real estate. I am not one of the proprietors of Eckington, 
from which the railway takes its name. I do not own any land just 
at the Soldiers’ Home line, where this railroad isto go. Iam entirely, 
I think, without any other motive to be generous and to be promotive 


of the increase of these enterprises here except that of a person who | 


lives in this town. But I want to see a good electric railroad run to 
Eckington and to the Soldiers’ Home and to the northwest and to the 
north and over into the beautiful hills of Virginia at Arlington, but I 
do not want to see it put up in a way that is injurious to the publi 
welfare, that destroys the beauty of your avenues and at the same time 
threatens with death every person who goes along it, when there is a 
better and more convenient and safer way to put it under-ground, only 
that it requires the men of vested rights and concentrated capital to 
spend a little more money in the first place to do it. Therefore it is 
that I have proposed to instruct the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia to frame a suitable resolution so as wholly to accomplish what 
is indispensable in respect of our request, and thus let us act upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, ifthe instructions contained in the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont are to be given by the Senate, | 
see no necessity whatever for referring the communication to the ecom- 
mittee. Ifthe opinion of that committee based upon careful investi 


gation of the questions involved is desirable by the Senate, let thecom- | 
munication go to the committee with authority to investigate, to exer- 


cise its judgment, to report to the Senate its opinion as to what ought 
to be done in the premises. But if the object be, as unmistakably it 
is from the motion of the Senator from Vermont, to formulate a reso 
lutionsimply in the language of his motion with everv phrase and feature 
of it prescribed and directed by the Senate, I do not choose to ent: 
upon the performance of such duty. No one is more capable of for: 
lating a resolution to carry out the views of the Senator from V' 
mont than that Senator himself; andif he desires the Senate to ta 
action such as his instructions prescribe in the present state of in 
mation or rather the want of information in respect io many p 
of the question, let him introduce his resolution and ask the action o 
the Senate. Why refer his instructions to formulate a resolution 
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like to see the board of commissioners, if Congress requested them not 
to put these overhead wires here, that would dare to violate that re- 
guest even of one branch of Congress. I should like to see that thing 
done, and I would like to make *‘a few feeble remarks ’’ upon it after 
it was done. It will not be done. 

We know these facts. We know these electric wires ought not to be 
putup. Ido not kuow a man connected with this enterprise, and do 
not want to know one. I care nothing about it myself. I have for 
months and years felt that the system in this District was an outrage, 
not only upon this city, but upon the people of the whole country, to 
whom this city belongs. If we intend to do anything let us doit now. 
There is no necessity for deiay. It is no disrespect to this committee, 
for Congress has the right to act and we have the right to instruct the 
committee. Is there any disrespect in that? Do we not do it from 
session to session? For one, I shall, without the slightest hesitation 
and with the greatest possible satisfaction, vote for the resolution ef the 
Senator from Vermont. ° 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] in what he has said in reference to cable-road power. 
I do not agree with him with reference to what he has said in regard 
to electric roads. I do not believe, notwithstanding the statements 
made here the other day, that there has been a successfully operated 
electric road in the United States. So far as my observation has gone, 
there has not been, They are not satisfactory. They will not render 
good public service; and 1 wish to say that if I had noticed when the 
bill incorporating the company referred to was under consideration 
that it had a provision for an electric road I should have moved to 
strike it out. 

Independent of the question of their danger they will not satisfy the 


public wants. But the half has not been told of theseroads. The most | 
carefully constructed electric road is a menace to the public at large. 


There is one in the city of Denver, to which there has been probably 


as much learning, ability, attention, zeal, and money applied as to any | 


railroad in the United States; it was in charge of capable men, with 
abundance of wealth back of them, and it is a failure in every sense of 
the word; and while itis probably less dangerous than the road referred 
to here, it is dangerous to human and other lives. This is one with a 
slot and with an adjusted rail, Idonot know exactly how the power 
is applied, but I know it is powerful enough to knock down a horse com- 


ing near it. I donot know how other people travel over it, but I know | 
that I always approach it with a good deal of caution and step pretty | 


wide, and I have known other people to do the same. 

‘There is not anything that is better understood than that the over- 
head wires are dangerous whenever there is sufficient power applied to 
them to run acar. They are bad enough for telephones and telegraphs; 


but when you put on the immense power necessary to carry on trafiic | 


upon one of these roads, they are dangerous and can not be made other- 
wise. I do not know of any way of fastening them and keeping them 
up, and no material of which they can be constructed which will pre- 


vent their being liable to drop down and kill people who are unwary | 


and unsuspecting. Reeently an unfortunate bootblack leaned against 
a pole in New York City, and he was dead ina moment. A boy in At- 
lantic City put his hand on a pole and was dead in an instant. These 
things are occurring wherever this system is tolerated; and Lagree with 
the Senator from Missouri that it is an outrage upon the people here to 
continue the wires already hung, and a still greater outrage to put up 
new ones. Ido not care what the rights of these corporators may be 
or what they claim them to be, I am prepared to vote to put every one 
of the wires under-ground. Everybody knows that in the end that is 
the cheapest thing to do, and that the wires can be better protected. 
While the outlay may be greater at first, in the end it will be profita- 
ble for the companies to do it. But these corporations do not propose 
to do that. They propose to live from hand to mouth and make what 


they can make to-day, and they are utterly disregardful of the wishes | 


and welfare of the people interested in the matter. 

In the first place these wires are a great, ugly, unsightly thing to be 
hung across a street, and you can hardly turn the corner of a street 
without seeing three or four great poles with this immense weight of 
iron hanging to them, and in storms they are breaking and dropping; 

nd heavily charged with the electric current as they are all the time, 


they are liable, if they fall across a man or a horse, to kill him in- | 


stantly; and small children, unacquainted with the danger which lurks 
in them, and ignorant people, touch them and they are gone in an in- 
stant. 

Mr. President, this railroad company has not invested any money 
that amounts to anything in this enterprise, but even if it has, I think 
it is time we should put a stop to these things. The public good is 
paramount to the interests of corporations in this matter. For one, I 
repeat Lam for putting every one of these wires, no matter to what 
company they belong and no matter for what purpose they are used, 
under-ground. Iam not connected with any committee that is charged 
with this subject, but I should welcome this resolution or anything 
else that will get rid of these unsightly and dangerous wires. 


Mr. HALE. Mr, President, I agree fully wifh what has just been | 


said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as to the danger of 
the system of collecting electric wires above the surface within the 
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reach of a man’s hand or of the body, or that may at any time fall, 
When I attempted to describe what I saw yesterday at Richmond the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was naturally and fittingly rather 
impatient at being interrupted, and I did not go on to say what I de- 
sire to say now, that while as a power in propelling the cars and trans- 
porting passengers it seemed to be successfal, it did to me present feat- 
ures of dangersof the kind that has been adverted to by Seaators. The 
truth is that with these electric wires strung overhead in all parts ofa 
populous city, more especially when they are applied to the tracks of 
street railways lying upon the ground, thereby taking complete pos- 
session of the surface of the earth and all the wires overhead and ofall 
the communicating space between, there is something demoniac about 
their existence in the constant menace that they present to life and 
limb, and to meit is plain that we have more of a duty here devolved 
upon us in keeping Washington, its approaches, its streets, iis methods 
of transportation, not only good but safe, than falls upon any municipal 
government of any city. 

It is just as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has said, that we 
are made the trustees for the comfort and safety of the American peo- 
ple here in Washingten. The habit of visiting Washington, of mak- 
ing it a winter residence and winter harbor, a place of winter visita- 
tion, has grown immensely within the last twenty years. The American 
people are pouring through Washington for the entire winter and 
spring season, remaining here a longer or a shorter time, according to 
the will or business or pleasure of those who travel; and we ought to 
make this city a safe city for them in every way, to beautify it and 
adorn it, making it what in thirty years will be the finest city on the 
habitable globe. And we are culpably and criminally neglectful as 
to the methods that are pursued with reference to the streets and to 
the transportation over them. 

Whilst I am up, Mr. President, as it is germane generally to this 
| subject, I should like to ask whether the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom the Senate has given the general power and duty 
of overlooking this matter, areconsidering in any way the mosi lament- 


Washington? I have had occasion heretofore more than once—not as 
often as the Senator from Missouri has stated that he has—tocall atten- 
| tion to some of these things, but more than once to complain of the 
| general condition of the streets in this great capital city. 

I venture the assertion that there is to-day no city in America of the 
population of Washington where the general transportation over the 
, Streets is as subject to danger and inconvenience and hardship as in the 
| city of Washington. It has become an ever-present fact before the mind 
of every Senator here that if he desires to go from his place of residence 
| to any of the Departments or to the Capitol, as his duty calls him here 
each day, the only comfortable method of transportation is to get into 
a street car, because there you are jarred and jolted and tossed about and 
endangered less than in any other means of conveyance. Bad as they 
| are, imposing upon us as they do, as the Senator from Missouri has 
said, yet it is the only comfortable way of being transported about this 
| city. 
| No man to-day can start from the Treasury Department and drive 
| 
| 
| 
' 

} 


or be driven down the broad avenue, that ought to be the pride of the 
nation, that lies between the Treasury Department and the Capitol 
gate, without being sore in limb and body before he gets there, and 
seasick besides, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs] well 
suggests. You may travel over that broad avenue of a morning after 
| there has been a shower in the night, and itis nothing but a succession 
| of pools of water spread out from sidewalk to sidewalk, and every time 
that the carriage drops into one of those on one side of the avenue th 
people in the carriage are tossed to one side, and then when upon the 
| other side to the other side, and men are glad to get out and take to 
| the street cars. It is unsafe for an invalid to drive over Pennsylvania 
avenue, and so it is of almost every other street leading from that part 


of the city to this part of the city. Somebody ought to take charge of 


this business, and see that this cumbrous evil is cured. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator why th 
Committee on Appropriations, of which he is a very able and distin- 

| guished member, does not look after the raising of money for this pur- 

| pose, rather than the extension of streets and all that ? 

| Mr. HALE, I was coming to that very point, and I am going to 

| treat of that, and I might as well treat upon it now. 

| Mr. SPOONER. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. That adds to the grievance. I do not know at whose 
door the fault lies, but I do know and was going to say when the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin arose that we appropriate money freely. The 
Committee on Appropriations of this body, engaged in constant contest 
with the committee in the other branch of the legislature, is always 
adding to the appropriations. It receives deputations from the citi- 
zens of the District, hears them and their wants as presented before it 
and almost always grants them. It has the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict before it from time to time, and is most liberal in its appropria- 
| tions. Congress adjourns after the bills have passed, and then the 
Committee on Appropriations has no more jurisdiction or power than 
| if we lived upon the further shores of the European continent, and 

nothing is done, or if anything is done, at best patchwork is done, in- 


able and disgraceful condition of the streets generally in the city of 
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fronted with an unusual condition next [ suppose thers 
been no season when as many America » ha isited Wa 

ton and staid here from a few days to a few months as he shown 


the next winter. All through the winter and into March and aft 
wards the American people will be trooping to Washington as thoug 
it were a holy shrine; and unless something is done to relieve the 
famous condition of the streets here now t 

will send every man and woman and child of them away with ind 
nation, and that ought not to be so. When next winter comes, to 
whoever has this in charge ought to furnish us a street system 1 

safe, comfortable, easy to get over. Ido not want to let this discus- 
sion pass—though this is not strictly connected with the subject be- 


+ 


fore the Senate, it is germane to the general consideration of what we 


shall do here—without entering once more what the Senator from Mis- 
souri ¢: the present condition. 

Mr. DAWES. I am afraid the Senator from Maine and myself, so 
far as committees are concerned, are more responsible for the subj 
matter that has caused this debate than the Committee on the Distri 
of Columbia. I do not want to be 
mittee on the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wish to beconsidered as assailing the Committe 
on the District of Columbia. I doubt if the responsibility is there. 1 
do not think it is there. Neither doI think it is in the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator in 
District of Columbia had not taken 
something more for them. 
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There I think the Senator and myself, if 


any committee is responsible for this, are more responsible than the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. When the bill making ap- 
propriation for the District of Columbia came over to this branch it had 
this provision in it: 


Provided, That the commissione 


rs of the District of Columbi: 
»removed from ali streets, a 
ved, andt 


Ody « 





all telegraph, telephone, and other 
and alleys wherefrom the District wires have been or may be rem< 
require all wires to be placed under ground at the expense of the 
rate, company, or person now maintaining, owning, or using the same The 
cation of conduits, the trenching, excavation, and relaying of paveme 
streets and alleys of the cables and devices used to be subject to the dir« 


and approval of the said commissioners. 

When it became a law it was in these words: 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia shall not, after the 15th day 
September, 1888, permit or authorize any additional telegraph, telephone, e!e« 
tric lighting, or other wires to be erected or maintained on or over any of the 
streets or avenues of the city of Washington; and the said commissioner 
hereby directed to investigate and report to Congress at the beginning of 
next session the best method of 
face of the streets, avenues, ar 
same under ground, and such | 
they shall report what manne 





wires to | 











removing ail e:ectric Wires from the air ors 
1 alleys, and the best method of interring t 
gal regulation thereof as may be needed 











r of conduits should be main ned by the « 





al 





of Washington, if any, and the cost of constructing a ning the same, 
and what charge, if any, should be made by the city t 

by t e persons or corporations piacing w res therein vd 
conditions the same should be used when required so to do; an ll 

vestigation $1,000 is hereby appropriated. 


I stated yesterday, in the absence of the Senator from Maine, what 
induced the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate to make this 
change. The committee of the Senate made this change, or recom 
mended this change to the Senate, and the Senate were induced, I su; 
pose against the opposition of some members of the Senate who wer 





very anxious to have the House provision remain, to adopt this in its 


stead. If the House provision had remained, we should not have had 
this debate here to-day. If the Committee on Appropriations had 
understood that the extension of the time to the 15th of Septemb 


was for any other purpose than to enable the commissioners to ascer- | 


tain the best method of putting the wires under ground, it would no 
have been adopted by the committee, and I think not by the Senate 
Therefore, if any committee of this body-——— 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if it was not clearly the idea 
of the Committee on Appropriations that the time would be used as 
matter of conservative business for investigation to see how it could 
best be done, and not to give any additional rights? 

Mr. DAWES. I stated yesterday, when the Senator was not here, 
just as fully as I was able to do that that was the opinion of the com- 
mittee, that that was the sole purpose. Now, if one committee more 
than another is responsible for this state of things, the Senator an 
myself ought to take it on to our committee and off from the Com 
tee on the District of Columbia, on which weare in the habit of ca 
our delinquencies. 

As to the condition of Pennsylvania avenue and the other stre 
is not the Committee on the District of Columbia that is responsi 
but it is the two Committees on Appropriations of this Congress that i 
responsible, and it does not belong to the Commitieeon A ppropriatio 
of the Senate. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate put 
nearly $400,000 upon the District appropriation bill as it came from 
the other House, for the purpose of improving these streets, pavii 
grading, and regulating the streets, and designating the streets to bi 
improved, and if that appropriation had remained with that designa- 























a ind that is 
iALt \ 
n 
! 
l 
' ‘ “ 
| itd Y Li 
of the i t ) 
prot t i l 
i I . 
ricilt vnataret wo 
ding su | m 
] i 1 OU i 
d, e 1 
} now ti! cl. 
| Mr. DAWES, It 
| Mr. HALI The Se 
pietely i 
1 1 
ougnot not tot 
eing re an 
} supple ie { d ) 
g i 7) wr ¢ 1 
l i upon a 
5 Lere la 
» put tl sti 1¢ 
ig an r ‘ t 
Ty XT | 
Mr. PL [ i I 


tion betore the Sena . 
[Mr. HALE] as to what « 
ired to say that I do1 
city require is to patch u 
een On spe ul duty 

propriati 

| of streets in 1 
the money t 
replace pave 


régime, wort 


i idiy DY and see lmproved al 





avenues that have been the subject of improvement for the last thirty 
years, while their streets, on which they have built their houses and 
spenttheir money, remain unimproved, in the mud and in the dirt, just 
as they have been for so many years. 

it will be comfortable of course to the Senator from Maine and all 
those other Senators who are able to own their own teams, and there- 
fore to drive to and from the Capitol, to have a perfectly smooth road- 
bed, and I sympathize with the Senator from Maine on account of the 
jolting which his anatomy has had in going upand down Pennsylvania 
avenue; but I sympathize more deeply with the three-quarters of the 
population of this city who have had no benefit from the money that 
has been expended on streets, because we have been replacing all the 
while these old and worthless street improvements made during that 
extravagant régime of some fifteen or twenty years ago, and they have 
made complaint, and just complaint, that their money has been spent, 
not only to repave these streets and to keep them in faircondition when 
once paved, but that the enormous debt that was created during that 
period also rests upon them equally with other tax-payers, and that 
they are constantly subordinated to a condition of things for which they 
were not responsible, and yet which operates not only to their own in- 
convenience but to their great financial detriment. 

Mr. President, Pennsylvania avenue is not in very good condition 
simply because the work that was done there was not well done. It 
was not half so well done as the work which is now being done, and 
yet [understand it was done at a price 50 per cent. greater than is paid 
for far superior work at the present time. But Pennsylvania avenue 
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will never be made what it ought to be until the street railroads are | 


compelled to take the rough belts which they have put there for their 
own convenience out of the way. The Senater can now, if he chooses, 
ride down one side of the avenue, of course jolted by the inequalities 
of the asphalt pavement, but if he cros8es the pavement he will have 
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until that time comes, we rest under the burden of doing, or at least 
consenting to the perpetuation of, a very great injustice. 

When the Senator from Maine rides down Pennsylvania avenue and 
realizes the imperfections of that great thoroughfare, let him reflect that 
there are thousands of people in this city who are not half as well off 
as he is while he is engaged in this uncomfortable way of traveling these 
streets, and let him tuke intoaccount that while he wants that avenue 
fixed up, whenever that is undertaken other portions of the city which 
are still worse off ought to be brought within the purview of his obser- 
vation and of such legislative propositions as he may make looking to 
the remedying of their grievances. It ought not to be undertaken in 
reference to that alone, but to the entire city, of which Pennsylvania 
avenue is not the most conspicuous example. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator that I have no doubt he has 
ridden over Pennsylvania avenue in a carriage during this past winter 


| ten times where I have once, and he knows more about the great in- 


convenience that the condition of that avenue presents, not only to 
Senators but to others, thanI do. It is nota question of who shall ride 
in a carriage and who shall not, or who ecmplains of the roads or who 
does not. That is not the question bere. Pennsylvania avenue is an 
avenue that is used more perhaps than any one avenue in America by 
the whole American people, and the Senator ought to set himself, and 
the Appropriations Committee ought to set itse)f, and I ought to set my- 
self in thatcommittee,and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] 
on that committee, and the District Committee to seeing to it that that 
avenue be put in proper condition, for it is the great conduit through 
which pours the tide of people who come here, entirely outside of our- 


| selves, all through the winterand spring months, not one of whom will 


to cross the mingling of iron and stone, which is worse than anything | 


he finds on either side of the track, in my judgment, an:l that is permit- 
ted to remain there by law. The avenue ought to be repaved, but when 
it is repaved it ought to be repaved in connection with an entire recon- 
struction of the street-car tracks whereby they should be compelled to 
put down a grooved rail, on which is to be operated a wheel and central 
tlange keeping it in place, and which would make the entire space cov- 
ered by the rail and by the intervening asphalt, or whatever the material 
may be, as smooth and as unobstructive to carriage wheels as any part 
of the street on either side of the track. Of course some other means 
of locomotion than horses must be introduced. 

[tis true, as stated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that 
the people of Washington are imposed upon by an antiquated system 


of city transportation which is maintained, of course, in defiance of 


public opinion, but I suppose to the very great profit of the railway 
companies, who are not willing to introduce modern methods, but who 
ought to be compelled to do so. 


‘This question of street improvements is a relative one. It is nota 


question as to what may be necessary to be done, but is a question of 


that which is the most necessary to be done; and bad as Pennsylvania 
avenue is, it is not half so bad as miles and miles of streets in this city 
on Which there has been no pavement at all, and on which there has 
heen neither curbing, guttering, nor sidewalk; and when it comes to 
the adjustment of the distribution of the funds which are appropriated 
by Cougress, the commissioners, as I think they ought to have done, 
have taken up in a measure in recent years—they have during the last 
two or three years—streets which have never been paved, and they 
have recognized the rights of people who have built houses there, who 


go home without feeling that either he or she has been abused as it is 
now. 

I do not agree with the Senator in that. I do not believe that in 
making our appropriations and the District commissioners in expend- 
ing the money can set themselves to a better task than to putting that 
avenue in good shape if we will only furnish them the money, and 
then in due time we will take care—and I do not want to postpone it— 
of these outlying places. Iam in favor of attending to them too, but 





| I would not neglect Pennsylvania avenue. 


Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine, 
who has been beset with such dangers and difficulties in this city, if he 
has taken any steps toward the introduction of appropriate measures 


| to remedy them ? 


have paid taxes there for generations, and yet who have never had one | 


single dollar of advantage or benefit out of all the expenditure which 
has been made. 

I have believed ever since I have had any considerbble connection 
with this matter that there ought to be a very much larger sum spent 
every year and for years to come than seems to be possible under the 
existing condition of things. The House of Representatives seem to 
regard this method of expending the revenues of this District with 
some disfavor. At all events, they are only willing to agree toa very 
smali expenditure, and even the Senate has not been willing to do as 
much as it ought to have done, in my judgment. I think it ought to 
have gone very much further. 

In all the suburban portions of this District there are people who for 
a hundred years have been paying taxes, upon whom the burden of this 
great debt rests, and yet who have never received asingle penny in re- 
turn in the shape of street improvements, sewers, or anything of that 
kind, for their benefit or for the purpose of adding to their comfort or 
the convenience of their property; and the system which has been 
adopted, and which I take it is going to be perpetuated, is vicious, vic- 
ious in that it levies upon the general tax-payers the total cost of these 
improvements, instead of levyingit, orsome portion of it at least, if not 
all of it, as is common in most of the cities of the country, upon the 
abutting property; but once having been undertaken and carried oni 
in such a comprehensive way and with sufficient rapidity to enable the 
people who are interested in the extension of streets by reason of the 
fact that they have built houses and opened up new avenues of travel 
and so on, to have their portion of the benefit of these improvements, 


Mr. HALE. Iam getting at the trouble a little nearer than I have 
ever before. I have not suffered very much. I have not ventured to 
go on Pennsylvania avenue more than once in the last three months to 
drive or to be driven over it, but I have heard the complaint coming 
from dozens and scores and hundreds of people, and I am willing, for 
one, to help remedy it during the rest of the session. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Maine would not certainly be 
guilty of the injustice of taking up the imperfect pavement which 
exists on Pennsylvania avenue and replacing it with a better one at 
the expense of the people in this District who have never had any bencetit 
at all in the shape of street improvements in front of their residences. 
Iam certain that he would not do that. 

Mr. HALE. I would have both attended to. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he wants to do this thing in the large way he 
speaks of, the appropriation ought to come out of the Treasury of the 
United States; it ought not to come out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict at all if it is taken up in that spirit. I do not believe the neces- 
sity exists to quite the extent that the Senator seems to think it does, 
but I want to say that it can not be done as it ought to be done until 
the unsightly strip of stone pavement between the tracks and the 
tracks themselves that go down the center of the avenue are removed, 
and where grass is growing, as the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests, and making it appear as ridiculous as it is unsightly and incon- 
venient. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator how it is possible 
to get it removed or rectified ? There is a corporation that stands in 
the center of that avenue that is stronger than Congress is, and that 
owes the United States to-day a very large sum of money for old as- 
sessments of years ago, but there is not courage or pluck enough in the 
law officers of the Government to collect them, and that is dawdling 
along while the rest of us, private tax-payers, who are assessed have to 
walk up to the collector’s office twice a year, and if we are a day over 
the time we have to pay 2 per cent. a month as penalty; but it seems 
they can not touch this corporation. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt there is a great deal in that, and 
yet I have no doubt an excuse can be found for it which does not in- 
volve that reflection on Congress which has been indulged in so freely. 

\ good many of us reside here only a portion of the year, and there- 
ore ‘‘out of sight out of mind’’ for a great portion of the twelve 
months, and many of those who come here come for only a short term. 
It is therefore aot with us day by day and night by night and month 
hy month as if we lived here constantly; and consequently we do not 


_ take hold of it in that resolute and determined way we otherwise 


would. 
Then there is another thing aboutit. Itis here and it isbetter than 
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aid it a magnificent tribute a few 


nothing. The Senator from Maine 0 
moments ago when he said a man veling on Pennsylvania avenue 
could travel more comfortably in a car on that thoroughfare than in 
any other way. That is what I alluded to when I spoke about the dis- 
comfort he had had in going down that avenue inacarriage He might 
have taken more comfort in one of these ill-smelling cars and find by 


T 
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comparison that the car would be better than the carriage. 

Mr. HALE. I take the car. 

Mr. PLUMB. Sodol. 

Mr. HALE. Right on that point, on which I agree with the Senator 
as to all this raised central line that is occupied by the two tracks of 
the railroad, I ask, is thereanything in thecharter of the company that 
prevents Congress or the administrative officers of the District from 
lowering that to the bed of the roadway, so that it shall not beall the 
while there to the prevention of the making of a good street ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I presume not, and yet there are certain difficulties 
that are inherent inthe motive power of these cars which can not make 
that anything else but an unsightly place and an inconvenient obstruc- 
tion to the street in the form of the rail, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says; but the whole question of what rail shall be put down 
is under the control of Congress and especially limited to that control 
by the original charter. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. We havea 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I think we have made some mistakes 
but after all there is no rail that is in use, none of the ordinary rails, 
that will answer the purpose; but there is a rail which is in use largelv 
in European cities, and 1 think perhaps to some extent in this country, 
on which a surface can be maintained at the flush of the street, a 
grooved rail on which flies a wheel with a central flange which is hel 
in place by means of the groove; but in order to make that availabl 
the horses should be taken away and some cable power or some electric 
motor or something of that kind used. 

The Senator from Vermont says they are run with horses in Lon- 
don, but he will see if we put an asphalt pavement there, the run- 
ning of the horses would soon wear it out. What ought to be done is 
the adoption of a system whereby that ought to be as smooth to a ¢ 
riage wheel as any other part of the street, and it can be done not on 
with advantage to the public, but with advantage to the company. 
Of course the company do not like to undertake to make the expendi- 
ture, but it should be done, and Congress ought to require that it 
should be done, and I venture to say that no wise administration of 
this city will ever compel the repavement of Pennsylvania avenue un 
til that is done in such way as it ought to be—one single smooth rib 
bon, as it were, from the Capitol to the Treasury building, without 
obstruction on it anywhere that should interfere with the smooth pas- 
sage of a carriage wheel. 

But while this question was up I only wanted to say a word in 
favor of that class of people who appeal most strongly to me in regard 
to the distribution of money for street improvements, people who have 
spent their money for taxes and for the improvement of their neigh- 
bors’ property and for whose benefit no money has been in turn ex 
pended. 

[ believe there ought to be a million dollars every year for the n 


llowed the commissioners to do it. 
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ten years expended to improve the streets in the District of Columbia. 
if that were done, then there might be an intermission perhaps of many 
years before any very large sum would need to be again expended. It 
would be money well spent. But it does not seem to be practicable to 
have it spent, and so perhaps for all practical purposes, unless it may 
be with reference to this street-car business and the general question 
of the locomotion of the cars, this discussion will be of no avail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo he question is on the motion to 
refer the communication of the District commissioners to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say a few words on the subject-matter 
that is now before us. As far as the streets are concerned, [ think my 
friend from Maine [ Mr. HAL] has entirely exaggerated their condition. 
If he had been here rumbling in an omnibus thirty years ago over the 
only paved street in Washington, Pennsylvania avenue, or walking any- 
where in the city, he would see a comparison so great that he would be 
very well pleased with the present condition of the streets. I believe 
that the condition of the streets of Washington now is as good asin anv 
city of this Union, although my opinion seems to be different from that 
of others. But I will not debate that. 

So also with the old railroads. I agree with all that has been said 
about the old rails. That system ought to have been abolished years 
ago. Horse-cars are superseded by improved systems in small villages 
and towns of ten, fifteen, and twenty thousand inhabitants. It is a 
shame that in the capital of this country, which ought to be the finest 
city in the world, the old system of horse-cars should be continued. 
traveling along at the rate of 4 or 5 miles an hour, or even less. [ 
hope that this debate will call attention to that matter, and that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, or some other committee, will 
report some measure providing for other means of transportation. But 
there are difficulties in the way. We have got to have some plan. 
The only way I know of is the cable road or the electric road. The 
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dred lives were suddenly lost almost in the twinkling of an eye. Are 
we therefore to be deterred because here and there a wire may break 
or fall on some one I pause as I see iy time has expired. 

The PRESIDENT prolempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consideration | 


ol he unlinished business, 
forraation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington 
and lor other purposes, 

fr. EDMUNDs. lLask unanimous consent that the Senator fi 
Ohio be permitted to close his remarks, and I will not say anothe: 
word; but let us take a vote and have this matter ended. 

Mr. BLAIR 
day and I have been anxious to get the floor now to move to lay the 
whole subject on the table in order that I may ask the Senate to take 
up the Army nurses bill. They are dying off. These old women are 
going, one after another. The bill has been pending almost all winter 
and it will not cost half as much to pension those who are surviving 
as it will to pave Pennsylvania avenue, and it does seem to me that 
this discussion in regard to the streets of this city might well be post- 
poned or might well lie on the table until this bill can be passed. 
well in this city. It is a splendid city to go 


I have got along very 


being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the | 


I have waited a long time—this debate has taken two | 


on foot in, and I think the American people are tolerably well satisfied | 


with it as it now is. Atall events these old women ought to be at- 


tended to, and I will ask the Senate immediately after the vote, which | 


the Senator from Vermont says he would like to have taken at once, 
to dispose of the Army nurses bill. 
before 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
New Hampshire proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave nothing more to add except to say that the com- 
mittee and, I think, the whole Senate will be agreed upon the substi- 
tute for the original bill, which has been printed in the REcoRD and is 
all ready to be passed if the Senate will do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont [Mr 
EDMUNDS] asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Ohio [ Mr 

j L 
SHERMAN ] be permitted to conclude his observations on the motion 
I 
to refer the communication of the commissioners of the District with 
instructions. Is there objection? The Chairhears none. The Senator 
from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have trespassed on the attention 
of the Senate longer than I intended, and said about all I desired to 
say. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has called fora sep 
arate vote on the question of the instructions. I will ask for a divis- 
ion of the question, therefore, so that we may vote separately on the 
reference and on the instructions. 

Mr. TELLER. I made an allusion to the Denver electric railway, 
and I ask that I may be allowed to insert in the RECORD a description 
of it, without reading it, and also a letter from the mayor and the en- 
gineer of the city. I will say that I did not mean to state that any- 
body had been killed on that road. AsI understand, this is the safest 
of all systems adopted; but there have been some accidents to teams 
or something of that kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ReEcoRD, if there be no objection. 

The papers are as follows: 

THE SHORT-NESMITH SYSTEM, 

The Denver Tramway Company’s line (Denver, Colo.) is the only road at 
present operated on this system. 

The cars are in series, like are lamps, i.e.,the motor of each car is in the 
straight circuit instead of being placed in derived circuit or multiple arc be- 
tween the main conductors. A conduit is used, similar to a cable-road conduit, 
but much smaller in size, being only 9 by 12 inches interior opening, with a five- 
eighth-ineh slot. The conductor is a Waring lead-covered cable, buried in the 
pavement outside of but near the conduit, Current-breakers are placed in the 
conduit at intervals of 25 feet, and to these the conductor is attached. Thecir- 
cenit is kept closed at the breakers by spring-jacks. The current-collector, at- 
tached to the car, moves in the conduit, and by pressing between the jacks it 
breaks the normal circuit at each breaker and directs the current through the 
motor, As the car passes, the spring-jacks close and again complete the normal 
cireu!t. The conductor is only exposed at the circuit-breakers, and great care 
must be exercised in securing perfect insulation at these points. 

The Denver road is between 4 and 5 miles long, has grades as steep as 350 
feet to the mile (6.6 percent.), crosses numerous street-car and railroad tracks, 
and is part double and part single track, A test was made with three cars in 
service, with the following results: Indicated horse-power at the engine, 32; 
current, 40 ampéres; conductor, 5 miles No. 3* wire, (B. and S. gauge); resist- 
ence of circuit, 70ohms. Allowing 90 per cent. efficiency in the dynamo, the 
electrical horse-power output was 28.8. To maintain a constant current of 40 
40° x 7 

746 
horse-power for the three motors—an average of 4.6 horse-power each. This 
corresponds to about 5 horse-power at the engine. A good engine will deliver 
5 horse-power for one hour with the consumption of 15 pounds of coal—3 pounds 
of coal per horse-power per hour. A full day of sixteen hours would require 
240 pounds of coal per hour. At $3 per ton the fuel for each car would cost 32 
cents perdav. The constant expenditure of 16} 
engine to send the current over the line would cost $1.07 per day for coal at the 
samo rates. 

Three thousand one hundred fect of the 
and July, 1886, and in 1887 the present |! 
running. The line has been in operation through the severest winter weather 
A heavy snow fell soon after the road was opened and snow-plows were put on 
the scars, which cleaned the track perfectly while making their regular trips. 





The papers will be inserted in the 


amp¢tres through a 7-ohm circuit requires = 15 horse-power, leaving 13 





I will say, as I have several times | 


Is there objection to the Senator from | 


horse-power required at the 
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J special disadvar es thre rreat cost and the fact that bare wires in 
iit are greatly exposed a re liable t ikage, grounds, and short-cir- 
Denver, CoLo., March 1, 1888, 
an Sir: In reply to your letter of inquiry of the 254 ult »: A plant for an 
el ric railway was commenced in this city two years ago. It has been operated 
ndifferent success a part of the time sins It is claimed by the owners 
obstacles they have encountered will shortly be overcome. I am not 
sutliciently familiar with their affairs to give an intelligent opinion as to the 


ofthe road, Upto the present time it certainly can not be considered a 
Ss 
Yours truly, 
WM. SCOTT LEE, Mayor. 
Capt. EUGENE GRIFFIN, 
Assisiant to Engineer Commissioner, Washington, D. C. 


DENVER, Cow.o., March 1, 1888. 


year Sir: Your inquiry of the 24th ultimo is at hand. The experiment of 
DEAR S1 ¥ inquiry of I 
running street cars by electricity upon the Short system has been expensively 
tried in this city, and has been, I think, finally abandoned. 

* * 4 . » * * 


Very respectfully, yours, 
H. C, LOWRIE, City Engineer. 

Capt. EvGENE GRIFFIN, 

Assistant to Engineer Commissioner, 
Engineer Corps, Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, the Chair 
understood, asked that the question might be divided. 

Mr. CALL. Before the question is put, without delaying the Sen- 
ate, I desire to make a few very brief observations. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the debate continuing upon this electric motor busi- 
ness ¢ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall get to a vote in a minute or two. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can it be stopped by objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can not, unanimous consent hav- 
ing been given. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I thought there was unanimous consent that if I 
would give way we should have a vote as soon as I sat down. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought there was to be an immediate vote as soon 
as the Senator from Ohio had ceased to speak on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair knows no way of limiting 
debate in the Senate. The Senator from Florida [ Mr. CALL] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question of the condition of the 
people in the different municipalities of this country is one of very 
great importance. That the government of the District of Columbia 
in the hands of Congress should be made an example for the benefit 
of the people throughout the country, as well as in order that the peo- 
ple who are here should receive the benefits of good government, is, I 
think, an important consideration. 

The grant of franchises for transportation over the highways of our 
cities, and the power of taxation which accompanies it, has become op- 
pressive to the people of this country, until it may be said that, to a 
large extent, it is not possible for the laboring people of the country to 
be property owners in any great part within the limits of our great cities. 

“The franchises to corporations or individuals for illuminating cities, 
for furnishing light and furnishing transportation, that have been heed- 
lessly granted and are oppressively exercised, have become questions of 
great public moment, and I do not know of any city in which I have 
ever passed any portion of my time in which these burdens are more 
grievously oppressive and more unreasonably exercised than in the city 
of Washington, with the sanction of ourselves, the members of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives. The tax for transporta- 
tion in this city is an unreasonable one, and the character of the trans- 
portation furnished is not such as the public interest and the public 
convenience demands, 

Now, Mr. President, I agree with those who desire to make this a 
model city, to be equal to the improvements of the age and the im- 
provements in the condition of the people which our civilization re- 
quires; but how shall it be done? Shall it be done by a continued 
reverence and respect for the idea of vested rights in individuals in 
derogation of the legislative and executive powers of the people in 
their Government? IthinktheSenatorfrom Vermont {[Mr. EpmMunpDs] 
is right that we should limit this idea, that we should prevent its 
growing any further than it has grown; that we should carefully pre- 
serve the people from its future assertion in any exercise of power by 
the legislature in granting a franchise of any kind. 

It is agrave question it seems with this body whether this agency of 


| electricity, which has already produced so much death and which is 


enver Railway was built in June | liable to produceso much more, should be authorized without the most 


7 
I 
ne was completed and had seven cars | 


careful consideration as to the conditions under which it is to be used. 
Why, Mr. President, it seems to me that the least regard for the people 
and the lives of the people and the comfort of the people will require 
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We have not yet completed that investigation, but in time the com- | t 

mittee will make its report. But it se to me that those Senators MUN nder ti at 
who are constantly complaining of the streets of the city and of oppres at 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no pretense in this resolution of inter- 
fering with any vested rights, because it only deals with what the com- 
missioners have done in their discretion. That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
add instructions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Han- 
his] asked for the yeas and nays, in which I concur, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The instractions will be read. 

The Cater CLERK. The motion of Mr. Epmunps is ‘to refer the 
said communication to the Committee on the District of Columbia with 
instructions to report a resolution requesting the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to revoke any permit granted for erection of such 
overhead electric wires.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question now is on the motion 
to add these instructions to the reference. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). 
from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 

Mr. TELLER. You may vote notwithstanding the pair with my 
colleague. 

Mr. CALL. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cu ace}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRi.1]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I am authorized to say that my friend from 
‘Tennessee may vote. This is nota party question. I donot know my- 
self how my colleague would vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘nay’’ upon the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr, BERRY (when the nameof Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I do not know how my colleague would 
vote if he were present. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
e yea,” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘* vea,’”’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HamprTon]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GrBson] on political questions, but as 
this does not appear to be a political question, I will vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name wascalled). I announce my pair with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], and also that my colleague 
| Mr. RANsoM], who is absent from his seat, is paired with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
Jand [Mr. WILson ]. 

‘The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]._ 

Mr. SAWYER. I reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. I 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote ‘‘nay’’ to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 


Iam paired with the Senator 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 


Berry, Daniel, Gray, Teller, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Turpie, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Vest. 
Call, Edmunds, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Evarts, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Frye, Stewart, 
NAYS—18. 

Allison, Harris, Morgan, Sherman, 
Bate, Hawley, Payne, Spooner, 
Beck, Hiscock, Piatt, Walthall, 
Brown, Hoar, Pugh, 
George, Manderson, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pa! mer, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 


So the motion to add the instructions to the motion to refer the com- 
munication to the Committee on the District of Columbia was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion to refer as amended by the addition of instructions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUYALLUP AND OTHER INDIANS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On the day before yesterday I offered a resolu- 
tion of inquiry which, on request,was laid over. It has been read and 
lask that it betaken up now. I think it will occupy not halfa minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is provided in the treaty with the Puyallup and other tribes of In- 
dians, ratified by the Senate on the 3d day of March 1855, that the whole or any 
portion of certain specified lands reserved to such tribe of Indians by said treaty 
may, under the direction of the President of the United States, be surveyed into 
lots and assigned to such individuals or families as are willing to avail them- 
selves of the privilege and will locate on the same asa permament home on 
the same terms and subject to the same regulations as are provided inthe sixth 
article of the treaty with the Omahas, so faras the same may be applicable; and 

Whereas said sixth article of the treaty with the Omahas provides that if any 
such person or family shall at any time neglect or refuse to occupy and tilla 
portion of the lands assigned and on which they have located, or shell rove 
from place to place, the President may, ifthe patent shall have been issued, can- 
ce] the assigninent, and may also withhold from such person or family their 
proportion of the annuities or other moneys due them, until they shall have 
returned to such permanent home and resumed the pursuits of industry ; and 
in default of their return the tract may be declared abandoned and thereafter 
assigned to some other person or family of such tribe, or disposed of as is pro- 
vided for the disposition of the excess of said land; and 

Whereas it has been alleged that there has been neglect on the partofa large 
number of persons and families to whom lands have been assigned under such 
treaty stipulations, to occupy and till any portion of the lands so assigned, and 
otherwise have failed to comply with the terms of said treaty stipulations: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, directed to 
inquire and report to the Senate at his earliest practicable convenience whether 
any persons or families belonging to the Puyallup tribe of Indians in Washing- 
ton Territory have at any time, and when and for what time, neglected or re- 
fused to oecupy and till a portion of the lands assigned to them, or any of them, 
and, if so, what persons or families and what lands, and whether such persons 
or families, or any of them, have or have not been roving from place to place, 
and whether in any other respect whatever any of such Indians or families have 
failed to comply with the treaty stipulations and laws of Congress applicable 
to the allotment and patenting of lands tosuch Indians, and, if so, in what re- 
spect and to whatextent. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to the Senate 
what portion, if any, of the lands of the Puyallup reservation in Washington 
Territory have never yet been assigned or patented to any of the families or in- 
dividuals of such tribe, with a description of the location of such lands. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CLAIMS FOR COMMISSARY AND QUARTERMASTER’S SUPPLIES. 


Mr. SPOONER. I offer a resolution and ask that it lie over: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 
to the Senate, at the earliest practicable date, a list of the claims for commis- 
sary and quagsermaster’s supplies and stores, and for fuel, fences, and other 
property, all®@Zed to have been taken and used by the armies of the U nited States 
during the Jate rebellion, upon which there has been adverse departmental ac- 
tion, with the names of claimants, alphabetically arranged, the State of the 
claimant’s residence, and the nature and amount of each claim, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over at the 


request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
POSTAL CRIMES, 


Mr. VEST. A bill passed the Senate a few days ago, and passed the 
House and went to the President, in regard to postal crimes, and it 
will be remembered by the Chair and Senators that it was recalled, and 
when it came back there was a question involved upon the proper ac- 
tion to be taken in relation to it. After consultation, its friends con- 
cluded that the shortest way out of the difficulty was to introduce a 
new bill. That bill was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and has been reported back. It is simply intended to cor- 
rect a mistake in the other bill, and the Post-Office Department is ex- 
ceedingly anxious to have it passed. There are infractions of the 
law going on every day in regard to mailing obscene publications, which 
this bill is intended to meet. It isa unanimous report, and is entirely 
correct. I ask the Senator from Maine not to object to taking it up. 
It will lead to no debate whatever. 

Mr. FRYE. I withhold my motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be reported by title. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3447) amendatory of ‘‘An act relating to postal crimes and amenda- 
tory of the statutes therein mentioned,” approved June 18, 1888, and for other 
purposes. 


Mr. VEST. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the last clause of the second section of ‘‘Anact relating 
to postal crimes, and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned,” approved 
June 18, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to read as follows, ani 
constitute the third section of said act: 

“Sec. 3. That all matter otherwise mailable by law, upon the envelope or 
outside cover or wrapper of which, or any postal card upon which, any delinea- 
tions, epithets, terms, or language of an indecent, lewd, lascivious, obscene, li- 
belous, scurrilous, defamatory, or threatening character, or calculated by the 
terms or manner or style of display and obviously intended to reflect injuriously 
upon the character or conduct of another may be written or printed, or other- 
wise impressed or apparent, are hereby declared non-mailable matier, and shall 
not be conveyed in the mails, nor delivered from any post-office nor by any 
letter-carrier, and shall be withdrawn from the mails under such regulations as 
the Postmaster-General shall prescribe: and any person who shall knowingly 
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this section to be non-mailab,e matter, and any person w »s know 
t ume or cause the same to be taken from the mails. for the purpose of 
; \ x or disposing of, or of aiding in the circulation or disposition of t 

he deemed cuilty of a misdemear r i Sov nel 
sa 2 be deemed gui ‘ lemean and sha reach and ev 
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$5,000, or imprisoned at hard labor not less than one year nor more than t 
year, or both, at the discretion of the court.’ 
" Sec. 2. That section 3892 of the Revised Statutes, as nded } t st of 
July 12, 1876, is hereby s »> amended as to read as follow 

‘Sec, 3892. Every obscene, lewd, or lascivious book, pamphlet re, pap 
letter, writing, print, or other publication of a i ¢ chara aan asm 
article or thing designed or inten led for the prevention of co ception or pt 


curing of abortion, and every article or thing intended oradapted for any ind: 
cent or immoral use,and every written or printed card, letter lar, book 
pamphlet, advertisement, or notice of any kind giving information, dire 
indirectly, where or how,or of whom, or by what means any of the hereinb« 
fore mentioned matters, articles, or thir may be obtained or made, whethie 
sealed as first-class matter or not, are her y declared to be non-mailal t 
ter,and shall not be conveyed in the mails nor delivered from any post-ofli 
nor by any letter-carrier; and any person who shall knowingly deposit, or 
cause to be deposited, for mailing or delivery,anything declared by this sec- 
tion to be non-mailable niatter,and any person who shall knowingly take the 
same, or cause the same to be taken, from the mails for the purpose of circu 
ing or disposing of,or of aiding in the circulation or disposition of the sam¢ 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for eachand every offens« 
be fined upon conviction thereof not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or in 

















pr soned at hard labor not less than one vear nor more than ten years, or both 
at the discretion of the court And all offenses committed under the section of 
which this is amendatory, prior to the approval of this act,may be prosecuted 
and punished under the same in the same manner and with the same effect us 


if this act had not been passed: Provided, That nothing in this act shall au- 
theorize any person to open any letter or sealed matter of the first class not ad- 
dressed to himself.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to appeal to the Senator in charge of the 
bill to amend it so as to strike out the minimum punishment wherever 
it occurs. I think that has been the policy of the Senate for some 
time. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. 
in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HOAR. I may perhaps state, in explanation of the suggestion, 
that some of these offenses are often committed by children barely 
within the age of punishment, or by persons of feeble mind, where 
some slight punishment may be necessary. To get a pardon for that 
class of persons by coming to Washington from Washington Territory 
or Oregon is a very serious thing to do; and it seems to me the judges 
should always have the power to inflict a merely nominal punish- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. Ientirely agree with the Senator. I havealways thought 
that to be the best form of Jegislation in our penal statutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from. Massachusetts will require a careful scrutiny of each sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can state the amendments in a moment, 
the clerks will allow me totake the bill. In section 1, line 23, I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘less than $100 nor,’’ and in line 29 to strike 
out ‘‘ less than one year nor;’’ so as to read: 





The bill was drawn 


if 
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Shall be deemed guilty ofa misdemeanor, and shall, foreach and every offense 
and upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned at 
hard labor not more than ten years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that all the amendment to th: 
first section? 

Mr. HOAR. It is all the amendment to the first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In the second section, line 26, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ less than $100 nor,’’ and in line 27 to strike out ‘‘ less than 
one year nor;’’ so as to read: 






Shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for each and every of 
fense, be fined upon conviction thereof not more than $5, 000, or imprisoned at 
hard labor not more than ten years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments t 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, Iam glad that the amendments hav« 
been made which were suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but I sincerely think that we disfigure the criminal statutes by extreme 
penalties. I think that the other limit should be altered also; I think 
it is too great. While it is a very mean offense in many cases, I can 
hardly imagine a case in which I would send any fool of that kind to 
the penitentiary for ten years and fine him $5,000. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is the provision of the Revised Statutes at present. 
I think if the Senator knew all the circumstances surrounding these 
offenses he would not object to the penalty. I do not think it is quite 
large enough. I have letters in my possession, which are not fit to be 
read in the Senate, which I can produce, that show offenses committed 
against the statute now upon the statute-books for which it would be 
very hard to find any punishment adequate, cases in which these vil- 


lainous publications have been sent to la , to young girls. In one 
ease a female academy was deluged with them. hey are most vil 
lainous and outrageous things. I would rather se« the hands of one 
of my children a rattlesnake or a cotton ith to see one of these 
books. Men have used them in the city of York, according to 


the reports of the Post-Office Department, for 1 ious purposes. A 
man who had a grudge against a lady would send one of these things 
through the office directed to the lady, and she would be outraged by 











rT 
J 

oped 
wr 
A, 
4 

~~ 
ant 


. Ma l 
oO ( 1 th 
ve t oO ve or pe 
) 11 ‘ 
t I 3 ihe ver yur 
outrage t 
t tt 
} too t If I w 
nw c guilty of t 
( rie ought to 
i ad A fine > 
M rELLI I shoul 
( to e the crime L 
} en years in tl ] t 
felony 
Mr ' I It a ie my 
otfense 


Mr. TELLER. The proposed 





ill be deemed guilty of a n 
I EST Chat simply foll 
M rELLER He would be g 
statute; he may have the punishm 
Mr. VEST. The punishme: 
it makes no difference ¥ t 
L LI i S¢ 3 ee 
\ ty a misdemean if t cl 
as bad the Senator suggests 


Mr. VEST. ‘The bill was drawn by 
aartment. I have not looked over 


anted it was all rigt 





pu shment. as ought to be 
is but a misdemeanor. 
X\T- ¥ 7 


objection tothe name. All 


The PRESIDENT pro tempo 


the biil as in Committee of 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move 


I move to strike out ‘* be de 


nd ie 27 to strike out the 

Sha é Land « y ens 
risoned as 

t : the court 
M VEST. I ha no obie 
Mr. TELLER That will 
Mr. VEST Chat is all rig] 
The 1endment was agreed to. 
I PRESIDENT pro t 

ec nd Sé t Yr) 


words ‘* be deemed guilty « 
= enc Le r off 
' ~ se i at a 
ret 1 OF the ourt 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Pre 
t Senator having the bill 
ri d cus . hi at one t 
( it « erning tl 
I 1 to so treat of c 
bill not because I wou 


I t 
Mr. TELLER. It does not 


aone ll 


EST. Ido not care 


e 


? 
lly for those immoral and 
slightest sympathy tor tie 
disere 1 that you rey 
ur e postmasters ca i t 

‘ f tl of what 1 
e f ly 
’ ? 
| 
' 
af 
‘3 
\T + 
i 


it. 


what the 


o make it symmetrical, if the 





a 


ne 








i 
qi 
if 


pais 


1662 





Mr. HAWLEY. Iam glad if it is the practice; I shonld have made 
it the law 

Mr. VEST. It is always done. 

Mr. CALL Mr. President, I quite agree with the object that this 
proposed law has in view. J am myself personally cognizant of some 
of the enormities which have been committed through the mails, in 
sending anonymous and indecent letters to persons of character and 





respectability by those who have some personal enmity towards them 
But it is not true, in my opinion, that a very severe and unreasonal 
penalty will attain the object of enforcing the execution of a law, and 
there are very serious objections to it. 

If we were entirely sure that every judgment of a court would be 
an honest judgment, and that the evidence which should be adduced 
would be such as reasonably or certainly proved the crime, then we 
might affix a severe penalty. But courts of justice are infirm; thei: 
processes are uncertain. There are many innocent people who are 


convicted and condemne 


often very weak 


d in the proceedings of courts. Juries ar 
fallible and ignorant men seeking rather to plea 
than to judge fairly and impartially; sometimes 
corrupt men, paid to betray their trust, and make their office 
nstrument for the punishment of those who have offended the rich 
and powerful. 

You put an instrument in the hands of those whose malice and en- 


mity corrupt the administration of justice. In enacting penal laws we 
7 


a prevailing public 
they are 


an 


should always have in view the fact that the processes of ascertainment 
of crime are in themselves very uncertain, and sometimes visit the in- 
nocent rather than the guilty. The whole spirit of our better civili- 
zation has been to temper mercy with justice, to forbid and exercise 


he malignant cruelty of a barbarous age, which punished with the se- 
verest penalty every departure from right, and made the law and the 
courts revel in human blood and suffering. 

But ical consideration is that a very severe penalty de- 
feats and does not enforce the execution of the law. Therefore I move 
to limit the period of imprisonment to net more than five instead of 


ten years 


a more pract 


[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves to 
amend the bill. The amendment will be stated. 


(he Corer CLERK. In section 1, line 30, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘*ten’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

Be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned at hard labor not more than five 
or both, at the discretion of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Missouri will agree with me 
yn consideration that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Florida should certainly be made in the first section of the bill, which 
only describes an offense of a threatening or defamatory character, and 
does not relate to the class of publications to which he alluded in his 
remarks. 

I desire to say further that it is very seldom indeed that such ‘an of- 
fense as the Senator from Missouri has described will be committed 
where but one singlecopy will have been circulated of the article which 
; made criminal, and therefore each offense is made by the bill sepa- 
rately punishable, so that if a man distributed scurrilous or defama- 
tory or indecent matter in one single instance, five years would seem to 
he a reasonable punishment certainly. If he has done it in several in- 


year 


tances he would have the five years multiplied by every instance of 


which he should be convicted. 
eems to me not very important to retain the extreme penalty 
in the second section. I understand the present motion of the Senator 
from Florida applies only to the case of having on the outside of the 
envelope the matters which are therein described. I see that indecent 
matter is deseribed also in the first section. I was mistaken in my 
giance at the bill. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to observe that there are 
two offenses which are included in this proposed statute. 

‘The first is whatis called the blackmailing process, for the collection 
of debts, being the use of envelopes which have put on the outside, 
‘‘bad debts.’’? Agencies have been in the habit of writing to a debtor 


mo it 


inclosing an accountor a demand for money, and they say to him, ‘If 


this demand is not acceded to, then a letter will be received by you 
in the within envelope.’”? That envelope has in large letters *‘ bad 
debts ’’ or ‘‘ uncollectible debts.’" The object of that is to advertise 
him as an insolvent person or adishonest man who will not pay his 
debtor. That is one of the offenses. 

In the second place, there are the obscene publications to which I 
have referred, about which I desire to say nothing here. As to the 
amount of punishment, as a matter of course I am not disposed to be 
at all strenuous. I think we could leave it to a judge as to whether it 
shall be $1 or $5,000 fine, or one day’s imprisonment or five years’ im- 
prisonment. Every lawyer will agree with me that that is what Con- 
gress ought to do. 

The observations of the Senator from Florida as to the administra- 
tion of justice of course will apply as long as human nature exists, but 
we are bound to use the courts. We have no other instrumentality, 
and we are bound to vest much discretion in judges. My observation 
has been that itis a very rare thing to find a judge who abuses the dis- 
cretion that is given to him by the penal statutes. 
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Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. VEST. 
Mr. CALL. 
Mr. VEST. 
horten debate. 
ake up any time. 


nal 


Is not the minute about up? 

That is all I wish to say. I hope a vote will be taken. 
Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Senate-—-— 
I will agree to make the maximum five years, so as to 
I promised the Senator from Maine that I would not 

Iam not particular about it. Make it five years 
pass the bill. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
itor from Florida will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 1, line 30, before the word 

3 proposed to strike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert “‘ five;’’ 

Or imprisoned at hard lab i 

The PRESIDENT 
amendment. 

Mr.C€ALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to debate the question ? 

Mr. CALL. I donot intend to say more than a word. I wish to 
say as @ matter of contrary statement to that made by the Senator from 
Missouri that it has been my misfortune in my life to witness a great 
abuse of discretion by judges in the exercise of the penal authority 
given tothem. I have seen some drunken judges upon the bench, and 
[ have seen cases in which very depraved men whom I would not trust 
in private life in any transaction administer judicial power. Weshould 
have the protection of the innocent as well as the guilty in view in 
prescribing severe penalties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand 
whether the maximum punishment was to be changed from ten years 
to tive years in both sections or merely in the first section. 

Mr. CALL. That was my intention. 

Mr. VEST. It ought not to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida to section 2 will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 2, line 28, before the word ‘‘ years,’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘*ten’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

Or imprisoned at hard labor not more than five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
re concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLes, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to some and 
disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purpose, agreed 
to the nineteenth amendment of the Senate to the bill with an amend- 
ment, and asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of 
Anthony L. Woodson, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. SrocKDALE, Mr. 
STONE of Kentucky, and Mr. BROWER managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge; 

\ bill CH. R. 5155) granting a pension to John 8. Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 5156) for the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad 
Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9263) granting a pension to Abraham J. Buckles; 

A bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to Edwin J. Godfrey; 

A bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. MeIntosh; and 

A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of 
the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. . 

Mr. BECK. I move, at the request of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, that the Senate agree to the conference asked 
for by the House on the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. HALE. Is there a request for a conference? 

Mr. BECK. Yes; but the House has not named its conferees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the message read. 

The Secretary read the action of the House of Representatives on the 
amendments of the Senate. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There are no conferees named by the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The mes- 
sage asks for a conference but does not name the conferees on the part 
of the House. 


les + 
i et us 


The amendment proposed by the Sen- 


66 wane 39 
years, 
so as to read: 


r not more than five years 
protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


Does the Senator from Florida rise 
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: cont eon them, not be e the | se has disagreed, b v 
f a right to ask a conference on any proposition that we send to the Hous« 
z However, I do not care how it is done so that we get the Journal rig ‘ 
é The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kentucky | Clerk 
é state his motion again‘ 
% Mr. BECK. My motion was that the Senate insist on its ame , 
E ments disagreed to by the House, h I suppo means t 
, amended as well as the others. un 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would add ‘‘and disagree to ‘ i 

nade by the House to the Senate an 1dment 
Mr. BECK. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. And that the conferees be named by the Chai i t t tag 
then the message should be sent back to the House to tie f treat ' % I 
‘ t . 


ferees named there. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ofcourse. If they do not name the conferees, mn. 


the bill is hung up. yme im e val . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of th epresenting (mer n peopl a - 


Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Breck |. MeInCG U iS A UPON IBALLEIS LOLA 
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[The motion was agreed to. ture Oo! 3 - i have parti ea , S 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, by unanimous consent, will | 200TS, because 4 leit that it bmy ce ene IM 
appoint as the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate | WOM Seemed to require 16 ¢ P : 
, 2 Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. Beck. ee eee eee ee eee 
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: BUST OF GARIBALDI, view. so that w the treaty « ) i 
¢. Mr. EVARTS. I present a resolution to be passed by t ite | to consi 
- acknowledging the gift to the United States of a bust of Garibaldi, the | extent at st be disembar i of 
i Italian patriot, and I ask that it lie on the table and on Wednesday | culated to mislé the judgment and to | 
‘ next I shall request the indulgence of theSenate to make some remarks | in a false it to the considera 
& upon it. in speaking during this very warm afternoon 
; : The resolution is as follows: speak with a consciousness that > treat l 
Whereas the Italians, residents of the city of Washington and citizens of t | ob ged to ad é ) i 
United States, have, through the president of the Society fora Monument terday, tha ' ‘ case i 


baldi, presented to the United States a life-size marble bust of that great patriot | ~~“ : ae ; ; “as xs ‘ 














y) . : : ? . _. wcor ins tT tne u nce Wty poiiti : AAA 
rig and distinguished representative citizen of Italy, Guiseppe Garibaldi; and according to th AUERCe OF Ps py 
a Whereas the Joint Committee on the Library have, under authority of the | deprecate t t situation can do no 

ee oll we . . 4 O91 . - . = B alf of the . . 

. statute (Revised Statutes, section'l831), accepted the same forand in behalf of the | ere the vy 

= United States: Therefore, ; 

‘ . = - — o » tre ty 3 1a } 

> Be it resolved, That Congress, through the Senate of the United States, express | to the treaty, as th ‘ ma 

t 2 its due sense of the patriotism and liberality which prompted this noble gift and [ trust that shall be able to speak 
Se oe fine work of art, from these adopted citizens of Italian birth, and extend to them and with no other motive influ r 
e irance of the 


the countrymen of the great champion of Italian liberty, the a 











om admiration of the people of this land for his noble life and distinguished deeds. | Ment that i shall express than merely a d 
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what I conceive to grave emergen 
LOUISIANA ELECTION. = te 2 . , ‘ 
LOOK ‘ 1e LD 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration ind Great | 1, the vast num 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to yield in order passed between the two gov its 
that I may give a notice. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday | joen made in thiscountry and Great Britain and 
next I shall ask the Senate to take up the resolution in reference to the ing th exed question of the construc 1 of 
investigation of the Louisiana election, and that I shall submit some the debates in the Senate of the United id in ( 
remarks thereon. Parliament upon these questions, I find 
THE FISHERIES TREATY. agreed or conceded fact ox principle in resj of 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed, in open executive ses- | tions which have arisen out of 
; 4 sion, to the consideration of the fisheries tre aty. Nothing has reached the sta f a delin ent, t i 
% The motion was agreed to. in real controversy durin 





: = Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open execu- | tion now b the S« 


. 4 tive session. The reading of the Journal of the last open executiv: [ can not ca » mind now a sin h isen 
e session will be dispensed with, if there be no objection. The Execu ind been mx lin erious wa ‘ i in re 
tive Clerk will report the treaty by its title. rard to the pr ictio t fF 1818, 1at mat 


The EXECUTIVE CLERK. A treaty between the United States and | ter, of t L733 1 has 1 the open and firm con 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- | sentive ents. I do not believe that 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1988. itor on t ti reement which has been entered 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on + ) 


i lhio- i1livO y bi zie 0 i} bas miiy AMMA 1048 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason }. controversy olving a matter of principle, I mea i 
Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the following arrange- | upon the surface of this ve 
> 4a ‘ i rey : + 
ment may be agreed to as an order of the Senate: | ihe question bas been < ‘ i ATID ES, 
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back to the very foundation of the right about which we are contro- very grave subjects of diplomatic settlement, and they were urgent. 
verting; and I expect that an impartial judgment would be that more | No time could be safely lost in their settlement. 


has been brought forward in this discussion which is calculated to throw | 
light upon the real merits of this controversy than has ever before ap- 
peared either in the diplomatic correspondence of the country, or in the 
judicial decisions to which I have referred, or in the debates which have 
hitherto occurred, at least in the Senate of the United States and the 
Dominion Parliament. 

While a good deal of this debate has been attended with partisan 
acrimony, some of it with unpleasant incidents, there is nevertheless to | 
be found in these debates the most intricate research that I think can 
be found in any of the papers which have heretofore been written, or 
in the speeches which have been made upon these questions. I refer | 
with pleasure, along with others, to the speech of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE], who bestowed great care in the investigation 
of these questions, and who has presented here a historical and philo- 
sophical view of the origin of the rights and the progress of the contro- 
versy about them which I think does very great credit to that honorable | 
Senator, and to which I think the country in after years will refer, if | 
these controversies are to be still kept alive, with a great deal of safis- 
faction. Others have also presented powerful arguments and earnest 
and diligent research, for which the country will thank them in time 
to come. 

I make my sincere acknowledgments to all the honorable Senators 
for the light they have shed upon this great controversy. 

I am spared on this occasion any necessity of going back over this 
long historical journey for the purpose of attempting to throw any ray 
of light upon any question which has been presented here that has 
not already reached its most intricate recesses. 

In addition to the aid they have given me I shall also be greatly as- 
sisted hy the sincere and exhaustive presentation of the true issues be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain found in the labors of 

fon. Hamilton Fish while he was President Grant’s Secretary of 
State. 

I have said that nothing had been settled as to the fisheries disputes 
between these countries. Nothing but the nature and limits of the 
controversy has been settled. A solution of the questions involved in 
the controversy has never yet been finally reached. I believe that the 
treaties of 1854 and 1871 were intended to be a permanent settlement | 
and disposal of these contentions, but, unfortunately I think, we in- 
serted an article in each of those treaties whereby either government 
after the lapse of ten years, becoming dissatisfied, might put a termi- | 
nation to them, and thereby reopen, as has now twice been done, all | 
of this imbroglio clear back to the bottom. We are in that category 
now where every difficulty, every controverted point that has ever yet 
arisen ott of the construction of the treaties of 1818 and 1783 seems to 
be presented for the purpose of having its weight in the determination 
to which we shall arrive. So much have we said and done and so little 
have we settled. 

But in the progress of the negotiations between the two countries, 
as I have just observed, they have agreed, and solemnly agreed—I do j 


not mean by compact, but they have agreed without a compact between | 
each other—as to what is the real subject-matter of the controversy 
now presented in issue before the Senate of the United States. I pro- | 
pose to accept the statements of both governments, because they were 
currently made, as to what is now the real matter in controversy be- | 
tween these two powers, as presenting in a concise and authoritative if 
not an obligatory form upon both powers the matters of dispute that 
require to be settled. 
I think I may safely assume in the presence of recorded facts and 

upon their authority that the real merits of these questions do not lead | 
us back beyond a recent date in history, and are fixed by the attitude 
of this country solemnly and deliberately taken in 1871. Equally it 
may be affirmed that the real matters in dispute were presented by the 
British Government in 1871, and nothing has occurred since 1871 to 
change the attitude of either Government towards the other in the 
slightest degree. The question is now precisely what it was then. 
If I can establish by recorded facts, by the committals of both these | 
Governments, what the real controversy was in 1871, and that it has | 
not been in any degree altered from that time to this, I think I shall 
be able to present to the Senate and to the country a very distinct view 
| 

| 

} 

| 

1 


of what the President was called upon to settle when he entered into 
this negotiatiion. 

In 1871 the Government of the United States, having just emerged | 
from a most unfortunate civil war, found itself embarrassed by events 
which had occurred during that war, and by unsettled questions which 
were pending at the time the war began, with the greatest of the 
European powers, as we think—the Government of Great Britain. 
There existed toward that Government, in consequence of certain sym- | 
pathies which had been expressed for one of the contending parties in 
the United States, and in consequence of certain acts which had oc- 
curred during that struggle, a feeling of extreme jealousy, I might 
say of great bitterness, and it required the control of the very best 
minds and of the most patriotic men on both sides of the Atlantic 
Ocean to bring these subjects within reach of negotiation in such form 
as that they might be settled forever. 


| were then open between the United States and Great Britain. 


They were very numerous and | 


The Senate of the United States, upon the recommendation and re- 
quest of the President, took into consideration the whole situation as 
presented between Great Britain and the United States in that time of 
great international heat and controversy. It was debated in this body 
with carefulness, with wisdom, and with patriotism. The whole sub- 
ject was gone over in the most careful way, and nothing that then re- 
mained open between these two Governments was omitted from consid- 
eration. 

Our Government organized what was called a joint high commission, 
under the authority of the President of the United States and the Sen- 
ate, not by an act of Congress; and that joint high commission was in- 
trusted with the preliminary arrangement of all the questions which 
I sup- 
pose, sir, indeed I know, that unless it was the commissioners who set- 
tled the question of peace between the United States and Great Britain 
just after the Revolutionary war, no body of diplomatists were ever 


| intrusted with such great questions, and none were ever invested with 
| higher powers of negotiation than the gentlemen who comprised that 


commission. Mr. Fish was then Secretary of State and General Grant 
was President of the United States. In anote addressed to Mr. Schenck, 
the same note being addressed afterwards to each of the other joint 
high commissicners on our behalf, Mr. Fish says: 


You will receive herewith a confidential memorandum or brief, embodyinga 
reference to correspondence of this Department, and to the history of several 
of the questions which may be discussed by the commission, namely : 

I, The fisheries. 

II. The navigation of the St. Lawrence. 

III. Reciprocal trade between the United States and the Dominion of Canada. 

IV. Northwest water boundary and the island of San Juan. 

V. The claims of the United States against Great Britain on account of acts 
committed by rebel cruisers. 

VI. Claims of British subjects against the United States for losses and injuries 


arising out of acts committed during the recent civil war in the United States. 


I apprehend there was never grouped together six more important 
and difficult questions than were presented on that occasion, and I am 
entirely justified in saying that it was the object of those joint high 


| commissioners, as it was of the Government of the United States and 
also of Great Britain, that a treaty should result in the settlement of 
all these questions, and was expected and intended to compose all of 
| the difficulties of any material consequence then existing between the 
| United States and Great Britain. 


Our relations with Great Britain, always important and delicate, and 
requiring the most careful bandling, were then extremely sensitive and 
vitally important. 

It therefore became a matter of the very highest consideration that 
our Government in giving its instructions to Mr. Fish, Judge Nelson, 
Mr. Schenck, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. Wiiliams, our commissioners, should 


| present the whole question, and all the facts relating to each one of 
| these controversies, in such form as had been determined and agreed 
| upon by our Government in settling its policy, not merely in a tenta- 
| tive form or in an experimental way, but in such form as our Govern- 
| ment had solemnly concluded would present the merits of the contro- 
| versy in respect of each one of these great leading topics, and would 


eventuate in a full and final settlement that would be acceptable alike 
to our own people and those who are kindred in blood and language 
to our people. In the bighest sense of unity that belongs to a com- 


| mon origin we are identical, and our divisions are found only in our 
| forgetfulness of our race alliance. 


So the Secretary of State, after the Senate and the President had au 
thorized this joint conference, proceeded to give his instructions at length 


| separately upon each and every one of these various topics to which | 
| have just alluded; and so on the part of the British Government, with 


less of detail, but no less of certainty, the instructions were issued to 
their members of this Joint High Commission. The subjects to which 


| the British Government said their attention would probably be directed 
| were— 


1. The fisheries. 

2. The free navigation of the river St. Lawrence and privilege of passage 
through the Canadian canals. , 

3. The transit of goods through Maine, and lumber trade down the river S| 
John. 

4. The Manitoba boundary. ; : 

5. The claims on account of the Alabama, Shenandoah, and certain otlicr 
cruisers of the so-styled Confederate States. 

6. The San Juan water-boundary. 

7. The claims of British subjects arising out of the civil war. 

8. The claims of the people of Canada on account of the Fenian raids. 

9. The revision of the rules of maritime neutrality. 

Copies of all the correspondence which have been presented to Parliament 
respecting these questions will be forwarded for your use, 


Here we shall find the two Governments concurring as to every one 
of the subjects that were made a matter of discussion, doubtless, in the 
Senate, certainly in the State Department, that were to be settled in 
regard to all of these unsettled pointsof controversy between the Unite! 
States and Great Britain, except that in respect to the Fenian rails, 
which was never considered by that commission because our commis- 
sioners had no instructions which reached to that point in the case. _ 

When the British Government came to state in respect of the fisheries 
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of this learning and research with which the Senate has been favored, 
I am very much gratified that it has occurred, because as I think 
fortines the position of Senators here on our sile of t! juestion 
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through the history of the fisheries q 

tion from the inning and throughout the whole line of this history 
down to the date of these instructions was precisely what it is stated 
here to be in the instructions to the British commissioners. As I will 
presenti! show, the two governments, while arguibpg to Oppos te conc:iu 
f have all the time discussed the same points of controversy, and on 
the same fact 





bating that matter any further, I desire to preser 
quiry, what is it that weare trying todo here? 
stated by Senators and without objection from any! 
as I term it, of the se 
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ng engaged here now in the consideration of a 
a view to its improvement, its ratification, or its 1 
hat is the real question which is ; 
we are disposed to concede to 
and undeniable right of Great Britain in respect of these various feat 
ures and forms of controversy, but whether this has 
the state of the controversy entertained and presented by Grea 
Britain hitherto, and whether the controversy upon its face is so intel 
ligent, sy of understanding as that it can not well 
whether it is definite so that we can meet it with a counter proposi 
tion if we choose to do so; and over and above everythin 
it is entertained with sincerity by that Government. 

When one of the great powers of the earth, or the small ones eith« 
is engaged in a diplomatic debate or disputation with the United States 
upon matters which concern both Governments, we do ourselves ex 
cessive discredit if we continue to negotiate with those people when we 
are compelled by the stress of the truth tosay that the pretensions they 
set up are false, insincere, and are not advanced in goodfaith. When 
ever a government negotiating with another occupies such an attitude 
that the motives which influence its pretensions are liable to th 
of questioning, there is nothing remaining to be done but to t 
the negotiation at once, and that upon the ground th 
ment has stultified and defamed itself by the presentation of a falss 
clamor or a false question, knowing that it has no foundation in truth 
or justice. 

| believe, Mr. President, that we 
condition in respect of any controversy which Great Britain has ever yet 
presented to us. I would not choose, if I could prevent it, 
to inflicting upon the reputation of the men to whom we are of socl 
kin as we are to those of Great Britain such a scandal as would 
essarily result from a declaration on the part of the Senate of the 
United States or the President of the United States that that Govern 
3} presenting an unfounded, a false, a simulated, a fraudule 
re pretension, and of putting that down as the basis of d 
‘negotiations with us. If I had the power and felt that it wa 
my duty to say such a thing as that about the British Government, j 
should prefer to have it said with closed doors; and immediately upon 
that declaration having been avouched by a vote of this body I should 
nd that that Government should never any more hold diplomatic 
vith the United States Government, und that after that hour 


oversy between them should be settled only by wager of bat 
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ull measure, the full ou 

tion as they presented it through 
itic agents on thisside. It isa 

It is as direct and as plain as anything car 
be. It involves, first of all, what is called here the headland theory 

hicl the way, is such indefinite 


eading in its application; 


Here is a statement which I have just read 
the joint high commissioners in 1871 of the f 
ne and substance of the British conten 
heir instructed agents to our diplon 
simple as anything can be. 
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expression that sometimes it 
but it involves the question her 








tated, whether it is called a headland theory or by some 
+7 ‘ : , 
I w | again read the statement of the question as it was stated by 
he British foreign office to their diplomatists on the Joint High Com- 


mission of 18 
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The treaty of 1371 : ited upon that with some slight modifica- 
tin? ot of prin é t with a provision by which the question 
wi) had en ( ) y, admitted to have been in controversy, 





be n the two men were—not settled, but passed and sub- 
ed by é ‘ t which involved upon our part pay 
m tat! to! 7 ) 00U and during the whole period of the prev 
jence of that trea tine irrender on our part of all duties upon f 
and h-oil of every d ption I believe, or almost every descript 
w, ie isk why this consen why this concurrence otf 
ion i stat ent t v d presented by each Gov 
re 01 se! not unt to such an understan 
between the » Gove { what the real controversy was ast 


it could be the ‘ egotiation—that they might take up tl 


question w t ( } t jeititin 71 and proceed to base their 


nt or her states 


yy here the t ‘ the part of either Govern 


jurists, o7 ) t gro into the dept of ancient history ont 
question Why are they reaching back to the date of the first origin 
of the controverted rig] tracing them down through all the muta 


tions of affairs, all the changes of government, all the different caus¢ 








that might have aff 1 their presentation with more or less of fort 
at one period or at r? Why do they examine all of the different 

} } 1 { , } n ul it © questi 
t opinions of for | differ not on in 1 
opinior } in t mant ot « ressing their opin where ¥ 
ih y a ty » undertook to represent the Am 
can ( thi ‘ t ro “wk through these ancient archives, to 

t e hidden, dust-covered paths of the past, with a view to 
BEE heth he could not lind something that might alter the Briti 
a | eitsa i! orl insincerity, when our own Gove - 
ment in the statement of it her own commissioners had p ited t] 
Bri mtention in t identical form tn which it was presented by 
Great J ito! i 10 rs in 1871? 

Can not the A t in people get their consent to consider at lea 
th , INT1 1 s were formed about which future diplomacy « 
i 1 ‘ i conducted ? 

] ull therefore, Mr. ] dent, base the argument that I have 
makein t) ca upon the t—I shall not call it an assumption, fi 

I i I will base my argument upon the fact t 
nstructions t ven to the commissioners present in the v 
( rest ‘ 1 t nost distinct outline, and in absolute perfect- 
ne vi ie between Great brit: he United St 
i! of 1 interpretation of the treaty of 1818. 

( the Brit V t issu illed here in debate and in 
Fish’s instructio viland theory,’’ a theory that we den 
nt e same ta in ir denial that that was what we denied 
That vy t tenti upon which we took issue. We 
out the ple : n which we took issue in our papers in order that 
it might b ] Y inderstood by our OWh COMMissioners precise 

Issue Wa 


m ‘*headland’’ or the ‘‘ headland theory ’’ 





has had a sort of 











application from t » to time in the dispatches and papers that have 
passed between th vernments, andeven in the courts, which is so1 
what misleading and confusing. In the first. instance, the headland 
theory rmed, was presented by the british Government 
whe the va nmenced making seizures before 1818, 50 or GO m 
from the ¢ si é runswick, when she was roaming about in t 
seas there, capturing American or French ships that were found any- 
where prepared to fish thin 50 or 60 miles of land. 
Why was the Java there? What was the British idea at that t 
Why, it was the idea that was so clearly stated by the Senator ! 
GEO E|, and argued with so much force and clea 





ness and upon su iuthentie and indisputable historical facts, that in 
ailed in that part of the world precise 


the same idea that prevailed later in Russia in relation to the Behru 
Sea. thatany great power had the right to extend its jurisdiction ont ov 















any sea within the power of its military and naval cor tl 
right, in the first instance, to possess itself, and after 
hould grow into a prescriptive right, to claim against all C1 
of t W i exclusive privilege of taking fish within i 
broad open wate that were appurtenant—not those tl iy 
within the iction of the country absolutely, but bel rt 
of appana po The Sena from Mississippi claimed m 
speech that if w within a very late date that the British Gove if 
in treating 1 1 the French Government, provided a limita f 60 
hil 5 ire i 

M GEOR Ninety 1 es 

Mr. MO LN Jinety ; from land, across which a Frenchma 
did not dat » go with shing vessel unless he dared to beard 
Britis] e the equences, 

mM Was pl ed here yesterday—it was first explained 


by the Senator 1 Missi | Mr. GEORGE | 


we became a party to 
the admission of this ancient theory in regard to the control 


Ol the 


fisheries and fishing rights when in the treaty of 1783 we accepted from 
the British Government the right of fishing on the Banks of Newfound 


land. Senators get up h and make great declamation, fulminate | 
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oratorical periods, powerful and round, and reverberating throughout 
the earth, in respect of the absurdity, as they « f Great Britain 
having passed to us in 1783 the right to fish on the high-seas—a right 
they say that had been possessed by the people of all na tin 
reof the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. e x 
to the point, though it is only a modern instance, where we say it 
the people of every nation on earth have a right to fish in the gr 
( and seas, provided they do not come within the jurisdicticnal 
limits of some other power; but the jurisdictional limits always m 
t its o s rand have aly dor 
y 1 ava wa ( } wout a Die yu l 
' jor 00 n ‘ I t y ! 
il d having them conde ‘ e was act ‘ ; 
i 1 then not « re yal i ‘ i here W 1 
strong enough in the contempla } d judgme oO 
that day to justify the Java in ma r the 
coast of the Br sn p ssions 
Phen the British Government fell back to a her line, a line t 
they called the ‘* headland line,’’ within which they attempted to ji 





fy their jurisdictional power and say that their jurisdictional right 








to control in all matt of civil polity reached beyond the fringe of 3 
n $s or a marine league out to that part of the sea which might be in- 
‘ ed in a headland line drawn from promontor oints far dis 
i} ti 
e 
( 1 
t]} 
col 
a 
i i AL 
cor! 
Ay 
i 
bet 
the headland theory, which is the right to fish within 3 miles of the 
bays, harbors, © s, etce., in Her M ty’s dominio and the other 
in regard to the right of the fishermen of the United States to go 
into Canadian ports and harbors for any pu other than the pur- 
Pp of purchasing y l t obtai wat und for repairing « - 
‘ ind gaining sheltex 
lo show the care with which this conclusion was arrived at by « 
( iment 1 w | attenti to th ed! vhich re pro} 
on our part—t t our commissioners mig iggest or might incorpo 
I e in the trea that they were about to negotiat 
5.—REMI IES 
that this class of questions may be adjusted, eithe 
ipon the terms upon which the whole of the reserved fish 





ypen to American fishermen, which might be a 
obnoxious laws, and the abrogation of the disput 
irbors, etc.; or, fail at— 
e construction of t I renunciation: 1 
i a line should be run by a joint commission to « 
1 the American fishermen are to be excluded. 
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Lefore passing from this part of this second suggestion of a remed 
recur to the fact that in the treaty of 1854 for the first time it 
ipted to mark the boundaries in which the Americans had the tull 

liberty of fishing jointly with the British people and those parts of tl 
coasts of the provinces on which they had no right to fish, and ample 
provision was made for the demarkation of these boundary lines. So 


3 early as 1554, and long before that, indeed, the necessity existed for 











aving somedemarkation, some manner of designation of the line outside 
of which the Americans might fish. That occurred to all the diploma- 
tists on both sides, and Mr. Fish, approving the idea which Mr. Se ward 
] i, through Mr. Adams, to the British Government, of hav- 

mor limit of fishing-lines by a joint commission, urg: 
rh commissioners that that would be one of the ava 
able remedies for the then existing difficulties between the two cou 


tries. ‘Thesecond point that he refers to under the second head i 
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"y repealing the obnoxious laws, and 
“nforcing the colonial rights, the pe 


same, and a mixed tribunal to enforce 










o they followed Mr. Seward again. Therewas no provision of th 
i in the treaty of 1854, but it was evident that there was rocognize« 
hese instructions the necessity that I have frequently urged bet 
this body, that the treaty of 1818 was totally defective in respect to t! 
asures to be t n for the enforcement of colonial rights and 
penalties to be inflicted, and they were silent as tothe tribunal to which 


ese different troubles as they arose might be referred for adjudicat 

t was obvious to Mr. Fish, as it has been to every American states- 

man, until somebody was found who was under the necessity of raki 
riticism and objection that human ingenuity could 

for the purpose of visiting disparagement and even contempt upon 

the present Administration—every American citizen and statesm 

who ever read the treaty of 1818, and who had followed the course 


events which led to the collisions growing out of the imperfections ol 


that treaty, recognized, what Mr. Fish recognized in these instructions, 
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The total ) much beyond that since; but I shall 
not now present th ficts 

ri f f Ne re p ‘ y deep-sea fisheries. The con- 
R tii \ ta opin i that ‘ t aggregate products of the 
W e « il fisher t hor which are pursued chiefly for 
I erel and he ) th er portion; probably not more than 
one-fourth of the w 

Ther t relate oO 

4 A HE AM AN FISHERT 

Mr. Mortime oO ‘ slat Ha , Says The number of American 
fishin essels en in the deep-sea fisheries off the coasts of the British North 
American Provinces is,as near as can be estimated, about 1,400, with an aggre 
gate tonnage of nearly 100,000 tons,employing about 17,000 men. They pursue 
the fisheries on the Banks of Newfoundland,in the Gulfof St. Lawrence, and 
on the Western Banks. On the Banks the fisheries are pursued for cod and 
halibut, and in the Gult 3t. Lawrence principally for mackerel 

The capital employed in these fisheries is estimated at between eight and 
nine millions, The aggregate annual yield is about $7,000,000. The de p-sea 
fisheries are exclusive of the inshore fisheries, which were alone affected by 
the abrogation of the reciprocity treaty. During the existence of that treaty, 
and subsequently, to a limited extent, under the license system, the inshore 
fisheries were pursued by our fishermen chiefly for mackerel. The quantity so 
taken, however, did not exceed, on an average, in any one year, more than 
one-fourth of the whole catch of that deseription of fish.’’— Manuscript dispalch 
No. 397, January 23, 1571 


Mr. EK. H. Derby, of Boston, says: ‘The fisheries of the State of Massachu- 
setts for whale, cod, mackerel, and herring produce 
which less than a sixth are usually drawn from our fisheries in the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence Manuscript review of the Ottawa view of the President's m 

Item 5 relates to ,’? upon which it was 
remarked as follows 


re ssage. 


‘*markets for Canadian fish 


5. MARI 
The Newfoundland-cured codfish find a large market in Spain, Portugal, the 
Mediterranean, South America, and the West Indies, 
With thatexception, the United States furnish the best market 
especially as to mackerel, has not been injured by t 
procity treaty, 


HTS FOR CANADIAN FISH 


fhis market, 


he abrogation of the reci- 





That is a point worth noticing: 

The Newfoundland-cured codfish find a large market in Spain, Portuga 
Mediterranean, South America, and ithe West Indies 

With thatexception, the United States furnish the best market. This market, 

ally as to mackerel, has not been injured by the abrogation of the reci- 
ity treaty. 


lth 


espe 
pre 
Quoting now from the report of the consul at Halifax: 


It was fully demonstrated, during the existence of the reciprocity treaty, that 
the admission of American fishing vessels to a common participation in the 
privileges accorded to British vessels, instead of being injurious, was, on the 
whole, beneficial to the interests of the provincial fishermen.—Manuscript re- 
po f the consul at Halifax, January 23, 1371. 


Now we commence with the— 


6 DIPLOMATIC HISTORY, 

ries were acquired to Great Britain by the (reaty of Paris 
(1763), w d the French dominion on this continent, and were en- 
joyed from that time till the Revolution by the inhabitants of the original thir- 
teen States in common with the other inhabitants of the British Empire. 


rhitnat 





o the British people throughout the world had just the same inter- 
est in these fisheries as the people of the colonies, according to this, 
during the twenty years that we held them before the treaty of 1783 
was made, That right of which I speak with so much confidence as 
being one of the rights of our country, was one enjoyed twenty years 
before the treaty of 1783. even by the British people, and all of the 
british people, whether they lived beyond the Atlantic Ocean or lived 
this side, had the same right in the colonial fisheries that we had. 
Mr. GEORGE. Because they were British. 

Mr. MORGAN, Simply because they were British people. The 

benefits of the treaty of Paris inured to all the subjects of the British 

crown, it made no difference where they were in the world. 
November 30, 1782: 


on 


T 


+} 1—e9 
bhi Uhhe 


‘negotiations preceding the treaty of 1783 a 


duce the American commissions to give 


n attempt was made to in- 
up the fisheries, which John Adams 








met by saying, “I will never put my hand to any article without satisfaction 
about the fisheries Finding the commissioners firm on this question, the pro 
v malarticles were signed November 3), 1782, and 
: ie definitive treaty of peace”’ was signed, of which the third article (being 
identical with Article LIT of the provisional article) read thus: 
‘ ARTICLE Ill, 
‘It is agreed that the people of the United States shall continue to enjoy un- 


nd on the Grand Bank 
Gulf of St 


molested the right to take tish of every k ,and on ali the 
other ban] Newfoundland; also in the Lawrence, and at all 
other places in the sea where the inhabitants of both countries used at any time 
heretofore to fish; and also that the inhabitants of the United States shall have 
liberty to take fish of every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as 
British fishermen shall use (but not to dry or cure the same on that island); 
and also on the coasts, bays, and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty's 
dominions in America; and that the American fishermen shall have liberty to 
dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Sco- 
tia, Magdalen Islands, and Labrador, so long as the same shal! remain unset 
tled: but so soon as the same, or either of them, shall be settled, it shall not be 
lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure fish at such settiement, without a 
previous agreement for that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or pos- 
of the ground.” 


3s of 





sessors 


Proceeding, the Secretary says: 

The fisheries were among the questions discussed by the commissioners for 
negotiating the treaty of peace that closed the war of 1812, The United States 
commissioners claimed that the treaty of 1783 conferred no new rights upon 
the United States; that it was an agreement as to a division of property which 
took place on the division of the British Empire after the success of the Amer 
can Revolution, and was not in that respect abrogated by war. The British 
commissioners, on the other hand, held that, while the treaty of 1783 recog- 
nized the right of the United States to the deep-sea fisheries, it conferred privi- 
leges — 
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Italicizing the word— 
as to the inshore fisheries and the use of the sh« 
laration of war, the parties being unable to agree. 
Foreign Relations, volume 3, pages 732 


res which were lost by a dec. 

See Amer.can State Papers, 
et seq.). 

There the Secretary of State takes the distinction in the settlement 
that was made of this matter in 1818, between privileges granted us in 
respect of the inshore fisheries and the rights which belonged to us as 
was alleged and was admitted of fishing anywhere in the deep sea. 

rhe treaty of Ghent was concluded without allusion to the fisheries. 

Lord Bathurst instructed the governor of Newfoundland that “on the decla- 
ration of war by the American Government, and the consequent abrogation of 
the then existing treaties, the United States forfeited, with respect to the fish 
eries, those privileges which are purely conventional; and, as they have not 
been renewed by stipulation in the present treaty, the subjects of the United 
States can have no pretense to any ri ht to fish within the British jurisdiction, 
or to use the British territory for purposes connected with the fisheries.’’—Re- 
view of President’s message, Ottawa, December, 1870. 


Making the distinction between the rights that are obtained to fish 


| on the high seas under the treaty of Paris, and the privileges which 


yearly about $12,000,000, of | 


were conceded to us under the treaty of 1783 to fish and to use the 
shores for landing and drying fish and the like. 


This position resulted in a long correspondence between Mr. John Quincy 
Adams and Lord Bathurst, which ended by the British Government adhering 
to its position. 

‘That was in 1815-16. 

The correspondence may be found in Forcign Relations, volume 4, page 352, 
et seq. 

Mr. Bagot, British minister at Washington, reasserting Lord Bathurst's con- 
struction of the treaty of 1783, and of the effect of the war, proposed a new ar- 
rangement upon the basis of a concession of the right to cure fish on certain 
coasts, to fish within British limits on certain coasts, and of a renunciation of 
the right to fish within those limits on all other coasts, The first proposition 


? 


de was not an acceptable one. 
December 31 of the same year, 1815 I believe it was— 


Another proposition was made, which, although not accepted, appears to have 

n the basis of the subsequent arrangement. (Jbid,. page 365 et seq.) 

August 8, 1817,—Instructions having been issued by Great Britain to seize for- 
ign vessels fishing or at anchor in any of the harbors or creeks in Her Majes- 

s British North American possessions, or within their maritime jurisdiction, 
id send them to Halifax for adjudication, several vessels were seized, and in- 

nation officially communicated to this Government. (Jbid., page 379.) 

Chat was to seize foreign vessels, not ‘‘American vessels,’’ but all for- 
hing in Her Majesty’s possessions or within their mari- 
time jurisdiction. On the 22d day of May, 1818— 

Mr. Gallatin, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to France, 
and Mr. Rush, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Great Brit- 
ain, were then empowered “to agree, treat, consult, and negotiate of and con- 
cerning the general commerce between the United States and Great Britain 

nd its dominions or dependencies, and such other matters and subjects inter- 
esting to the two nations as may be given to them in charge, and to conclude 
and sign a treaty or treaties, convention or conventions, touching the prem- 
ises (Ibid,, page 372.) 

(heir instructions related to the prolongation of the treaty of commerce of 
ISLS (8 Stututes at Large, 228) to the commerce and in!‘ercourse with the British 
colonies in Wie West Indies and North America; to indemity to the owners of 
slaves carried away a(ter the ratification of the treaty of Ghent; to the bound- 
y line between the United States andthe British possessions; and to the fish- 
(Ibid., pages 371, 37. 

hey arranged for all these points, except the commerce with the colonies, in 
which the British ministry of that day were not disposed to allow the United 
Statestoshare. (JLid., page O80, 

September 17, 1518.—At the third conference of the commissioners the Ame1 

an plenipotentiaries submitted their proposed articles, among which was the 
following relating to the fisheries: 


Article A is follows: 





eign vessels fis 











eries, 


as 


® ARTICLE A, 


Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United 
states for the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasts 
bays, harbors, and creeks of Liis Britannic Majesty's dominions in America, it is 
agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabitants of the said 
United States shall continue to enjoy, unmolested, forever, the liberty to take fish of 
every kind on that part of the southern coast of Newfoundland which extends 
from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, and the western and northern const of 
Newfoundland from the said Cape Ray to Quirpon Island, on the Magdalen 
Islands, and a!so on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeksfrom Mount Joli, on th« 
outhern coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits of Belie Isle,and thence 
orthwardly indefinitely along the coast; and that the American fishermen shall 
also have liberty, forever, to dry and cure fish in any of the unsettled bays, har 
bors, and creeksof the southern part of the coastof Newfoundland, here abov« 
described, of the Magdalen Is'ands, and of Labrador, as here above described ; but so 
oon as the same, or either of (hem, shail be settled, it shall not be lawful for the 
said fishermen to dry or cure fish atsuch se(tlement without previous agreement 
for that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground: 
and the United States hereby renounce any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed 
by the inhabitants thereof to take, dry, or cure tish on or within3 marine miles 
of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, and harbors of His Britannic Majesty's do- 
minions in America not included in the above-mentioned limits, 


There is a foot-note to the print of this article, which is called ‘‘Ar- 
ticle A.’’ The foot-note says: 
The words in italics were erased 
most cases other words substituted 
The only words to which I shall call attention that were erased 
subsequently and other words substituted in their place are in the 
proviso to this proposition which they submitted to the British com- 
missioners. It has been very frequently stated here that this propo- 
ition emanated from the Americans, and the words of the proviso as 
they presented them are as follows: 

Provided, however, That the American fishermen shall be admitted to enter 
such bays and harbors for the purpose only of obtaining shelter, wood, water, 
and bait, but under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent their dry- 


ing or curing fish therein, or in any other manner abusing the privilege hereby 
reserved to them, ’ 











as the avYsle was finally agreed to, and in 
in their places. (See post.) 








alt 
Mr. GEORGE. Fron y { r 
Mr. MORGAN, ‘* Obtain neludes every method of ¢ 
Now, it does seem to me that altert com yn had pre 
language and the British commissioners rejected it, we 

cluded from saying that the treaty of ISIS conveyed to 1 


right or a privilege of obtaining bait within either harbors o1 


do not urge that or state it, except for the purp of ShOW!1 


at least in some sort justified the british contention on that 


tine h t 
1¢ 

¢ nre 

S eith \ 


bavs I 
ng that 


sub ect 


I do not understand that we have the rightto prescribe to the britis! 
Government what construction they should p n the language 





this treaty or any other treaty; we are notsitti judg 
claims at all: we are negotiating with them; weare treating 
} about this matter, trving to come to an accommodation 


about it. And, as I remarked 
question that most concerns us, an 
cerns us, is whether or not the contention that they present 
included within the purview of the instrument we are cor 
about, and the next is, whether it is sincere, for if it Is sin 
proper subject-matter of negotiation; if insincere, It isasub 
of an indignant refusal to discuss it. 


> outset of my speech t 





in fact the first que 




































Then the British commissioners came truck « 
this matter of purchasing bait; but they put something else in which 
seemed to have a bearing on our vessels at the time 

October 6, |! At the fifth conferen the British pl entia . 
sented a counter project, of which the part relating to the fishe s was 
following language 

“ARTICLE A 

It is agreed that the inhabitants of the United States shall have libe 
take fish of every kind on that part of the western coast of New uN i 
which extends from Cape Ray to the lirpon Islands, and t t part « 

yuthern and eastern coast of Labrador which extends from Mount litoH 
ngdon Islands. And it is further agreed that the he € f the Unite 

tates shall have liberty to dry and cur } in any ~ ed bays, ha 
rs, and creeks of tl s rand st coast I ) ‘ 
same shall remain u a as tl ~ any rt the 
shall be settled, it shall not f said f erme to cure f 
without a previous agreement for t t purpose wit t] j a ~ re 
* tors, or possessors of the groun 

And itis further agreed that nothing contained in this article shall be « 

' st d to give to the inhabitants of the United States an erty tot e fis 
wit ers of His Britannic Majesty's territo s,as above des ‘ 

; it is the part of the United States that the fis! the [ 

: ¢ states resorting to the mouths of such rivers shall not struct t I gat 

e : thereof, nor willfully injure nor destroy the fish within the s eit ! a 

. : ting? cross the mouths of such rivers « nyo r ins whateve 

= a His Britannic Majesty further agrees that the vess« the I i States 

- ait l le engaged in such fishery, shall have liberty to er he t sand 

t : bors of any of His Britannic Majesty's dominions in North America f 

. purpose of shelter or of repairing damages therein, and of 7 sing w 

¥ i obtaining water, and for no other purpose, and ly sels t t > ) 
¢ said bays and harbors shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary 
to prevent their taking, drying, or curing fish therein 

‘it is further weil understood that the liberty of taking, drying. and eu 

s] ranted in the preceding part of this article. sha not be construed to ex- 


oS a 





x 
ly privilege of carrying on trade with any of His Britan: 
j 














tic Majesty 


subjects resid within the limits hereinbefore assigned to the use of the fish 
men of the United States for any of the purpose i 

id in order the more effectually to guard agair gling, itshall not be 

vi law or the vessels of the United States engaged in the said fishery to have on 
board any goods, wares, or merchandise whatever, ¢ pt such as may be nex 

essary ‘the prosecution of t ie fishery or the supp« of the fishermen while 

engaged therein, or in the prosecution their voyages to and from the said 

fishing grounds. And any vessel of the United States which shall contravene 

this regulation inay be seized, condemned, and connhscated, together with he 
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foundland, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Quebec, or whatever govern- 
ment it was upon whose coasts these difficulties might occur. Why 
did not the Government of the United States, with all those splendid 
men around the Capitol and within reach of itsadvice, make some com- 
plaint in 1519 or 1520 against the passage of that law? 

Why was it not then suggested that the Empire of Great Britain had 
no power to confer upon those loca] jurisdictions the power of execut 
ing her laws under the treaty of 1818? The argument answers itself. 
It does not need any answer; it is too palpable. The Government of 
the United States, in the very initiation of the whole controversy, ac 
knowledged, first, the power of Great Britain to enforce these penal- 
ties by act of Parliament; and, secondly, to employ the governor of 
Newfoundland as the instrumentality through whom these orders could 


be given, thus putting the matter in his executive discretion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Upon that point may I ask the Senator whether it 
is not required, in the event of the execution of a judgment against 
any of our Vv , that it must be with the consent of an imperial 
olhicer? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; the governor-general of Canada is an impe- 


rial officer, and, more than that, it provides for a special tribunal to 
be organized for the purpose of trial and near to the point of seizure. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the point that I desire to have understood is 
this: That there can be no effective procedure against one of our fish 
ing vessels without the consent of an imperial officer responsible to the 
Crown of Great Britain under the proposed treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. There can be no condemnation. The judges in 
those courts may go on and pronounce their judgments, but they are 
worth nothing until that officer confirms them, as I understand the 
treaty. 

Now the fun commences. 
of 1818 was ratified— 


In 1823, about five years after the treaty 


In the spring of the year the schooner Charles was seized for a breach of this 
act in returning to a harbor a second time after warning, *‘ the weather being 
fine and moderate the whole time,.’’—Senate Executive Document 100, Thirty-sec- 
ond Congress, first session, page 5. 


The governor of Newfoundland warned off the Charles, or some of 


He had the right under 
He did 


his subordinate agents warned the Charles off. 
this act of the British Parliament to warn the Charles off. 
warn her off. She went off and came back and was seized. 

June 10, 1824.—It appearing that the Charles, during her detention, had been 
used as a British cruiser, the vessels captured by her were restored, and oflicial 
information thereof given.—Jbid., page L1. 

Now let us get a little more into the particulars about the Charles. 
The Charles was seized for these reasons, and only for these reasons 
She was found in that bay in good weather, having been there before 
and warned not to come back. Within a very few hours, and on the 
same day after the lieutenant of the Argus had seized the ship, as soon 
as he reported, they hauled down the American flag and put another 
officer on board of her and sent her down the bay, and she cruised until 
the 20th of the month and returned. On the day she was seized, and 
before she had been libeled and carried into court, she went out and 
seized another schooner for smuggling, and alsoa British schoonercharged 
with the same offense. She went about over the sea as a British man- 
of-war or a vessel of the British revenue marine. 

I do not know which character they gave her—with the British flag 
flying at her peak the American flag had disappeared. She got back 
on the 20th day of June, 1824, and then she reported to the custom- 
house officer as a ship that had been seized. She was libeled on the 
2ist day of June, and immediately, before any libel proceeding was 
disposed of or heard, she was sent out again as a cruiser to catch smug- 
glers and the like. She was carried right into the British service, 
and that was in those spirited and splendid days of our Republic when 
John Quincy Adams was Secretary of State. Mr. Adams protested 
against it, especially the insult to our flag. But what became of that? 
The Charles was condemned afterwards in that court, and being con- 
demned, there was but one consequence that followed, and that was 
that she having seized this American ship, which she said was smug- 
gling before she was condemned, that ship was turned loose with no 
apology, no reparation, no disputation about the authority of that offi- 
cer of the Newfoundland government to warn her off. 

Whether it was not so well understvod in that day and time as it is 
now by the gentlemen who expound these laws, I can not say, but 
American patriotism and American spirit seem to have had a wonder- 
ful improvement since Cleveland came in. 

This thing rested until Cleveland came in, and immediately the 
American conscience waked up to that sensitiveness that causes the 
Senators now on the other side of this Chamber to declaim with great 
and eloquent vehemence about insults offered to the American flag. 
Of course, itis something new—a newact. We are appearing in anew 
role entirely. J can not blame them for enjoying the opportunity once 
in their lives, although some of them are getting pretty old now in 
statesmanship and years, of finding an atmosphere in which there will 
be some response to declamation about insults to the American flag. 

February 5, 1826.—Mr. Vaughn informed Mr. Clay that “‘the Charles had been 
regularly condemned in the vice-admiralty court of the province of New Bruns- 


wick, and that it was not expected that the Government of the United States 
would lend further countenance to the complaints of theowners."’ (Ib., page 54.) 
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The British Government there took the ground that because the 
Charles had been condemned in one of their own colonial courts that 
estopped the Government of the United States from saying anything 
about it. : 

Condemned in the vice-admiralty court— 

Says Mr. Vaughn, writing to Henry Clay— 
of the province of New Brunswick, and that it was not expected that the Goy- 
ernment of the United States would lend further countenance to the complaiz ts 

ithe owners, 

Why? Because there was a general and universal admission at that 
lay of the right and the jurisdiction of that court, and it made no dif- 
ference what perjury might have supervened or what rascality or even 
bribery of witnesses might have occurred, the British Government f 
itself not only warranted but bound to respect the judgment of its own 
courts, upheld them, and said to the American Government, when a 
protest was presented about the Charles, it was not expected that the 
Government of the United States would lend further countenance to 
the complaint of the owner. And they did not either; and the thing 
dropped right there. They did not have anything to say about it. 

Says Mr. Fish, continuing: 

It does not appear that there was any further correspondence about this ves- 
sei 

There was a case in point, What did Mr. Fish put that in his in- 
structions for except to emphasize the American concession that the 
local courts did have jurisdiction, and when they had passed judgment 
upon a case we did not interiere with it? Those courts had the right 
when a vessel was libeled to condemn her, and the whole power of the 
British Government would be exerted to see that the condemnation 
should besustained, but Great Britain could not separate herself from 
her courts and tribunals and say we will approve of part and disap- 
prove of part. 

1824-’26.—More or less correspondence took place about the Reindeer and 
the Ruby, which were rescued by force after having been seized by a British 
cruiser, 

There the boot got on the other leg. The Reindeer and the Ruby 
were seized by a British cruiser. They were fishing in the Bay of 
l'undy, 15 miles or more from shore, and passing along by the coasts 
of Maine with this prize in band the Yankees living along the coast 
concluded they would not put up with it, and so they manned some 
boats they had and fired upon the Dotterel that had seized the Ruby 
and the Reindeer and rescued these ships and took them away; and 
thereupon Great britain commenced complaining very earnestly about 
the matter. 


April 29, 1826.—The last letter on the subject (from Mr. Vaughn to Mr. Clay) 
does not appear to have been ever answered. From that time until 1836 there 
is no evidence of complaint on the files of the Department of State, so far as 
known, 


That brings us down to 1836, but in the period between 1818 and 
1836 we had the most crucial test of the rights and powers of these 
local courts and the right of Parliament to pass laws for the purpose 
of executing this treaty and also of construing it. 


1836.—Some complaints of trespass were made by Great Britain this year, but 
on investigation they appeared to have little foundation, (Jlid., pages 55,56, 
57, and 58.) 

i836.—In this year the statute of Nova Scotia was passed, authorizing officers 
to go on board vessels hovering within 3 miles of the coast or harbors; to stay 
on board; to require the vessel to depart; to bring it into port if it did not do 
so within twenty-four hours; to examine the master on oath; to condemn him 
to a forfeiture of £100 if he did not make true answer; and also authorizing a 
forfeiture of the vessel or cargo found fishing within forbidden waters. There 
were many other extraordinary, onerous, and unjust provisions in this act, for 
which reference is made to the act.—Senate Execultive Document No. 100, Thirty- 
second Congress, first session, page 108. 

1833.—The same colony, in an address tothe Queen, prayed for “‘a naval force 
to put an end to American aggressions ;"’ to which the colonial secretary re- 
plied that ‘‘ it had been determined for the future to station, during the fishing 
season, an armed force on the coast of Nova Scotiato enforce a more strict ob- 
servance of the treaty by American citizens.’’—Sabine’s Fisheries, page 399. 

It was in 1838 that this resolution was come to; but an armed for: 
went there and continued to escort and convoy those fishing ships; but 
our Government did not resort to that sort of retaliation or any retali- 
ation; neither did it resort to any effort during all that period of time 
to have a better understanding and explanation of the meaning of the 
treaty of 1818. 

The seizures which followed this course were numerous. (Jbid., page 400.) 

As soon as ships of war got there. 

August 14, December 29, 1839.—The voluminous correspondence which grew 
out of these seizures will be found in the Senate Executive Document already 
cited, pages 59 to 103. The results are summed up in a report from the acting 
Secretary of State, Mr. Vail (page 92), and in a report from Lieutenant Com 
manding Paine to Mr. Forsyth (page 98). Mr. Vail “ is unable to state whet!) 
in the cases under consideration, there has been any flagrant infraction of t! 
existing treaty stipulations” (page 95). 

There is our Secretary of State unable to make any such statement 
as that. 

He appears.to think that most of the cases were connected with alleged vio- 
lations of the customs laws. Lieutenant Paine reports that *‘ the gtthorities o! 
Nova Scotia seem to claim a right to exclude Amerieans from al! says,” “ani 
also to draw a line from headland to headland;”’ “that the provincial author'- 
ties claim a right to exclude vessels, unless in actual distress:”” and “ wou'd 


exact that American fishermen shall have been supplied on leaving home wit! 
wood and water for the cruise.”” (Jbid., pages 99, 100.) 


This seems to be rather acritical report. Lieutenant Paine seems to 
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what was the contention of the British peopl He sa t 
The authorities of Nova Scotia see to cla s richt to ex le Ame 
from ali bays, and also to draw a linefrom headla »h lla 
Mr. Fish pre ents this without demu He presents it as one of the 
necessary facts of the case to enable the J t High Commission to 
make a wise judgment about this matt [t is part of e inst! 
tions, part of the history of the cas 
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of 18 3 aj a w 
That would have been ar t adi i T » to 
protest against these laws anda { ‘ re I 
tion so as to come within the] that yught tl l the 
to enter by their enactment. but nothing of that sort o red M 
Fish in a very quiet way informs the « missioners t 
of the case is, and that these two later laws are open tot ve ( 
jections that Mr. Forsyth had stated in respe¢ l 
passed by Nova Scotia. 
March 27.—Mr. Stevenson I xht tol iPal rston 
to exclude Ar a vessels from waters within miles ofa 
he land to ad instead of from the indents of the shores « . 
2. That the authorities of Nova Scotia had “put upon the st i 
treaty (as to the entry to harbors, et » construction directly 
their o ct, and entirely subversive of the rights and 
of the United States.” obje ) w of Nova Scot : 
sertion, said to be untenal that f Canso is a na vs 
completely within and dividing sever inties of t pi “ 
115, 114, and 115 ‘ 
Mr. Stevenson brot rston’s not 1d 1 
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we objected to them. Wewere right in objecting tot Yn Neve ‘ 
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Gut of Canso, we have but to refer to these and many very much! 
modern instances than the one I am now quoting from to show that ’ t mes.) ystel ) 
the British contention from time to time has been that these are in 

far close waters, waters that are private, that they have the right to Ly 1 ‘ 


















put lights up and charge light s, and they had the r 3 
the intrusion of fishermen in that narrow strait by stoppi 
either in the entrance or elsewhere, and that it was within 
ing of the treaty of 1818a bay to which all the provisions s 
were applicable as to fishermen. That was their contention. al 
We do not admit the contention. Wecontend that that is a part as 
. ‘ ; Mi 3 
the high seas connecting one sea with another, just as we « ided : 
that the Strait of Simonoseki, connecting the Sea of Japan with th : : 
great eastern waters, was, and in 1863 we went to war with Japan upon | name 
that subject. +01 ‘ ‘ 
There is enough here to show that the question about the Gut of | <x... 

Canso and what might be the dominant right of Great Britain or of 
the colonial provinces there in the control of that little strait of wate: 
was a subject that had received attention all the way through, and it 
would have been a very unwise piece of negotiation for an American 
statesman to have left that out of the treaty if he could get it in. ' 

It resulted from this note that the law officers of the Crown were inquired of . 
and gave their opinions: 1. Sustaining the colonial ‘headland ” doctrine, on 
the assumption that the word “ headland” is used in the convention. No such Dr con na nt 
word is there found. 2. Giving an answer as to the use of ports, which is im to meet eit r | i omacy, ¢ hy 
material in the present aspect, but which was favorable to the American fis] { 

men so farasit went. 3. Say nothing about the objectional clauses in the law = 
4. Affirming the colonial doctrine about the Gut of Canso.—Sabine Fisheri: what the british co I 

pages 405 and 406. that ¢ : » the ecnet be, 

it does not appear that this document was ever officially communicated to , ‘ 
this Government r | that oI _— a 

_ 1843-44, —In a discussion, however, which took place at London between Mr. it eon your gu i, 

Everett and Lord A rdeen in regard to the schooner Washington, capt i M W ebst ) ew f ~ 
in the Bay of Fundy, these views of the Cro 1 law officers were officia is ‘ ‘ ¢ 

serted, but without referring to them.—Senate Mrecutive Document No. 100. as | *? bi SEcretary OF OVS 

above, page 210 ef seq. ‘ The 

_So we find how these questions come forward and plant themselves in sd pert 

the controversy continually. They bristle out of it every timea ques- | colle s ) : ‘ 
tion is raised. which, u the , 5 

1 4 2 } thereir for . ar es 
March 10,1845—Lord Aberdeen informed Mr. Everett that while the British re : 
Government did not concede that the United States had a right to the fisheries in hat w i t ; 


the Bay of Fundy, “ they are prepared to direct their colonial authorities to allow | upon the great Ameri 
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ceived to be American rights notwithstanding the British contention, 
which he admitted at the time had some foundation in the letter of 
the treaty of 181%, 

Mr. resident, that was in 1852. Thearrangement of 1830 was then 
twe two years old. It had been recognized, and understood, and 
icted upon. Daniel Webster, the great impersonation of American 


ty, and talent, and nius, and manhood, and patriotism, a wise 
reply made to his proclamation by the colonial 
all commercial privileges to our fishermen, made 
st, and then come the Senator from Maine and his colleagues 
r and impliedly rebuke Mr. Webster be 
uing the proclamation that he did, warn 


uard, he did not send his ships of war and 


itesman, WhO saw the 
secretary denying 


no prote 






upon that side of the Chambe 


cause, 1 suppose, instead of is 


Ing our per ople to be on their : 









punish the men who dared to issue this insolent proclamation: 

Amer n fish vessels are entitled to commercial privileges in provin- 
cial ports, but are subject to forfeiture if found engaged in traffic rhe colonial 
< ectors have no authority to permit freight to be landed from such vessels, 


which under the convention can only enter our ports for the purposes specified 
i for no other 


therein a 


It did not occur to the minds of the most eminent of our American 
statesmen, Edward Everett, Daniel Webster, and all of that great list 
of magnificent men by whom they were surrounded, that the commer- 
cial arrangement of 1830 had any effect upon the treaty of 1818. ‘That 
one fact ought to settle this whole question. Here was the British 
navy coming in, sent in to protect British fishermen. Mr. Crampton 
had given notice that a force of steam vessels and sailing vessels was 
coming to the fishing ground to prevent encroachments. What were 
the encroachments? The efforts of our fishermen to go in there, not to 
fish, but to claim commercial rights in provincial ports. 

853-'34.—The ease of the Washington (one of the vessels whose seizure 
was discussed by Mr. Everett) came before the joint commission for settlement 
ef claims,in London,and on disagreement of the commissioners was decided 

the umpire (Mr. Joshua Bates), who said: 

Phe question turns, so far as relates to the treaty stipulations, on the meaning 
iven to the word ‘bays’ in the treaty of 1783. By that treaty the Americans 
had no right to dry and cure fish on the shores and bays of Newfoundland, but 
they had that right on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks of Nova Scotia; and 
as they must land to cure fish on the shores, bays,and creeks, they were evi- 
deatiy admitted to the shores of the bays.etc. By the treaty of 1818 the same 


r t is granted to cure fish on the coasts, bays, ete., of Newfoundland, but the 
Americans relinquish that right and the right to fish within 3 miles of the 
< ts, bays, « of Nova Scotia. Taking it for granted that the framers of the 


treaty intended that the words ‘ bay or bays’ should have the same meaning 
in wll cases, and no mention being made of headlands, there appears no doubt 

the Washington, in fishing 10 miles from the shore, violated no stipula 
t s of the treaty 





it was urged, on behalf of the British Government, that by coasts, bays, etc 
is understood an imaginary line, drawn along the coast from headland to head- 


of this line; thus closing all the bays on the coast or shore, and the great 
body of water called the Bav of Fundy,against Americans and others, making 
th itter a British bay. This doctrine of headlands is new and has received a 
proper limit in the convention between France and Great Britain of 2d August 


in which ‘it isagreed that the distance of 3 miles fixed as the general 
limit for the exclusive right of fishery upon the coasts of the two countries shall, 
with respeet to bays the mouths of which do not exceed i0 miles in width, be 

ured from a straight line drawn from headland to headland.’ 

Phe Bay of Fandy is from 65 to 75 miles wide and 130 to 140 miles long; it 
has several bays on its coasts; thus the word bay, as applied to this great body 
of water, has the sarpe meaning as that applied to the Bay of Biscay, the Pay 

Bengal, over which no nation can have the rigbt to assume the sovereignty 
One of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy is inthe United States, and ships 
Lound to Passamaquoddy must sail through a large space of it. The islands 








of Grand Menan (British) and Little Menan (American) are situated nearly on 
a tine from headland to headland, These islands, as represented in all geogra- 
plies, are situate in the Atlantic Ocean. ‘The conclusion is, therefore, in my 
mind irresistible that th fay of Fundy is nota British bay, nor a bay within 
! meaning of the word as used in the treaties of 1783 and 1818,""—Report of 


of Commission, page 181 
Ju i8, 1853.—Mr. Richard Rush, one of the negotiators of the treaty of 1518, 
wrote to the Secretary of State (referring to that instrument): ‘In signing it 


W elieve that we retained the right of fishing in the sea, whether called a 
bay, gulf, or by whatever term designated, that washed any part of the coast of 
the British North American provinces, with the simple exception that we did | 


not come within a marine league ofthe shore. * * * We inserted the clause 
of renunciation. The British plenipotentiaries did not desire it.”’ 


Mr. Rush was defending himself then against the strictures Mr. 
Webster had put upon him by that criticism he had made upon the 
looseness of the language of the treaty of 1818. Mr. Fish puts that 
fact in. That is a piece of the information he wants to give to the 
Joint High Commission. Mr. Fish continues: 


Tune 5,184 Che conclusion of the reciprocity treaty rendered the reasser- 
tion of the disputed claim by the Nova Scotian secretary of no importance, and 
disposed of all the other questions for the time being. (10 Statutes at Large, 
page | mo) 

March 17, 1865.—Notice was given to abrogate the reciprocity treaty, the abro 
gation to take effect in one year from the notice. 

186 rhe Canadian Government then resorted to the system of licensing 
American fishermen to fish in the inshore fisheries. The number of licenses 
taken out the first year is reported to have been 34. (Review of President’s 
message, page 23.) The fee is stated to have been 50 cents per ton. (Manuscript 
review of the review, page 27.) 

1467, —The license-fee the next year was $1 perton. (Manuscript review, etc., 
; The number of licenses was 281, (Review, ete., page 25.) 

Che license-fee was again doubled, namely, to $2 per ton (Manu- 
seript review, etc., page 27); only fifty-six licenses were taken out in 1868, and 
in the following year (1869) only twenty-five licenses were taken out.— Review of 
President’ s messave, page 23 

May 22,1868.—The Dominion “act respecting fishing by foreign vessels,” 
passed in 1858, and the third section, amended in 1870, contains, among other 
provisions, the following: 





L868-'69, 


ind thatthe jurisdiction of Her Majesty extends 3 marine miles outside | 
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Section 1, authorizing the granting of licenses. 

Section 2. authorizing oflicers to board ships, vessels, or boats within any 
harbor of Canada, or hovering within 3 marine miles of the coasts, etc., and to 
stay on board. 

Section 3,as amended, provides that any one of such officers, ete., may bring 

ship, ete., hovering, etc., into port and search her cargo; aid may also ex 
ne the master on oath touching the cargo and voyage; and that if true 
swers are not given the master shall forfeit $00; and that if the ship, etc., be 
f gn or not navigated according to the laws of the United Kingdom or Can- 
ada,and shall have been found fishing or preparing to fish, or to have been fish- 
in British waters) within 3 mari miles of any of the coasts, etc., not 


cluded in the limits named in the convention of 1818, the ship, etc., with its 


it kle, ete., shall be forfeited 
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Section 4 provides thatevery person opposing an officer shall forfeit $800, Se« 
tion 10 provides that in case of seizure the burden of proving the illegality shall 
be upon the owner or claimant. Section 12 requires heavy security to be given 

Section 14 limits a right of qction for an il- 





efore a seizure can be contested 
| seizure to three months 

This statute contains in an exaggerated form the worst features of the Nova 
Scotia statute of 1836 

Mr. Forsyth, in his instructionsto Mr. Stevenson, already alluded to, said that 
that statute wasa “ violation of well-established principles of the common law 
of England, and of the principles of all just powers and of all civilized nations, 
and seemed to be expressly designed to enable Her Majesty’s authorities with 
perfect impunity to seize and confiscate American vessels, and to embezzie, 
almost indiseriminately, the property of our citizens, employed in the fisheries 
on the coasts of the British possessions."’ Mr, Everett stigmatized it as ‘* pos- 
sessing none of the qualities of the law of civilized states but its forms.”’ And it 
was styled by a Senator of that time as ‘‘ evidently designed to legalize ma- 
rauding upon an industrious enterprising class of men, who have no means to 
contend with such sharp and unwarrantable weapons of warfare,.’’—Saline’s 
Fisheries, page 478. 


Those are heavy strictures. Even the Senator from Maine could 
scarcely exceed the denunciation which Mr. Forsyth bestowed upon 
these statutes. But there they stood, and this was Mr, Fish writing 
the account of them. Does Mr. Fish recommend that in consequence 
of this state of affairs we shall resort to retaliations? Does he recom- 
mend that his commissioners shall go instructed into that Joint High 
Commission for the purpose of getting damages of the British Govern- 
ment or the colonial people for the enactment and the enforcement of 
such barbarous laws as these are alleged to be? Nothing of that kind. 
Ife proceeds then with the instructions which I read of April, 1870, 
which quote Mr. Thornton’s official communication. Mr. Thornton 
officially communicated to Mr. Fish: 

April, 1870.—Mr. Thornton officially communicated to Mr. Fish the intention 
of the Canadian Government to issue no more licenses to American fishermen. 

Mr. Thornton communicated officially to the Department the instructions is- 

ed to the commander of the British naval forces, by which it would appear 
notwithstanding the decision of the umpire in 1853, Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ent in 1866 were “clearly of the opinion that by the convention of 1818 the 
nited States have renounced the rieht of fishing not only within 3 miles of 


9 


the colonial shores, but within 3 miles of a line drawn across the mouth of any 
British bay or creek; but they are not disposed, for the present, to enforce 
what they regard as their rights.’ Foreign Relations, 1870, page 419. 

rhe whole correspondence in the book last cited, from page 407 to page 434, 
bears directly upon the issues now raised, 


I repeat what I read awhile ago. 


July 21, 1870.—Mr. Thornton informed Mr, Fish that he had ‘received in- 
structions from Earl Granville to explain to Mr. Fish that the instructions re 
specting the limits within which the prohibition of fishing is to be enforced 
ayainst the United States fishermen are not to be considered as constituting ar 


arrangement between the Governments of the United States and of Great 


Britain, by which Canadian rights are waived, or the United States fishermen 


invested with any privilege. 

Now I have gone through with all that instruction. There is the 
case presented by the American Secretary of State to the Joint High Com- 
mission, and no fact is omitted from it which would bear the slightest 
weight in favor of the American contention or against the British con- 
tention. ‘There itall is. I maintain, Mr. President, that no man can 
add anything to it and you can subtract nothing from it. Itis scarcely 
open to a criticism, being a fair and full statement of the whole histor- 
ical situation, including every point in the case which was considered 
worthy of the attention of the American Government in 1871, ata 
time when we were on the alert in respect of every right and privi- 
lege which we enjoyed in connection with Great Britain. 

Thatisthecase. Now, thatcase has not been altered down to this day. 
There is the admission of the British contention. There are all the 
historical incidents upon which the contention is based, enforced, or 
modified There is every allusion to any letter or modification or change 
in British orders, in the enforcement of their statutes, and their con- 
struction of the treaty. There is in fact a perfect photograph of every 
material point and fect which concerns this case, even from the origin 
of the treaty of 1783 and before that time down to the present day. 

I should say that these protestations, accusations, and criticisms which 
are now thrown into the teeth of the present Administration continu 
ally in respect of their conduct in the making of this treaty will not 
hold for a moment when we compare the treaty of 1558 with the treaty 
of 1871, when after all this array of fact which puts the British Gov- 
ernment in just as stronga light of offense towards us as the facts which 
were recited and the comments upon them would justify, followed up 
by a proposition on our side to pay a money value for the difference be- 
tween the rights of fisheries which we enjoyed under the treaty of 1515 


and fishing rights which we gave them in our waters by the treaty of 


1871, which resulted in the payment of $5,500,000 as an amercement, 
and then the voluntary overture coming from us in Mr, Fish’s ewe 
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« es < el ted Sta « ( l ‘ 
Island, shall t idmitted into ea I é [ 
The fifteenth article of the treaty of 1888, which, the way, is t 


an article of that treaty at all, provides— 


a 
Mr. GEORGE. It is a proposition t 














Mr. MORGAN. It is a mere overture, and not an overture made t 
the Senate, the treaty-making power, but made to Congress. The ie 
teenth article provides that ae 
Whenever the I ted States sha r 
seal-oil, and fish of all k S (€ pt 1 
The exception here is ii? the tre of 1871 
except fish of t i s d of I 1 « 
fis reserved 1 Ol 
I return to the treaty of 1888 , Ate) 
being the produce « S « é th s! 1 ( a 
foundland, including La r ns 
This omits Prince Edward I] 1d é 
as wellas from the 1 i 
usua id nece 
like products, b yt } l fish ed « 
United States, as we y ) 
described, sha ead ( 
foundland 
nd upon such 7 »v < i t l 1 
to be ight »> the I 4 \ 
imposed t r ! I i 
afore i < ists « ( ,and N 
States ng ve i 
poses, el) 
! u of } 
out 
2 hipment of ca t 
Shipp of crews 
Supplies shall not obt ed |} € i 
A i ey] Vile i ‘ 
ada and of New ind l é 
There the Senator can draw in ow! i ( l be tl ( ire 
ferent advantages of the ditferent articl the f ym of f 
if this tifteenth article should ever go into I n ich, OF ce 
it never will under this treaty. By « n that t ty wasa er 
much more liberal one than the fifteenth article of the present tre 
because the treaty of 1871 gave ‘ ! ea 
to at all, the right to fish inshore on our coast down to thet! 
degree of north latitude. is 1 I 
Mr. FRYE. We got the right to fish in thei ore ine inthes t ‘ 
treaty. 
Mr. MORGAN. Those places to which we had not made a ren 
ciation. 
Mr. FRYE. All their shore-line. t 
Mr. MORGAN. Thatinel ided ¢ nly t 1e places we h d not previous 
renounced ? ORG 


Mr. FRYE Yes. 


Mr. MORGAN. Chat made all; butthey had no rightin our waters i land M 





to fish at all before the treaty of 1871. hey had under the treaty of s 
1854, but that was out. At the time t lreaty of Washington w: 
formed they had no right to fish on our coast Che Treaty of Wash 








ton gave them the right to fish down to the thirtv-ninth degree of north | t! 
latitude, aud then after having given them t] tgavethem the right to | th 
bring in free fish of all kinds and fish-oil. That included lobsters, oysters ters W 
shell mackerel,and every kind of fish. it i exclude the fish « 1 





lakes and the rivers falling into them Chat was the only | it I t 





2 th i 
‘ ntio t n 
That was a splendid come-off, and the country was well satisfied with i 
it, too—it was a splendid come-off for all the details of the wrongs and | t 
injustice of which Mr. Fish himself comp 1 almost as loudly as 2 


the Senator trom Maine. Mr. Fish wound it up by offering to them }q ? 
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= 
Mr. MORGAN Certainly. | tions of the fishing investments and ventures, which, it will be found, a 
Mr. GEORGI ly there any word or phrase in the pending treaty | are influenced much more by the ‘‘catch”’ of fish than by the prices, 2 
which, by the slightest implication, imports a promise or even a hope | or the duties on their importation into the United States. B 
ale } he tmit i ites tl t > ] Io ifteer arti- - 
a nia iv ad ‘ pted b - ee teuuaey ae | Tonnage of American fishing ess Is, other than whale, for cach year from s 
Mr. MORGA i. Nothingatall. It could not be the case. Mr. Bay- 1515 to 1836, inclusire, 
ard expressiv 1 ed to consider it, and it was for the Congress of the I n Senate Committee Re rt No. 41. first session Thirty-sixth Congress. to 
{ ted States to act ‘0 hope was held out; no inducement was held from House Executive Document 78, second session Fo y-ninth Cc i- 
out; but when the | 1 Government makes itself a party to an agree - , 
ment of th KIC eration Ol Congress having remitted these ' ; 
a on ait @ ilke en e bec 3 bound | © 1 ¥ rs ‘ T 
the t o iwi } ( in not get away, and it! 
i! > at ( i 0 I b ¢ co yan nat I on 
) 
ire iwi ‘ it of 1 I I I nt of 1840 . i , 148 “4 
ihe ¢ Lee I jority reporta 1s41 ] L0O¢4 
ou ( ) t ona '. ( RO 
"] me ore i | a itish itutes, can ¢ ; . : 
voked at th please hey may close their p< i F 
against 0 ‘ ) € to do 80 Wwecan atany ni : } 
ment pa laws, if w have not got them already on the statute-book, ‘ re > 433 1 pth a7" 4 
to author l ; t our port use 1 al i i 
of comi : am 758 || 1874 63, 44 
J WW [ entered to the arrangement tl} ‘ As ; ID || 1875... : 
. 7 : ; a4 ° : 175,2 coseecee és 1 
hie enats m Jain ir, FRYE] 1 Supposed that to-morrow . - 853 159, 84 1877 = 79, 678 
at least would be one of thed to be devoted to the discussion of the l 94, O18 In4 l }, 235 ee 71, 
Ure i consent t) ‘ Mont . inste ‘ ! 124 ‘ | 
com em tie ( on ¢ tne treat ut 1 o'clock 5 wa t l i " 66, 345 
avt ment to-day, ¥v i bave the right to commence its considera 8. cccoscee : Lio ’ 1S . 140, 490 5 67 it 
tion at the close of the routine businessin the morning, for 1t will take ; oy ot ’ aoss Oe saan a 
me an hour and a half to ce iete my argument upon this case 7 121.8 ! 188 7 
Mr. HOAR. Besides the two hours reserved for the close? I 120, € 1S62 U3, 459 Isat am 70, 4 
Mr. MORGA® I donot propose to make the argument in the cl ; } 
I reserved that time for such gentlemen as might see proper to foilow i will now present a table prepared by Mi? Collins, of our Fish Con 
me. 1 understood the Senator trom New York | Mr. EVARTs]} desired to ion, showing the production of the provincial fisheries in the north- 
makesomeobservationson thetreaty. Ithink wearetreatinghim rather | eastern waters in 1885, 1886, and 1887: 
badly, because he has announced his intention to speak further. I] 
fully expected when I made the arrangement with the Senator from | Swamary of tables prepared by Mr. J. TV. Collins sistant charge 
Maine that we would have to-morrow to continue the discussion, but fisheries dirision. 
the action of the Senate in agreeing to adjourn from this evening until | TABLE A. 
Monday cuts us off. So, if it would be agreeable to the Senator from | wa f the products of C clus of N nd- 
Massachusetts [|Mr. Hoar], I suggest that the debate be continued | and, in 188: 679,° 
until Tuesday at 2 o’ clock. 
Mr. HOAR. 1 think other Senators have made their arrangements | Value of fishery product lited States f 1 Can 
in regard to the vote on Tuesday. I know they have. ‘Two or thre: a and Newlendand ING 
Senators have told me that they have made their arrangements to d iat at eee 
part ‘Tuesday afternoon, and they desire to record their votes on the | "Sai and Newfoundland im 1887. nena, $2,613,337 


treaty. So we should either accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama first, that we should go on upon Monday immediately after | American mackerel fishery : 
he reading of the Journal, or else we should rescind our order to ad- | Number of vessels............0000++ wees teeeee SI 














journ over to-morrow, which we have it in our power to do. | Net Serer sens poe esesetaneess velpassunonseed . 
: tn | Barrels mackerel (pickled) talzen.............+. i 
Mr. PLATT. Why not reconsider that vote, and go on to-morrow ? | Value of mackerel 6 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senate indulge me, without my reading TABLE E 
“y t he R , ‘ 3 » “1 i is © ne ion 
them, to put in the Recorp at this moment and in this con rection a American cod fishery in the Gulf of St. Lawrence in 1885, 1886, and 1887. 
series of extracts from the speeches made in the Canadian Parliament, | P P 
upon which I desir to make comment’ ve Vesscls.| Tonnage, | Poundstaken | y,) 
Mr. DAWES. On this subject ? | a —- oe (salted). e 
Mr. MORGAN. On this subject, of course; all relating to this 
treaty. 5 300, 58 544,320 | $14,350 
Mr. DAWES. You mean since this treaty has been pending? 2 co a oes tata ; 
’ 2 22. 05 250, 7,977 : 





Mr. MORGAN. Yes; the debate on thistreaty. By putting these 
papers in the KrecorD, and one or two others I have here, I could let 
my remarks go over until Monday; but I would very much prefer that 
we should commence on Monday, say at the conclusion of the routine 
business, because I do not like to cut off the Senator from New York 
[| Mr. EVArRts] from the opportunity of replying to my speech. ce 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The matter suggested by the Sena- Shore boats, trap,and wear , ioactlicehadis 
tor from Alabama will be inserted in the Recorp, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I first present a table showing the tonnage of Amer- I now present a table that shows the rate of duties on fish imposed 
ican fishing vessels from 1815 to 1886. This table shows the fluctua- | by our tariff laws since the foundation of the Government: 


TABLE F, 


t 
5 


Value of New England fisheries in 1886: 
General vessel fisheries... 
Menhaden........ 








RORDE vevnccvesvensesencese cspaseceesevenncoesouconeonestos ececere cesceseve eicneting seen. site «» 6,395,4 


Duties on fish from 1789 to 1883. 


Compiled from Senate Committee Report No. 12, first session Forty-eighth Congress. ] 









a“ ey | July1,1812; Febru- | May 24,1824,and 
| March 26 and 27, ary 25,1813; July | April 27, 1816; | all others to 
Description. | July 4, 1789. a — 4 | 20,1813; ‘March 3, April 20,1818; | August — 30, August 30, 1542 
| 1808” — ° 1815; February 5, March 3,1819. | 1542, inelu- 
a 1816. sive, 
—_— ——~—— --—--— - ——— 
Fish, dried or smoked 50 cents per quintal..’ 50 cents per quintal.. $1 per quintal $1 per cwt....... $1 per cwt ... $1 per ewt. 
Fish, pickled, not otherwise provided 75cents per barre! 
Mackerel, herrings, | ed caionuiea 60 cents per barrel...) $1.20 per barre! $1.50 per barrel.) $1.50 per barrel.. $1.50 per barre! 
Salmon, pickled Satin dinsthcinsihbtnbonenietiet dne-aliedidelvic aatalhgiammeaamelaatl a $1 per barrel............. $2 per barre! ! per barrel... $2 per barrel....... $2 per barrel 
All others, pickled, in barr Siew idelanesnen ot taiith dod 40 cents per barrel... 50 cents per barr $i per barrel. $1 per barrel. $1 per barrel. 
All others, otherwise tha) bat peacconsconenechscescs semeaennn de osencdaspecesens ‘evecuuiewses qinees dencave comcoenpense veces jevepooupsetecrscincesses| eee Calne. 


Sardines and other fish in oil. seve oceee seceeuccesesoes | seseessoneseswonsesessooseseoes sonensavecconbsessces enseressennececs ootee srveceeeesesceeeses, 20 POF Cent 
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[ now present a list of the fishing vessel 
have taken out licenses to fish in th 








provisions of the British protocol 
















include the ports of Newfoundland, in wh ses have P : 
been issued. The sums paid for licenses : t ach case: 
Names of American fishing vessels that hare been licensed under the ‘‘ mo ; 4 
endi??’—1888 Gira 
‘ 
i 
Name of vess Port of registry. Amount : 
. of tee, ( ] Kland I 
Vi 7 VI 
i 3ertha May ; Gloucester, Mass. Ee Saale 
% “Z, Louisa Polleys ° : do ( 
? 3 Annie C, Hall do 
i ] Plymouth Hock lo 
3 Martha A. Brad do 
' Willie M. Steve: 
: : Flora Dilloway.. 5 
¢ Gladstone. ...........ces00. i 3 ) ‘ t 
Laura Sayward : . , 
, Hattie B. West 4 ; a 9 50 | W ‘ Ca 
, 7 Alert........ anieibigeet iin — cae 13 at 
: Bessie M. Wells bie eae 138 ] ad tte 
Gertie May ..| Portland, Me. . 14 4 ‘ : 
: Octavia A. Dow fast. Me : 57. On . . . . 
% Chester R. Lawrence tiene Gloucester, Mass...... 29.09 | Zranted l \ indiand u t putin I 
x Bounding B w ousnoudane enwisdinaaenne Si ; 81.00 | exeente t | ) ! ght d 
¥ Henry N. Phil ips . ‘ E-vtece cnaiiiian 114.00 ra oh } , 
i Addie Emma, a tiated ga Oe 52.59 | are cn wen 





Maud M. Store FT cccce . . — ° do . . { i 
Nellie May ............ sateen ‘ . Portland, Me 97.50 
John Somes 7 uaueos do g 9 


Edward Trevay 








Gloucester, Mass 





1676 


nial liaitieiicanansiaiicanie ean | 


lector Noonan to Peter McAuley 


master schooner A. E. Whyland, of Glouces- | 
ter, also a copy of license issued to C, Li ] 


Nute, master schooner Fern wood. 


THOS. N. MOLLOY, 
United States Consul, | 


(ssistunt Secrelary of State, Washington, D. C. 


Sr. Jonmn’s, June 11, 1888 


Received from Peter McAuley, master of the s« er A. E. Whyland, of 
Gloucester, 123 tons, from the Grand Banks, the suum of $184.50 for tonnage 
dues, as prescribed by act passed 9th May,1888. This receipt to answer all pur- 


regular form of license is furnished in lieu there 


JAS. L. NOONAN, A 


poses of a license until the 


ing Collector. 


CustTom-Hovsr, Sr. Jormn’s, NEWFOUNDLAND. | 





Received of McAuley, master of A. E, Whyland,{ o 1 Banks, register ton- 
naye 123, the sum of $38.67, being on account of the uiuer-mentioned dues: | 
| 

Light dues . $29.50 
Water rates ; onsnes osccenvevee esaconannauniacis . 6.15 | 

Harbor master’s Gues............---.sesseses 3. 00 

Bcc inten cibcenveigsontnesesstinioenisbaneiabmnnammanianndien eiinaiiienabaeiad 38. 67 


JAS. L. NOONAN, Acting Ovilect 


St. Joun's, NEWFOUNDLAND, June 11, 1888, 


Received from C. H, Nute, master of the schooner Fernwood, of Gloucester, | 
124 tons, from the Grand Banks, thesum of $186 for tonnage dues, as prescribed 
by act passed 9th May, 1888. This receipt to answerall purposes of a license 
until the regular foria of license is furnished in lieu thereof. 


JAS. L. NOONAN, Acting Collector. 


Custrom-Houvusr, St. Joun’s, NEWFOUNDLABRD, June 11, 1888. 


Received of Nute, master of the Fernwood, from Banks, register tonnage 124, | 
the sum of $9.20, being on account of the under-mentioned dues: 








Light dues (St. Jacques)... .coccessscccsceessesscrsccvccceses | 

Vater rates Seaembeianieiis ° $6. 20 

liarbor master’s dues............... 3.00 | 
on —— F 
Total 9. 20 | 





JAS. L. NOONAN, Acting Collector. 
Light dues at rate 24 cents per ton would be nearly $30, making 


$39, 20. 


Mr. President, so much has been said about the rejoicing of the | 
Canadians over the advantages they are to get from this treaty, and | 
these assertions have been so persistently made on this floor, that for 
the sake of the truth I will insert rather extensive extracts from the 
of eminent members of the Dominion Parliament made on 
this treaty during the present year. I do this with a degree of reluc- 
tance because it is not a seemly way to discuss any such question. 

[tf we are guided by Canadian opinion as to the merits of this treaty, 
it must be for the reason that we find no good ground for confidence | 
in our own opinions. But on the other side of the Chamber a degree | 
of authority has been attributed to the statements and opinions of Sir 
Charles Tupper, which seems to be intended to destroy the force of reason 
and the arguments of any American who may controvert them. Asthe | 
weight of Canadian authority is adopted as a guide to control our con- 
clusions and to settle our votes upon a great question in which the | 


speeches 





United States is vitally interested, I present the following extracts | 
from speeches of these eminent Canadian statesmen, without further | 
apology: 


[Mr. Jones, Halifax, April 13, 1888.]} 


Looking at the bill from the beginning to the end, and regarding it very care- 
fully in the light of the explanation given by the honorable the minister of 
finance, and the honorable the minister of justice, I have arrived at the conclu- 
sion that every concession which the Americans demanded in 1886, under Mr. 
iayvard’s proposal to Lord Salisbury, has been granted. Those demands made 
by Mr, Bayard in that year were indignantly rejected by the Canadian cabinet 
in language strong and emphatic, as has already been read to this house by the 
inember for Queen's, Prince Edward Island {Mr, Davies]. We sustained the 
action of the Government on that occasion, we sustained them in defending the 
iisheries, and in every word Lever uttered in this house or outof it I guarded 
inyself against using any language which might be used by the Americans or 
their advocates in depreciating the value of our fisheries. 

ihe questions which were submitted by Mr. Bayard in 1886 were of a charac- 
ter which formed part of the present treaty and negotiations. We find that 
under this treaty all those demands made by Mr. Bayard have been yielded. 
the honorable minister of finance asked us the other day not to press him in 
this discussion to compel him to say anything in defense of the treaty which 
night be used against its adoption on the other side of the line. The honor- 
able gentleman need not have been laboring under any anxiety on that ac- 
count. Ingenious as the honorable minister of finance is in his public discus- 
sions, with all the fertility of his imagination and resources, and I admit they 
are great, the honorable gentleman was not able, during that long and able 
address with which he favored the house on that occasion, to point out one 
single or solitary advantage which the people of Canada would gain if this | 
treaty was put into effect, except that it removed doubts on certain points for | 
which the Americans were contending, but which we on this side and the Brit- 
ish Government behind us had always as steadily maintained. If it was nego- 
tiated to surrender points in favor of which we had been contending, which in- 
ternational law and treaty obligations showed we bad a clear right to demand | 
ever since 1513, if it was to give up those treaty rights to the Americans under | 
the operation of this treaty, I do not think the minister of finance could point | 
to them as any advantage to the people of Canada in this direction. | 

I was then fearing that the honorable gentleman was pressed, as I believe he 
was—for it is all very well for him to stand up here and say that he was nobly 
sustained by his co-plenipotentiaries from Great Britain—l believe that he was 
sustained so long as he keptin the line of their desires; I believe that there 
was a strong, steady, persistent desire manifested by those plenipotentiaries for 
the settlement of this question, and I believe that the honorable gentleman was | 
forced ta yield to an arrangement which, under other circumstances, he would | 
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never have given way to. 
tleman, and without any desire to exalt him in the opinion of his country 
{I would rather have had one Sir Charles Tupper at that commission alone than 
ten Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlains that England ever produced. The « 
was familiar with the wants of our people. He understood the condition of af. 
fairs, and if he could have acted independently in regard to Canadian intere 
and Canadian sentiments, alone, I believe he never would have con 
points, which are all the Americans want, and obtained nothing whatever for 
the fishing interests of Canada in return. 

l repeat, with all due respect to those distinguished gentlemen who were on 
the commission with the minister of finance, that their desire was, and th 

> was,to bring about a settlement of questions Ww hich had been of an 
irritating character between the United States and England; and we have! 
told by Mr. Chamberlain publicly since his return to England that he came 
here to make a treaty, that he had effected it and had broughtabout a peak 
solution of a difficult question which he believed was going toextend for m 
years between the twocountries, 

I have gone very carefully over the treaty,and I do not find that, while 
treaty givesto the American fishermen the rightto enter our ports without pay- 
ing any harbor dues or light dues or other similar dues or pilotage, the same 
privileges are not extended to our fishermen in the ports of the United States, 


I say, with all due deference to that honorable gen- 
t 


eded t 


sole desit 





fhat is a very important omission, if I am right, because our fishing vessels 
visit Portland and Boston very frequently, and they should at least have the 
same privileges in American ports that American fisher n have in our own. 





I speak with reserve, but I have looked over the treaty pretty carefully. 

hen, the other day, I noticed that the minister of marine, in reply toa 
tion put by the honorable member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) with regard 
to the dues paid by our fishermen, lays down the law on that occasion, and 
says: 

In Halifax harbor-masters’ dues are not paid 
nor by coasting vessela, which include fishing vessels 
harbor dues are, by acts of Parliament, exacted from all v-ssels over 40 tons reg 
ister; whether, in practice, fishing vesse!s are exeinpt when over 40 tons can not 
be stated without correspondence with the harbor-masters of these ports. 

I call attention to this because, while the treaty would exempt American fis 
ermen from these dues in visiting the harbors of Pictou and 8S 
Scotia fishermen would be obliged to pay the duesif the honorable 
answer is according tothe law. These are important places, Pictou iso 
visited by American fishermen en roule to the North Bay, and to Prince Fdwa 
Island, and Sydney harbor is also an important place of cali, and if our fishe 
men are obliged to pay all those dues which the honorable gentleman s 
are on all vessels over 40 tons register, and the American vessels are 
under the operations of the treaty, it follows as a matter of course that our own 
fishing vessels are placed at a very considerable disadvantage. 

The question with regard to bait is one of the greatest ;ussible import: 
It is one which lies at the root of the fishery question, and the Americans 
justly understood and appreciated its value when they secured the privilege of 
obtaining bait under this treaty. The result of the operation of this willbe that 
the bankers going to the Western banks commonly use clam bait, but those 
going to the Grand Banks, where they get the fish which are suitable for t! 
larger markets, can not expect to catch those fish without the use of fresh bait 
They are a long way away from their own home, and their fresh bait will on 
last a short time,and ifthey are compelled to return to their own ports to get 
fresh bait if they can,and the supply is doubtful, and they can not always get 
it, they would practically be almost compelled to give up the business 
gether. Lut now all they have to do is to run into any near port on the Nova 

ifax,and they will 
their bait and be out on the fishing grounds again ina few days competing v 
our own people. This is still further a disadvantage to our own fishermen, 
though I do not say it is a disadvantage to our people, because they double the 
price of bait to our own fishermen. 

The whole thing seems to have been a sacrificeto peace, not a sacrifice in the 
interests of our people, but a sacrifice to conciliate the Americans, who raised 
their hands, after allthat had taken place and after they have been irritated ¢ 
such anextent that they threatened—that is the word—the Dominion of Canada 
if we did not withdraw what they thoucht interfered with their people along 
the coast, that they might retaliate in a manner which would be unpleasant 
us. I say this clause with regard to purchasing supplies is one that is likel; 
to lead to a great deal of misconception. I contend that under the operatior 
that clause vessels may come in, as the minister of finance says, and may 
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by any vessels under 20 ton 


At Pictou and Sydney 


ydney, the Nova 
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| cure their provisions, including their salt, and if they take salt, why not take 


barrels, and if barrels, why not take bait? We have the word of the minist 
of justice, it is true; but Il am disposed in this matter to accept the opinion of 
the minister of finance in preference, because the minister of finance doubtless 
is aware what was the intention of it, and the intention evidently appears t 
be that the Americans are to get those supplies under those circumstances. I 
say that Mr. Bayard asked for all those privileges two years ago. 

In a scheduleattached to his proposal for the settlement of all questions in dis- 
pute in relation to the fisheries on the northeastern coast of British North 
America, he lays down certain propositions, First, he asked to have the head- 
land question settled in favor of the Americans. The Government have yielded 
and have given up a contention which the British Government have made for 
the last seventy years, and which the Americans have practically admitted un 
der the treaties which have been made since that time, and which they practi- 
cally confirmed by the decision in their own courts with regard to the seizure 
made by a Confederate vessel in the mouth of one of their own bays—all o! 
which bore out the contention which the British Government put upon th 
headiand question. I am not saying whether it was right or wrong to hav: 
yielded it, but it was asked by Mr. Bayard in 186, and the honorable genti 
man has yielded it and has given the Americans just what they asked. 

The concessions made in this treaty I might almost say preclude all possibi! 
of the Americans ever opening their market to our fish; and how are we to con 
pete with them in the same sea when they have all the advantages of our ports 
and of our proximity to the fishing grounds given tothem, and when, inadditio 
to that, they can take their thousand barrels of mackerel to the United Stat 
and sell them for $2,000 more than our fishermen can get for a thousand barr« 
in the same market? It is only by opening the markets of the United States 
that our great fishing industry can be extended. Our market is there, and the 
Americans know it as well as we do. They have been told it by the honora! 
first minister and others again and again. All our fish must go there, and we 
have to pay the duty on what we send, because their fishermen take the largest 
portion, and our fish must go in at the market value minus the duty they ir 
pose onus. I say, looking at the position of our fishermen at the present 
ment, I regard this treaty asa most fatal blunder and as an injury to our fis! 
men which they will not be able to survive v ry long. 

They have been hoping year after year that as soon as they gave up those ad- 
vantages which they possess in the fisheries they would be placed on an equal 
plane of competition with the Americans; but they see all these advantages 
swept away,and they are obliged to Compete with the Americans with these 
disadvantages against them. Underthese circumstances I am very sorry [can 
not give the honorable gentleman that eredit which has been given to him from 
imperial as well as colonial sources. If in the interest of the Empire it is a- 
solutely necessary that we should make these concessions, let us understand If, 
and I shal! be prepared to make them and to take my share of the responsi 
bility. But let us not put ihe matter under any false pretenses—and this treaty 
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industry, itis in the interest of peace, I admit, and I t that as part of the 
Empire we are obliged t » make s« n S$; a e he e ge é 
man W put it on that 1 i level >t I gro i that 
wea oO cd to make sacrifices he sake of ly t ind to mall ‘ 
' tain a good under i it peopics, I w with him to a 
a certain extent he has taken anotner pr nd € s defended the trea t i 
on the ground that it is in the interest of our 1 people 1 isnot thecas | 4 eo ; 
I repeat that if it we ild bring abouta better understanding tween the i ted I x 
States and the peop of this cou whk is very muc ) » be desired, that is i 
one | t in its favor It is the only int in its favor If ere was » « 
point, that would commend this tre to me, but t i re vea 4 s | 
of difference between the Americans and ourselves fit would ove lt ca e 
causes of irritation which have been brought about by tl unwise fiscal p< M 4 
of the present governn f e Americans are led by it to seet there ar 
five millions of people in this country who are anxious to establish t t ~ . ‘ g 
lations with them which would be of mutual both countries, and ea ¥ 
are willing to make concessions underth to ta inrestricted : 
reciprocity, then I say the sacrifice, injurious as it is to the fishermen along our 
coasts, if it leads ire to se greater advantages of wider comm«e \ s ( ‘irs 
ré 3 betwee itries, will possibly not have been \ va ve \ ‘ 
{Mr. ] nhauer, April 13 Mr. M ' . 
As was pointed out by the senior member for Ha tea 
ions of the treaty will enable American fishermen t ‘ l ‘ 
fish for their market, and it will conseque ntly reduce the Sin 4 
privilege of transshipment of their fish in our ports ie i 
catch larger quantities of mackerel than they wer« : 4 
the time they lost in going to ports in the United States w s 
ing ba k to the fishing grounds will be saved to ther s 
believe, that this treaty will work very injuriously I f 
say that I anticipated the result of this Washingt i i t ‘ ‘ 
knew very well that the home Government was very anxiousto have this ma t 
ter settled, and that they would be quite ready to settle itin a manner very mu 
contrary to our interests, so that I am not at all surprised at the resuit Phat is f ‘ 
' very unfair to us; we w >the weakest party ol the three and we got the worst it 
of it 3 my ra 
rhis treaty if ratified will injure the county which I have the honor to repre ! 
sent more than any county in the Dominion that I know of, for the reasons I ‘ I ‘ ) 
have already given, and I think it would be only well that the Government / i 
should pause before ratifying this treaty, which will work so injuriously toa 
our deep-sea fishermen. Now, I do not wish to take up the time of the Hous I f ‘ 
but I would repeat again, in the interests of the fishermen of the county I re 
resent, and in the interests of the fishermen of the country generally, that I . t { 
sider that the government has made some very valuable concessions Che Y is ‘ se 
ior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), who has just taken his geat, seemed to tt t t t 
think that the c nsdonotamountto much. Well, if that honorable ge ‘ t ta 
tleman goes down into his countyi think he will find that the fishermenthere | ¢ £ . t I - ‘ ‘ 
will tell him a different story I think the concessions are very valuable i 1 i i ta ~ 
fact I think the Americans have got almost all they wanted, while we have got ( t i 
nothing in return The honorable member said there were concessi soul I ( ‘ s 
sides, but he fai t and I have failed to hear any honor ; ' t ! nt i 3 
mie PF po outt which we have got from the Am« ns. oO all t 34 a t ss 8 5 
Mitchell, April J ; , . 
sir, I listened ¥v h the e and « } t spe t 4 
h rable the finance minister, and while I have a sa d that g ers \ for 
man’s ability, and acuteness, and dignity and eloq ) ips no ¢ 
has he ever presented a case to the house in wh La bad 46 Was 8O We put i 
as that putl Ly la Sir, I listened t » | this sf 
Ww ere ta »t \ that ti gO ment 
ol i i tl wil he w one of er 
r tatives of England, in securin s treaty had performed a feat which we 
con i the admit on of Canada, and inure to the benefit of her people A 
Sir, on these p ffer w 1 him, but tho iI iy differ w i ninre 
ition to the praise that he s for the « ssion and th la wh P 
al zave to gentlemen connected with it on the British side, and to the conclu- : ‘ Dow 
sions at which he arrived in reference to the bene it would be to this« ry t « . « 
« i must say that, } king at it, and looking at it the consequences which the - t r ~ t ‘ 
‘ perpetuat 1 of peace with our great n 1 son the south w ring ¢ « . 
¢ iwuch Ik at the treaty as complete!s ‘ awayt terests of ¢ ida t t 
' ‘ t e' articular, I must te se t y t t . 
5 \ ever t yn juences of it Ly ha t 1 and to v es ‘ 
i a e treaty W na got todo that r, not becaus tisa st or a fair eaty \ t 
t Lda, i it is m ind befo [ sit « vn I think I will be able if » | \ ha A 
! ‘ tle ‘ tl t side of the iW 1 he fi ea ievents to ln - 2 « 
the honorable the minister of finance to y that he certai: ylored the t t : 
! ntages which he alleged Canada would receive rather t I speak 
now t for the purpose of opposing the treaty, but I speak for the purpose of . 
putting the case of Canada fairly | o this house and bef t try : w 
Now r,in the record which I hav read of concessions yielded year after 
3 r by Her Majesty’s Government, I think 1 honorable friend will fail to 
pe eive that any strong ground has b i taken or any material support given 
the int f < introductory remarks on ir. ¢ 
i last t to Great Britain s 
"| to ve t ve i [mpire, and one she 
a ! am a recora of con- ( i tof « 
cessions whic consulting the peo- | G 
e who ‘ of the last thirty year at 1 Or : 
ast the last twenty years, is a disgrace to tl sritish Empire and the British | w ~ t I f t 
as Gove nent In sa i what I do I do not intend to cast any reflections on | t k m 
1 aciion of my honorable friend and his col ves at Washingt n. H 1S r ‘ j t 
: very patriotically and very magnanimously ta the blame for the shorteo ; : . 
; 7 as ' ls treaty on himse il for him to do that in such cases ‘ 
ne Il know h m too well, I kno too well, and I have had too much | ¢ ve cad 
ence In dealing with the fisheries not to know that what he did there he I ; i r . l 
é oe ter | ssure. Although he spoke of the largest power in the world be« t i t the time i 
oR + iF aS a matter of fact that power wax not there ¢ eres 
i : _ it was there in name, but not in power; and if there has been an act since the f awat f « e 
. f tio ' is Dominion which has tended to loose n the bonds between should be ‘ ‘ 
i . at hm pire » has been an act which will tend to produce | desi1 et . 
af : t ae i to pron rte distrustin the British Empire with reference to | heret ‘ f ‘ via 
naga, it is this last act of hers in abandoning us and taking | w t s i 
r ise S, in face of the fact, as I ave shown from the dispatches [ | t: v ( t 
e ! . she stood pledge i to maintain the interests of Canada as they | father’s} ee ra f ° 
hg ; an were suspe led in 184 When the tre ity lapsed by the act of | ests of Cana ahs 
; thie : es, where was e Brit sh Gover ent? Read Sir Edward Card- | see this for some e to« ‘ 
a . li’s r es er y *, = _ I = Abs rd ‘ n’s dispat hes. ; ‘he only man give much for the power of Engla ‘ 
sth sole \ 1em 10 has fa s ib $ was the Earl of ¢ larendon. great many points I wanted to talk 7 
Let « one of them, one after another, assured us that England intended to | submitt the proof of these matters p at I 
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t! | y too ich on the time of Parliament for me to 
j 1 e1 the time of the house any longer in 
cin« ‘ i t | had a duty to perform, and 1 only re t 
ail i s »1 t 
irse this tre ‘ pass; there is no doubt about that; but I disappr« 
< ‘ ti j t iericans have grot« eryUning at d we have got 
i I sp of the subject when I say that we have got 
I ] spoken of ar mply allowing us to retain 
at mite il part ‘ britain has over and over again declared we had 
ail ) r t wid has for nearly forty years enforced before the treaty 
put th ‘ brace O ghis revived when that treaty ceased, and what 
alid fis ‘ ind taken from us by the commission which sat unde: 
ih oO I i Crow ré i that England should 
I , i ed! ft ore her ch here, and it is a humilia- 
t J ‘ 1 be done by which professes to ha 
esp ‘ vi colonies. Iregret that I have to speak as la 
now A f 1, but I say this asa duty to my country, Canada,as a 
auty to myself, and as a<« y to this house. 
Mr. Foster, speaking April 13.] 
{1 Ir Both Nine-t 3 of the water area for which she contended 
has been g enti na neteen-twentieths on the coast of Newfoundiand. 
ren. Ti point on which my honorable friend and myself can 
not agrec 
3 (Roth, [am perfectly willing to accept the measure of any 
competent surveyor who w undertake to compare the two l 3 
Mr. I ter, April 13 
N what will honorable gentlemen opposite do with reference to this treat 
Aljt he cour y their papers have denounced this treaty inthes ” t 
tei he hea es that have been printed with reference to this tr y 
ought ved Canada lies a-bleeding,” says the Ma 
Ir ' 4 ? ? 
ir. Post \ ple sur r,”’ says the Globe ry Bay I's 
vict 8 t A A complete give-aw: says the i Chro 
“Oa la | 3 the Ottawa Free Press; “So far as t United States 
are « cer t e got everyt ig they ever contended for,’’ Hon, P« 
Mitchell e tl eri r,’’ Halifax Recorder; ** A base, be 
garly,! 1 er ri r General Longley These are me 
the statements made by t pal > outside 
Mir. Mirene.wn.. Do It und t orable gentler to use u 
it necti with this? 
Ten 
What did Peter Mitchell say ? 
: 30 far as the United States are cerned they ive got ever 
thi er contended for.”’ 
il so 1 A now 
. N v, sir, in closing, I have jast this to say tot 
treaty. Every one k s the length of time that this con ; 
everybody who has! it) story of this question kno wh \ 
has surrounded it, the irritation which it has provoked, hat the 
Don on of Canada, in its large and broad heart, from end to end, will be in 
fay of this treaty, not because it holds every contention that Canada! made 

















not because it carries outeverything that Canada could wish had been carried out 
bu suse it is, as stated by the President and Secretary of the United States 
a fair and honorable arrangement on both sides, in which neither country get 

the full of its contention, but in which neither country suffers great injury b 

the concessions t een made, Taking into account tl fut f Car 

ada, her fut in as well as her present interests, taking into ac 

the fact that we are to live beside one great and powerful nei that we 
form part of another great and powerful empire, that we have conserved our 


a& prospect for the future of a 
hat the great heart of Canada 

t , will beat with this one 
itis a happy 


terests of peace al 


interests to a very large degree, and that there 
permanent settlement of this question, I believe 
notwithstanding the head lines and the strong assert 

sentiment, and ter all this long controversy of year uj 
a fair, a good settlement, one that has been made in the i: 








is 
t 











in the interests of the two great countries which ought to live beside each other 
in amity and good feeling 

Sir, the executives of the four countries of Newfoundland, Canada, Great 
Britain, and the United States have lifted this question from its troubled con- 


dition, have taken it out of the arena where it has been discussed as an irritat- 
ing question for seventy years, and they have come to a final and permament 
solution, so far as they are concerned. They say that this arrangement is fair 
to all parties concerned, and they relegate it now to the Parliaments and Con- 
gresses of the great nation Notwithstanding all that may be said for party 
purposes and rat may be argued from interested motives, I believe that if 
the voice of t} itry could penetrate to the bhalis of all those Parliaments 
and Congresses and have its way, it would result in an approbation of this 
treaty and of thisinstrument as a conclusion, final, honorable, and on the whole 
advantageous to all parties concerned. It is in that view that I support the 
treaty, and it is with those feelings that I hope the treaty will be finally ratified 
by all the powers concerned and will putan endto a vexed and troublesome 
question in what I consider a truly honorable and happy way. 
[Mr. Mills, of Bothwell, April 16.] 

What does the minister of finance hope to gain by this house affirming that 
tre Does he propose, or is it his desire, to convince an exasperated nation 
that those w 








mie ® 
ho represented them on this commission made a bad bargain, and 
that the arrangement which was made is so satisfactory to the people of Can- 
ada that they have not hesitated to accept it immediately and without dispute ? 
That is to call upon us to make an affirmation which we know to be false. We 
know what our position is. We know that it is one of humiliation, and we 
ought to be spared the further humiliation of having these extraordinary con- 
cessions rejected by those to whom they have been made. The minister of 
finance has told us in his speech that the protection of the fisheries has never 
been made a party question. I believe that is tree. , 1 believe that the protec- 
tion of the fisheries was earnestly desired by both sides of the house, but the 
protection of the fisheries, and the concession to another country of the sover- 
eignty over our fisheries, or a common right to our fisheries, is a wholly dif- 
ferent thing; and when the honorable gentleman speaks of the protection of 
the fisheries and then refers to the provisions of this treaty, he is referring to 
two things as far apart as they can be. 

This treaty does not provide for protection; itisasurrender. The conditions 
in this treaty which, possibly within the next twenty-four hours, the United 
States will either have postponed or rejected, are not provisions by which proper 
protection is to be given to our fisheries, but is a concession of more than half 
of the area which we claim to be within the jurisdiction of this country. There 
are many th« f square miles, which we claim to be under Canadian ju- 
risdiction, o1 irisdiction of Newfoundland, which are proposed to be 
surrendered United States under this treaty. 

* . 2 & 2 2 * 

The most important provision of this treaty is that relating to the surrender 
of our sovereignty over a large area of water—an area which must embrace in 
the neighbor »),000 square miles. The honorable gentleman has but to 
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leok at the map to see what an extraordinary area of what we supposed to be a 
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part of our D nio id in that I < le Newfou l as well, w 

it w Id at] st have he d rifi 1 
waited a short time to see whether the Amer { fw 
has en done, The honora gentleman : ti 
will be postponed or rejected, and before it is postpo nts 
commit this house to this proposition, so that it must be n ' 
in all future negotiations. The honorable gentleman fe ic 

e Government is one of humiliation and that the Par } ) 
ou to be made sharers in the discredit of the work that has been donc. 

{Sir Richard Cartwright, April 16, 1888.] 

7 n, in the second plat I believe, whatever quibbles may be used, that 
the concessions are on the side of Canada. I have been unable to see from a 
statement which has been made by honorable gentlemen tha they have gain 
ones : thing for which they have contended. Still f her, I notice that 
matiers favoring Canada were carefully eliminated fr he second treaty 
Washington as they were from the firs There were other utters affect 








our fisheries Which should have been dealt with on t rthwest coasts of t! 
ion as well as on the northeast, and, in dealing with any other pow 


than the United States, the British Government would have insisted that t! 








negotiations should have included all the fishery matters in dispute, includi: 
the fisheries action of the United States officers in the Behring’s Sea, of which 
we have as much reason to complain, at least, as the United States have to com 






f 


‘tion of our officers in regard to their fishermen in the northeast- 


Why was not that allowed to be made a part of 


' r 7 tT ; 
rn corner of the Vominion, 


scussion by the commissioners 
i that it was eliminated for the same reasons for which the u 
rongs of Canada were passed over and were in 1871, | 

it was not convenient for the American Government to be called upon 
enter into that question at that time, because every argument which they cou 
use in favor of the action of their officers in the Behring’s Sea would have be« 


plain of thea 
‘ 
{ 





noticed 


ub 















1 antagonism with their contentions in regard to the St. Lawrence and t! 
Atian fisheries. I fail to see where we have obtained any support from tl 
Britis ithorities on thissubject, Undoubtedly, de g withany other pows 
the British authorities would have insisted that the negotiations should cov« 
t 3, but in our case these points were eliminated from the diseussio: 


tin himself stated that our legal rights in Canada wer 
and he justified that action on the ground of the 
e American people to the people of En; 
utterly impossible for us to pretend 
1 assistance whateve rom the presence of the En- 
nd I heartily indorse the statement of the honorable 
berland |Mr. Mitchell] that the interests of Canada would 
lv to have been attended to successfully if we had 
ius chiefly, been allowed to name our own neg« 


Lf ambe 

dered in this mat 
vast importance of the friendship of t! 
and. Sir, under these ci 


that we had any substantia 





surren ter, 






umstances, it is 








h plenipotentiaries; a 

ber for Northum 
have been much more lik« 
in a matter which concerne 








tiators and conduct our own negotiations, and until we have the power to do 
hat, | do not believe, for my part, that we have any very great chan:e of ca 
ry such negotiations to a successful termination. 


Apparently the Government of Canada have adopted this one guiding ru] 
and this one only, to brag and bluster and bully, and then when you are c« 
fronted with a@ determined foe haul down your flag. That appears to be tl 
y of the government and nothing else. That was the policy pursued wi 
rovince of Manitoba liave we forgotten, sir, how a year ago this hou 
iwith denunciations of the gentlemen on this side because they p: 
a course in accordance with right and justice to Manitoba? Sir, the c 
ssion was not made in answer to remonstrances; the concession was ma 
had assumed the most formid 


ie tf 








I 
{ 
re-echoe 
I 












in answer to threats, and not until those threat 
ble proportions did honorable gentlemen relax their tyrannical interference 
wit ‘ rhts of our sister provinee, So,sir, has it been in the case with those 
fishe rie There was bully and bluster and brag and various vexatious custom 
relations, which irritated and exasperated the Americans, as my honoral 
friend told us, and then, sir, when they are brought face to face with the result 
of their own conduct, and when they found there was serious peril, they haul« 
1 the i ypelled to make this capitulation, for it is not! 
ng eis end our admitted legal rights. 
[Mr. Laurier, April 16, 1888.] 
The policy of the opposition upon this question is simply this: That, wh 





: y is asurrender of most valuable rights that belong 
Canada, still it is the duty of Canadians to adopt this treaty, because it wil! | 
an end to a most dangerous state of things. That is the only reason we ha‘ 
to advance for the course which we propose totake on thisoceasion. Thetreat 


asserting tha rea 





is a coneession of rights that belong to us, that should have been retained tou g 


but still, sir,in face of the dangerous aspect which events have taken, itis bet 
to adopt the treaty and have this vexed question settled forever. 
[Mr. Ellis, April 16, 1888.] 
: treaty before the House which we are now discussing is pretty good evi- 
at point. Take up 








Th 


dence of the change that has come over the ministry on tl 
the treaty itself: the first eight articles relating to the headland question, anid 
compare them with what the first minister said last year on that point. He 
said: 

“There are only two questions in which there can be any contention. T! 
first is the headland question, which we are ali acquainted with. Weall kno 
what that means. We adhere to the position taken by the British Governnm« 
from the time of Lord Bathurst until now, that the 3 miles are to be taken fro 
the headlands and not from the sinuosities of the bay.” 

With regard to the headlands question, I observe that the treaty itself follow 
the proposition of Mr. Adams in 1886, as;modified by|Mr. Bayard. That prop 
sition has been accepted by the Government. Ido not propose to find any pa 
ticular fault with the arrangement made. Some compromise was absolute! 
necessary, and this is perhaps not worse than any other that might be mad 
Mr. Bayard, in supplementing Mr. Adams’s proposal, proposed that bays an 
harbors from which American vessels are in future to be excluded are: 

“ Agreed to be taken to be such bays and harbors as are 10 or less than 
miles in width, and the distance of 3 marine miles from such bays and harb: 
shall be measured from a straight line drawn across the bay or harbor in 
part nearest the entrance at the first point where the width does no excee 
miles.” 

The Privy Council thus replied to that proposition : 

“This provision would involve a surrender of fishing rights which hav 
ways been regarded as the exclusive property of Canada, and would m 
common fishing grounds of territorial waters which, by the law of nat 
have been invariably regarded both in Great Britain and the United States 
belonging to the adjacent country.”’ 

By the tenth and eleventh articles we have receded very far from the gr 
originally taken by the public authorities, and have undoubtedly pla 
American fishermen in a better position to enjoy the rights and privileg 
were to enjoy under the treaty of 1818. I have gone carefully over the treat 
and the contentions made by our own state department, and I have mad 
summary, which I trust the house will permit me to read, of the concess 
made: 

‘We have, by the verv act of making this treaty, receded from the po 
maintained so long in practice, that Canada and Great Britain could im) 
their own interpretations upon the meaning of the treaty of 1818, thus enlarg 
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the least inconsistent with anything which has been agreed to) that will give the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] and the Senator 


the 
go into open executive session on the fisheries treaty. 

Phe PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to so far modify the order previously made that on 
Monday at the conclusion of the reading of the Journal the Senate will 
proceed in open executive session to the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say that I shall not interpose any objection 
to the understanding proposed, but I ask that it be so modified as to 
allow me the opportunity of having a joint resolution, which I have 
introduced and which the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, I under- 
stand, will report, to be acted upon by the Senate on Monday morn- 
ing. The joint resolution relates to the prevalence of yellow fever in 
the State of Florida and the necessary means of suppressing it. Its 
consideration is regarded by the people there, as well as by the Surgeon- 
General and by medical officers in charge of the sanitation there, as 
very important to have immediate action. I thereforeask the Senator 
from Maine and the Senator from Alabama to so modify the agreement 
upon this subjeet as to allow such portion of the time as may be neces- 
sary on Monday morning to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam bound to notify the Senators from Alabama and 
Maine and other Senators that the consideration of the joint resolution 
referred to by the Senator from Florida will consume some time when 
it is taken up. 


Mr. CALL. I appeal to those Senators in a matter of humanity and 


| 


=: . 
| of the Senator from Alabama. 


public necessity that the joint resolution shall have whatever time may | 


be necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
ate agreed to adjourn over until Monday, and that we meet here to-mor- 
row at 120’clock. [‘**No!’’ ‘*No!’’?] Weshall have no votes. 
not care if no Senator is here but myself. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Florida will not interpose. I 
know from what I have heard Senators say that there will be a good 
deal of debate on the joint resolution to which he refers. 

Mr. CALL. But when a terrible epidemic is threatening a whole 
people and a multitude of human lives,in the opinion of the public au- 
thorities, are in danger, my first duty is to insist upon such action as I 
may be able to obtain. 

Mr. HOAR, If we make the arrangement proposed, to take up the 
treaty at the time specified on Monday, I think the Senator from Florida 


will find that alter the completion of the speech of the Senator from | 


Alabama on Monday afternoon the Senate will be ready to take up the 
joint resolution. 
Mr. CALL. 
whole people from their homes and scattering them through the coun- 
try, and such an appalling thing as an epidemicof yellow fever, would 
the Senator hesitate to let the treaty be displaced for even a day if nec- 
essary? Its consideration, surely, has nothing of the urgency that the 

prevention of this epidemic has. 
Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, the Senate has already 
greed to take up the treaty on Monday at 1 o’clock, so that there will 
be only two hours on Monday before that time. It is not a question 
of the terrible nature of the epidemic, but whether the Senate is likely 
to consider favorably the particular measure of relief which the Sena- 
tor from Florida proposes. I understand that there is a great deal of 
diflerence of opinion about that in the Senate. I propose myself to do 
in regard to the matter what the representatives of the afflicted region 
desire, if they agree. 

Mr. CALL. I rely entirely upon the Senator from Massachusetts to 
do so, a8 he always does, but it is my duty by whatever means in my 
power to obtain if possible the consideration of the measure at the 
earliestopportunity. Ihave here a number of dispatches from the lead- 
ing citizens and authorities there urging its immediate consideration. 
Here is a petition f-9m the people of Tampa, another portion of Florida 
which is threatened with the epidemic, urging with very great earnest- 
ness the immediate consideration and passage of the joint resolution. 
I may further say that within a few days, if action is taken, the epi- 
demic may be arrested. Time is a matter of the greatest importance, 
and if there were present here this evening a sufficient number of Sen- 
ators to act upon it I should ask that it be considered now. But some 
friends of the measure are away. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me, of course after the action 
of the Senate the Senator irom Florida could not call up his proposi- 
tion to-morrow, because there will be no quorum of the Senators here, 
and if there is a contest a quorum will be required; but he could call 
it up the first thing on Monday morning, provided the time was not 
occupied by the treaty. 

I do not see any better way to dispose of this matter than to recon- 
sider the vote by which we agreed to adjourn over to-morrow, and let 
the Senator from Alabama and those of us who desire come here to- 
morrow at 12 0’clock and the Senator from Alabama can then finish 
his speech. There would be no vote on anything to-morrow. There 
can not be any possible objection to that. I hope that the vote to ad- 
journ over will be reconsidered, and that the Senator from Alabama 
will finish his speech to-morrow. ‘That will give the Senator from 
Florida a chance on Monday morning with his joint resolution, and 


I move that we rescind the order by which the Sen- | 


I do | 





ee 


Senate at the conclusion of the reading of the Journal on Monday | from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] an opportunity to speak on the treaty 


on Monday. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that agreeable to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis. I make that motion. 

Mr. EVARTS. That would hardly be considered, it seems to me 
quite fair to Senators who may have left the Chamber supposing that 
the resolution had been adopted to adjourn until Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Nen- 
ator from Alabama to move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
agreed to adjourn from to-day until Monday? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama move 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed that when it adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Monday next. [Putting the question.] By 
the sound the Chair is unable to decide. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Chair will decide without a count. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope Senators will allow this to be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis merely to come here to-morrow and hear the speech 
No business will be done. 

A division being called for, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senate will indulge me I shall go on. 
speak from now until midnight. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I shall not allow anything. 
to speak right on until I get through my speech. 

Mr. CALL. Will not the Senator consent to continue the debate 
until Tuesday at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; we can not get that. That is against the 
convenience of half a dozen gentlemen, some of whom are under great 
pressure to go away. That has all been considered, and I shall merely 


I can 





I am going 


| occupy the time of the Senate until I get through. 


Mr. FRYE. 
allow me. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not ask any Senator to come here to hear 
me make a speech. I did not propose to speak to the Senate. I want 
my speech to go in the REcorD, and Senators need not read it; I want 
the country to read it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I wish to 
ask if the Chair will entertain a motion that the Senate take a recess 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow ? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I should like to try it once more, if the Senator will 


The Chair would suggest that the 


| absence of a quorum having been disclosed, business is not in order. 
In the presence of an epidemic which is banishing a | 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Chair entertain a request for consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain a re 
quest for consent while no quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. PLATT. Is a motion to adjourn until to-morrow at 11 o’clock 
in order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the roll-call then. 

Mr. MORGAN. I prefer to retain the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the Sen- 
ator from Alabama for that purpose, the absence of a quorum having 
been disclosed. 

Mr.MORGAN. The business which has intervened was notin order 
it was really all done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the duty of the Chair is plain 
under the rule. The recent vote discloses the want of a quorum, and 
there is nothing left for the Chair to do except to order a call of the 
roll. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bate, Daniel, Hoar, Pasco, 
Berry, Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Call, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 
Cockrell, George, Mitchell, Teller, 
Coke, Gray, Morgan, Walthall. 
Colquitt, Harris, Paddock, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-one Senators have responded 
to their names—not a quorum. 

Mr. COKE (at 5 o’clock and 20 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
Senate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Some Senators have just come in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll ot 
Senators. Several Senators have come in since the last roll-call. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


minutes p.m.) I move that th 


The Senator from Texas moves that 


What is the further pleasure of the 


Allison, Blair, Cockrell, Daniel, 
Bate, Brown, Coke, Dawes, 
Berry, Call, Colquitt, Dolph, 








SSIONAL RECORD— 






~ > 


HOUSE. 



























Geor Jonesof Arkansas, Pasco ry 
(ira Jonesof Nevada Platt a 
Harris Manderson, Sauls 
Hiscock Mitche 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo ty-four Senators ha inswered 
to their names—not a quorum. What is the further pleasure of the 
penate ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Something has been said in regard to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. [The Chair would remind Senators 


that debate is not in order. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not by unanimous con 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No unani 
by less than a quorum of the Senate. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then I do not see that I can contribute anything to 
solve the situation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have a call of the Senate 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest that it has been the universal practice of the 


nt? 


mous consen 





Senate, when a cail of the Senate was going on in the absence of a quo- | 


rum, to permit, by unanimous consent, Senators to make suggestions 
which relate to the particular condition of attairs 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, The Chair will 
the third clause of Rule V. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows 


1ave the rule read 


RcLE V 


* = . * - * * 


Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when necessary, to « ompel the attendance of the absent Senators, 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, 
and until a quorum shall be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, 

‘ shall be in order. 


Mr. HOAR. My suggestion is that it is the universal custom—I do 
not speak of the time pending the execution of an order—when the 
want of a quorum has been disclosed, to permit by unanimous consent 
Senators to make suggestions with a view of extricating the Senate. I 
never knew the Chair to interpose such an objection before in tl 
twelve years I have served here. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be d 
request absent Senators to attend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 

[Putting the question.] by the sound, the noes 


ic 


irected 


to 
moves 


absent Senators. 
have it. 

Mr. STEWART. I call for a division. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 18, noes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Did a quorum vote on the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Less than a quorum can direct 
attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. CALL. If there is anything that I can do by agreeing to the 
proposition of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] so as to avoid this 
difficulty, I will consent to withdraw ion I made, that there 
may be unanimous consent to proceeding on Monday as the Senator 
from Alabama desired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is too late now. 

Atter a pause— 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending the execution of the order 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division ayes 18, n 
10; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned un- 
til Monday, August 20, 1888, at 11 o’clock a. 


~ 


any object 


of the Senate, I 


m, 








SS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 17, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
If. Miupurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceed 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
ings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ANTHONY L. WOODSON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. for the re- 
licf of Anthony L. Woodson, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 
On motion of Mr. FINLEY, the House non-concurred in the Sen- 
ate amendments and agreed to a conference. 





ROG? ) 





ASS 
LSSO 


[ATE JUSTICES SUPREME Col DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1497) to pro- 
vide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of Da 
kota, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, a House bill for the same purpose 
having already passed, 

The motion was agreed to. 


RT, 
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I move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. | disposed 
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ORDER OF B 
Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up for 
present consideration the bill H. R. 1264—— 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of I made 
the House last evening I am compelled to demand the regular ord 
I move that the House dispense with private bus 


pledge 


ss for to-d Ly. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 7 
noes 15. 

Mr. LYMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 


| has voted, the Chair will order tellers 


the House dis n upon the merits and for its instruction one 
V or the ot! 

but there re ; eat many amendments, some of them unimportant, 
but which « ctively would take very considerable time for their con- 
sideration by the House in detail, and I think without much profit 

reas jater ol upon a report irom the conference committee, the 
material questions can be brought to the attention of the House. Hence | 
I oO oO} nn, aS one member of the Committee on Appropriatio 
wil ii still is, that the proposed action, especially in consideration 
of the st of the se on, 18 WISe. 

Mr. BLA Does the gentleman desire the House to understand 
that befo ivreement on the part of the conferees of the two Houses 

hall t e itis expected and is probable that the House will have 
an oppo y to pass on the amendments relating to the zoological 
garden the public Library ? 

Mr. CA ON. I was not a member of the subcommittee that had 
ch ‘ but from my understanding in the committee | 
certainly expect it. Here are two gentlemen present who have been 
members of the subcommittee and who can speak for themselves. 

fr. BLO | I thought the gentleman wason the subcommittee. 


Mr. RYAN. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 


Georgia, so far as I feel authorized to do so; I will answer at least for 
myself. 1 think, so far asthose two important amendments are co 

cerned, there is not hkely to be and will not be any final action by 
the conferees without submitting the questions to the consideration of 
the Ilouse, though I do think it important there should be a confer- 


ence upon those subjects before there is action by the House. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman state why? 

Mr. RYAN. For the simple reason—— 

Mr. PAYSON. If there can be a distinct understanding that before 
final action on those questions there shall be opportunity to debate them 
in the House, I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, I object. 

Mr. RYAN. I will answer the inquiry made a moment ago by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. One of the propositions is a 
measure for which there was no estimate whatever. It originated in 
the Senate; and doubtless the Senate has valuable information upon 
the subject which the conferees would be able to bring before the House 
and present for its consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. How long have the Senate amendments been on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. FORNEY. About ten days. 

Mr. RYAN. So far asconcernsthe proposition with reference to the 
Library, even if that be finally concurred in, as perhaps it ought not to 
be, I presume it would not be done without first submitting the propo- 
sition again to the House. So far as I am concerned, I think that 
would be the better course. It is at best somewhat crude in its form; 
and I have no doubt that in conference it would be unanimously agreed 
that certain amendments at least ought to be made. Hence, it would 
be unwise, in my judgment, to concur in it now in its present form. 
But in any event, my own idea about those two amendments is that 
before any final conclusion should be arrived at by the conferees th« 
consideration of them ought to be brought before the House. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state to the gentleman that I agree with my 
colleague on the committee; and if the Senate does not recede, of course 
the House should have the opportunity of passing upon the proposi- 
tions. 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw my objection with that understanding, 
on the statement made by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman’s colleague has renewed the 
objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
drawn under the circumstances. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not insist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wouldlike to have it understood that the amend- 
ment numbered 118 of the Senate,in which concurrence is recom- 
mended, be also non-concurred in, as I desire to submit some remarks 
to the House on that question. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam satisfied that that is right. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first whether the report shall be 
taken up or not. 

If there be no objection, the committee will be discharged, and the 


I understand that will also be with- 


from Indiana, to non-concur in the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 118. 
Mr. FORNEY. 
Mr. PAYSON. 
Mr. HOLMAN, 
lands. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


I hope that will be done. 
What is the amendment? 
It is in regard to the depredations on public timber 


All right. 


The report as amended by Mr. HOLMAN was adopted, and a confer- 
ence asked on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 
| 


| ginia [Mr. Bowpe» 


Mr. LYMAN and Mr. BURNES were appointed tellers. 
Before the division began, 
Mr. LYMAN said: I withdraw the 
Mr. BOWDEN. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Vir 
] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] 


point of order 


as tellers. 

Mr. BOWDEN. At the request or ge 
insist upon the demand. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to dispense wit! 
private business was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Private business having been dispensed with, ex 
cept by unanimous consent, public business will proceed to-day as on 
other days, and there is an hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. fFask by unanimous consent to dispense with t] 
morning hour for the reports of committees. 

Mr. JACKSON. With the understanding that reports may be filed 

Mr. BURNES. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. JACKSON. With that understanding I shall not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the request that gentlemen having re- 
ports to make from committees be permitted to file them at the Clerk’ 
desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk 

desk: 


ntlemen around me I will not 


MRS. R. S. HORTON. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8) to restore Mrs. R. 8S. Horton to the 
pension-rolls; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM BURTON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, r 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11143) for the relief of Willia: 
Burton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House « 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered t 
be printed. 

A. W. HARPER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claim: 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11144) for the relief of A. W. 
Harper; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House o 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES P, CHASE. 

Mr. LAFFOON, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported bac 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 9925) for the relief of James P. Chas: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
printed. 

GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10873) making an appropri 
tion for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia; wh 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of t! 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees having been dispens 
with, the hour for the consideration of bills begins at 12 o’clock a: 
25 minutes p.m. The call rests with the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. The question is on the demand of the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MoRRILL] for the previous question on agreeing to the resolutio! 
as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. BLAND. Is not this private bill day? 

The SPEAKER. The House, by a vote, having dispensed with pri- 
vate business, public business is in order as on other days. The Chair 
will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Paragraph 3 of clause 7 of Rule XXIV: 

On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to en- 
tertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar, and if this motion fail, 
then public business shall be in order as on other days. 
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Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. Cori RAN with Mr. LONG, for two weeks from August 9. 

The following were announced as being paired on all questions until | 
further notice: 


Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mi 
Mr 


GLOVER with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, 
O’FERRALL with Mr. MASon. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. Houk. 

Ir. BUCKALEW with Mr. .BAYNE, on all political questions and 

I'rench spoliation claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. 

Mr. AbpoTr with Mr. ROGERs, on this vote. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. Perktns, for this day. 

Mr. MILs with Mr. LAIRD, for this day. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. STRUBLE, for this day. 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. FUNSTON, on this vote. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. PAYSON. Imovea call of the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly a call of the House was 
ordered. The Clerk proceeded to call the names, when the following- 
named members failed to answer: 


i 
Mr. COMPTON with Mr. Gorr., 
Mr. Fiswer with Mr, KEAN. | 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. KeETcHAM. 
Mr. B1GGas with Mr. Morrow. | 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. CLARK. | 
Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. | 
Mr. Pipcock with Mr. HIREs. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocCKWELL. | 


Allen, Mass. Cutcheon, Kean, Rockwell, 
Allen, Miss Dalzell, Kelley, Rowell, 
Anderson, Miss. Dargan, Kennedy, tussel], Conn. 
Arnold Davenport, Kerr, Russell, Mass. 
Baker, N.Y. Davidson, Ala, Ketcham, Rusk, 

Barry, De Lano, Laird, Scott, 

Belden, Dorsey, Landes, Seymour, 
Relmont, Dunham, Lane, Shaw, | 
Biggs, Elliott, Lodge, Shively, 
Bingham, Enloe, Long, Simmons, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Maffett, Snyder, 

Blis Felton, Mason, Spinola, 
Bound, Fisher, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Koutelle, Fitch, McClammy, Steele, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Foran, McComas, Stewart, Tex. 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Ford, McCormick, Stewart, Ga. 


Browne, Ind 
Brown, Ohio 
Drumm, 
Rrvyce, 
tuchanan, 
ckalew, 
surnett, 
surrows, 
hutier, 
umpbell, F., N 
anmipbeil, Ohio 
iriton, 


LLchings, 


ockran, 
Oollins, 
ooper, 
othran, 
ain 
jumMings, 


Be 


Caines, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Gloy er, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grosvenor, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
He ard, 
Hemphill, 
Hogg, 
Ilolmes, 


Hopkins, N. Y. 


Howard 
Huda, 
Hutton, 


Jones, 


’ 


After the doors were closed, 


excuses, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: No excuse offered. 


McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morse, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 
O'Fervall, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robertson, 


Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, IL. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
West, 

White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


the names of absentees were called for 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: No excuse offered. 
Mr. AKNOLD: No excuse offered. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BIGGS: 


BAKER, of New York: No excuse offered. 
BARRY: No excuse offered. 
BELDEN: No excuse offered. 
BELMONT: No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 
BINGHAM: No excuse offered. 
BLANCHARD. 
LAGAN. 


Mr. BLANCHARD is absent by leave of the House. 


Buss: No excuse offered. 
30UND: No excuse offered. 

BOUTELLE: No excuse offered. 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas: No excuse offered. 


r 


Mr. 
( Bis. 


THOMAS H. B. BROWNE: No excuse offered. 
BROWNE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 


Mr. Brown, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BrumM™M: No excuse offered. 

4 Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. 

+, Mr. Bryce: No excuse offered. 


‘+ Mr, BUCKALEW: Ng exguse offergd, 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


| account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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3URNETT: No excuse offered. 
Burkows: No excuse offered. 

BuTLER: No excuse offered. 

FELIX CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 
CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered.’ 
CARLTON: No excuse offered. 
CLARDY: No excuse offered. 
CATCHINGS: No excuse offered. 
CLARK: No excuse offered. 
CLEMENTS: No excuse offered. 
CocKRAN: No excuse offered. 
CoLLins: No excuse offered. 
CooPpER: No excuse offered. 
CoTHRAN: No excuse offered. 
CRAIN: No excuse offered. 
CUMMINGS: No excuse offered. 
CUTCHEON: No excuse offered. 
DALZELL: No excuse offered. 
DARGAN: No excuse offered. x 
DAVENPORT: Noexcuse offered. 
DAVIDSON, of Alabama. “sh 
COBB. I ask that my colleague [Mr. DAVIDSON] be excused, on c 


pre rel 


De LANO: No excuse offered. 
DORSEY: No excuse offered. 
DUNHAM: No excuse offered. 
ELLiotr: No excuse offered. “st 
ENLOE: No excuse offered. 

ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered, 

FELTON: No excuse offered. 

FISHER: No excuse offered. 

Fricu: No excuse offered. 

FORAN: No excuse offered. 

ForD: No excuse offered. 

GAINES: No excuse offered. 

GALLINGER: No excuse offered. 

GAY: No excuse offered. 

GIBSON: No excuse offered. 

GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

GRANGER: No excuse offered. 

GREENMAN: No excuse offered. 

GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. 

GUENTHER: No excuse offered. 

HARE: No excuse offered. 

HARMER: No excuse offered. 

HATCH: No excuse offered. 

HAYDEN: No excuse offered. 

HEARD: No excuse offered. 

HEMPHILL: No excuse offered, 

Hoaa: No excuse offered. 

HouMEs: No excuse offered. 

Hopkins, of New York. 

NUTTING. Lask that my colleague [Mr. Hopkins] be cx 
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cused indefinitely, on account of sickness, 
There was no objection. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


HOWARD: No excuse offered. 

Hupp: No excuse offered. 
Hutton: No excuse offered, : 
JONES: No excuse offered. i 
KEAN: No excuse offered. 
KELLEY: No excuse offered. 
KENNEDY: No excuse offered. 
KERR: No excuse offered. 
KETCHAM: No excuse offered. 
LAIRD: No excuse offered. 
LANDEs: No excuse offered. 
LANE: No excuse offered. 
LopGE: No excuse offered. a 
Lona: No excuse offered. 3 
MAFFETT: No excuse offered. ; 
MASON: No excuse offered. 

McApoo: No excuse offered. 

McCLAMMyY: No excuse offered. 

McComas: No excuse offered. 

McCormick: No excuse offered. 

McKINLEY: No excuse offered. : 
McKINNEY: No excuse offered. . 
MCSHANE: No excuse offered. 

MILLIKEN. No excuse offered. 4 
MorrFitt: No excuse offered. 4 
MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered, 3 
MorsE: No excuse offered. 4 
NICHOLS: No excuse offered. - 
Norwoop: No excuse offered. 

OATES: No excuse offered, 
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ae Mr. O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. t st tleman fi ( via | Mr. Cr und the t i 
‘ Mr. PATron: No excuse offered. cM <a 
“ Mr. PEEL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Perry: No excuse offered. H 
Mr. PHELPS: No excuse offered. i MAKI i I ( if tion 
; Mr. Pipcock: No excuse offered. 
x Mr. PLUMB: No excuse offered. i (r. PAYSO 
Mr. PUGSLEY: No excuse offered. ; es) 4 ae +, “~ a 
Mr. RANDALL: No excuse offered. j \ { Alo \ 
° Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. Mr. WEAVER. 1 
Mr. REED: No excuse offered ‘ DUN , 
Mr. RoBERTSON: No excuse offered. | “a o 
Mr. RocKWE! No excuse offered. E 
Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. ‘ ‘ . m the S Ar, 
Mr. RussELL, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. | no ed tha Senate l avreed to t 
Mr. Russe, of Massachusetts: No excuse otlered. ; conference on the disavreeing votes 
Mr. Rusk: No excuse offered. | ments of the ite to the | if , 
Mr. Scotr: No excuse offered. for t ipport of the Arm e the { mena 
Mr. SEYMOUR: No excuse offered. ind for other purpo 
Mr. SHAW: No excuse offered. . i e message further announ { t ] 
Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered. tol r the relief of the « ite « Pu 
Mr. SIMMONS: No excuse offered. concurrence was requested 
Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. wIRST MATIONAL 1 4 
Mr. SPINOLA: No excuse ptiered. Mr. TAULBEE. Mr § 
Mr. SPOONER: No excuse ofiered. Pace a aes si 
Mr. STEELE: No excuse offered. oie 
Mr. STEWART, ¢ f Texas: No excuse offered. I cs 
Mr, STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. | the sp at ane eectptcsity Bae ope i 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered, tin ef « e First Na Bank of Portland 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri: No excuse offered, | t re [ror rks, t tract ' 


Mr. STRUBLE: No excuse offered. : 
Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. I t ) reced lisa 

Mr. THomASs, of Illinois: No excuse offered. te t, with the f zs amend . é to the sa 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California. ; : ; 
Mr. MCKENNA. Iask that my colleague [Mr. THompson] be ex Po ¢ & Hendry, of San I the sum of $1,575 for fu 3 


cused. He has been indisposed, and I am satisfied that if he were wel) whl See 
he would be present. , Se ey o F A rAULREI! 
There was no objection. 3 ‘MANN 
Mr. TILLMAN: No excuse offered. _ J HOMAS L.. THOMPSO: 


Mr. WADE: No excuse offered. a 
Mr. WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. | WM. M 
Mr. West: No excuse offered. E. K. WILSON 
Mr. WHITE, of New York: No excuse offered. = : 

Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered; | he conferees on the part of the House ibmitted t 


Mr. WICKHAM: No excuse offered. sta ent 
Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. l ma 4 é the Fi dis 
Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. | : d 7 ws a _ H.R ‘ — 
4 Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. a ‘4 ‘ 1 t { ted States re ‘ iter A ‘ 
¢ Mr. WoopBURN: No excuse offered. | « rs : ir ng, W ve ed t S tea 
i Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. | 7 ; ¢ : : oe ical 
F Mr. YoDER: No excuse offered. ra a th . aie Wiis aia Nines hia ld ; 
; Mr. Yost: No excuse offered. i 
. 3 The SPEAKER. Upon this call 174 gentlemen have answered to ara uneiinee Steen 
their names. LD. THOM! 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. | ton wan { eeing to t t 
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. evenee: and ther = ) 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the number of minutes remaining, 1, yy iN. No quoru 
of the hour for the consideration of bills. Ate ra ULBI Mr. Sneal I : nsent to v 
The SPEAKER, ‘There are eight minutes remaining. iad -wimiiiaial 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent—— Me HERMANN. Idonotthinkar , chest tn 
‘ The SPEAKER. The House is operating under acall of the House ’ ULB ‘The t 
E 2 and no business can be transacted until that is completed or dispensed \ Seen I } se t . : a . 
; mi with. P 
; a Mr. PAYSON. I move to dispense with further proceedings under |~ y;, | I not 
5 rs the call. 1 | Ir. Sry ‘ t + 
; : The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the aye ia ane 7 rept ory: t] t und : 
' seemed to have it. ; ; ; whed ee ee 
Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. “PEA ' ; 
: The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 5, and se further vaeid 
proceedings under the call of the House were dispensed with. ore 
Mr. DOCKERY. To avoid a further call of the roll which may dis- Mr. PERKINS. I desire toy nt a 
close the lack of a quorum, and thus prevent a pension session to- | mittee of « erence 
night, I ask unanimous consent that the hour be considered as having rhe rep was read, as folle 
expired. { tte nfere 
Mr. MORRILL. Ido not know what course I shall pursue until I ume ' sof the Se 
know how many minutes remain of the hour. mene er ot aed os S 
The SPEAKER. It will expire in six minutes, the hour beginning he Territory of Id : 
at 25 minutes past 12. Is there objection to considering the hour a right « t gh said 
having expired ? ( p id ther p ses, having met, af Land £ x 
Mr. LYMAN. I object. Sarat en v. 
Mr. CRISP. I move that the House do now adjourn. Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
The question was taken; and on adivision the ayes were 25, noes 51. on 2 an Sere eetiteed 
Mr. CRISP. I ask for tellers. ’ Sieneta dart nae wmode to Gee ony ott on aenendmeeas 2 ; 
The question was taken on the ordering of tellers. amendment the following 
The SPEAKER. Thirty-five members have risen on this question, | ot Peantalio sm eget on On ay sees 


a sufficient number, and tellersare ordered. The Chair will appoint as | tra 


ks, turn-outs, yards, and for wate: irpo 


7686 


ares ; 1 


whenever ! aid vay company, or its assigns, for other purposes, be 
forfeited and vert tot United States and be subject to the other provisions | 
of this act 

Lise in r the I ovided,”’ in line 8, page 9 of the bill, the word 
“furt r 

At the Senate a rt 


S. W. PEEL, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

Lb. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

H. L. DAWES, 

©, HH, PLATT, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. There does not seem to be a statement accompa- } 
nying this report. | 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘There is no statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state what the bill provides as 
to the compensation that is to be paid by the railroad company for | 
these lands ? 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The railroad company is required to pay to the In- 
dians $8 an acre for their lands, and in addition to that is required to 
pay the appraised value, the same as is to be paid for the Jands which 
under the provisions of the bill are opened to settlers. That is the 
Senate amendment. The amendment was prepared by the Interior 
Department, and is recommended by that Department; but we do not 
agree to it except with the qualification that in the event the railroad | 
company shall cease to use the land for railroad purposes, then it shall | 
revert to the Government of the United States, and shall be subject to 
the other provisions of the bill which open the Jand to settlers at its 
appraised value. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will make a statement of the 
object that is to be accomplished by the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senate amendment, as I have suggested, pro- 
posed to give the railroad company the right to purchase an additional 
150 acres of land for railroad purposes. ‘That amendment was recom- 
mended by the Interior Department and was put upon the bill at the 
recommendation of the Department. The House conferees consented 
to the amendment, with the qualification I have stated, namely, that 
if the railroad company should cease to use the land for railroad pur- 
poses—if they should attempt to speculate with it or to use it for any 
other than legitimate railroad purposes—then it is to revert to the 
United States and become subject to the other provisions of this bill, 
which are that these lands shall be opened to settlers for town-site pur- 
poses, lots to be sold to actual settlers at their appraised value. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That is in the House bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘That is in the House bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not a matter of disagreement between the 
two Houses. 

Mr. PERKINS, 
regard to that. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





There is no difference between the two Houses in 


ANTHONY L. WOODSON. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the confer- 
ence on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 8962) for the reliefof Anthony L. Woodson, the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, Mr. SToCKDALK, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. STONE, and the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. 
BROWER. 

GEORGETOWN BRIDGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. COMPTON. I desire to submit a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The congmittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2252) to incor 
porate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company, having 
roct, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend &nd do recom- | 
mend to their respective Houses as follows : | 

| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
and agree to the same. 

BARNES COMPTON, 
JOHN T. HEARD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
©. B. FARWELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The following statement of the House conferees, submitted under 
the rule, was read: 

The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill 2252, to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Ele- 
vator, and Railway Company, respectfully submit the following statement: 

The Senate receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the House, 
and thus the bill is left exactly as it passed the House. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the conference report there 
were—ayes 43, no I. 

» Mr. LYMAN. No quorum. 
Mr. COMPTON. Iask leave to withdraw the report. 


There being no objection, the report was withdrawn. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Avaust 17, 


IMPORTATION OF ENGLISH 
Mr. DUNN. I desire to make a privileged report. I am directed 

by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to report the two 

resolutions which I send to the desk, and recommend their passage. 


Che Clerk read as follows: 


STEAM-SHIP FOR DREDGING PURPO 


IN THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, August 6, 1888 
Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 
\) hereas it appears by a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury to the col- 


| lector of customs at the port of New York, dated June 2 instant, that the said 


Secretary is in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of War in which, upon rec- 
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers, he requests that Joseph Cumings, who 
has a contract under the War Department to deliver 800,000 cubic yards of ma- 
terial from the main ship-channel in New York Harbor, may be permitted to 
import through our ports without payment of duty thereon and use for the pur- 
pose of fulfilling this contract a large foreign vessel adapted to the necessary 
powerful machinery; and 

‘* Whereas upon receipt of said letter from the Secretary of War the said Secre- 
tary of the Treasury instructed the said collector as follows: ‘Under the cir- 

imstances you are authorized to comply with the request of the Secretary of 
War;’ and it is alleged that under the said instructions the steam-ship State of 
Alabama, built at Glasgow in 1873, has been so entered and is being fitted up at 
Eerie Basin, in the city of Brooklyn, N.Y., with machinery owned by an English 
syndicate, for such work: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to this House copies of said recommendation of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, of his said letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, and of all correspond- 
ence on file in his Department relating to said matter,”’ 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 









Amend by adding the words: ‘‘ Together with his reasons for such action.’’ 


Mr. DUNN. lLask that the amendment be agreed to; and on agree- 
ing to the amendment and adopting the resolution I call the previous 
question. ( 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on ordering the previous 
question) said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. LYMAN. Division. 

The question being again taken; there were—ayes 43, noes 3. 

Mr. LYMAN. Noquorum. 

Mr. DUNN. lILask leaveto withdraw both reports. 

The SPEAKER. The reports will be withdrawn, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As a member of the committee which has re- 
ported this resolution, I wish to say to the House that the object of 
the resolution is simply to obtain information which must be had be- 
fore we can proceed any further in this matter. 

Mr. DUNN. I withdraw the report. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] 
will withdraw any objection to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COX. Who was it objected ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LyMAN] has 
made the point that no quorum voted; and the report is withdrawn. 

Mr. COX. The original resolution came from that side of the 
House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. Pending that motion I ask unanimous 
consent to make an explanation not exceeding one minute in duration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement not to exceed one minute. 

Mr. LYMAN. I object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to ask my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. BuRNES] whether the general discussion in Committee 
of the Whole with reference to the French spoliation claims has not 
been completed. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
mains ? o 

Mr. BURNES. 
two hours more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A little more than that—one hour and thirty-six 
minutes on one side, and forty-seven minutes on the other. 

Mr. BURNES. ‘Two hours and about twenty minutes 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentlemar 
from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whol: 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. LYMAN. Division. 

rhe question being taken, there were—ayes 93, noes none. 

Mr. LYMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa raises the point that no 
quorum has voted. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman ir 
lowa [Mr. LyMAN] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES 

Mr. BURNES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwill make a parliamentary inquiry. I desir 
know whether, if this roll-call should not show the presence of a quo- 
rum, the parliamentary effect would not be to destroy the pension ses- 
sion for this evening? 


How much time for that discussion re- 


The general discussion on that subject will take about 


ie 


| 
. 




















Brown, Obi 
Brumm, 


Bryce, 
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ROWER: No excuse offered. 


B 
TuoMAS H. B. BROWNE: No excuse offered. 
J 


Rk. Brown: No excuse offered. 
BROWNE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
BROwN, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
BRUMM: No excuse offered, 

BRYCE: No excuse offered. 
BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. 
BUCKALEW: No excuse offered. 
BURNETT: No excuse offered. 
BURROWS: No excuse offered. 
BUTLER: No excuse offered. 

FELIX CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 


Timorny J. CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 


CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
CARLTON: No excuse offered. 
CATCHINGS: No excuse offered. 
CLARDY: No excuse offered. 
CLARK: No excuse offered. 
CLEMENTS: No excuse offered. 
COCKRAN: No excuse offered. 
CoLuins: No excuse offered. 
CoMPTON: No excuse offered. 
Cooper: No excuse offered. 
CoOTHRAN: No excuse offered. 
CRAIN: No excuse offered. 
CUMMINGS: No excuse offered. 
CUTCHEON: No excuse offered. 
DALZELL: No excuse offered. 
DARGAN: No excuse offered. 
DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 
DAVIDSON, of Alabama: No excuse offered. 
De LANO: No excuse offered. 
DORSEY: No excuse offered. 
DUNHAM: No excuse offered. 
DUNN: No excuse offered. 
ELLiIoTr: No excuse offered. 
ENLOE: No excuse offered. 
ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 
FisHer: No excuse oflered. 
Fircu: No excuse offered. 
FORAN: No excuse offered. 
ForbD: No excuse offered. 
GAINES: No excuse offered. 
GALLINGER: No excuse offered. 
GIBSON: No excuse offered. 
GLOVER: No excuse offered. 
GRANGER: No excuse offered. 
GREENMAN: No excuse offered. 
GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. 
GRovuT: No excuse offered. 
GUENTHER: No excuse oftered. 
HARE: No excuse offered. 
HARMER: No excuse offered. 
HiatTcH: No excuse offered. 
HAYDEN: No excuse offered. 
HEMPHILL: No excuse offered, 
ILERBERT: No excuse offered. 
Hoaa: No excuse offered. 
fiouMeEs: No excuse offered. 
Hooker: No excuse offered. 


Hopkins, of New York: No excuse offered. 


Houk: No excuse offered, 
HOWARD: No excuse offered. 
Hupp: No excuse offered. 
HUNTER: No excuse offered. 
JONES: No excuse offered, 
KEAN: No excuse offered, 
KELLEY: No excuse offered. 
KENNEDY: No excuse offered. 
KERR: No excuse offered. 
KETCHAM: Noexcuse offered. 
LAGAN: Noexcuse offered. 
LAIRD: No excuse offered. 
LANDES: No excuse offered, 
LANE: No excuse offered. 
LIND: No excuse offered. 
LopGE: No excuse offered. 
LonG: No excuse offered. 
MAFFETT: No excuse offered. 
MAISH: No excuse offered. 
MANSUR: No excuse offered. 
Mason: No excuse offered. 
McApoo: No excuse offered. 
McCLAMMyY: No excuse offered. 


Mr. McCormick: No excuse offered. 


Mr. 


McCuLLoGH: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. 
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Mr. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





MCKINNEY: No excuse offered. 
McSHANE: No excuse offered. 

MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 
MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered, 

MILLS: No excuse offered. 

MorsE: No excuse offered. 

NICHOLS: No excuse offered. 

Norwoop: No excuse olfered. 

OATES: No excuse offered. 

O’FERRALL: No excuse offered. 
OSBORNE: Noexcuse offered. 

OWEN: No excuse offered. 

PATTON: No excuse offered, 

PEEL: No excuse offered 

PERRY: No excuse offered. 

PHELPS: No excuse offered. 

Prpcock: No excuse offered. 

PLUMB: No excuse offered. 

PUGSLEY: No excuse offered. 

RANDALL: No excuse offered. 

RAYNER: No excuse offered. 

REED: No excuse offered. 

ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 
ROCKWELL: No excuse offered 

ROWELL: No excuse offered. 

RUSSELL, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. 
RussELL, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
SAWYER: No excuse offered. 

ScoTr: No excuse offered. 

SeEymMour: No excuse offered. 

SHAW: No excuse offered. 

SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

SPINOLA: No excuse offered. 

SPOONER: No excuse offered. 

STEELE: No excuse offered. 

STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered, 
STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 
STONE, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 
TARSNEY: No excuse offered. 

Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 
Tuomas, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 
THOMPSON, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
THOMPSON, of California: No excuse offered. 
TILLMAN: No excuse offered. 

WADE: No excuse offered. 

WASHINGTON: No excuse offered. 

West: No excuse offered. 

WHITE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
WHITE, of New York: No excuse offered. 
WHITING, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
WICKHAM: No excuse offered. 

WILBER: No excuse offered. 

WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Wirson, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 
WoopBuRN: No excuse offered. 
YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 






to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


TheSPEAKER. 


Mr. 


the call. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. 


BURNES. I now move that when the House adjourns to-day 
| it be to meet on Monday next. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, 


noes 16. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


LYMAN. No quorum. 
BURNES. I beg leave to withdraw the motion. 


The SPEAKER. The motion will be withdrawn. 


Mr. BURNES. 


appropriation bills. 


The SPEAKER. 


and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays none, not 


voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 


| Abbott, Bankhead, Brown, J. R.,Va. Caswell, 
Adams, Barnes, Bunnell, Cheadle, 
Allen, Mich. Bland, Burnes, Chipman, 
Anderson, lowa Blount, Butterworth, Cobb, 
Anderson, Ill. Boothman, Bynum, Cogswell, 
Anderson, Kans. Bowen, Candler, Conger, 
Bacon, Breckinridge, Ky. Cannon, Cox, 


Baker, Il. Brewer, Caruth, Crisp, 





Aveusr 17, 




















One hundred and sixty-two members 
| have answeéred to their names, which, with the occupant of the chair, 
| constitutes a quorum of the House. 
BURNES. Mr. Speaker, Imove that when the House adjourns 


The Chair will state that the motion would not now 


be in order, as the House is now operating under a call of the House. 
PAYSON. I move to dispense with further proceedings unde 


I move that the House resolge itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider general 


That is the pending motion, on which the yeas 




























Hires, 








CONGREI 


Crouse, ' ‘ Shive 
Culberson, ELitt M a ~ 1s 
Darlington, Holman, M Sn 

Davidson, Fla. Hooker, Mc ) S| r. 

Davis, Hopkins, Il, Ne St ker. 
Dibble Hopkins, Va, Ne n, Stepl son, 
Dingley. Hovey Newton, Stockdak 
Dockery, Hunt Nutting Stone. K 

1x gherty, Jacks : ©’ Donnell, Struble, 
Farquhar, Johr i, N.¢ O’ Neall, Ind Symes 

Felton, Kilgore O' Ne Pa. larsney 

Finley, Laffoon, O'Neill, Mo, Paulbec 

Flood La Follette oO rne Tavlor. J. D., Ohio 
Forney, Laidlaw, Outhi Phomas, Ky 
French, anham, mas, Wis, 











racey 








I I 

I ri 
Funston, Lawler lrownshend, 
Gay, Lee rurner, Ga. 
Gear, Lehlibach Vandever, 
Glass, M lonald, ‘ . Walker: 
Goft, Mahoney, Phelan, Warner, 
Grimes, Martin, Post Weaver, 
Hall, Matson, Richardson, Weber 
Haugen, McComas, Rogers Whit Mich, 
Hayes, McCreary, R 1eis Wh rne, 
Heard, MecCulk R and, Wilkinson 
Henderson, N.C, McKenna, Ryal Wilson, Minn, 
Herbert, McKinley, Sayers Wise, 
Hermann, McRae, ~ Yost 
Hiestand, Merriman, Seney, 


NAYS—N one. 
NOT VOTING—173, 


Allen, Mass, Cummings, Kelley Rockwell, 
Allen, Miss Cutcheon, Kennedy Roweill, 
Anderson, Miss. Dalzell, Ke Russell, Conn, 
Arnold, Dargan, Ke am, Russe Mass, 
Atkinson, Davenport, Lagan, Rusk, 

Baker, N. Y. Davidson, Ala, Laird, Sawyer, 
Barry, De Lano, L, les, Scott, 

Bayne, Dorsey, Lane, Seymour, 
Belden, Dunham, Lind, Shaw, 
scelmont, Dunn, Lodge, Sherman, 
Biggs, Elliott, Long, Snyder, 
Bingham, Enloe, Lyman, Sowden 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Lynch, Spinola, 


Bliss, Fisher, Maffett, Spooner, 
Bound, Fitch, Maish, Steele, 
Boutelle, Foran, Mansur, Stewart, Tex, 


Bowden, Ford, Mason, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gaines, McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. 
Khrower, Gallinger, McClammy, Stone, Mo, 
Browne,T.H. B., Va. Gest, McCormick, Taylor, EF. B., Ohio 
rhomas, Ill 
Thompson, Ohio 
rhompson, Cal, 
iLimMan, 


Browne, Ind, Gil McKinney, 

Brown, Ohio Glover, MeMillm, 

Brumm, Granger, McShane, 

Bryce, Greenman, Milliken, T 

















Buchanan, Grosvenor, Mills, rurner, Kans, 
Buckalew, Grout, Moffitt, Van 

Burnett, Guenther, Mo . Wade 
Burrows, Hare MI e, Washington, 
Butler, Harmer, Nic Is, West 

Cam pbe ll, F..N. ¥. Hatch, Norwood, Wheeler 
Campbell, Ohio Hayden, Oates W hite, Ind 
Campbell,T.J., N.Y.Hemphill, O'Ferrall, White, N. ¥Y 
Cariton, Henderson, Iowa Patton, Whiting, Mass, 
Catchings, Henderson, Ill. Wickham 
Clardy Wilber, 

Clark . Vilkins 

Cle: its N. ¥. Pideock, Williams, 

Co an Plumb Wilson, W. Va. 
Collins, Pugsiey, We burn, 
Compton, Randall, Yardley 
Cooper, Rayne Yoder 
Cothran, Tohnston, Ind Reed 

Cowles, Jones, Rice 

Crain, Kean, R } 


No quorum voted. 

{r. WEAVER. Iask unanimous con 
ulation of the names. 
here was no objection 
he result of the vote was then recorded. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY inthe chair). No quorum 
has voted. 

Mr. Bl I move that the do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 58, noes 
48, 

Mr. JACKSON, 
nays. 

Che yeas and nays were ordered, 31 members 
of the last vote) supporting the demand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask if the House should now adjourn. 
if that would not vacate the evening session set apart for the consider- 
ation of pension bills? 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. It would. 

Mr. ROGERS, Of course it would: that question has been already 
answered several times to-day. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it be in order to ask unanimous consent to 
take a recess? 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BURNES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. I wish to ask if it is not a fact, under the parlia- 


ent to dispense with the re- 


capit 


l announced as above 


RNES. House 


Mr. LYMAN, and others demanded the yeas and 


more than one-fifth 


It would not, as the record shows the 
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view that pension matters may be taken u 
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tine t that the ecord of the last e s 
re ‘ in from Missouri, only 151 me 
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j Va ’ Sowden, 
Forney ©} é S . | 
Ne Pa Stahin ker, j 
Pu or J CO O'N lo Stephenson, | 
Cie La te, Osborne, Struble, | 
ie i Ow eye 
cic i l Par r Thomas, Ky | 
H ! ' Pas n Thomas, Wis, 
His . M ! ] ‘Trac 
his rt N Perk Vandever, 
Her inn, ic ! - Warner, 
Bic und, Met ry Post Weaver, 
Hiv I mush, hion 3. Weber 
Fiitt M j Riya W hee 
Holinan, Mort Scull Yost 
Hie er I ow, penes 
Hopkins, Il Ne yn, Shi 
YOT VOTING 185 } 
A Mass < I he . } 
Al M ‘ \ K« Kussell, Cont | 
“ t n 4. ‘ ber ! Ix I I r Mass 
' “> Il tut nm nr =a clr 
d ba ine m Scott 
Son, i? i Lay . ™ r 
Daye ort, I rd SS) 
N.Y. David Ala, i tes Ss man 
ead De Lano Lia Sin 3, 
Ly ey La Si 
Dunha L Snyder, | 
n, I put La Ss , 
nt, Enloc Ls ' Spooner, 
j itro Ma st ‘ | 
am, i i M Ss t, Tex 
hard, i r. 1 Stewart. Ga 
vl, Fiteh M; Stewart, Vt, 
I n, Ma st e, Mo 
d, Fo Mi Tar y, 
lle French, Mi Y, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
cinridge, Ark. Gaines, Met k, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
pwer, Gi wer, Mck« a, Thomas, Ll] 
e,T.H.B., Va. ¢ i, Mcki icy, T pson, Ohio 
Browne, Ind Giover, MeMillin, Thompson, Cal. 
Lrown, Ohie Granger, McShane, Tillman, 
Bruni, ( nman, Milliken, Townshend, 
Bry Gre Or, Mills Turner, Kans. 
Bu in ‘ n Moflitt, Turner, Ga, 
Bu lew, Guenther, Montgomery, Vanee | 
Bunnell, Hare, Mors Wad 
Bur tt, IIa ! Nichols, Washington, 
Bu ws, Hat« Norwood, West, | 
Bb r Ha Oates White, Ind, | 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hays ©'Ferrall, White, N.Y. 
Cai bell, Ohio Hi phill, Patton, Whiting, Mich. 
Cat ' Henderson,lowa Peel Whiting, Mass. 
Caruth i erson, Lil Perry, Wickham, 
Catchings, Hi Phelan, Wilber, 
Clardy, Holmes, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Clar} Hopkins, N.Y. Pidcock, Williams, 
Cieiments. Houk, Plumb, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cock ran, Hovey, Woodburn, 
Collina, Howard, Yardley, 
Compton, Huda, Yoder 
Cooper, Hutton, 
Cothran, Johnston, Ind. ‘ 
Cox J 





So the House refused to adjourn. 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. RICHARDSON said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
th uilng of the pn ‘ 
ere Was no objec n, and it was so ordered. 
following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. WILSON, of Ws Virginia, with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, for 
the remainder of to day 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, until Monday 
e result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
ir. MATSON I move a call of the House. 
lhe question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. DoCKERY 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Me. MATSON. I eall for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 42. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 
ihe question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 


the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON 


1 GLVISION was denian led, 

fhe House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 40. 

i demand the yeas and nays. 

{he question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and 

the SPEAKER pro ‘empore said: Twenty-one gentlemen have risen, 


Nr. JACKSON, 





not a su ent number. The ayes are 68, noes 40; and the motion to 
i ipvit d iV 

\ wdingly (at 3 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

I er tl ! hills of the following titles were introduced 
ana 1 rred as i licated below "1 

I Mr. ALLE Massachusetts: A. bill (H. R. 11192) granting a 
pension to Emeline Carman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

bv Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 11193) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca | 


Gaddy—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Avuaust 18, 


Also, a bill H, R. 11194 for the re lief of poverelgnu P ppl well—to 
the Committee on War Cl 
I Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11195) granting a pension 
to Clarence McLefresh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11196) to incorporate the Colum- 
t 


} entral Railway Company—to the Committee on the District of 
( mba. 

. bill (H. R. 11197) toremove the political disabilities of Henry 
{. Ramse to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


y 
Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11198) for the relief of Michael Law- 
on Invalid Pensions. 
o, a bill (H. R. 11199) for the relief of 8. 8. Farris 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 11200) granting a pension to Mary 
Bb. Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. BR. 11201) for the relief of Will- 
iam L. Rosecrans—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

y Mr. STOCK DALE: A bill (H. R. 11202) for the relief of Henry 
M. Gastrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11203) granting a pen- 
-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


I to the Committ 


to the Com- 


sion to Dorcus C. Fenton 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Dent County, Missouri, for 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

by Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of Thomas Kennelly aud 9 others, citi- 
zens of Idaho Territory, for amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

by Mr. FINLEY: Petition of William O. Murrell, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition ot Ge orge W. Garner, of H. W. MeCorkle for Spicy E. 
Hutl, of James Doolin, and of T. T. Bradshaw, administrator of Seth 
Bradshaw, of Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. JACKSON: Papers in the case of John Allen and of Thomas 
Waitz, of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Joseph K. Null, for a pension—to the 


' Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. PETERS: Petition of A. A. Majors and others, of Fowler, 
Kans., for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of Edmund T. Riggs, of 
Ballard, Ky., for reference of his elaim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 








The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Of druggists of Georgetown, Ky. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Of druggists and physicians of Kentucky. 


0 





Che following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late wara monthly pensionof 1 cent aday foreach day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. TRACEY: Of citizens of Cohoes, N. Y. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 18, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


J. J. PULLIAM. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 751) for the relief 
of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased. 

Mr. GLASS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
vacted, ef@., That the proy vecounting officers of the Treasury Depart 
nt be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to re-examine and settle 
the claim of the estate of J.J. Pulliam, deceased, late of Fayette County, State 

rennessee, for wood taken by the United States forces during the late wa 
from 125 acres of land located near the village of La Grange, in said State; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay, out o 
iny money In the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum that may be 
found due said estate: Provided, That the amount shall not exceed $4,167. 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER, 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair wil! 





Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Let the report be read. 
This is a Senate bill. 





a PEERY 


ITE ERS pe oo 


























fthe claim are stated in the report vy 1 Wm 


mittee in the Forty-ninth Congress, as follows 








































e original claim of Mr illiam aga t the T iStatesG rnme 
lon i to that class which, by vct of J l IS74, the S ta f tl I S 
ury was directed to report at the com ce of each sess 1 of Cor f 
t “peaker of the House of Representatives, who s 1 lay the um re 
‘ 3 fi ynsideration 

On the y of January,1882, the Secretary ofthe Treasury I 
with the act referred to, transmitted to t Speaker of t H < R nami 
tives lists of 1,359 claims, of which Mr. Pullia 1 was t 
May 1, 1882, all these claims were allowed 

** The committee,in its report on the b wa t t 
make the following stateme about Mr. P am’s cla 

John J. Pulliam, of I rennessee, is a ved 4 e 
Bl of $1 We are sat ui I im oug! to have : led 
a larger sum by the accounting off 3 of the Treasury, | , 
not feel jus ed in delaying the passage of this bill bya 
purpose of doing justice to Mr. Pullia 5 

If Mr. Pulliam hereafter makes a 4 for malance j 
and such claim is referred to yo com! t V l 
ter, we will favor the payment to him of some al ar 

Mr. Pulliam’s claim is for quartermaster’s stores actually f i 
Army of the United States 

Tie bill now pending for the r *f of his este »v 38 k 4 re-¢ 
amination of this claim by the proper accounti ers of the Tre ‘ 
for payment to his representatives of the amo ind to be d \\ < 
that this course isduethe claimant. Notonly the Scuste C t 
as is shown by the extract from their report in the Forty-seve 1 
quoted above, were of the opinion that Mr. Pulliam had not been fully paid 
but also the Second Comptroller of the Treasury has recorded ’ 
the same effect rhe claim was presented to him in 1881, and h nelu 
given as follows: 

If this case was free from the question whether the account officers 
lawfully exceed the recommendation of the Quartermaster-General, | s! i 
be disposed to allow a much larger amount, but 1 am not prepa: d 
from what has been the usage on that point, and I accordingly af 


ance certified by the honorable Third Audit 


We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be again 
read. I think it was not distinctly understood. 

Che bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GLAss] that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I! wish to make a sug 


lis that there w 


estion to the gentlem 


a 
The averment in the bil] is a mistake as to tl 
that should have been reported in favor of the estate. The facts be 
fore the House so far do not establish that with sufficient clearness to 
justify the statement in those 


the gentleman having the bill 








positive terms. I suggest, therefore, to 





n charge that he consent to amend 


bill by inserting the words ‘‘ as is alleged,’’ so as to avoid making t 
positive statement. I suggest also that the bill be amended by strik 
ing out the name of ‘‘the Secretary of the Treasury,’’ where it occur 
in the bill, and substituting ‘the Quartermaster-General,’’ who is the 
proper officer, under the act of 1864, to adjust these claims. 

There is no objection to directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the amount that is reported to be due by the Quartermaster-G 


eral 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
HoLMAN | whether he is familiar with the facts of this case. 
{OLMAN. Somewhat. 





Mr. JACKSON, At it ‘ 3 wood taken—before tl Val 
or during the war? 
Mr. HOLMAN. During t war. Th 3a inder the t of 





1864 called the Fourth of July act 





Che SPEAKER. Is there ob tion tot present consideration 
the bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection, provided those two amend- 


ments are made 

Mr. GLASS. I accept the amendments 
sndments were agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to a third reading: and it was ac- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
- GLASS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as am: 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


tter motion was agreed to. 
rhe bill H. R. 10949 for the same purpose was laid on the table. 
JAMES MILLINGER. 





also laid before the House the bill (S. 602) for the re- 
llinger; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 


Ciaims, 
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FIRST 
The following conference report, sent to the desk by Mr. TAULBEE, 


NATIONAL BANK, PORTLAND, OREGON, 


} 
Vas reaa 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House 1761, entitled “A bill fo 
the relief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced 
the Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the United States revenue 
cutter Thomas Corwin,’’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 
ate and, with the following amendment, agree to the same: 

Insert, after the word “iron,” in line 15, page 2 of the Senate amendment, the 
following 

‘lo Coffin & Hendry, of San Francisco, the sum of $1,575 for furnishing sa 
nud rigging.” 

All of which is respectifully submitted, 





W. P. TAULBER, 

B. HERMANN, 

THOMAS L. THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN H. MITCHELL, 

WM. M. STEWART, 

E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying this report was read 
The question is on agreeing to the 


The SPEAKER. 
yesterday and is in the Recorp. 
report. 

‘The report was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that leave be given to 
file reports with the Clerk during to-day for appropriate reference. 

There being no objection, the leave requested was given. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make a brief personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] to make a brief personal explanation? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I notice in the Washington Post of 
this morning a statement that on yesterday I resorted to ‘‘ filibuster- 
ing tactics’’ to prevent the consideration of general pension legislation. 
i did ask unanimons consent (there being only eight minutes of the 
hour remaining) that the hour be considered as having expired; but my 
purpose was, as appears by the REcoRD, to avoid a cali of the roll, 
which call I apprehended would disclose the lack of a quorum and pre- 
vent the pension session last night. The result of that roll-call failed 
to show the presence of a quorum and my fears were fully realized. 
The statement to which I have referred is therefore an error (uninten- 
tional no doubt) and without any foundation whatever in fact. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, Senate bill No. 3304 was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs on the 10th instant with authority 
to report the bill at any time for consideration. I now report back 
favorably with an amendment, and for immediate consideration, the 
hill (S. 3804) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill at length demanded? It 
was read when previously before the House. 

Mr. MORROW. ‘This is the bill which I asked to have considered 
a few days ago. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has stated, the bill has heretofore 
been read; and unless the reading be now demanded it will not be read 
again. 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill (S, 3304) to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the date of the exchange 
of ratifications of the pending treaty between the United States of America 
and His Imperial Majesty the om op of China, signed on the 12th day of 
March, A. D, 1888, it shall be unlawful for any Chinese person, whether a sub- 
ject of China or of any other power, to enter the United States, except as here- 
inafter provided. 

See, 2, That Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants, or travelers for 
pleasure or curiosity, shall be permitted to enter the United States, but in order 
to entitle themselves to do so they shall first obtain the permission of the 
Chinese Government, or other government of which they may at the time be 
citizens or subjects. Such permission and also their personal identity shall in 
such case be evidenced by a certificate to be made out by the diplomatic repre- 
sentative of the United States in the country, or of the consular representative 
of the United States at the port or place from which the person named therein 
comes. The certificate shall contain a full description of such person, of his 
age, height, and general physical features, and sha!! state his former and present 
occupation or profession and place of residence, and shall be made out in dupli- 
cate. One copy shall be delivered open to the person named and described, 
and the other copy shall be sealed up and delivered by the diplomatic or con- 
sular officer as aforesaid to the captain of the vessel on which the person named 
in the certificate sets sail for the United States, together with the sealed certifi- 
cate, which shall be addressed to the collector of customs at the port where 
such person is to land, There shall be delivered to the aforesaid captain a let- 
ter from the consular officer addressed to the collector of customs aforesaid, and 
stating that said consular officer has on a certain day delivered to the said cap- 
tain a certificate of the right of the person named therein to enter the United 
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“tates as a Chinese official, or other exempted person, asthe case may be. And 
any captain who lands or attempts to land a Chinese person in the United 
States, without having in his possession a sealed certificate, as required in this 
section, shall be liable to the penalties prescribed in section 9 of this act. 

Sec, 3. That the provisions of this act shal! apply to all persons of the Chines: 
ice, Whether subjects of China or other foreign power, excepting Chinese dip]o- 
iatic or consular officers and their attendants; and the words ** Chinese labor- 
re,’ wherever used in this act, shal] be construed to mean both skilled and un- 
<illed laborers and Chinese employed in mining. 

. 4. That the master of any vessel arriving in the United States from any 
foreign port or place with any Chinese passengers on board shall, when he de- 
livers his manifest of cargo, and ifthere be no cargo,when he makes legalentry of 
his vessel, and before landing or permitting to land any Chinese person (unless 
liplomatie or consular officer, or attendant of such officer), deliver to the col- 
ctor of customs of the district in which the vessel shall have arrived the sealed 
rtificates and letters as aforesaid, and a separate list of all Chinese persons 
taken on board of his vessel at any foreign port or place, and of all such per 

ms on board at the time of arrival as aforesaid. Such list shall show the 
names of such persons and other particulars asshown by their open certificates, 
or other evidences required by this act, and such list shall be sworn to by the 
master in the manner required by law in relation to the manifest of the cargo, 

The master of any vessel as_aforesaid shall not permit any Chinese diplo- 
matic or consular officer or attendant of such officer to land without having first 
been informed by the collector of customs of the official character of such officer 
or attendant. Any refusal or willful neglect of the master of any vessel to 
comply with the provisions of this section shall incur the same penalties and 
forfeitures as are provided for a refusal or neglect to report and deliver a man- 
ifest of the cargo. 

Sec. 5. That from and after the passage of this act no Chinese laborer in the 
United States shall be permitted, after having left, to return thereto, except 
under the conditions stated in the following sections. 

Sec. 6. That no Chinese laborer within the purview of the petenea section 
shall be permitted to return to the United States unless he has a lawful wife, 
child, or parent in the United States, or property therein of the value of $1,(0 
or debts of like amount due him and pending settlement. The marriage to 
such wife must have taken place at least a year prior to the application of the 
laborer for a permit to return to the United States, and must have been followed 
by the continuous cohabitation of the parties as man and wife. 

If the right to return be claimed on the ground of property or of debts, it must 
appear that the property is bona fide and not colorably acquired for the purpose 
of evading this act, or that the debts are unascertained and unsettled, and not 
promissory notes or other similar acknowledgments of ascertained liability. 

Sec. 7. That a Chinese person claiming the right to be permitted to leave the 
United States and return thereto on any of the grounds stated in the foregoing 
section, shall apply to the collector of customs of the district from which he 
wishes to depart at least a month prior to the time of his departure, and shal! 
make on oath before the said collector a full statement descriptive of his family, 
or property, or debts, as the case may be, and shall furnish to said collector such 
proofs of the facts entitling him to return as shall be required by the rules and 
regulations prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
for any false swearing in relation thereto heshal! incur the penalties of perjury. 
He shall also permit the collector to take a full description of his person, which 
description the collector shall retain and mark witha number. And if the col- 
lector, after hearing the proofs and investigating all the circumstances of the 
case, sha!] decide to issue a certificate of return, he shal! at such time and place 
as he may designate, sign and give tothe person applying a certificate containing 
the number of the description last aforesaid, which shall be the sole evidence 
given to such person of his rightto return. If the last named certificate be 
transferred, it shall become void, and the person to whom it was given shall for- 
feit his right to return to the United States. The right to return under the said 
certificate shall be limited to one year; bat it may be extended foran additional 
period, not to exceed a year, in cases where, by reason of sickness or other cause 
of disability beyond his control, the holder thereof shall be rendered unab| 
sooner to return, which facts shall be fully reported to and investigated by the 
consular representative of the United States at the port or place from which 
such laborer departs for the United States, and certified by such representative 
of the United States to the satisfaction of the collector of customs at the port 
where such Chinese person shall seek to land in the United States, such certi 
cate to be delivered by said representative to the master of the vessel on which 
he departs for the United States. And no Chinese laborer shall be permitted to 
re-enter the United States without producing to the proper oflicer of the cus- 
toms at the port of such entry the return certificate herein required. A Chinese 
laborer possessing a certificate under this section shall be admitted to the United 
States only at the port from which he departed therefrom, and no Chinese per 
son, except Chinese diplomatic or consular officers, and their attendants, siial 
be permitted to enter the United States except at the ports of San Francisco 
Portland, Oregon, Boston, New York,New Orleans, Port Townsend, or such 
other ports as may be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 8, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and empowered to make and prescribe, and from time to time to change 
and amend such rules and regulations, not in conflict with this act, as he ma 
deem necessary and proper to conveniently secure to such Chinese persons as 
are provided for in Articles Ii and Lil of the said treaty between the United 
States and the Empire of China, the rights therein mentioned, and such as 
shall also protect the United States against the coming and transit of persons 
not entitled to the benefit of the provisions of said articles. And he is hereby 
further authorized and empowered to prescribe the form and substance of 
certificates to be issued to Chinese laborers under and in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of said articles, and prescribe the form of the record of such certificate 
and of the proceedings for issuing the same, and he may require the deposit, «5 
a part of such record, of the photograph of the party to whom any such certi- 
ticate shall be issued. 

Sec. 9. That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the 
United States on such vessel, and land, or attempt to land, or permit to be 
landed any Chinese laborer or other Chinese person, in contravention of the 
provisions of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on con 
viction thereof, shall be punished with a fine of not les than $5600 nor more than 
$1,000, in the discretion of the court, for every Chinese laborer or other Chinese 
person so brought, and may also be imprisoned for a term of not Jess than one 
year nor more than five years, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec, 10. That the foregoing section shal! not app!y to the case of any master 
whose vessel shall come within the jurisdiction of the United States in distress 
or under stress of weather, or touching at any port of the United States on i's 
voyage to any foreign port or place. ButChinese laborers or persons on suc!) 
vessel shall not be permitted to land, except in case of necessity, and must de- 
part with the vessel on leaving port. 

Sec, L. That any person who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substitute 
any name for the name written in any certificate herein required, or forge such 
certificate, or knowingly utter any forged or fraudulent certificate, or falsely 
personate any person named in any such certificate, and any person other than 
the one to whom a certificate was issued who shall falsely present any such cer- 
tificate, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereot 
shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $1,000, and imprisoned in a penitentiary 
for aterm of not more than five years. 

Sec. 12. That before any Chinese passengersare landed from any such w¢as¢l, 
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allowe« 





law he collector shall 1 yx i¢ I i questions in spute Ww 1 
gard to the right of any Chinese passenger to enter the United States, and his 
de cision shall be subject to review the Secretary of t reas and 
otherwise 

Sec. 13. That any Chinese person, or person of Chinese descent, found un 
fully in the United States, or its Territories, may be arrested up a warrant 
ssued upon a complaint, u der oath, filed by ar party on behalf of the Uni 
States. by any justice, judge, or commissioner of any United States court, ret 
able be fore any justice, judge, or commissioner of a Unite s court, « 


















fore any United States court, and when convicted, upon g.and f i 
and adjudged to be one not law fully entitled to be or remain in the United 
States,sach person s! ill be removed from the United States to the country 
whence he came Butany such Chinese person convicted before a commissioye! 
o} a United States court may, within ten days from such « iv 1, AP} Li to 
the judge of the district court for the district A cer 1 py dg t 
shail be the process upon which s¢id removal shall be \ x 
ecuted by the marshal of the district, or any officer having aut r ma 
shal under the provisions of this section. 4nd in ail such cases the person w 
brought or aided in bringing such person into the United States shall be 

the Government of the United States 4 é a é enses i irred 

h investigation and r moval; and all pe e oti rs of the several States an« 





to 
ferritories of the Unit 
r 
a) 





| States are here ves i Ww 1 the same authority 
erence to carrying out the provisions of th ‘Sa marsha eputy 
ial of the United States, and shall be entitled to ke compensation, to bea 
ited and paid by the same officers 
Si 14. That the preceding sections shall not: to ( nese diplomat 
consular officers or their attendants, who s 1itted to the United States 
under special instructions of the Treasury Department, without production of 


other evidence than that of personal identity 


Sec, 15. That the act entitled “An act to amend act entitled ‘An act to ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’ approved May 6, L882 
approved July 5, 1884, is hereby repealed 

Passed the Senate August 8, 1588, 

Attest 





ANSON G. McCOOK, Secre 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign Aflairs was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out section 15 and insert 

“That the act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 
Chinese,’ approved May 6, 1882, and an act to amend sai t, approved July 
1884, are hereby repealed, to take effect upon the ratification of the pending 
treaty, as provided in section | of this act 

Mr. McCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, the President of the United States 
on the 16th of March, 1838, transmitted to the Senate of the United 
States for constitutional approval aconvention or treaty, § 
cluded in the city of Washington on the 12th of March, 
direction, between the United States and China, to prohibit Chines« 
borers from coming into this country for a period of twenty years, and 
providing further that if six months before the expiration of said period 
of twenty years neither government shall formally have given not 
of the termination of the treaty to the other, it shall remain in fu 
force for another like period of twenty years. fon. Thomas F. 
ard, Secretary of State, acted as plenipotentiary of the President of the 
United States, and Chang Yen Hoon, envoy extraordinary and n 
ister plenipotentiary, acted as plenipotentiary of the Emperor of Cl 








ed and ¢ 


1 
1838, un 





i t 

The provisions of the treaty preclude the return of Chinese 
who are not now in this country, and forbid the coming into the 
United States of Chinese laborers from any quarter whatsoever; bt 
from this inhibition are excepted any Chinese laborer who has a law 
ful wife, child, or parent in the United States or property therein o 
the value of $1,000, or debts of like ameunt due him and pending 
settlement. And Chinese officials, teachers, lent thants, o1 
travelers for pleasure or curiosity are permitted to enter the United 
States, but in order to entitle them to do so they are required to first 
obtain the permission of the Chinese Government, evidenced by ce 
tificates duly made out by the diplomatic representative of the United 
States in the country, or of the -onsular representative of the United 
States at the place from which tne person named therein comes. On 
the 7th of May, 1888, the Senate ratified the treaty with two amend 
ments, as follows: 

To Article I: 

And the prohibition [of Chinese |aborers] shall extend to the returnof ¢ nese 
laborers who are not now in the United States, whether holding return certi 
cates under existing laws or not, 

To Article II: 


And no such Chinese laborer shall be permitted to enter the United States by 
land or sea without producing to the proper officer of the customs the return 
certificates herein required. 


LAVOT 3 





students, mer 





These not very important amendments have delayed the ratification 
of the treaty for several months. The Chinese minister is now in Peru, 
and it will not probably take effect until the latter part of the present 
year, as the treaty with the Senate amendments must be resubmitted 
to the Chinese Government for approval. If the Senate had ratified 
the treaty without amendments, then as soon as we pass the pending 
bill, which came to the House of Representatives about one week 
ago, and it is approved by the President, Chinese laborers would be 
absolutely prohibited from coming to the United States. 





‘he Chinese Government may refuse to accede to the changes in the 


treaty proposed by the Senate. If this occurs, the whole negotiation 
will fail; but as it is probable the amendments will be agreed to, in 
view of the public interest taken in the question of Chinese immigra- 
tion, and the necessity for legislation to carry into effect the provisions 
of the treaty as soon as it is properly approved and ratified, the pend- 
ing bill and amendment should pass without delay. 


| final exch unge of ratifications of the treaty must necessarily 
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for some months on account ol amendments 


Sen ite, the Committee on Foreign Aflairs believed that the passage ot 


the bill in the shape in which it came from the Senate repealing the | 


restriction act of 1582 from and after the approval of the bill might 
throw open our ports to unrestricted Chinese immigration for probably 
several months or until there shall have been time for the exchange of 


amended treaty, and they therefore presented the 
j ‘ 


ratilications of the 


made to the treaty by the | 


| 


amendment which has been re ported giving effect to the repealingclause | 


from and after the exchange oi ratifications instead of from and after 
approval of the act. 
Mt 


Mr. Speaker, I have thus given a brief history of the treaties be 


tween the United States and China and the laws enacted to carry them 


into effect. ‘This 1 have done not only for a proper understanding oi 
the bill, but also to show the earnest efforts that have been made to 
reach the position taken in the treaty sent by the President to the | ; 


Senate on the 16th of March, 1588, 

Jn my opinion too much credit can not be given to President Cleve- 
Jand and his able Secretary, Hon. ‘Thomas I’. Bayard, for their success 
in negotiating a treaty far in advance of any ever negotiated between 
the United States and China, and which, I think, will furnish an 
effective remedy for the evils of Chinese immiig 
plained of, 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is there in s bill to prevent the immigra- 
tion of Chinese to this country that will make it more effectual than 
the previous legislation we have had on thaf subject 

Mr. McCREARY. 
from the Burlingame treaty and also extracts from the Pekin treaty of 
1580. The treaty recently negotiated goes further than any previous 
treaty made with China. It absolutely prohibits the coming of Chinese 
laborers to the United States, and the bill under consideration pro- 
vides all proper means for carrying the treaty into effect when ratified. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I propose to go as far in this matter as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. My only object now is to ascertain whether this 
bill meets all the difficulties of the situation. 

Mr. McCREARY. Wethink it does. The bill has been carefully 
considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate and 
carefully considered by the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. We 
think the bill is prepared in accordance with the treaty, and that it is 
a step very much in advance of any action which has been taken here- 
tofore We believe it will prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to 
the United States. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will t 
safeguards this bill carries? 

Mr. McCREARY. The bill provides that the master of any vessel 
arriving in the United States from any foreign port or place with any 
Chinese passengers on board shall, when he delivers his manifest of cargo 
or makes legal entry of his vessel, and before landing or permitting to 
land any Chinese person (other than a diplomagic or consular officer or 
attendant of such officer), deliver to the collector of customs of the dis- 
trict in which the vessel shall have arrived the certificates and letters 
identifying Chinese persons, together with a list of all such persons 
taken on board of his vessel, and shch list shall be sworn to by the 
master of the vessel. 

‘The master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the Uni- 
ted States on such vessel, and land, or attempt to land, or permit to be 
Janded, any Chinese laborer or other Chinese person, in contravention of 
the provisions of the bill, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
on conviction thereof shall be punished with a fine of not less than $500 
nor more than $1,000, in the discretion of the court, for every Chinese 
laborer or other Chinese person so brought, and may also be imprisoned 
for a term of not less than one year nor more than five years, in the 
discretion of the court. 

‘The bill further provides that any Chinese person or persons of Chi- 
nese descent found unlawfully in the United States or its Territories 
may be arrested upon a warrant issued upon a complaint under oath 
filed by any party, on behalf of the United States, by any justice, judge, 
or commissioner of any United States court, returnable before any 
justice, judge, or commissioner of a United States court, and when con- 
victed, upon a hearing, and found and adjudged to be one not lawfully 
entitled to be or remain in the United States, such person shall be re- 
moved from the United States to the country whence he came. 

These are some of the important provisions of the bill. I think if 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] will examine the bill he 
will be satisfied with it. 

Mr. Speaker, a demand comes from the States and Territories on the 
Pacifie coast asking for legislation on the Chinese question which must 
be heeded. A cry of distress comes to us from millions of people of 
our own race which should be responded to promptly. 

In the language of another, they have said to us— 


That everything which men hold dear, their traditions, their liberties, their 
sympathies, social habits, and political rights, are all in jeopardy unless a check 
shall be put to the incoming and terrible wave of an approaching Mongolian 
overflow of everything like Christian or American civilization in the States of 
the Pacific Slope. 


The history of the world does not show an illustration of greater 
unanimity of feeling on the part of a people expressing their wishes 


ration so iong com- 


1 


he gentleman explain the penalties and 


The gentleman was not in when I read extracts | 





ee 


| people. The vote si 


and desires than was shown by an election held in California under an 


act of the Legislature wherein the question as to whether Chinese im- 





} 


migration was beneficial or otherwise w submitted to the vote of the 


owed this significant result—for Chinese immigra- 






tion, 883; against Chinese emigration, 154,638. Less than one-half of 
l per cent. of the voters of that populat on expressed their wish for non- 
interierence with Chinese immigration, and over 99} per cent. testified 


to their hatred and abhorrence of it. 

I am in favor of ope yur ports to the land and of 
lial welcome to a country, which is the freest and best 
in the world; but the Chinese have not proved themselves worthy to 


enjoy the blessings and benefits of our country. 


W thy of eve ry 
giving them a cor 


They do not appre- 
ciate our Institutions nor our laws, and they only come here for tem- 








porary pur} , and they do not desire to become a part of our civili- 

LL1O} 

We therefore have to choose between the civilization of the United 
States and the civilization of China—between the social, political, and 
religious institutions of the United States and the customs, manners, 
ind heathenism of the Chinese. Thei 3, interest, customs, man- 
ners, aspirations, and system of labor are totally different from ours. [ 
believe that bor should be honorable and honored, and not degraded 





by being compelled to compete with this debased and servile race.’’ 
the struggle between Chinese labor and free white labor the latter 


t a heavy disadvantage. The cooly brings neither wife nor family 
n; therefore he can underbid the American laborer. He comes 

* the sole purpose of accumulating money, and itis said that the 

the two races in California has so far only been a question 


” 





survival of the cheapest, and not a survival of the fittest. 
‘he permanent prosperity of a country depends upon fair dealing and 
proper regard for the interests of those who labor. ° A just distribu- 
tion of the wealth of labor among the producers of it isan axiom which 
all should appreciate and uphold. The appeal of the representative 
assembly of trades and labor unions of the Pacific coast fitly and ap- 
propriately express the situation in California. They say: 

It has been calculated that the number of Chinese in California is about 150,- 
000, or nearly 20 per cent. greater than is the number of mail whites capable of 
bearing arms. 

Although forming one-sixth of the total population of California, they pay less 
than one four-hundredth part of the revenue required for the State gover: ment, 
They send nearly $8,000,000 home annually to China from the Pacific coast. 
‘hey underbid our white men in the labor market, purchase little or no Amer- 
sroducts and manufactures, live squalidly, crowded together, constantly 
sndering disease. Unlike white emigrants, they do not come to make 
homes with us and help build up the country; they come without wives and 
children 

They do not and can not nilate with the Caucasian race, they continue 
their heathenish religion and customs, evade our laws, especially internal rev- 
en whenever possible; use the State and Federal laws frequently to carry 
sentences which have been awarded by their own secret tribunals, and also 
keep Chinese women ina state of bondage and prostitution, these poor crea- 
tures being openly boughtand sold among them; have secret tribunals of their 


own for trying and punishing those who dare to rebel against the arbitrary au- 
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thority of the Chinese Government which under the name of benevolent asso- 
ciations virtually control nearly all the Chinese in the State. 

The bill now under consideration, takenin connection with the sweep- 
ing concessions of the pending treaty, seems to apply a more effective 
remedy to the evils so long complained of than any bill ever presented 
to the Congress of the United States. 

It receives the hearty indorsement of the Department of State and 
is in accordance with the provisions of the treaty. 

Its prompt passage is earnestly desired by millions of our country- 
men, and I hope the bill will pass with the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

I append the message of the President and the treaty with my re- 
marks. 

To the Senate: 

[ have the honor to transmit her@witb, and recommend for your constitutional 
approval, a convention ed and concluded in this city on the 12th instant, 
under my direction, between the Unfted States and China for the exclusion here- 
after of Chinese laborers from coming into this country. ; 

rhis treaty is accompanied by a letter from the Secretary of State in recital of 
its provisions and explanatory of the reasons for its negotiation, and with it ar 
transmitted sundry documents giving the history of events connected with t 
presence and treatment of Chinese subjects in the United States. ; 

in view of the public interest which has for a long time been manifested in 
relation to the question of Chinese immigration, it would seem advisable that 
the full text of this treaty should be made public, and I respectfully recomme: 
that an order to that effect be made by your honorable body. 


GROVER CLEVELAND 





EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 16, 1888. 


TREATY OF MARCH 12, 1888, 


Whereas on the 17th day of November, A. D. 1880, a treaty was concluded b« 
tween the United States and China for the purpose of regulating, limiting, or 
suspending the coming of Chinese laborers to and their residence in the United 
States; and 

Whereas the Government of China, in view of ‘the antagonism and much 
deprecated and serious disorders to which the presence of Chinese laborers has 
given rise in certain parts of the United States, desires to prohibit the emigra- 
tion of such laborers from China to the United States; and 

Whereas the Government of the United States and the Government of China 
desire to co-operate in prohibiting such emigration, and to strengthen in other 
ways the bonds of friendship between the two countries ; [ 

Now, therefore, the President of the United States has appointed Thomas F. 
Bayard, Secretary of State of the United States, as his plenipotentiary; and His 
Imperial Majesty the Emperor of China has appointed Chang Yen Hoon, min- 
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aconclusion. I must be permitted to say, Mr. Speaker, that I r 


it as extremely unfortunate for the interest of both governments a 
the amicable adjustment of the questions in dispute between the ( 


i 
ernment of the United States and the Government of China that 
Senate of the United States should have made any amendment of 1 


treaty which necessitated delay in its promulgation by the two 
spective governments who are parties to it. 

I say that it is unfortunate that the Senate of the United States should 
have made any amendment to this treaty, inasmuch as they are in m) 
judgment immaterial and unnecessary for the purpose of effecting the 
amicable object which seems to be of as much interest to one Govern 
ment as to the other, and in which one Government is as earnest in its 


desire to execute as is the other. There should be no delays in giving 


relief to our people upon the Pacific coast against what they consider | 
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resenting one of the districts of California, Mr. Page, which bill pro- 
posed to prevent all Chinese from coming to this country. 

‘There was a provision in the later treaty which we had made with 
China assenting to another amendment to the Burlingame treaty and 
another modification, namely, that the Government of the United States 
should have the power by law—not by treaty, but by law—to prohibit 
the immigration of Chinese for a reasonable period of time; that is, our 
Government should have the right by law to suspend the right of Chi- 
nese immigration. The Chinese Government agreed to that modifica- 
tion, and under the power thus conceded by China to exist in the leg- 
islative department of the Government of the United States the act of 
1882 was introduced into Congress. 

That act proposed to prevent the landing of all Chinese coolies or la- 
borers in this country for a period of twenty years. I rose in my place 
in this House—for I was a member of the House then—and proposed 
an amendment to the bill introduced by the gentleman from California, 
Mr. Page. I stated that in my judgment the extension of the period 
to twenty years was a violation of the spirit of the treaty, and I pro- 
posed ten years instead of twenty. The gentleman who was engineer- 
ing the bill through the House, Mr. Page, declined to accept that 
amendment. 

I predicted in my place here that the then President of the United 
States, animated by a desire to maintain our treaty obligations, as he 
ought to have been whether he was the President of one party or the 
President of another party, would insist upon preserving the treaty and 
would veto the bill of the gentleman from California, even if it should 
pass. The gentleman declined to listen to my word of warning. He 
passed his bill through the House and through the Senate, and it went 
to the Executive Mansion and it was vetoed by the President. In the 
same session of Congress the very amendment which I Had proposed 
was adopted by the gentleman from California, and the billso amended 
passed both Houses and became a law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that the Chinese Government hasin all re- 
spects exhibited the most liberal spirit whenever we have proposed to 
prevent the immigration of its subjects to this country. There was a 
very themorable commission created in connection with this Chinese 
question a few years ago in the Senate of the United States, and at the 
head of it was the then leader of the Republican party in the Senate, 
Governor Morton, of Indiana. He went to California and investigated 
the question of the Chinese and of their influence upon the labor of the 
Pacilic coast. He came back and made a report to the Senate in which 
he took the ground that the Chinese did not seriously at that time in- 
terfere with laboron the Pacific coast, that they had been instrumental 
in building many of the railroads in California, in reclaiming the lands 
of that country, and that they had been, in the main, a peaceable and 
law-abiding class of people. He says in his report: 

At atime when those countries have adopted a liberal policy, and in that re- 
epect have yielded to Western civilization, and have especially recognized the 
force of the example and policy of the United States, it is proposed that we shall 
take a step backward by the adoption of their cast-off policy of exclusion, The 
argument set up here in favor of this is precisely that which was so long used 
to excuse or justify the same policy in Caina and Japan, namely, that the ad- 


mission of foreigners tended to interfere with their trade and the labor of their 
people, and corrupt their morals and degrade their religion, 
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That was the report made by the commission that was presided over 
by Governor Morton. 

Subsequently the indisposition to have these people come to the 
Pacific ‘coast has increased, and we have proposed now another treaty 


with the Chinese Government, and this Administration, at the head of 


which stands Mr. Cleveland as the President of the United States, and 
Mr. Bayard as his Secretary of State, have recently negotiated a new 
treaty, and again we have the spectacle presented of prompt and ready 
acquiescence on the part of the Chinese Government. If that treaty 
had been ratified in the Senate as it left the hands of the men who 
made it, the plenipotentiaries of the two Governments, it would be to- 
day the law of the land and this Administration would have the credit, 
as it should have, of inducing the Chinese Government to accede to an 
agreement by which al! Chinese immigration into this country shall 
be excluded for a period of twenty years; but the amendments made 
in the Senate have given rise to delay and probably necessitated the 
passage of this bill. 


I may be permitted to say, sir, that I am credibly informed that the | 


Chinese Government is not only willing, but that it is absolutely de- 
sirous and anxious to prevent its subjects from emigrating to the United 
States. It will be found, when in my speech shall be read the para- 
graph from the’ Burlingame treaty to which I have referred, that the 
correlative rights were embraced in that treaty of our citizens going 
to China and Chinese citizens coming here, and when we obtained that 
right it was looked on as a great achievement. 

It was regarded as a wonderful and memorable feat that we had in- 
duced the Chinese Empire, an empire embracing 400,000,000 of the peo- 
ple of this earth, nearly one-half of the entire population of the globe, to 
abandon its time-honored policy. Chipa had lived within the limits 
of her own wall, having her own people and her own wants to provide 
for, and she had supplied her wants from the labors of her own people 
for centuries, 


| of this bill. 
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I here insert Articles IV and V of the treaty: 

The twenty-ninth article of the treaty of the 18th of June, 1858, having stipu- 
lated for the exemption of Christian citizens of the United States and Chinese 
converts from persecution in China, on account of their faith, it is further agreed 
that citizens of the United States in China of every religious persuasion, and 
Chinese subjects in the United States shall enjoy entire liberty of conscience, 
and shall be exempt from all disability or persecution on account of their re- 
ligious faith or worshipin either country. 

Art. V. The United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially 
recognize the inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and 
allegiance, and also the mutual advantage of the free migration and emigra- 
tion of their citizens and subjects respectively from the one country to the other 
for the purposes of curiosity, of trade, or as a permanent residence. The high 
contracting parties therefore join in reprobating any other than an entirely 
voluntary emigration forthese purposes. They consequently agree to pass laws 
making it a penal offense for a citizen of the United States or Chinese subjects 
totake Chinese subjects either to the United States or to any other foreign 
country, or for a Chinese subject or citizen of the United States to take citizens 
of the United States to Chinaor to any other foreign country without their free 
and voluntary consent, respectively. 

Up to that period of time China had been an exclusive nation; and 
her history, Mr. Speaker, has been one of very extraordinary advance- 
ment. Her civilization, it may be said, dates back of the earliest stages 
of civilized government in the world, back of that in this country or 
in the country from which our ancestors, speaking a like language with 
ourown, came. It goes back to the days of Confucius; and far beyond 
the time of Confucius this august dynasty extends, until its origin is 
lost in the twilight of fable. 

China is a great nation, great in power, great in intellect, great in 
numbers, great in resources. When has she displayed her greatness 
more conspicuously than in the generous concessions which she has 
been at all times disposed to make in response to the demands of our 
Government for fair and liberal treaties? When we found that we did 
not want her population, that her people were not homogeneous with 
our own and never would become so, that it would be undesirable they 
should become so, we proposed that they should be excluded, and she 
assented to every such proposition, as she has now assented to this treaty 
which has been formed between the two governments, absolutely ex- 
cluding the importation into our country of Chinese except those who 
may come here as plenipotentiaries, as merchants, as students, or in 
some other of the accepted classes. 

It is provided by treaty stipulation that the vast body of the labor- 
ing population of that nation shall be excluded from this country for 
the period of twenty years—the very period which, when embraced 
in the original bill of 1882, was regarded by Mr. Arthur, then Presi- 
dent of the United States, as violative of the spirit of the treaty, he 
having based his veto on that ground. China has agreed to this re- 
striction in a spirit of liberality which challenges the admiration of 
the enlightened world. She has agreed to a treaty which embraces 
the very provision embodied in the original act of 1882, which was 
vetoed by a Republican President of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said thus much in regard to the treaties for- 
merly existing between the Chinese nation and our own in order that 
I might pay a just tribute to that nation, with whom we have been 
upon such friendly terms. She has assented to every modification of 
every treaty that we have ever proposed from the time when she vio- 
lated what had been her traditions and history for centuries, and agreed 
to the provisions of the Burlingame treaty, conceding to us not only 
the right to carry our commerce to that country, selling to her ou: 
products and getting hers in return, but absolutely according to our 
ministers of the gospel the opportunity to go there and preach Ciris- 
tianity without let or hinderance. No more liberal treaty was evel 
entered into between any two nations than those which China has 
always been willing to enter into with the United States. 

Article X XIX of the treaty provides as follows: 


The principles of the Christian religion,as professed by the Protestant and 
Roman Catholic churches, are recognized as teaching men to do good,and to 
do to others as they would haveothersdotothem. Hereafter those who quietly 
profess and teach these doctrinéS shall not be harassed or persecuted on ac- 
count of their faith. Any person, whether citizen of the United States or 
Chinese convert, who, according to these tenets, peaceably teaches and prac- 
= principles of Christianity shall in no case be interfered with or mo- 
ested, 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that when I found this treaty had been 
amended in the Senate it was to me a subject of regret. Iam in favor 
I hope it will receive the votes of alarge majority of the 
House on both sides. I amin favor of it because it is in keeping with and 
is in spirit a part and parcel of this treaty, which has been negotiated by 
the plenipotentiaries appointed by Mr. Cleveland and by the Chinese 
Emperor. I believe it would have been better if this treaty had re- 
ceived the approbation of the United States Senate in the form in which 
it came from the hands of the plenipotentiaries, and had been in that 
form ratified and promulgated, leaving us to enact whatever laws might 
become necessary for the purpose of carrying the treaty into effect. 
While the amendments which have been incorporated in the treaty by 
the Senate may possibly be acceptable to the Chinese Government, we 
do not know that such will be the case, and I think it a great misfor- 
tune that in this way the Senate should have risked anything in regaid 
to the ratification and promulgation of this very liberal treaty. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs I approve of this bill, and as a member of this House 1+ 
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Marshall on this point. 


Then there is the power of naturalization, which, undoubtedly, 
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who enters our borders. 


True, sir, the civilization of the Chinese is not « 
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and it Is true, too, that they are offensive in many r 
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pauper labor, brought into competition with our labor, it has become 
impossible to protect and preserve the dignity of our laboring men, and 
it is to prevent the continuance of that evil that restrictive legislation 
has been found to be absolutely necessary. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Michigan what 
avail this legislation will be if we permit the introduction of the prod- 
ucts of Chinese cheap labor into the ports of the United States to 
brought into competition with the products of American free labor ? 
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There was no objectio ul it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of J 18 I think the House is ready now to vote 


ym th Pili. 
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nor, so far as I know, have the 


gentlemen around me any objection,to voting upon the bill now, but 
if there is to be debate I sugvest to the gentleman that he let it run on 


until 4 or hall past 1, 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I find that there are several gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak on this subject, so I withdraw my request 


tor the present, 

Mr. O’NELLL, Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CuipMAN] for his courtesy. I have ever found 
him a true friend and earnest worker for the cause of labor whenever 
labor measures were before the House. 

And Mr. Speaker, concerning the pending bill, while I favor 
it, I think it but proper to suggest that every two years or thereabouts 
we have a bill passed by Congress in regard to the Chinese. It is one 
of the incidents of a political campaign. A campaign does not appear 
to be complete without some additional Chinese legislation. We have 
now pending this bill, which has passed the Senate, and is it not 
singular coincflence that at this same time we have also a committee 
of this House taking testimony in the city of New York in regard to 
violations of previous laws passed by Congress to prohibit the importa 
tion of contract labor, and thereby protect the workmen of this country? 

My object in taking the floor to-day is to call the attention of the 
country to the fact that the passing of laws by Congress will not rem- 
edy these evils until you have a public opinion that will respect and 
back up those laws and carry them out. Whenever you have a public 
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I n i St iri ort bi al Op} a wt { } 
l } two t ¢ irs avo to t California 
I thie I i i i ul of hein y 10 Lol ¢ rie n ¢ ‘ ' 
t] ] P a re to eit irom thelr 1 i ti Cl im e 
8 rer y 5 Lavo With ct  < ol ] ) 
f b fre the mon inded at t Palace Hetel, w 
( i i 4 l \ ‘ lit Dp 4 { ict i } ra e] j , i 
‘ t 1 the n | te 1 ‘ ind in t ‘ 
n rds, and in the orang rov of ¢ fornia, in the mines, in 7 
iu s, on the ral Is, the { is to be found And it 
cause they h it the Chi s in ( i } . to-day. I hav f 
t ed with lal ere a the ive told me that men who go t Fr 
1 ib coun un linbpre if if e at fields of ¢ uploym 
0} n tothem are com] led to ive | } e the Chinese laborer is pri 
ferred, Heis1 é e, more servile, and swe etter the purp ; 
o mal, ¢ ‘ ) rs woo, Vy i ] } i la 
would | wes if they could yet them ; 
I } I e] er i q i t 
! our so-« er cl ‘ l re 
y ban i yur hote l I ! i i 
l li i I t b em] Vv the ( itn Chi j 
s not alwa < » inbor i’eo W ( ve 1 et they i 
t r ¢ } COOKS 340 or Li i 1 thei (hin S 
in pro tio J t ys ¢ Wherever y 
t iwilil a we On l | < l ly j 
oO ra good deal of the Lie in stat 
r. FELTON | i coms led to em t romt 
i that they can ge » ot labo p if t Chinani 
t] ind the fact of their } irly docile nature and tl st 
] ent the coming in of other labor which would compete 
li admit this fret, that thereisa class of men who alway 
thing a cheap : s they can; but I tell t s House that the moral 
ment of the community, the feeling pervading all classes there is t 
th y would like to doaway witht ; laborand substitute for it a | 
which would be homogeneous with our people and would be a } 
pat el 0 C1 fation It butasa er? wrt that v ] 
been compelled to do things which otherwise we would not do. 
I ILL, of Missour If th ] yple ol the Pacific ce 
st ge the dernier ress would take the first rem 
h vertise the fact that they desired and had emplo 
vants they would find in this city, In every city 0 
Union, even in the citiesin his own neighborhood, hundreds and 
inds of laborers and servants who would be glad to have employ: 
many of whom have gone out there and have been obliged to 
back, finding no chance for employment. 
Mr. LON. Will you pay their passages ? 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missou1 Oh, there have been cheap rates o 
often, and they have gone there, but they have had to com¢ 
empty-handed because they could not find employment, 
Mr. Speaker, what I have said about Chinese legislation is true a 
in regard to the importation of contract labor. We pass laws u 
that subject, and when they are evaded we amend them. But w! 
is the result? Americans, citizens of this country, men who ha\ ‘ 
their money invested in business enterprises, and who care no mot 
about the humanities of life than they do about the animals they en 
ploy, send for cheap European laborers and bring them over here and 
employ them totheexclusion of o It is ignoring the rights « 
our own citizens; itisignoring the of », because after the 
have used these poor fellows, either for the purpose of breaking do\ : 
a strike or reducing wages, they turn the out on the hillsides, utte: 


7 


| careless whether they sta 
perience in the mining 
manuiacturing regions 

We are talking to-day about the question of labor. Thatis the qi 
tion that is paramount to all others. Your tariff question is recog 
able as a question only in so far as it aifects labor. Gentlemen 
pass this bill, as you have passed many other labor bills in this ‘ 
gress, and I believe that this Congress will go into history as ha 
accomplished more for the cause of labor than any other Congress t 
has ever sat here, and I intend to add to my remarks an abstra 
the various labor measures that h passed this House, nan 
The bill creating a Department of Labor, the arbitration bill, « 
vict-labor bills, letter-carriers’ eight hour bill, prohibiting emp! 
| ment of alien labor, and to protect laborers, servants, and mecha! 
in their wages; not to encumber this discussion I will have tli 
printed in the RECORD as an appendix. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to go back to this question of public opini« i 
But is it not remarkable that Governor Waterman, the governor of t 


ath or not. I} has been the ¢ 


rezion been the experience in 


we 
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| State of California—a State where they propose to do so much ! 


j . ~ . 
| labor—should write to members of this Congress appealing to them t 
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against more insid en y un ¢ labo € la 
in the competition which it is arly so dis 3 and 
reach convict bor i re} 3 of ule t 
have come here and told us that wher rmerly hundreds of men w 
employed the shops are now cl 1 id In o1 é , 
1 ‘ 
‘ 
; 4 
’ ‘ 
i 
\ ‘ 
ABSTRACT OF LABOR PA ») BY TH ? REPRI NTATIVE 
< NViK LABOR I LAS AM D » I 3 Mw ¢ I ws 
’ ‘ SSMENT ae 
TH, R. & Intr iced by O'NEILL, M i 11 I t - 
signed by the Pr ' 
t lish a de t of lat P ' 
1e seat of Gover } ta departin te t 
which shall be to acquire and diffuse ar ng pe . , 
orn no jects connected 1 labor . 7 
ensive sense of that word, and especially ; ; ; ' 
ib t ear of r 1 and w Pm : 
g their mat l ial, intelle : 11 ; . 
und . P a ( miss r of La 
t and 1 and t = 
ars ¢ r removed, a eive a : _” : 
ar i per annul e . : 
Commissioner of Labor is sp« ’ irged to ascertain, al as early a 4 . 
as possible, and whepever industrial changes s | make ite itial, the , 
producing articles at the tir I i e United States vd 
tries where such articles are 1 specified ur prod wa ; 
under a assification sh i r t ele + cos ra - ; 
mate cost f such articles « uding the wages paid ins i - : : 
dustries per day, week.1 t yy t piece; and hours employs é . - 
day; and the profits of the l producers of such artic . ; 
t ‘ parative cost of livi lof ving. It sha i mn r 
of 1e Commissioner also to port as to the « x , 
and e effect thereon of the state of the currency, in the Unité it 
¢ ira lust especially as to « ton mor Lge 
“3 ind what art es are now « tr ed by trusts, and s i 
ti s have had on ing product nd keeping up prices also | 
es lish a system of re rts by wh at ervals of not less than two years | An : t 
he can report the general condition, so far as production is concerned, of | | 8 
é lew iz industries « tne co try Dh { i sioner of Labor is also s1 ize - ‘ 
* cia charged to investigate the cause ° scts relating to all controver i t 
; and disputes betwee emplovers and e ves as ti may occur, and whi | : - 
i may tend to interfere with the welfar t | ple of the different States, an | : o i : : ; 
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property or passengers between two or more States of the United States, be 
tween a Territory and State, within the Territories of the United States, or 
‘ hin t District of Columbia, and the employés of said railroad companies, 
: h fferences or controversies may hinder, impede, obstruct oes a 
affect such transportation of property or passengers, if, upon the written propo- 
sition of either —— to the controversy to submit their differences to arbit ra- 
tior : other party sha ept the proposition, then in such event the rail 
re mpany is hereby or zed to select and appoint one person and such 
« or employés, as the case may be, to select and appoint another per- 
d the two persons thus selected and appointed to select a third person, 
ee of whom shall be citizens of the United States and wholly impartial 
and disinterested in respect to such differences or controversies; andthe thre« 
persons thus selected and appointed shall be, and they are hereby, created and 
con tuted aboard of arbitration, with the duties, powers, and privileges here 
inafter set forth 
jc, 2, That the board of arbitration provided for in the first section of this act 
shall possess all the powers and authority in respect to administering oaths 


subpcenaing witnesses and compelling their attendance, preserving order dur- 

ry the sittings of the board, and requiring the production of papers and writ- 
ings relating alone tothe subject under investigation now possessed and belong- 
ing to Wnited States commissioners appointed by the circuit court of the United 
States; but in no case shall any witness be compelled to disclose the secrets or 
produce the records or proceedings of any labor organization of which he may 
be an officer or member; and said board of arbitration may appoint a clerk and 
employ a stenographer, and prescribe all regsonable rules and regulations, not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act, looking to the speedy advancement 
of the differences and controversies submitted to them toa conclusion and deter- 
ition Each of said arbitrators shall take an oath to honestly, fairly, and 
ifully perform his duties, and that he is not personally interested in the sub- 
matter in controversy, which oath may be administered by any State or Ter- 
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ritorial oflicer authorized to administer oaths. The third person go selected and 
appointed as aforesaid shall be the president of said board; and any order, find- 
ing, conclusion, or award made by a majority of such arbitrators shall be of the 
same forceand effect as if all three of such arbitrators concurred therein or united 


in making the sank 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty ot said board of arbitration, immediately 
upon their selection. to organize at the nearest practicable point to the place of 
the origin of the difficulty or controversy, and to hear and determine the mat 
ters of difference which may be submitted to them in writing by all the parties, 
them full opportunity to be heard on oath,in person and by witnesses , 
o granting them the right to be represented by counsel; and aiter con- 
its Investigation said board shall publicly announce its decisions, which, 
vith the findings of factupon which it is based, shall be reduced to writing and 





signed by the arbitrators concurring therein, and, together with the testimony 
taken in the case, shall be filed with the Commissioner of Labor of the United 

, Whe shall make such decision public as soon as the same shall have 
Leen received by him 


s i. That it shall be the right of any employés engaged in the controversy 
to appoint, by designation in writing, one or more persons to act for them in 
the selee ion of an arbitrator to represent them upon the board of arbitration. 

5. That each inember of said tribunal of arbitration shall receive a com- 


pensation of $10 a day forthe time actually employed. Thattheclerk appointed 
b iid tribunal of arbitration shall receive the same fees and compensation as 
clerks of United States circuit courts and district courts receive for like services, 
That the stenographer shall receive as full compensation for his services 10 


cents for each fol 


ioof an hundred words of testimony taken and reduced to 
writing before said arbitrators. The United States marshals or other persons 
serving the process of said tribunal of arbitration shall receive the same fees and 
tion for such services as they would receive for like services upon 

ed States commissioners, That witnesses attending be- 
ration shall receive the same fees as witnesses attend- 
ing before United States commissioners, Thatall ofsaid fees and compensation 
tall be payable by the United States in like manner as fees end compensation 
are payable in criminal causes under existing laws: Provided, That the said 
tribunal of arbitration shall have power to limit the number of witnesses in 
each case where fees shall be paid by the United States: And provided further 





coniprt 
process issued by Unit 





fore said tribunal of arb 





That the fees and compensation of the arbitrators, clerks, stenographers, mar- 

us, and others for service of process, and witnesses under this act shall be 
examined and certified by the United States district judge of the district in which 
the arbitration is held before they are presented to the accounting officers of the 
reasury Department for settlement, and shall then besubject to the provisions 


tf section 846 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and a suflicient sum 
nouey to pay all expenses under this act and to carry the same into effect is 


‘ 
< 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
} 
t 





rinted; And proviced likewise, Not more than $5,000 shall be expended in de- 
raving the costs of any single investigation by the commission hereinafter pro- 

vided for 
6. That the President may select two commissioners, one of whom atleast 


shall be State or Territory in which the controversy arises, 
who, together with the Commissioner of Labor, shall constitute a temporary 
commission for the purpose of examining the causes of the controversy, the 


a resident of the 


conditions accompanying, and the best means for adjusting it; the result of | 


which examination shall be immediately reported to the President and Con- 
zress, and on the rendering of such report the services of the two commissioners 
shall cease. The services of the commission, to be ordered at the time by the 
President and constituted as herein provided, may be tendered by the Presi- 
deut for the purpose of settling a controversy such as contemplated, either upon 
his own motion, or upon the application of one of the parties to the contro- 
versy, or npon the application of the executive of a State. 


Sec. 7. That the commissioners provided in the preceding section shall be en- 








titled to reeeive $10 each per day for each day’s service rendered,and the ex- 
penses absolutely incurred in the performance oftheir duties; and the expenses 
of the Commissioner of Labor, acting as one of the commission, shall also be re- 
i iraed to him, Such compensation and expenses shall be paid by the Treas- 
urer of the United States on proper vouchers, certified to by the Commissioner 
of Labor and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 


Sec, 8, That upon the direction of the President, as hereinbefore provided, 
mission shall visit the locality ofthe pending dispute, and shall have all 
tlhe pe ‘sand authority given in section 2 to a board of arbitration, and shall 
make eareful inquiry into the cause thereof, hear all persons interested therein 

ho may come before it, advise the respective parties what. if anything, ought 
to be done or submitted to by either or both to adjust such dispute, and make a 
writien decision thereof. This decision shall at once be made public, shail be 
recorded npon proper books of reeord to be kept in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, who shall cause a copy thereof to be filed with the secretary of 











the S ferritory or States or Territories in which the controversy exists. 
= Plat in each case the commissioners who may be selected as provided 
shall before entering upon their duties, besworn to the faithful discharge thereof. 





The Commissioner of Labor shall be chairman ex oficio.of the commission, and 
may appoint one or more clerks or stenographers to act in each controversy 
ouly, which clerks or stenographers shall be compensated at a rate not exceed- 
ing % per day each, and actual expenses incurred shall be reimbursed. 

See, 0. The Commissioner of Labor shall, as soon as possible after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish such rules of procedure as shall be approved by the 
President; but the commission shall permit each party to a controversy to ap- 
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pear in person or by counsel, and to examineand cross-examine witnesses. A]] 
ts proceedings shall be transacted in public,except when in consultation for 
the purpose of deciding upon the evidence and arguments laid before it rhe 
chairman of the commission is hereby authorized to administer oaths to wit 
| nesses, in all investigations conducted by the commission,and such witnesses 
shall be subpeenaed in the same manner as witnesses are subpcenaed to appear 
before United States courts and commissioners, and they shall each receive the 
same fees as witnesses attending before United States commissioners: Provided 
That said temporary board of commissioners shall have power to limit the num 
ber of witnesses in each case where fees shall be paid by the United States, 
Sec. 11. Allfees,expenses, and compensation of this commission shall be paid 
ereinbefore provided in section 5 of this act 
Passed the House of Representatives April 1S, 1888 
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Attest: 


JNO, B. CLARK, Cle 


[tl. R. 8716. Introduced by Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, pending in the Iiouse as 
amended, and previous question ordered on engrossment. } 


A bill to protect free labor and the industries in which it is employed from the 
| injurious effects of convict labor by confining the sale of the goods, wares, 
} and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State in which they 
| are produced: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That every person who knowingly transports, or causes to 
| be delivered for transportation, for commercial purposes, from the State or Ter- 
| ritory in which they are in whole or in part manufactured, any goods, wares, or 
|} merchandise. in whole or in part manufactured by convict labor in any peni- 
tentiary, prison, reformatory, or other establishment in which convict labor is 
employed, to or into any other State or Territory, or into the District of Colum- 
bia. shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor,and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or by im- 
| prisonment not exceeding one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment at 
| the discretion of the court, and such goods, wares, or merchandise shall be for- 
feited to the United States. The importation for commercial purposes of all 
goods, wares, or merchandise from any foreign coun into the United States, 
which in whole or in part were manufactured or produced by convict labor, is 
hereby prohibited, and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
prescribe rules and regulations for the enforcement of this provision and to 
enforce the same, Every person who knowingly violates this provision shail 

be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be subject to the 
| penalties and punishment provided in this act. And t 























he words goods, wares 
and merchandise are intended and shall be construed to include coal, iron ore, 
| lead ores, all kinds of marble products, a er in all its forms, and all other 
articles of commerce produced, wrought, , or mined by convict labor. 

Src, That it shall be the duty of the several Uni ted State 3 djstrict attorneys 
| to prosecute all violationsof thisact by any person making the complaint under 
oath, and the same shall be heard before any district or circuit court of t 

| United States or Territorial court holden within the district in which the viola 
tion of this act has been committed. 

Sec, 3. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of two years from and 
after its passage, except as to goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured un 
der existing contracts that have been made by any State for the employment of 
its convict labor, and in such cases this act shall take effect immediately upon 
the expiration of such contracts. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I yield the balance of my time. 

Mr. YOST. Will the gentleman ailow a question? 
|} Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. YOST. Will you tell the House where the objection to the con- 
sideration of the convict-labor bill came from ? 
| Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The last objection came from the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN]. 

Mr. YOST. No, sir; the objection came from the gentleman fro 
Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
present, I can not refer to him. 

Mr. YOST. The gentleman from Alabama objected to setting ap: 
a day for the Labor Committee unless the convict-labor bill was ex 
cluded. 
| ‘ir. ONEILL, of Missouri. I 
from the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LYMAN. I never objected to the consideration of a labor bill 
on this floor, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. You objected to a day being set apart 
for the consideration of labor legislation. 

LYMAN. Idid not. I simply asked the gentleman to modify 
his request for a day for the Labor Committee by including a day fo: 
the invalid Pensions Committee; and I shall continue to ask that. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The record will bear me out. It was 
the gentleman’s objection which prevented us from getting a day; 
was not his asking me a question. 

Mr. JOHNTSON, of Indiana. Has the gentleman any information 
as to the reason why the Committee on Rules does not report in favor 
of giving a day tothe Labor Committee ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I know of no reason on earth except 
that they have not so reported. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
give us a day. 

Mr. BYNUM obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox) 
diana now has the floor for twenty minutes. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] occupied twenty minutes of his hour, yielded 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. O’NEILL] 
there are twenty minutes remaining. 

Mr. BYNUM. Twenty minutes will not be sufficient to enable n 
to conclude what I have to say, and unless the members of the com- 
mittee are willing that I should occ upy probably forty minutes, I will 














As the gentleman from Alabama is not 


irt 


said that the last objection came 





They can do so, tan they not? 
I think this House in its wisdom can 


The gentleman from I: 


to speak hereafter. 





give way to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hitt], reserving my right 
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ing t 
1 ie SPEAKI Kh pi » tempore, l » ( Lil i endea 
time equally. — ; . 
Mr. McChI ARY. I now renew my‘ I nosition ¢ t the dk te on 
questi n be closed at half past 4 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I move to amend that propesition so 
is to name 3 o’clo k. 
Mr. BYNUM. Idonotyield for any purpose of that nd 
Mr. McCREARY. I ask that at half past 4 o’clock the debate be 


t 
closed and the previous question be considered as ordered on the pen 
ing amendment an lon the third read ng ot the b 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. [ move to ame id by naming 3 o'clock 


instead of half past t o'clock. 

Mr. BYNUM. I decline to yield for that motion 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, have I not the right to 
offer an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from K ; 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has not 
the floor to make any motion. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. By- 
NUM | is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not press 


his proposition, but will permit us to agree to the 





stated, so that we may have a vote this evening. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. If we are 
evening, we might as well have it at 3 o’clock 

Mr. McCREARY. Does the gentleman withdraw his provosition ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No, sir; I insist upon 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘Then I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. By- 
NUM] is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BynuM addressed the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after twenty minutes had expired 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. No, I think not, as I was to occupy forty minutes of 
my own hour. 

PEAKER pro tempore. ‘Che Chair understood the gentleman 
from Michigan yielded twenty minutes of his time to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes; and it was also understood that I would then 
proceed for forty minutes in my own hour. I expressly stated that | 
would proceed to submit my remarks upon that understanding, and 
that after the twenty minutes yielded to me by the gentleman from 
Michigan had expired I would then continue for forty minutes in my 
own hour. I would not have proceeded under any other understand- 
ing. The twenty minutes yielded tome by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan having expired, Inow proceed to occupy forty minutes of my own 
hour 

Mr. FELTON. Allow me to ask the Chair whether there has been 
any understanding arrived at by which the debate on this question is 
limited, and whether any understanding has been reached to take the 
vote at half past 4 o’cleck ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No limitation of the debate has been 
provided for, nor has any agreement been come to that the vote shall 
be taken at half past 4 this afternoon as at one time wassuggested. 

Mr. FELTON. I do not object to the gentleman from Indiana pro- 
ceeding upon that understanding. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman from Indiana will proceed 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I shall make no apology to the House 
for occupying the floor at this time. I desire to bring to the atten 
tion of the members of the House and to the attention of the people 
some matters of record, and I avail myself of this opportunity to do so 

The subject of legislation affecting the interests of the laboring 
classes has become an important matter. 

Our wage-workers are in a great measure an organized class, and as 
such have become a most potent factor in educating and influencing 
the masses upon political questions. All parties, therefore, are making 
great efforts to win their approbation and support. 

The most ardent professions for their interest and welfare have been 
and will be expressed in platforms and proclaimed upon the stump. 

This class of our citizens, however, have long since realized that but 
little faith could be put in the pledges of platforms or the professions 
of politicians, and that the only sure guide to the principles which con- 
trol a party is to be found in the record which it has made. 

The members of the Republican party are boastful in their profes- 
sions of devotion to the interests of American labor. They profess to 
be its special protectors, and without their guardianship one would con- 
‘lude, from their pretensions, that our laboring classes would Jong since 
1ave been reduced to a condition of dependency and servitude more 
leplorable than that of the poorest-paid labor of Europe. 

I shall attempt at this time to do little more than call attention to 
some of the legislation which seriously affected the welfare of our labor- 
ing classes, so that they may readily fix the responsibility for their 
enactment or non-epactment where it rightfully should be. 

In 1864 Congress pzssed an act substantially entitled an act to en- 
courage immigration. This was its ostensible purpose, but its real | 
object was to clothe contractors, mine-owners, and manufacturers with | 


roiling to ha e a vote this 
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wages going down, strikes and lock-outs daily occurring, but none of 
these aroused their attention. It remained for a Democratic House of 
Representatives to repeal this odious and injurious measure, and to 


force the Republican Senate 
hed. 


to take action before anything could be 
On the Sth of January, 1884, the gentleman from Ohio 
introduced a bill (11, Rt. 2550) to prohibit the importa- 
rcontract. This bill passed the House on 


¢ ‘ome 
accompli 


{ Mr. l’'ORAN 


i 
j 
tion of foreign iabor 1 


the 19th of June, 1884. 


nds 





The bill was sent to the Senate, where it was referred to the Com 
mittee on Education and Labo it was reported back atan early day, 
and repeated but fruitless efforts made to secure consideration of it un- 
til in Februar 1885, whe t finally passed that body. I ask every 
ntelligent workingman in the « pxuntry to examine without pr jud ce 
this record, and if he « snot come to the conclusion that those who 
upheld this la for the importation of contract labor for so many years 
were not | fi ,is 1! doubt his ability to select them. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 

There is another equally important and interesting question which 
affected the welfare and prosperity of American labor to which I desir 
to call atte ol The capitalists of the country, not satisfied with the 
la rt 1 ft | to import and enslave the pauper labor of 

uro looked with wistful eyes across the Pacific to Asia, whe 
300, 000,000 of Chinese laborers of greater skill and talent could be ob- 
t 1 at st ] I On the 28th dav of July, 1868, the Re 
pul 1 administration negotiated a new treaty with the Chinese Go 
ermn! i 1 is } the Burlingame treaty Articles V and 
VI of t! reaty pro le as follows 

5. 7 States of A rica and the Emperor of China cordially re 
niz h ' and ine nable right of man to change his home and 
frian and A »tihe r i] advantage of the free migration rra 
of th t sand su respectively from one country to the other for the 
purp of osity, trad or as permanent residents, etc. 

6. Citize the Un 1 States visiting or residing in China shall enjoy the 
a privilejpec mmun es, or exemptions in respect to travel or residence as 
may there be enjoyed by the « reus or subjects of the most favored nations 
and reciprocally, Chinese subjects visiting or residing in the United States shall 


enjoy the same privileges, immunities, and ex¢ mptions In respect to travel or 

residence as sy there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored | 

nations, et« j 
The Republican party claims to have superior intelligence and wisdom 


in negotiating treaties with foreign governments. They insist, without 
the least hesitation, that the rights of American citizens can safely be 
intrusted to: but you search in vain to find what 


to none but themse! 
American citizens secured by the Bur 


ts and benefits 


‘ . 
es 


additional righ 


linvame treaty. 
Senator Grimes, in calling attention to this fact in the Senate, said: 
It may strike the Senate with surprise on a careful reading of the treaty o 


1868 to tind that in noone of the eight articles composing it is there to be found 
one substantial right of value to any American ciiizen which he could not en- 
joy under the former treaties, while to Chinese subjects in the United St : 
*, except citizenship, is thrown wide open, even the ownershi 
es of gold and silver, which are liberties never freely 
ther government in the world. 





every privilege 
and working of our mir 
granted to a foreigner by any « 

I shall not stop to inquire what the motives of the administration 
were in negotiating this treaty or what power instigated it. Directly 
it had but one effect, and that was to deluge the Pacific States with 
Chinese laborers. In 1867, the year before the adoption of this treaty, 
only 3,863 Chinese landed upon our shores; while in 1869, the year | 
after, 14,614 came; and thus it continued until 1882, when the number 
had increased to 35,614. 

Under the Jaw of 1864, protecting and enforcing contracts made with 
immigrants, rich and powerful companies, after the adoption of the 
treaty, organized for the importation of this class of laborers. The | 
cooly trade was revived and they came by hundreds and thousands, 
consigned to one of these companies like so many horses or cattle, and 
were by them hired out to work in manufactories, in mines, upon rail- 
roads, and in every place where American labor had profitable employ- 


ment. ‘The rapid increase of their numbers soon alarmed the people of 
California. They were an undesirable population from every considera- 
tion. They were debased beyond conception; vice and immorality 


unspeakable were universal amongst them. Their abodes reeked with 
filth and their dens with infamy. Their presence was degrading to 
society and to civilization. They consumed but little, and therefore 
worked for wages so low that no white laborer could live in competi- 
tion with them. The people of the Pacific Slope, without regard | 
to party, arose and with one voice demanded that this immigration 
should cease. The evils resulting from such an influx of population | 
were so disastrous to all classes that there was no division of senti- | 
ment. No one but those profiting by it could be found to express | 
any other sentiment than that its continuance would be ruinous, | 

The American wage-workers were fast being crowded out and their | 
appeals to Congress to save them from degradation were sincere and 
unanswerable, but their voice was unheeded, capital reigned supreme 
in the councils of the Republican party; the contractor, the manufact- | 
urer, the mine operator demanded cheap labor, and their demands were | 
heeded. 

Mr. Speaker, I want here to call attention to astatement made by | 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WoopnuRN], and I do so with great 
reluctance, because I believe this portion of his speech is about all 
there is left that has not already been shown to beincorrect. He said: 


Mr. Chairman, it was not the Democratic party but the Republican party | ever dim and remote, loom up, be accepted with little faith. 
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a joint resolution 
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| Republican votes in the Senate. 
| including the Republican candidate for the Presidency, General Hat 
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that passed the anti-pauper immigration bill. It was not the Democratie but 
Republican party that passed a bill prohibiting the importation of cooly 
rs under contract. 


bore 


Mr. Speaker, I have already shown that the first proposition was 
The Republican Senate never considered the question until 
30 by a Democratic House. I now propose to show that 
the Republican party never passed, at any time, a bill to prohibit th: 
t m of Chinese laborers under contract, but that in one or the 
other end of the Capitol there was a majority of the Republican votes 
every such a measure. I not only propose to show this, but to 
t the Republican party was not only opposed to the passage ot 
uch bill, but, upon the contrary, was in favor of conferring great 
rights and pi the Chinese. Further, I shall show th: 
candidate for the Pr i General Hart when present, 


1iency, 
without exception, voted against every bill to restrict or suspen 


en to do 





vileges upon 


aie 


ison, 
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aie 
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eee 


re 


Neg ee 


in favor of every amendment which gave ¢ 
ynferred greater rights, even to that of citizenship, upon the 

Chinese. ‘The } d efforts that were made by the Re} 

snators from the Pacific States and elsewhere to check the i: 

iborers were without avail. Like the efforts to 

ite authorizing and protecting the 
Europe, no attention was paid to thé 
ummurily dealt with. 
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1ator Williams 
the immigration of Chinese 
proh i portation under contract. On the 24th of February 
1871, Senator Chandler, of Michigan, a Republican, from the Com: 
tee on Comm », to which the bill had been referred, asked to be di 
charged from its further consideration, an hat it be ind 
1. Then 
January 
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On the 10th of 


otion was agreed to. 
1870, Mr. J 
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1, introduce 
hinese immigra- 


orni 
tc 
i; 7 


e1ary. 


ohnson, of Cal 
tte and restric 


: 
I 
Ju 


to regul 
tion, which was referred to the C 
mittee, a majority of whom were Republicans, refused to report it bac] 
to the House. 

On the 6th of June, 1870, SenatorSTEWART, of Nevada, introduc 
in the Senate a bill (S. 973) to prohibit contracts for servile labor, b ; 
even this measure could not meet with favor at the hands of a Repul “9 
lican Senate, and it was defeated. 

On June 7, 1870, Mr. Sargent, of California, introduced a bill 
R. 2168) to prohibit contracts for servile labor, which was referred t 
the Committee on the Judiciary, but the influences were strong enoug!|i 
to prevent this measure from ever being reported back to that body. 

On July 7, 1870, Mr. Mungen, of Ohio, introduced a joint resolution 

H. Res. 362) in regard to the protection of our laboring classes agains ; 
Chinese immigration, which was referred to the Committee on Foreig 5 
Affairs, but there it remained. This was not the way to protect lab § 
in the opinion of the Republican party, and the resolution was pige 
holed. 

On July 9, 1870, Mr. Cake, of Pennsylvania, introduced a resolutii 
against the importation of Chinese coolies under contract and directin 
the Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the subject. 'T! 


ymmittee on the The com- 


H 
ri 


| resolution was referred to that committee, but was never heard of afte: 


vards. 

On the 18th of December, 1871, Mr. Coghlan, of California, introduced 
t. 755) to prohibit contracts for servile labor, which was re 
ferred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. The reference of this bil] w 
subsequently changed to the Committee on Education and Labor, which 
reported a substitute, which was recommitted to the same committee, 
and that was the last of it. 

On the 30th of April, 1872, Senator Casserly, of California, a Dem- 
ocrat, having previously received a memorial on the subject from the 
Legislature of his State, introduced a bill (S. 1058) to prohibit con- 
tracts for servile labor and to amend and enforce existing laws against 
the cooly trade. This bill, like all others of its kind, was referred to 
a hostile Republican committee, and was never heard of again. What 
a record of devotion to the interests of American labor this is!) Th: 
petitions spurned, their resolutions ignored, and their bills strangled 


aiid ckel Ak Mec ienet 


| in committee by the Republican party. 


This, however, is not all; it is only the beginning of the record ot! 
that party. The time arrived when they were compelled to meet th: 
question. After ten years of agitation the laboring classes and thi 
friends secured the consideration of measures for their protection 
against the further importation of Chinese, and what record did the 
Republican party make when forced to take a decided position? | 
the three bills considered, but one received a majority of the Kepub! 
an votes in the House, and not a single one received a majority of the 
All the leading Republican Senators 


rison, voted against every measure, when present, that was proposed 
General Harrison now says that he voted against the different me 
ures because he thought they violated our treaty obligations and b« 
cause he did not fully understand the necessity of the legislation. 
With all due respect to General Harrison, the record he made, to 
say the least, does not support his statements. These late state 


ments and discoveries should, when visions of the White House, how - 
There was 
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would put you complet« at the m y of t party with whom you hadr 
y tiated a treaty lake, for instance, this very case If we can only put an 
to this treaty by new ling a new treaty with China, then it is in ti 0 W 
China, by refusing to £ ite a new treaty, or such a one as we desire, toh 
us to this treaty, however detr ental to our interes It may be 
Mr. Hamnin. Will the Senatora wit to ask himif he knows of an, 
who holds that doctri 
Mr. THURMAN I said I did not know . = 
General Harrison had not been discovered at that time. [Laughte1 
and applause on Democratic side. : , 
Mr. Thurman continuing, said: 
Treaties are like partnershi; There is 1 such th : i wv : AL i} ° © OP 
partnership. There is no such thing as an solubie trea Kither party posed i re Was ho ¢ 
may declare it abrogated + ‘ 
. ile mu YO 
I say, therefore, Mr. President, that the true way is, there having be » 
moditication of this treaty by the treaty-making } ai far as we } v ipon At : , 
no attempt having be e to i I gt nothing of th é ad i ( 
kind done, many, many years having elapsed sin the treaty was made_and > ‘ » 1 | 
the evils growing every year g and ater, and th r to which as . 
are exposed by this migration becom every year more and more im it China instead of ff 1t 
it is now the duty of Congress without delay to take th natt in hats us mayjé I 
| Applause on Democratic side. ] terests ol i 
4 Could there have been a doubt in the mind of any Senator or any Gener : 
: other person upon thisquestion? There was nothing left for Congress | The amended tr 
5 to do but to pass the bill and repeal the provisions of the treaty. The | power to pend tl I tion ( ain 
; Republican administration, the treaty-making power, for ten yearshad ; terms and ex rd 
. ignored the appealsofall classes and failed te take any steps whatever. | was all that it proposed 
wea ; ; ; 
The Democratic party and its representatives were not so tender of th reasonable, why did 
feelings of the Chinese Government tl they were willing to loné#er | that he now i ! ‘ i f 
' tolerate this abomination. Our own citizens were the sufferers: their | his rd } 
; rights were in peril, and it was no time to st yp to see whether the pro- | votes too clear t 
: posed measure for their relief met the approval of the good graces of | fl d ntrolled h 
5 the Emperor of Chinaor not. House bill No. 2423, 


to restrict Chiness It is not, however, with 
emigration, by limiting the number of emigrants to be transported by | but with t R 
vessels to the United States to fifteen each trip, passed the House of | his 


Representatives on the 28th of January, 1879, by the following vote: | by the |: rk 1 Se ; t that it was in f 


ssc tra 


v¥vU i ‘ 
Yeas—Democrats 104, Republicans 51, total 155. Nays—R« publicans | any t1 
4 56, Democrats 16, total 72. Chinese. Upon th ssage of this 
; A majority of the Republican members voted against the bill, while | follows: Y: De rats 30, I t 
of the Democratic members more than six out of-seven voted in favor of | licans 22. Dem t 1, Inde i, 1 1. Int . 
it. In the Senate the vote was as follows: Yeas—Democrats 22, Re- | resentatives it was as fo 
j publicans 19, total 41. Nays—Republicans 20, Democrats 8, Inde- | Ind pendents 8, total 1 \ : 
4 pendent 1, total 29. In order that there may be no controversy about | 66. If the gent an fi ( i é 3 vote he 
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will find that in the Senate 22 Republican Senators voted against the | it, and only 9 for it. Mr. Speaker, does it require more proof to sat- 


bill and only & in favor of it, while in the House 61 members of his 
party supported it, and 62 voted against it, a majority of his party 
in both Jfouses voting against it. It, however, by Democratic support, 
passed, but fell a victim to the veto of President Arthur. In a short 
paragraph of the President's veto message may be found the secret of 
the opposition of him-elf and his party to this legislation. In speak- 
ing of the Chinese he said: 

No one ean say that the country has not profited by their work. 
largely instrumental in constructing the railways which connect the Atlantic 


with the Pacific, The States of the Pacific Slope are full of evidences of their 
industry. 


Here, summed up in a few words, may be found the secret of the ! 
opposition of General Harrison and his Republican colleagues in the | 


Senate to the bill. 

Chinese labor was cheap; it was profitable; and the contractors, the 
manufacturers, and the owners of mines, who have always controlled 
the Republican party, wanted it and were loath to see it excluded 
from the country. 

When the bill was returned to the Senate with the objections of the 
resident the vote as to whether it should pass notwithstanding the 
same resulted as follows: Yeas—Democrats 31, Republicans 6, total 
37. Nays—RKepublicans 28, Independent 1, total 29; Harrison voting 
in the negative. 

The bill vetoed by President Arthur was then modified so that the 


suspension of immigration should be for ten instead of twenty years. | 


This bill, which originated in the House, contained the following sec- 
tions 

See. 14. That hereafter no State court or court of the United States shall ad- 
mit ¢ re to citizenship; and all laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
rCHniEt 
, Sec, 15. That the words “Chinese laborers,’ wherever used in this act, shall 
be construed to mean both skilled and unskilled laborers and Chinese employed 
in mining 

This bill passed the Honse of Representatives by the following vote: 
Yeas—Democrats 103, Republicans 91, Greenbackers 7. Nays—Ke- 

blicans 34, Democrats 3. This was the first and only vote, either 
in the House or the Senate, during this long struggle, in which a major- 
ity of the Republicans voted in favor of the suspension of emigration. 

‘This bill was reported to the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. It was reported back at an early day, the com- 
mittee proposing a number of amendments, amongst others to strike 
out sections 14 and 15. Section 15 simply provided that the words 
**Chinese laborers’? should include both skilled and unskilled laborers 
and miners 

It was at this point and upon this amendment that General Harri- 
son threw off that mantle of frigid silence which had continually con- 
cealed his great wisdom and statesmanship abont which we hear so 
much of late. He could content himself no longer. His forbearance 
ceased at this attempt to include within the provisions of the law the 
skilled Chinaman who could delve in the mine, work upon the cigar- 


miaker’s bench, labor in the shoe factory and in the tailor shop. Ris- 
iny trom his place in the Senate, he said: 
Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to make 2 suggestion tohim? He 


read an extract from a paper to the effect that the word ** laborers”’ as used in 
the treaty or as used in the low may be limited by a meaning applied to those 
who are unskilled, If the courts should so decide, giving that meaning to the 
word 
fuvor of going beyond what we are authorized to do by our treaty? 


“* =, . ” 
laborers 


Mr. Speaker, this, substantially, was all the utterance of this great 
statesman and extremely conscientious Senator to this entire legislation. 
Ifow extremely careful of the interests of his Chinese constituency. 
The Chinese embassy, it had been stated, had no objection to that pro- 
vision of the bill, but General Harrison could not think of allowing 
‘he same to be adopted. The sacred rights of the Chinamen were con- 
stantly before his mind. He could think of nothing else, could see 
nothing else. Why quibble over such a petty matter when the hap- 
piness, the welfare, and almost the lifeof American men and women 
depended upon the speedy adoption of some measure of relief? Gen- 
eral Harrison knew, if he knew anything about law, that the definition, 
if too broad, could do no harm; he knew that words were more strictly 
construed in penal statutes than elsewhere, and that it wasalways safest, 
if words were used in such enactments in their broadest sense, to so de- 
fine theirmeaning. He, however, was not alone upon this proposition. 
His Republican colleagues were nearly all with him. Upon the motion 
to strike out section 15 the vote stood as follows: Yeas—Republicans 
31, Democrat 1, Independent 1. total 33. Nays—Democrats 29, Repub- 
licans 3, total 32. Harrison voted in the affirmative. 

This amendment, although agreed to in Committee of the Whole, 
was rejected in the Senate, Harrison still voting in the affirmative. 
Upon the amendment to strike out section 14, which prohibited the 
courts from admitting Chinese to citizenship, the vote stood as follows: 
Yeas—Republicans 28, Democrat 1, Independent 1, total 30. Nays— 
Democrats 31, Republicans 5, total 36; Harrison voting in favor of the 
_amendment. The vote upon the final passage of the bill in the Senate 
stood as follows: Yeas—Democrats 32, Republicans 9, Independent 1. 
Nays—Republicans 24, Democrat 1; Harrison voting against the bill. 
If the gentleman from Nevada will investigate the vote on the passage 
of this measure he will find that 24 Republican Senators voted against 


They were | 





| and his own interest may seem to him best. 


isty the great body of the American people as to grounds of the opposi- 
tion of General Harrison and his party to this legislation ? 

It was not that they believed ita violation of existing treaties, but be- 
cause they believed that Chinese laborers, skilled and unskilled, and all 
other classes, should have the right tocome here, not only to labor, but to 
vote, to hold office, to legislate, to govern as well as be governed by 
American labor. What other motive influenced General Harrison to 
vote to admit them tocitizenship ? Thissection in no wise violated any 
provision of our treaty with China. It was to carry out and enforce 
such a provision. In all the later treaties made between the United 
States and China it had been expressly stipulated that nothing therein 
contained should be construed to confer the rights of citizenship upon 
the citizens of either in the other country. The late Mr. Orth, at the 
time a member of this House from Indiana, in speaking upon this sub- 
ject, said: 

Ife takes no interest in our Government! Do you mean by this that he does 
not immediately on his arrival repair to the “sand lots”’ of San Francisco and 
harangue the boisterous multitude upon their special duty on election days? 
This objection comes with a poor grace when it is known that we refuse togive 
him a» interest in our Government or permit him to assume the rights and re- 
sponsibilities of citizenship. We deny to him the rights which we cheerfully 


accord toevery other immigrant, and, as if toemphasize this denial, the fifteenth 
section of this bill provides that hereafter no State court or court of the United 


| States shall admit Chinese to citizenship, and all laws in conflict with this ac* 


are hereby repealed. 

Senator HoAR, of Massachusetts, April 25, 1882, said: 

I will not deny tothe Chinaman, any more than I will tothe negro, or the Irish- 
man, or Caucasian,the right to bring his labor, bring his own property to our 
shores and the right to fix such a price upon it asaccording to his own judgment 
I denounce this legislation not 
only asa violation of the ancient policy of the American Republic, not only as a 
violation of the rights ofhuman nature itself, but especially as a departure from 
the doctrine to which the great party to which I belong is committed in its latest 
declaration of principles. 

Here we haveva clear and bold statement of the position of the Re- 
publican party upon this question. Thisstatement was unchallenged. 
No Republican Senator repudiated it either for himself or his party. 
General Harrison heard, acquiesced, and accepted it as the reason for 
his opposition to the measure; and the paltry, trifling, and frivolous ex- 
cuse he now attempts to make, in the hope of winning the support of 
the laboring classes he did not deign to consider for a moment in the 
dozen or more votes that he cast, will only subject him to greater rid- 
icule and contempt. ‘This is not all the evidence going to show that 
his opposition to this legislation was because he wished to open wide 
the doors to Chinese emigrants and to welcome them to full fellowship 
as citizens of this Republic. 

In 1880 in the city of Indianapolis a number of Chinamen were in- 
duced by Republicans to declare their intentions of becoming citizens. 
Upon this declaration they were marched to the polls and voted the 
Republican ticket. ‘That General Harrison was cognizant of the in- 
tentions of his party to vote these persons there can be no doubt. He 
was the candidate of his party for the United States Senate, active 


| in politics, and the oaths were administered to them by his most inti- 


mate friend and loyal supporter. In addition to this it has been pub- 
licly charged in the Indianapolis Sentinel, and not denied by him, 


| that during the agitation of this question he read a production before 


a literary club in that city advocating in strong terms the right of the 


1e | Chinese to become citizens of the United States. 
as used in the treaty, would the Senator from Oregon be in | 


Why, Mr. Speaker, the Republican party had such a tender regard 
for the rights of the Chinese that it placed joss-sticks and joss-lights on 
the free-list while the Bible was made to bear a duty of 25 per cent. 
[Laughter and applause on Democratic side. ] 

I notice, however, that General Harrison and his friends offer another 
excuse for his position on this question. They say that he did not un- 
derstand the question at the time, but that he has since learned all 
ab@at it and is all right now. Of all the subterfuge that has been at- 
tempted this certainly is the shallowest. This question had engaged 
the serious attention of the American Congress, when he entered the 
Senate, for more than ten years. 

In February, 1479, Mr. Thurman said in the Senate: 


Mr. President, this is no new subject. It can not be contended for a moment 
that this subject is sprung upon the American Congress now for the first time. 
Every Senator who has held a place upon this floor from the Pacific coast since 
I have had the honor to sit here, without regard to his political proclivities, 
without regard to his party connections or affiliations, has been urging and earn- 
estly urging upon us the enactment of some such law at this. I believe the 
same thing may be said of every Representative from the Pacific slope in the 
other branch of the Legislature. They have called our attention to itagain and 
again; they have called it by resolutions; they have called our attention to it 
by the able arguments of their Senators and Representatives; they have called 
attention to it by their laws and their constitutional conventions ; they have 
caused the two great political parties of this country to consider it in their na- 
tional conventions. And it will notdoto say now that this thing is sprung here 
in hot haste upon the Senate of the United States. It is time, in my judgment, 
Mr. President, for us to act upon it and now is the proper moment. 


It had agitated the minds of the people and especially the laboring 
classes for over twelve years. General Harrison’s entire absence of as- 
sociation with and want of sympathy for the great masses of the people 
may have destroyed his intuition of this question, but if he had never 
heard of the subject before he entered the Senate, he heard enough dur- 
ing the debate to have satisfied any person with one spark of sympathy 
for that class of our citizens who were compelled to earn their bread by 
the sweat of their brow. He may daily mount his platform during this 
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ale mnpenninieniicaeenanen ai i , = leapiltigpasianiainagniailita 
campaign and declare ‘*that the standard of American wages must he | women of ¢ a can not well be conceived by those of us ¥ 
maintained,’’? but I challenge any one to point outa single word or ex States and é ive nev een ghted by this im | 
pression of sympathy by him for the wage-workers during this entire | « titu t or ourth of 1 W ty ula ofsan tral ) 
debate. From the beginning tothe end he remained callous, heart v. the 1 1 ‘ : ( : 3 shoes l 
less, and immovable to every appeal \pplause. | t i I 1 r way and 
set Senator JoNES, of Nevada, presented the question of protection to | excluding : en t the report of 
! our own laborers most eloquently and truthfully, and, coming from a De ‘ 1 . Franeciseo in 
Republican, there is a double significance and force in his language as | 1585 on the ( owing 
applied to the present. He said: : 
: I have noticed, Mr. President, tl t of those who ar favor of ' h n 
largest liberty being extended to the Chinese i: te iis country a ‘ ‘ 3 ‘ 4 
also in favor of a tariff—a tariff which has been urg cessary to protect the 4 s c 
American laborer fromthe degradation of cor I uper ia t s S| , 
Europe, as it is usually termed In reality, if we may judge of their motives !»5 rsta ‘ 1 
the action of the men who are now advocating a tar t was not the Ame ‘ i} s 
laborer they wished to protect against the p r labor of Europe, but lost of 3 » 
the American capitalist, the lordly manuf r, that they wis lL to} é 
against the free competition of the capitalist of Europe. Our capitalist m i ' tit fi > ea 
r facturer wanted a larger interest on his money than the capitalist of I I ‘ m the t ( ‘ . 
was willing to accept, and he was given the benefit of a tarifl ‘ 4 ! ‘ 
' Let us see how that tariff works It works in this wise, that everything t t A ‘ ‘ i t i ‘ “ 
the capitalist manufacturer has to sell he selis in a protected market, he se i 3 the s € 1 S| aye 
a market in which foreign ipitalists ¢ n not compete with him ‘ \ \ ! 3 I ty a S t ut ‘ 
fk How is it with what he hasto buy? For the principal ar e he has to buy et li mie : st v} \ it 
& to wit. the labor of men—he demands free trade in the broadest sense, no ily ‘ l t « t 
free trade in bringing in laborers of our own race who can soor comm t t ed a ‘ race } ; ‘ . 
themselves to our conditions of life, but the bringing in a class of borers W > tion W . ‘ t , ‘ 
have been inured to poverty by thousands of years of training The capita he is t t ‘ ength a 
asks the broadest free trade for that, his own market in anyevent being ; - ; : ; ‘ ‘ . 
hanna We are now howev tha fand 336 the Senate passed 
Now, how is it with the laborer? Everything he wants to buy he has tobuy | measures to restrict the im rrat C} : ind that Gener Harr 
* from his capitalist master in a protected market; everything he has tos tO | gon did ‘ . ‘ em } . nea © ild be a ted as 
wit, his labor (and, unlike the capitalist, he can not hold it away from sale ee 7 ; : 
unlike the capitalist, he can not wait for better times, or travel here and ther in indorsems ‘ i m ‘ ed 
where he pleases to sell it, but he must sell it every day), he must sell in t sonini 3. if he had r vy | t est t not 
openest market inthe world. This is the theory in favor of the laborer that tl more reaso le that he would : ; ‘ f Ww i have 
gentleman [Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts] propounds to us. We reje it, and : — . 
by this bill propose to bar out this degrading, this shocking competition with 1utely disa his iong-cnel i | } ; ed his mos 
our own people. And yet he tells us we are striking a blow at labor, that we nspic is record ? 
are proposing to inflict injury om the laborers of our country His , o haoaté 7 owers : ‘ no 
Ah! sir, when the artisans and laborers of this country s e made to eee I i I } rs rs 
derstand that they are subjected to free trade in labor they wi ii demand asone | t-Milpullal ‘ : ‘ OL ' I , a . interest 
of the conditions of their existence that they shall have an o market in | ; l portance | did } outh to ¢ slain |} osition 
which to buy that which they wantif it is an open market in which thes ust whe 4} 1 of the 2 to direct ty ‘ 1 of 
sell their labor, the only thing they have to s« hey w or annem te a the a t l : } 
tariff on bales and boxes and hampers of goods coup'ed with free trade in hu } NCipic ‘ ‘ ree ir, { > t | : »t * 
man brain and muscle w | e interests were so V ‘ ted t ; ! rrat } i who 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] told us that he war ithe 1 won 1 ‘ - in spite of the oppos of ¢ H 
American people to know that this bill was a blow struck at labor Yes, s . . - : ; . aa : , 7 a - 
it isa blow struck at degraded, underpaid, underclothed, underfed labor, and | 204 @ ia y Ul pal 
it is a blow in favor of that fair remuneration which the force f our ci Zh rhe p re of the act 1882 for r set the pol f this Go 
tion up to this hour have decreed that the laborer shouid get ernment upon the subject of Cl " i < ot »R 
Senator GrorGe, of Mississippi, presented the question with a fervor | resentative or Senator has raist \ flavor of it Gene 
and sentiment that would have aroused the innermost feelings of the | Harrison knev Ls86 that more thant ty-five thou 1 nized 
: very soul of a man who had one atom of sympathy for those doomed | wage-workers in Indiana were, without regard to their political op 
e to endless toil. - He said: ¢ oppo to this 1 Ligratlo Las a ¢ lidate for re-ele mt 
: It will really and truly protect American labor. It furnishes no sham a ; P = a oe - — : 
tection in the shape of a tax levied on all the labor of the country for the bene ieSS ayalh |} u fr on re , ‘ i ‘ to it i t { 
fit of the capitalist, in the hope (often, if not always, a vain one) that he w i tl bills} : Whether h ted It ‘ mall 
vide itand give some small part to that inconsiderable number of laborers whom s ‘ ‘ . 
he employs. e sil} ) “I i aid ( ) 
his bill protects the American Jaborer directly and clearly, and not in a OU a Ont Is | ) { a Tt lL « t t 
roundabout and second-hand way. It gives this protection by its own force | geainst t stri n of t 
and the vigor of its own beneficent provisions, independent of either the n ig ‘ s ‘ . ‘ ; r ! t é 
nanimity or the charity of another, and that other too directly interested in the ol ¢ »up shes ‘ 
’ withholding the protection, siience of t l pe f 
; As so well shown in the very able and exhaustive discussion of this subject The Re "~n me here of ¢ S ite ne ry eC : 
4 by the Senator from California [Mr. Miller], the Chinese laboref has an ad ‘ ae 4 ‘ . ‘ . 
4 vantage over the American laborer. This is an undue advantage. It does not cling t . = =o , : ) 
; arise from superior industry, larger intelligence, or greater skill t comes from ° { 1 l i t ct ¢ ( 
3 the simple fact that the one isan American citizen, with the hopes and aspira- | I ‘ te u t l 
; tions of an American citizen, and charged with the performance of the high f ee j 
i duties to his country and his family incident to American citizenship; the other | — ae , 
3 has none of these. For ages he has from necessity been inured to that hard | © i¢ 3 itnout 
¢ and scanty sort of living, joined to incessant toil, which barely supports life. | le ple i the ¢ ( i 
a To compete with him the American laborer must be reduced to the same stand- | - wy 5 
4 ard of living, condemned to the same ceaseless toil. | ; . oven 
5 Are we prepared, sir, to invite the American iaborer to this competition—to | t it Chine ( ‘ ep 
yoke him with this fellow to plow the fields, delve in the mine, or work in the 
shops of capital seeking the cheapest labor? Sir, we want no such laborers . . $y ‘ 
4g either foreign or native. We want no class that can or will accept the bare | a¢ = t ’ ‘ c £0- 
necessaries of life only as the price of its labor. Wewant no class to whose vis- | 12th of March [ Phe 
7 ion is forever closed all prospect of advancement, comfort, independence, and | é 
® progress. If there be such now anywhere in this broad land, it would be our | 
first and highest duty, so far as we had constitutional power, to lift the dark | int s t} ut ft ‘ 
veil of despair which shuts outthe prospect of elevation and advancement, It | eco t ler t 4 
is our duty to dignify and ennobie labor, not to debase and degrade it. | hereinafter specified, of Chinese laborers t United States s abs 
o * * * * * © } Jutely prohibited 
It is, sir, in my judgment, our duty to pass this bill. To reject it is to invite | The Senate amended this section by adding the following 
to our shores millions of an inferior and degraded race to drag down to their | 
own level the American laborer. And this prohibition shall extend to the return of Chinese laborers 
not now in the ted States, whether holding ret ee 4 
Here was General Harrison’s opportunity to show his sympathy for ~ ee — a - ey Oe , as 
the wage-earners of his own country. Here was atest. He refused to}  ,. . 1 
2 recognize them in a time of need and they will not accept his com- he treaty as first ne ytiated was certainly strong enough in it pro 
pany now, however much he may boast of his friendship for their | Y'0"S- | +% Wa Satisiactory to everybody who ft wenty years had 
3 cause. Their motto is to put none but tried and true on guard. Mr. | Peen contending fora prohibitionot this immigration, but itseems that 
2 Coghlan, of California, tersely but truly stated the real animus of the | '*S te™™S Were not suilicient to sati the Republican members of t 
opposition of the Republican party to this legislation when he said Senate, who had up to - AG Ul ¥ oppos:d every measure of restrict 
: nis ¢ iendment is had & everse etic 0 1ts prov or 2 ner- 
But the opposition to this bill which I most fear comes neither from igno- ls 2S ; Nes ' By i lontior ‘a treaty h 4y } ' tt "tl 
rance of the enormities of the Chinese slave-trade nor from a misapprehension | ony evicen ee ee ee ee ee r 
of the character of the Chinese. It comes from the capitalists’ cry that the in- | ‘ hinese Government for rat in its a led { i t Gov- 
flux of Chinese cheapens the wages of labor. This is the true enemy of this | ¢ rnment can withhold its ratitieca nu ( y (nhinama ‘ 
bill, let gentlemen sugar-coat it as they will. 7 i aan ‘ : } ’ ant 
i return certilicate gets back. re I our 
3 Mr. Speaker, the injuries inflicted upon the working men and | present laws are not effective, and that Chinese laborers are coming in 
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Vote in the Senate, February 15, 1879, on the bill H. R. No. 
YEAS, 
DEMOCRATS —22, 
Eaton, Conn. Lamar, Miss. 


daily in violation of them. The delay, therefore, occasioned by the 2423, 
Senate amendment, will not only let all those that hold certificates 
have time to return, but will also al ow all those that may be able to 


get in in violation of law. Its adoption has therefore resulted in in- Bailey, Tenn. Shields, Mo. 


creas ng instead of restricting the number of immigrants. 
The Senate is so earnest in itsefforts to now excludethe Chinese that 
if can not wait for a ratification of the treaty, but has passed this bill 


to take effect upon the happening of that event. 
consider a measure to regulate this evil for ten years, I 


They refused to even 


have shown 


that bill after bill was introduced in the Senate from 1869 to 1879, and 


: Blaine, Maine Jones, Nev. Patterson, 8, C, Spencer, Ala, 
+ , 1 ‘ ‘ven take ‘ -“Onsidere A large ms ‘ity : we a : a 
not one of them was even taken up and consideré d. A large majority | pooth. Cal. Kirkwood, Iowa Plumb, Kane. Peller, Col. 
of the Republican members of that body voted against the bills to sus- | Cameron, Pa. Mitchell, Oregon Sargent, Cal, Windom, Minn. 
pend immigration for twenty and ten years, as I have specifically shown, | Chaffee, Col. Oglesby, ll. Saunders, Nebr, 
and upon the grounds that the Chinese had anatural right to come here NAYS. 


and to bring their property and to work at what and for what they chose. 
But pow that the Chinese have consented to remain away for twenty 





Barnum, Conn.* 





Coke, Te 
Dennis, Md. 


Allison, Iowa 








Eustis, La. 
Garland, Ark, 
Gordon, Ga. 
Grover, Oregon 
Hereford, W. Va. 


McDonald, Ind. 
McPherson, N.J. 
Maxey, Tex. 
Morgan, Ala. 
Ransom, N. C. 


REPUBLICANS—19. 


Dorsey, Ark. 


Paddoc < Neb. 


DEMOCRAT 


Hill, Ga, 


Kernan, N. Y. 





Thurman, Ohio 
Voorhees, Ind, 
Wallace, Pa, 


Sharon, Nev. 


Randolph, N. J. 











years, they can not wait for that Government to ratify the treaty be- | Davis, W. Va Jones, Fla. McCreery, Ky. Withers, Va, 1 
fore passing a law to enforce its provisions. REPU LBLICANS—20, 2 
What, Mr. Speaker, has brought about this sudden change? Why | Anthony, R.I Conover, Fla. Hoar, Mass. Matthews, Ohio 
this abandonment, without a struggle and without a word, of the great | B lice oe ' en ame em — s ~s a at N.C. 
' > = ' Burnside, R. I. sdmunds, . igalis, Kans, Mo . . 
principles of the Republican party for which the Senator from Massa- | ¢ a Ferry, Mich. Telloww. La. Rollins. N. H.* 
chusetts so earnestly contended, | Conk! Hamlin, Maine MecMilian, Minn. Wadleigh, N. H.* 
I have searched the records but can find no expressions of repentance, | INDEPENDENT. 
no confessions of sins, no prayers for forgiveness—all is darkness, ( | Davis, Ill. 
ithe, Mr. Speaker, that this great, sudden, silent and mysterious change i. 

. , . : 1 , . y . | ; 20 Cunak Qn > pass suse bill No. 2423 over President Hates 4 
has taken place because an election is to be held in the coming Novem- | V0'¢ im the House, March 1, 1879, to q —— No, 2423 over President Hayes's ; 
ber. *1> ; 

I hope this bill will unanimously pass. The Democratic members YEAS. 
of this House can give it an earnest support without swallowing their DEMOCRATS—S0. 
words or stultifying their records, [Great applause on Democratic | Atkins, Tenn. Dibrell, Tenn. House, Tenn. Rice, Ohio 
ca. % re , Banning, Ohio Dickey, Ohio Jones, Ala Robertson, La, 
BIGC, | |} Beebe, N.Y. Durham, Ky. Jones, N. H. Ross, N. J, 
os . a: ae Pe ae - ‘ én Bell, Ga. Eden, 1. Kenna, W. Va, Sayler, Ohio 
Vote in the Louse of Represe uatives, January 28, 1879, on the bill (H. R. No. 2423) to | Blackburn, Ky. Eickhoff, N. Y. Kimmell, Md. Seales, N.C. 
restrict Chinese immigration. Boone, Ky. Elam, La. Knott, Ky, Shelley, Ala, 
YEAS Budges, Pa. Evins, S.C. Ligon, Ala. Singleton, Miss. 
=o Cabell, Va. Ewing, Ohio Luttrell, Cal, Slemons, Ark, 
DEMOCRATS—104, Caldwell, Ky. Finley, J.J., Fla. Maish, Pa. Southard, Ohio 
hex : David FI Hu T rice. Ohi! Carlisle, Ky. a anes a are 
Acklen, La. avidson, Fla, ouse, Tenn, tice, Ohio Chalmers, Miss. ‘orney, Ala. Martin, W. Va. Steele, N.C, 
Aiken, 8. C. Dibrell, Tenn, Hunton, Va. Robertson, La, Clark, Mo. Garth, Ala. Mayham, N. Y. Stenger, Pa. 
Atkins, Tenn. Dickey, Ohio Jones, Ala. Ross, N. J. Clarke, Ky. Gause, Ark, McKenzie, Ky. Townshend, Tl), 
Banning, Ohio egg" Ky. aoa. — es he Cobb, Ind. Giddings, Tex. MeMahon,Ohio ‘Turner,Ky. 
Beebee, N.Y. den, Ll, c<enna, W. Va, Sayler, Ohio Collins, Pa. Glover, Mo. Mills, Tex. ‘Turney, Pa. 
Bell, Ga, Elam, La, Kimmel, Md, Singleton, Miss. Gath. thn. Goode, Va. Money, Miss. Walker, Va. 
Benedict, N.Y. Ellis, La. Knapp, Il. Southard, Ohio Covert, N.Y. Gunter, Ark. Muldrow, Miss, Whitthorne, Tenn, 3 
Bicknell, Ind Evins, 8. C. Landers, Conn, Slemons, Ark, Cox, N.Y. Hamilton, Ind. Muller, N.Y. Wigginton, Cal. A 
slackburn, ivy. Ewing, Ohio Ligon, Ala, = Smith, Ga. Cravens, Ark, Hartzell, Il. Patterson, Colo. Williams, Ala, 
Bliss, N. Y. Felton, Ga, Lockwood, N.Y. Sparks, Ill. Crittenden, Mo, Henkle, Md. Rea, Mo. Willis, Ky. 
amen og I mater, Gane seeree. — este, ae Culberson, Tex. Henry, Md. Reagan, Tex. Wright, Pa. 
Boone, Ky. Garth, Ala, Mackey, Pa. Stenger, Pa. Mavis, N. C. Herbert, Ala. Reilly, Pa. Yeates, N. C. 
Bright, Tenn. Gause, Ark. Maish, Pa, Throckmorton,Tex. Davis, REPUBLICANS— . 
Buckner, Mo, Gibson, La. Manning, Miss. Townshend, Ill, 3 . _ ee ee . ; 
Cabell, Va Giddings, Tex. Martin, W. Va. Turner, Ky. Sayne, Pa. Errett, Pa. Hayes, Ill. z Neal, Ohio 
Caldwell, Ky. Giover, Mo. Martin, N.Y. ‘Turney, Pa. Brentano, Il. Evans, Pa, Hazelton, Ww is, Page, Cal. 
Caldwell, Tenn. Gunter, Ark. McMahon, Ohio Vance, N.C, Butler, Mass. — —" p ee “7 Eee Pa 
Chalmers, Miss, Henkle, Md, Mills, Tex. Walker, Va. Cole, Mo. Foster, Ohio Jorgensen, Va. illiams, Oregon, 
Clark, Mo. Hewitt, Ala. Money, Miss. Whitthorne, Tenn, Davis, Cal. Hale, Me. Majors, Nebr. ; 
Clarke, Ky. Hewitt, N. Y. Morse, Mass. Wigginton, Cal. Deering, lowa Harmer, Pa, Marsh, I). 
Cobb, Ind. Herbert, Ala. Muldrow, Miss. Williams, Ala, NAYS 
Cook, Ga, Hamilton, Ind, Patterson, Colo, Willis, Ky. caer 
Covert, N.Y. Harrison, Ml. Potter, N. Y. Wilson, W. Va. DEMOCRATS—15. 
Cox, N.Y. Hatcher, Mo. Rea, Mo. Wright, Pa. Bliss, N. Y. Harris, Ga. Morse, Mass. Warner, Conn. 
Cravens, Ark. Hartzell, Tl. Reagan, Tex. Yeates, N.C. Candler, Ga, Harris, Va. __ Phelps, Conn. Williams, Del. 
Crittenden, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Reilly, Pa. Young, La, Cutler, N. J. Hewitt, N. Y. Pridemore, Va. Willis, N.Y. 
REPUBLICANS—Ol Hardenbergh, N. J. Landers, Conn. Waddell, N.C, 
-—_— 
: pre : REPUBLICANS—SI. j 
Aldrich, 1). Davis, Cal. Hiscock, N.Y. Pounds Wis, ss Ohi } - Sinnick oa J 
Bailey, N.Y. Deering, lowa Hubbell, Mich, Robinson, Ind, ee eee - ee hi 7 nn N. J. 
Baker, Ind. Elisworth, Mich. Ittmer, Mo. Ryan, Kana. Bag! a a Tissanaeat’ lieu Lindsey, Me i 
Baker, N. ¥. Errett, Pa. Keightley, Mich. Sapp, lowa Daher 'N Y 5 Dwight ’N. _# ; Mc Cook. N, Y. Starin, N.Y 
Bayne, Pa. Evans, Ind. Ketcham, N.Y. Shallenberger, Pa. Ball a, R. I 7 Eames R. L. Mitchell. P Stewart Minn 
Blair, N. H. Fort, til. | Killinger, Pa. Townsend, N. Y. Sooke Mass, Evans, Ind, Monroe, Ohio Stone,lowa 
Brentano, I. Foster, Ohio. Majors, Nebr. Ward, Pa. Blair, N. H. Frye, Me. Norcross, Mass. Stone, Mich, 
Brewer Mich. Freeman, Pa. Metcalfe, Mo. White, Ind. Boyd. ll Gardner Ohio Oliver. lows, Strait’ Minn. 
Calkins, Ind. Hale, Maine. Neal, Ohio Williams, Oregon eacek: Mich. Garfield, Ohio Overton, Pa. Thompson, Pa. 
Campbell, Pa. nme _  Aeeye | yy a Briggs, N. H. Harris, Mass. Patterson, N.Y. Townsend, N. Y. 
Cole, Mo. paemner, Fa. Pelidie N.J Van Vorhes, Ohi Browne, Ind. Henderson, Ill. = Peddie, N. J. Townsend, Ohio 
Cox, yhio. 1 —— i Wis Pc ik td ‘i. eae Di a Bundy, N. Y. Humphrey, Wis. Phillips, Kans, Wait, Conn, 
Cummings, lowa azelton, Wis. ollard, Mo. Burchard, Ill, Hungerford, N. Y. Price, lowa Ward, Pa. 
ws Ware Burdick, lowa Hunter, Ind, Pugh, N. J. Watson, Pa, 
NAYS. Camp, N. Y. Ittner, Mo. Rainey, 8. C. White, Ind. 
DEMOCRATS—16. Cannon, Ill. —— ate Tenn. baa og : 
Caswell, Wis. Jones, Ohio ice, Mass, illiams, N. Y. 
Bouck, Wis. Hardenbergh, N. J. Morgan. Mo. Swann, Md, Clark, lowa Keifer, Ohio Robinson, Mass. Williams, Wis, 
sragy, Wis. Harris, Ga. Pridemore, Va, Waddell, N.C, Conger, Mich, Kelley, Pa. Robinson, Ind. 
Candler, Ga, Hart, N. Y. Robbins, N.C. Warner, Conn, Crapo, Mass. Ketcham, N. Y. Sampson, lowa 
Cutler, N. J. *helps, Conn. Stephens, Ga. Williams, Del, Cummings, Iowa Killinger, Pa. Sexton, Ind. 
REPUBLICANS—56, Vote in the Senate, March 9, 1882, on the bill (S. No. 71) to restrict Chinese immigra- a 
Bacon, N. Y. Conger, Mich, Joyce, Vt. Robinson, Mass, | tion for twenty years. 
Bagley, N.Y. Crapo, Mass. Lathrop, Ill. ser amg aa | YEAS. 
Banks, Mass. Danford, Ohio McCook, N.Y. Sexton, Ind. } S oa 
Bisbee, Fla. Denison, Vt. McGowan, Mich. Sinnickson,N. J. | i DEMOCRATS—930. 
Briggs, N. 1. Dunnell, Minn, Mitchell, Pa. Smalls, 8. C. Bayard, Del. jarland, Ark, Jonas, La, Slater, Oregon 
Brogden, N.C, Dwight, N.Y. Monree, Ohio Smith, Pa. Beck, Ky. George, Miss. Jones, Fla.* Vance, N.C, 
Burchard, Hl. Eames, R.I. Norcross, Mass, Starin, N. Y. Call, Fla. Gorman Md. Maxey, Tex.* Vest, Mo. 
Burdick, lowa Harris, Mass. Overton, Pa. Stewart, Minn, Camden, W.Va.* Grover, Oregon * } dey eal See, _. i 
r I llendee, Vt. att > & #4 Strait,Minn. Cockrell, Mo. Hampton, 8. C.* organ, Ala. alker, Ark. Py 
one . ' ede Til. Pus Nea Thompson, Pa. Coke. Tex. Some. Tenn. Pendleton, Ohio* Williams, Ky.* H 
Cannon, Ill. Humphrey, Wis. Rainey. S.C. Tipton, Il. Fair, Nev. Jackson, Tenn. Pugh, Ala. is 
Caswell, Wis. Hungerford, N.Y. Randolph,Tenn. Townsend, N, Y. Farley, Cal. Johnston, Va.* Ransom, N.C. a 
Chittenden. N.Y. James, N.Y. Reed, Me. Watson, Pa, _ ee { 
Clark, lowa Jones, Ohio Rice, Masa, Williams, Wis. Paired. 
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Ba ‘ “ Va ( RS 
} i. ¢ Ore i ) N 
I um. Pa © th VW i [ 
I ,M er, I ( i . ; 
B Wor! o H Wis < Ne Pa oO bs y 
Call s, Ind Heilman, Ind é ( ‘ 
Ca bell, Pa H N re, \ 
Cannon, Ill Hiseoc N. ¥ I Va Van He \I ‘ 
Cas 1, Wis Horr, M i Pays ! Washbur M 
Cort N.Y Hx enn re l VW « Mi 
Darra La Hi ell, Mic ] Wis W ts. Mich i 
Davis, Lil. Hu a. ie. &. ton, Pa VW iN. ¥ : 
De Motte, I Jk ensen, Va s nb € Pa , 
Dez lorf, V Le 3, ] o vin. I 
Erre Pa varsh,1 1,1 
NAYS — 
DEMOCRATS—4. 
Bragg, Wis. Hardenbergh, N. J. Hooker, Miss M Mass 
REPUBLICANS—62. i gn 
Anderson, Kans Farwe Iowa McCoid. Iowa S ier. BI. 
Sarr, Pa. Grout, Vt N« oss, Mas 1 Farws low 
Briggs, N. H. fall, N. H Orth, Ind Cit , Vi 
Browne, Ind. Hammond, N. Y. Parker, N. ¥ va Ii N.H 
; Buck, Conn, Ilarris, Mass Ranney, Mass Car} Ha Ne 3 
= Camp, N. ¥ Haskell, Kans Reed, Main wa ( I 
¢ ller, Mass Hawk, il R Ohio ee . 
x enter, lowa Henderson, Il. Ric Mass Wadsworth, N.Y. | 
3 ace, KR. I Hepburn, lowa Wait, Conn ) 
# po, Mass Humphrey, Wis. Wa Pa Y 3 
® en. Ill Jones. N. J Ward. Pa 
a Dawes, Mas Jacobs, N.Y ' I 
¥ Deering, lowa Joyce, Vt Ww e, Ky i . 
; Dingley, Maine Kasson, lowa W ur W : Oo 
z Du ell, Minn. Ketcham, N.Y Scl tz, Ohio . : 
4 Dwizht, N. Y. Lord, Mich =i N.Y ee 
i‘ Vote in Senate, A }, 1882, to 9 Senate Vo. 71 over President Arth commracd : 
‘ YEAS he S ‘ 
2 DEMOCRATS—31, t 
: , oO 
Bayard, Del. Garland, Ark.* Jones, Fla.* ‘ . 
Beck, Ky. Gorman, Md Lamar, Miss ' 
Call, Fla. Grover, Oregon McPherson, N. J. ¥ 
Cockrell, Mo. Hampton, 8, ¢ Maxey, Tex . ‘ 
a Coke, Tex. Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Ala 
: Davis, W. Va. Jackson, Tenn.* Pendleton, Ohio 
c Fair, Ne‘ Johnston, Va. Pugh, Ala Z ‘ . 
% Far) Jonas, Ransom, N.C.,* the ; 
: REPUBLICANS—6, Phe 
a Cameron, Wis. Miller, N. Y. Ts r.( vs 
= Hill, Colo. 
NAYS. 
a DEMOCRATS—none, a F 
: *Paired. 
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Aldrich, RT. 
Allison, lowa 
Anthony, Kf. 
Blair, N. 41. 
Conger, Mich. 
Dawes, Mass, 
Edmunds, Vt.* 


Rayard, Del, 
Seck, Ky. 
Butler, 8. C, 
Call, Fla. 
Cockrell, Mo,* 
Coke, Tex. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Fair, Nev. 


Cameron, Wis. 
Chilcott, Colo. 


So the amendment to strike out section 14 was rejected. 
The next amendment reported by the Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
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REPUBLICANS—28, 


Frye, Me. 
Hale, Me 
Harrison, Ind. 
Hawley, Conn. 
Hoar, Mass. 
Ingails, Kans, 
Kellogg, La. 


[apham, N. Y. 
MeDill, lowa. 
MeMillan, Minn, 
Miller, N. Y. 
Morrill, Vt. 
Platt, Conn. 
Plumb, Kans, 


INDEPENDENT—l, 
Davis, Il), 


NAYS. 


DEMOCRATS—31. 


Farley, Cal, 
Garland, Ark.* 
George, Miss. 
Gorman, Md 
Groome, Md 
Grover, Oregon 
Hampton, 8. C. 
Harris, Tenn.* 


Jackson, Tenn, 
Johnston, Va, 
Jonas, La 
Jones, Fla. 


McPherson, N. J. 


Maxey, Tex. 
Morgan, Ala. 
Pendleton, Ohio 


REPUBLICANS—5. 


Hill, Colo. 


tions was to strike out section 15, 
On this amendment Senator Grover, of Oregon, said: 


* | hope this amendment will not be agreed to, 


Jones, Nev. 


that they do not desire that artisans shall be excluded. 


clude the artisans. 


Rollins, N. H. 
Saunders, Nebr, 
Sawyer, Wis. 
Sewell, N. J." 
Sherman, Ohio.* 


Van Wyck, Nebr. 


Windom, Minn, 


Pugh, Ala. 
Slater, Oregon 
Vance, N.C.* 
Vest, Mo. 
Voorhees, Ind, 
Walker, Ark. 
Williams, Ky. 


Miller, Cal, 


The Chinese embassy declare 
This is proposed to ex- 
If they are not excluded by the terms of this bill it will be 





found that nearly every Chinaman desiring to come to the United States will 
claim to be an artisan, and they willall be admitted; and thus the purposesof | 
the late treaty will be avoided and the purposes of the bill will be avoided, un- | 
leas this amendment is disagreed to.”’ 

The vote on the amendment to strike out section 15 was then taken, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS. 
DEMOCRATS—l, 


Aldrich, R. 1. 
Allison, lowa 
Anthony, R.1, 
ISlair, N. A. 
Cameron, Pa, 
Chileott, Colo, 
Conger, Mich, 
Dawes, Mass. 


Bayard, Del. 
Reck, Ky. 
Butler, 8. C, 
Call, Fla. 
Cockrell, Mo.* 
Coke, Tex. 
Davis, W. Va. 


Brown, Ga. * 
REPUBLICANS—3I1! 


Frye, Me. 
liale, Me. 
Harrison, Ind, 
Hawley, Conn, 
Hill, Colo. 
Hoar, Mass. 
Ingalls, Kans. 
Kellogg, La. 


Lapham, N. Y. 
Logan, Ill. * 
MeDill, lowa 
MeMillan, Minn, 
Miller, N. Y. 
Morrill, Vt. 
Piatt, Conn. 
Plumb, Kans, 


INDEPENDENT—1. 
Davis, lll. 
NAYS. 

DEMOCRATS—29. 


Farley, Cal. 
George, Miss. 
Gorman, Md, 
Grover, Oregon 
Hampton, S.C, 
Harris, Tenn. * 
Jackson, Tenn, 


Jonas, La, 


McPherson, N. J. 


Maxey, Tex. 
Morgan, Ala. 
Pendleton, Ohio 
Pugh, Ala. 
Ransom, N.C. * 


Rollins, N. ¥T, 
Saunders, Nebr. 
Sawyer, Wis, 
Sewell, N. J.* 
Sherman, Ohio * 


Van Wyck, Nebr, 


Windom, Minn. 


Vance, N.C.*# 
Vest, Mo. 
Voorhees, Ind, 
Walker, Ark. 
Williams, Ky. 


Johnston, Va. Slater, Oregon 
REPUBLICANS—3, 
Cameron, Wis. Miller, Cal. 
so the amendment was agreed to; and section 15 was stricken from the bill. 
This action was taken while the Senate was in Committee of the Whole. 
Senator MoraGan, of Alabama, then said: 
“I vive notice that I will reserve a vote on the question concerning skilled 
ani unskilled laborers when the bill comes up in the Senate.”’ 
+ ” 7 - +. a 


Fair, Nev. 


Jones, Nev. 


* 
Che Prrsrpine Orricer. Will the Senate concur in the last amendment, which 
has been reserved, striking out the fifteenth section of the bill? 
* . * 7 * * *. 


Afier a number of speeches by Democratic Senators against striking out sec- 
tion 15, and by a number of Republican Senators in favor of striking it out, the 
vote in the Senate, on April 28, 1882, resulted as follows: 

YEAS, 
DEMOCRATS—l. 
Brown, Ga,* 
REPUBLICANS—31. 

Logan, Ill.* 
MeDill, lowa* 
MeMillan, Minn. 
Miller, N.Y. 
Morrill, Vt. 
Mitehell, Pa.* 


Rollins, N. H.* 
Saunders, Nebr. 
Sawyer, Wis. * 
Sewell, N.J.* 
Sherman, Ohio 
Van Wyck, Nebr. 
Windom, Minn. * 


Aldrich, R, 1.* 
Allison, lowa 
Anthony, R.I,* 
Blair, N. H. 
Conger, Mich. 
Dawes, Mass, 
Edmunds, Vt. 
Ferry, Mich.* 


Frye, Me. 
Harrison, Ind. 
Hawley, Conn. 
Hill, Colo. 
Iloar, Mass. 
Ingalls, Kans, 
Kellogg, La. * Piatt, Conn. 
Lapham, N.Y. Plumb, Kans, * 

INDEPENDENT—I. 

Davis, lll. 
NAYS. 

DEMOCRATS—34, 
Jonas, La. 
Jones, Fla.* 
Lamar, Miss.* 
Maxey, Tex. 
McPherson, N. J.* 
Morgan, Ala. 
Pendleton, Ohio 


Saulsbury, Del.* 
Slater, Oregon 
Vance, N. C. 
Vest, Mo.* 
Voorhees, Ind.* 
Walker, Ark, 
Williams, Ky. 


Farley, Cal. 
Garland, Ark. 
George, Miss. 
Gorman, Md.* « 
(irover, Oregon 
Ilampton, S.C. 
Harris, Tenn 
Jackson, Tenn.* Pugh, Ala. 
Johnston, Va. Ransom, N.C.* 
REPUBLICANS—4. 

Cameron, Wis. Chileott, Colo. Jones, Nev. 

So the amendment to strike out section 15 was rejected. 


jayard, Del.* 
Beck, Ky. 
Butler, 8. C, 
Call, Fla. 
Camden, W. Va.* 
Cockrell, Mo.* 
Coke, Tex 
Davis, W. Va.* 
Pair, Nev. 


Miller, Cal, 


* Paired, 


AvuGusT 18, 





Vote in the Senate, April 28, 1882, on the bill (H. R. No, 5894) to restrict Chinese im- 
migration for ten years, 
YEAS. 
DEMOCRATS—382, 
Payard, Del.* Johnston, Va, 


Farley, Cal, Pugh, Ala. 


Beck, Ky. Garland, Ark. Jonas, La Ransom, N.C.* 
Butler, S.C, George, Miss. Jones, Fia.* Saulsbury, Del.* 
Call, Fla. Gorman, Md.* Lamar, Miss.* Slater, Oregon 


Vance, N.C, 
Vest, Mo. 
Walker, Ark. 
Williams, Ky. 


Cockrell, Mo.* 
Coke, Tex. 
Davis, W. Va.* 
Fair, Nev. 


“Maxey, Tex. 
McPherson, N. J.* 


Grover, Oregon 
Hampton, S.C, 
Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Ala. ; 
Jackson, Tenn.* Pendleton, Ohio 
REPUBLICANS—9. 


Miller, Cal. 
Miller, N. Y. 


Saunders, Nebr. 
Van Wyck. Nebr. 


Hill, Colo. 
Jones, Nev. 


Cameron, Wis. 
Chileott, Colo. 
Hale, Me. 
INDEPENDENT. 
Davis, Dl. 
NAYS. 
DEMOCRATS—1, 
Brown, Ga.* 
REPUBLICANS—24, 
Edmunds, Vt. 
Ferry, Mich.* 
Frye, Me. 
Harrison, Ind. 
Hawley, Coun, 
Hoar, Mass. 


Aldrich, R.I.* 
Allison, lowa 
Anthony, R.L.* 
Blair, N. H. 
Conger, Mich, 
Dawes, Mass. 


Morrill, Vt. 
Platt, Conn. 
Rollins, N. H.* 
Sewell, N. J.* 
Sherman, Ohio 
Windom, Minn,* 


Ingalls, Kans. 
Kellogg, La." 
Lapham, N. Y. 
Logan, I1l.* 
MeDill, lowa.* 
MeMillan, Minn. 


* Paired, 
RECAPITULATION. 


Final votes in Senate and House on bills to restrict Chinese immigration: 








Democrats. Republicans, 


Date. _——— —— 2 
| Yeas. | Nays. | Yeas. | Nays. 


Per aary 1B, 1B7O «2.0000 scccccsenvsssccesecsscvsscvossessvenesesss 
March 9, 1882...... 
April 5, 18827.. a 
BUTE Ry Bs vv c0sig saceys tcnnenenevemsizacennneviesdinnveiscniesie 





IE oscciti ccaaiabibiectsntivedd wepitaaitamssmmeliaubiaien’ 
House of Representatives. 
SRM GE SOOO kissin stinttbesinnciteninistenetindisessiaceniiets 


March 1, 1879f.. 
March 23, 1882.. 





Total votes in Senate and House 


+ Vote to pass Senate bill No. 71 over President Arthur's veto. 
t Vote to pass House bill No. 2423 over President Hayes’s veto. 


Mr. HITT obtained the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNUM] a question. 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. While the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] 
was speaking I attempted to ask him a question, but he declined to 
yield to me for that purpose, not having time then to answer it. I 
wish now to repeat that question. 

I noticed the gentleman from Indiana, in describing the want of for- 


| wardness on the part of the Republican party in taking action against 


Chinese immigration, stopped at 1879. I now wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether from 1879 to 1881, when the Democratic party had con- 
trol of the Senate and House, this much-desired legislation was carried 
out? 

Mr. BYNUM. Ihave not investigated the records [laughter and 
applause on the Republican side], but I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Maine—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I observe—— 

Mr. BYNUM. Just wait; let me answer you, as you have asked me 
the question and yielded me the floor for that purpose. The question 
was not brought up by any of the Representatives of the Pacific Slope 
during that time nor any other member, for the reason, I presume, that 
President Hayes was hostile to the legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itwas. The gentleman from California, Mr. Page, 
introduced a bill into this House, but that bill was not enacted into 
law by the House and Senate at that time, although the Democrats 
had control of both Houses. No Democrat asked for its consideration. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. It was because the vetoes of the Republican Presi- 
dent had cut off all such legislation. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, the bill was vetoed in 1882. Iam speaking of 
the years 1879 to 1881, when the Democrats had control of the twe 
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§ 3 . —————$ - ——- : . — — 
Houses, in both the Senate and House, and when no Democrat under 4 fairs r Co ttee on Forcig Affairs reported the |! n 
4 took to ate on the subject. amendment ild that the bill shall be voted upot S 
‘ Mr. BYNUM. President Hayes vetoed the first bill in March, 187 portant t : Pere ' = 
he continued to occupy the executive chair till March 4, 1381. Th vote upo t ind a sr ) 
Cc ess next after Garfield’s inauguration did not assemble till De- | Senate. Now 1 t to gentle non t ( r side t ve acre 
1831, and the bill suspending immigration for twenty years | to t 
is passed in March, 1882. If the gentleman will look at the votes HI t é 
1 the two Houses on those bills he will find that the majority of the | the 
Republicans voted against the passage of those bills, while the majority | want to « 
. of the Democrats voted in favor of them. I wish to call the rtle Mr. Met ) 1 ‘ 
man’s attention to that fact. | Applause on the Democratic side. ] hours l 1 < 
Mr. WEBER. I should like to ask aquestionif the gentleman trom Mr. M OW tis 
% qT is will permit me, It is in connection with the statement which Mr. HOPKINS, of Llinois. I des 
f : is made by the gentleman trom Maine. ventleman 1 char of t] 
oe Mr. HITT. Certainly. Mr. McCREARY. Ididnot lthe floor; but 
& Mr. WEBER. I understood the gentleman from Maine to say that | that the ntleman mav | ce a stateme 
eo during the years 1879 and 1881 both Houses of Congress were in the Mr. HOPKINS. of | Tt < the time 
2 hands of the Democratic party. iting debate on t ‘ t tt pre time At 3 o'clock 
¥ Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, both Houses; the Senate by a majority of 8 | we were prepared to vote upon t tion and g 
bs or 4, and the House by a large majority. for political purpos the ¢ eman 1 ted 1 on his side 
; Mr. WEBER. I do not know whether that is so or not, but I wish | of the House who were not 1 f the ¢ nittee on Fore i At 
i to ask whether the gentleman from Indiana / Mr. ByNu™ | did not get tirs to n e political spe 
his information from the Speaker of this House, who in the Octobe Now. it seems that until gentlemen on our side shall hat to 
ber of the Forum made the statement that not since the close of look around and see who shall speak, the d ite should 
the war did the Democratic party have control of both Houses of Con- | [ Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
gl it the same time. CEARY. Does t ‘ lan ¢ to that 4 e in 
i And if the gentleman is right, it will bein order to have that correc- | trouble « there [ Renewed lauehter on the Democratic 
tion made, so that the country may be undeceived Mr. DOUGHERTY I believe I ean make a su ic 
Mr. DINGLEY. Inthe Forty-sixth Congress the Democrats had the Mr. H DERSON, of Iowa. I demand the regular « 
control both of the Senate and the House. Mr. McCREARY. I then gi iti that after debat S eeded 
Mr. BYNUM. ‘The majority in the Senate in favor of the Democrats | for two ger ont I all move t : 
was obtained by the vote of Senator Davis Chat is my recollection. Mr. DOUGHERTY. Che gentleman from Kentucky has yielded the 
Out majority was never as great asstated by the gentleman from Maine. | floor for me to make a suggestion 
No action was taken, I presume, because of the opposition of President fhe SPEAKER pro Che Chair will state the time that ; 
I{layes Even the members from the Pacitie Slope seeme¢ l not to have been consu ed in the ade ate al l wl tis remaming, 
urged legislation during this period. from Ca 1{Mr. M r0W ; five minutes of his hour 
4 Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is mistaken Che gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. Hrrr}. from the Committ 
; Mr. BYNUM. It was a very slight majority. Judge Davis was | eign Affi 3 fifteen minutes of his hour rem 
i elected as President of the Senate and voted with the Democrats upon | one side | the other, the Republican side has exhausted ed 
most questions, but upon the Chinese question he voted mostly with | minutes and the Der side ¢ h ired and 1 


> 








& the Republicans. Mr. McCREARY. ire to raise this point of order | iN 

: Mr. DINGLEY. Senator Davis held the balance of power in the | in charge of this bill and I was entitled to the floor. Th tleman 
i Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress, but in the Forty-sixth Congress, | from Illinois [ Mr. H yielded to the gentleman fron 

( from 1879 to 1851, the Democrats had a majority of 7 in the Senate CANNON | for debate, and he then moved the adjournment 1 





and yet there was no attempt to carry out this legislati 





4 

















Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman a question in that line The SPEAKER ) i I ore I id ‘ 
The treaty negotiated while Mr. Evarts was Secretary of State was | titled to the floor and yield i 
concluded on the 17th of November, 1880, whenthis same Democrati Mr. Mc EARY “But did he have the 1 vht to make 
Congress was in existence, and remained in existence until the 4th ot! ’ 
Mareh, 1881. N then, as stated by the gentleman from California Mr. CANNON. 7 rent ian from I is [ Mr. ] elded 
Morrow ], ewas no legislation toenforce the provisionsof the | t} por te 1 I yielded it to the gen i } 
tre: un d the Chinese came and went practically at will MIcCREARY ] for him to make that 
3 while within thirty days after that treaty was concluded a Democratic Mr. DOUG TY Will g to! 
$ Congress met and remained in session until the subsequent 4th of Mr. McCREARY. I take t r in olit ) 
$ March and never even attempted to originate any legislation upon that | 
subject I ask the gentleman, why did he not refer ? Ir. CANNON. I only rose for the purpose of ng 


Mr. HITT. I yield tothe gentleman from California [Mr. FELTON]; | to adjourn. and I make that motion no 
but if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] desires to respond, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that motion the 
I will yield to him. lav before tlfe House the following personal 

Mr. BYNUM. Ido not think there is anything to respond to. I ‘The Clerk read as follows 
am not here to respond to what was not done. Jam charging what 
was done by the Republican party, and the mere fact that no action 


eS ke weed iiss» ~- 


was taken during a certain period is no answer to the charge of the con- There v no ¢ bjection, and leave was granted ed 

tinued opposition of the Republican party to this legislation. Mr. DOUGHERTY I ask u n $s co to es- 
Mr. KERR. To charge upon the Republican party what it did not | ' M to that t Se S to no 

do uge of this Both sides of this House seem to ha ore f 
Mr. FELTON withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. | l ougit to pa ut 1 or t ! 1 te 
Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana/[ Mr. us tO ap] is the most earnest friend of the working: lhe 

OWEN]. : ; ; both in favor of passing this bill, and why not take it up and pass 
i Mr. OWEN withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] | it now? ae 
Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] to several i Regular or ‘ , 

yield to me. ihe quest wa taken on the motion to adi Dn; and ti 


Mr. HITT. I will yield to the gentleman. ayes 50, noes 07 = 
Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman will yield to me I will move that Mr. BAYN] I demand tellers 
. 7 rT ler ‘ » 
. the House do now adjourn. ‘ ,eliers were ordered. 


Mr. McCREARY rose. M AND (pending the report o t n 
Mr. CANNON. I do not want to take the motion out of the mouth | the Hou a to-day, 1t adjourn m ond la 

of the gentleman from Kentucky who has the bill in charge. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is a motion that | 
Mr. MCCREARY. Do I understand that the gentleman yields me | tO occupy One or two minutes upon Laug 

the floor? Before the completion of the count by tellers, the hour of 


Mr. CANNON. I yield the floor for you to make that motion. having arrived, the House under its previous order adjourned 
Mr. McCREARY. I supposed that we might make some arrange- | ———- 
ment this evening about closing the debate. This bill was brought in | 
here from the Senate. It was stated that it was very important that 
there should be immediate action upon it, and an effort was made to| Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
have a vote upou it without referring it to the Committee on Foreign and referred as indicated below: 
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By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 11204) for the relief of John Ziegeler— | PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. £ 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. __ Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of a large number of citizens ot b 
By Mr. SOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 11205) granting a pension to Sol- | Saline County, Kansas, praying for certain amendments to the inter- rs 
omon Rt, Ruch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. state-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate m 
By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11206) for the relief of Commerce. 
Madison Wall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. He also presented a petition of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex., pray- 
= ing that provision be made at the present session of Congress for the 
PETITIONS, ETC. payment of Indian depredation claims filed in the Indian Bureau ot 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | the Interior Department by the pioneers and early settlers on th 
under the rule, and referred as follows: frontier; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
by Mr. BACON: Petition of William E. Tuttle, Jacob O. Polhnus, Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 19 citizens of Eastland County, 
of Ktockland County, New York, for the passage of the bill for the re- | Texas, praying that provision be made for the paymentof Indian dep- 
lief of Jessie Isherham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. redation claims; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
ty Mr. BARNES: Papers in the case of Edward Gallaher, for re- | fairs. 
lie/—to the Committee on War Claims. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
by Mr. BELDEN: Petition of surviving soldiers and sailors of Cort- Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
land County, New York, asking passage of per diem pension bill—to | referred the bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi 
By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Hiram B. Snirely and Albert G. Lo- | River, in the State of Mississippi, reported it with an amendment. 
yell, executors of George Snirely, deceased, of Washington County, Mr. PLUMB. Iam also directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
Maryland, and of Joshua Ahalt, of Frederick County, Maryland—to | to report adversely bill (8. 3362) to restore to the public domain and 
the Committee on War Claims. to regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Missis- 


Also, petition of 34 citizens of the Sixth Congressional district, Mary- | sippi River, in the State of Mississippi, it being on the same subject 
land, asking that the liquor-saloon nuisance be banished from the city | and in the same terms as the House bill just reported favorably. I 
of Washington—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor | move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


Tratfiic. The motion was agreed to. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of administrator of Thomas McCallie, of| Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re 
Hamilton County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend 

iby Mr. ROGERS; Petition of administrator of Henry N. McCray, de- | ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ceased, late of Saline County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War A bill (H. R. 10525) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 
Claims. / A bill (H. R. 2908) to increase the pension of W. B. Stokes; 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of Solomon R. Ruch, of the Tenth Con- A bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 
gressional district of Pennsylvania, for pension—to the Committee on A bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Ho- 
Invalid Pensions. gan; and 


9 A bill (H. R. 2120) granting a pension to Elizabeth Evans. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. to whom were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
: amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
- - . 9° Doo az ’ on > mee + . 
MONDAY, August 20, 1888. A bill (S. 2341) for the relief of Thomas Chambers, of Mackinac 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. Island, Michigan; and ; Sala «aii bia 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. A bill (S. 3442) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. 
GUSTAVUS W. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. By direction of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary I report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 11062 
for the removal of the political disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith; and 

Vice-Panstpant’s Cmameun, Washington, August 20,1008. | I ask that it may be considered at the present time. : E 

I name the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar, to perform the duties of ‘7 Unasimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the Chair to-day. proceeded to consider the bill. 

JOHN J. INGALLS, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
ae 7 ed President pro tempore. —__ third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
Thereupon Mr. Hoar took the chair as Presiding Officer for to-day. ators present voting in the affirmative). 

: é THE JOURNAL. BILLS INTRODUCED. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. | Mr, PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3461) granting a pension to Har- 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. rison Landsdown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
| 
| 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. HOAR called the Senate to order and said: The Secretary will | 

read a communication from the President pro tempore of the Senate. 
The Cuter CLERK (Mr. C. W. JOHNSON) read as follows: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar) announced the signature | the Committee on Pensions. ; ; : 
by the President pro tempore of the following enrolled bills, which had | He also introduced a bill (S. 3462) granting a pension to John Wat- 
previously been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representa- | $0n; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

’ papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


tives: 
A bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to Jane Smallridge; Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3463) granting a pension to Pat- 
A bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to John S. Bryant; rick H. McNamee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
A bill (H. R. 5156) tor the relief of Andrew R. G. Smith; the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 5863) authorizing the Richmond and Danville Railroad | Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3464) requiring the 
Company to lay tracks, and so forth, in the District of Columbia; | removal, by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, of brewer 
A bill (H. R. 9263) granting a pension to Abraham J. Buckles; | for the manufacture of beer or malt liquors beyond Boundary street, ii 
A bill (HL R. 9363) granting a pension to Edwin J. Godfrey; | the District of Columbia; which was read twice hy its title, and referre: 
A bill (H. R. 9830) for the relief of Lachlan H. McIntosh; and to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ; 
A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of | _Mr- CALL introduced a bill (8. 3465) to regulate tonnage and othe: 
the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson. charges on foreign vessels in the ports of the United States; which was 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication SENOS TO SEE PORTEFICATION BILL 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of | _Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 1) 
August 13, 1888, correspondence and communications passing between | him to the fortification appropriation bill; which was referred to t! 
the Department of Justice and any officer thereof and any officer under | Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
the Government of the United States in the State of New York since FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


the Ist of January, 1887, on the subject‘of registration, elections, or | The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no concurrent and other 
any matter connected therewith, or with the conduct, duties, powers, | resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming ov: 
or compensation of any such officer in respect of registration or elec- | g¢om Friday last; which will be read. : 
tion matters; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Epmunp: 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed. August 15, 1888, as follows: : 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from the | pesotved. That the Rentthis te Tieden Maend feist dedtreted to 
Secretary of War, inclosing a report from the Quartermaster-General inquire into the matter of deposits in the late Freedman’s Savings and Tru 
concerning the amount due to the State of South Carolina for the rent | Company of Washington, and report how many white depositors of said com- 
of the Citadel Academy, etc. ; which, on motion of Mr. HAMPTON, was | P®"Y there are who were in no way connected with the alleged mismanaze- 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ae eee eee 
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4 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the r] ES 
: resolution. 
a Mr. BECK. That resolution was « ed the s © from Vs 
Z mont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. I stated the other day as fully as I cared to 
: do so the reasons why I thought the matter should ne rred to , : 
; the Committee on Finance, and why nothing more ought to be done | ., ~| 
about the Freedman’s bank in the way of extension to white depositors. | ,; 
As the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMI NDS] is not he .orn- I 
f ing. I ask that the resolution go over until he « es , 
; The PRESIDING OFFICER. lution wil the : 
be no objection. : 
Mr. EpmunNps entered the Chamber. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ve nt | Mr. é 
‘ EpMuUNDSs] is now here. ater 
: ‘ Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senate to take up t 7 °e : 
: resolution about the deposits in the Freedman’s Bank. I see that my |,., _ ( 
4 friend from Kentucky | Mr. Beck] is here. Ta Deserve aaa a z 
: Mr. BECK. I only asked that the resolution might be passed over | 7) oe 
a until the Senator from Vermont came in P 1 
: Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I see. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there b » ob 1, t re nae ; 
tien will be again laid before the Senate. The question is on agreeing : 
to the resolution. - 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to make ippeal to my} \ M 
friend from Kentucky, as representing the Committee on Finance, to he P DING OFF! : 
allow this resolution to be adopted, committe lay U re | « eso 1 con 0 1 
into the matter. I do itupon this gr ich I press upon his con { ( it I ) \ 
sideration with absolute confidence, that when he examines the stat 1 7 : 
of 1865, which is the foundation of this institut 
decisions of the Supreme Court upon precisely 
to the powers of corporations whose general obje 
of the act of 1865, is to receive the deposits « ‘ : 
slaves and their descendants, on that examinati¢ t 
my friend from Kentucky will be perfectly conv 
of the poor white depositors were perfectly I 1) ) ( P 
fectly lawfully received, as at least a half dozen of t S 
have written to me and come to see me personal] Mr. COCK ‘ ) 
ng that they were led to make I Ke t ) 
, just as the colored people did, to be a Government in- sary 
on, re lyi } just as the colored pe ople did, upon the fact that | and other ] t alleged to y i i 
1ent had the control of it, that the money was going to be | of the 1 ; the lat . J 
invested in Government bonds, and so on, and that they would be p probably b tter to add i] the . { 
fectly safe. presented to lepa 
If that turns out to be true, and my view of the legal construction | there will be al Ik vy tha { ( 
(saying nothing about the morals of it, if these people were led in this | Wise« 1 I think tl 
way )is correct, as I am confident it is, and as the action of the Depart- Mr. SPOONER All I war 3 t t ( 
ments windingit up, and of the President in his message, make no dis et t tne 4 t ( l I 
tinction in reference to the rights, moral or legal, then I think it is not 
asking too much of my honorable friend and of that committee to mak« t it may have been ] ited, 1 
an inquiry and ascertain the number of these few, poor, sorrowful, Sar} ; 
; broken-down persons who were taken in by the management of that | a iu by the Departmer 
i bank, justas the colored people were; and if the committee are satisfied I g 
: that in point of law and in point of moral justice the whites should | 1 it L & W which perhaps mi ( 
not be excluded who were innocent and small depositors, they should | part of the purpose which I « re to accomplish. I ‘ 
make provision as readily as they would for the colored depositors. great ny claims w nay lj ed iv i 
; That is the object of the resolution, and I should hope that the com- | presented before Congress which were not presented 
3 mittee would be willing to have it sent to them for that purpose. | which the Senator refers, which were nevertheless fairl 
: Mr. BECK. I have no objection, of course, to the reference, but I | and fairly considered, and probabl 1 ‘ l 
é am very clear that any attempt to extend the relief beyond persons | Missouri, I think, is in entire sympathy w the 


who were provided for by the act of 1865, for the reasons set forth in | subserve. 
the report of the commissioner, will mean its absolute defeat to every- Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt bu C 














« r S 
i body. After full conversation with the Comptroller and a pretty | before it the information. There is no question on that po 
. thorough examination, I do not want the bill which we have passed | but the only law which authorized claims for commissary and quarter- 
z to be defeated by any attempt to do something which will turn out to | master’s stores in the n nsurrect ry 5 S was the law ol y 
4 be ineffective and only result in the defeat of it. That is the only ob- | 4, 1864. In the insurrectionary Stat ll « is were required to | 
3 jection I had to the inquiry. Of course I make no objection to the | filed before the Southern Claims Con [ do not know hov ’ 
2 reference of the question to the committee. but I think the ght be q aI Cia mm , 
% The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | tionary States filed before the Quarterma General and the ¢ is- 
} resolution. sary-General which were rejected or disallowed simply because t 
2 The resolution was agreed to. had no jurisdiction. 
Mr. SPOONER. That would not go tothe merit of the cla t 
f 4 : ye » ITVIASTERS = - ry a 4 t 7 
: LAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. | Mr. COCKRELL. But it would i ae 
eS The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate an- | the reason of the rejection. 
; other resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. Mr. SPOONER. I want 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB August | acted upon, however it een 
16, 1888, as follows: | adversely decided. Wecan investiga t t : i upon 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Sena Wi h the d ion J : 
the next session, so far as such claims have already been computed upon a does not go tot ts of t i 
cations prese nted under the act of March 3, 1883,the amounts due postmasters aie 
and their representatives in the several States and Territories for services ren- | a. . 
dered the United States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, the gross amount My friend w that 
of earnings for each biennial term of service to be stated on the basis of the act | grated by the mart are 1 il i¢ r 
a of 1854, and the amount of compensation paid for the same term of service to be | >. . 1: ios the ar ’ 
4 deducted therefrom, showing the actual difference in each case between the | © WH!ch he! ; eo , 
salary paid and the compensation computed on the basis of the act of 18§ for | the report of the d tment wiil on 
each biennial term of service; such report to be limited to cases in which the | in addition to claims ited und t 
compensation paid is 10 per cent. or more less than the compensation already | t Son : } ' t 
computed on the basis of the act of 1554, and to be made to the Senate from time | pOE Of oul er seme ag lars : z , 
to time as the statement covering the claims from each State shall becompleted. | toox jurisdiction, which they i ! t d 
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upon adversely, we ought to have a list of those claims, notwithstand- 
ing they were not presented under the law to which the Senator refers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The trouble will be the delay and the additional 
labor. Under the law of July 4, 1864, there were about sixty thousand 
claims filed before the Quartermaster-General. ‘That is a very large 
number, and it will take an immense work to furnish them; but they 
have all those arranged in order, They have books in which they are 
already kept; they have them bound. I have been in the office of the 
(Quartermaster-General and seen them; they are immense volumes. 
The report called for here will comprise four or five large volumes. 

About forty-five thousand claims have been rejected by the Quarter- 
master-General, and probably seven thousand or eight thousand claims 
have been rejected by the Commissary General, making over fifty thou- 
sand vlaims which have been rejected by the two offices. They have 
all those claims already arranged in good order; but if you bring in 
other claims it will cause them to overhaul all their records and mix 
them up unless they keep them entirely separate. 

The claims under the law of July 4, 1864, ought ce:tainly to be re- 
ported tous separately, even if the other claims are reported. That is 
the point I want to get at. I want to get at those claims in the order 
in which they stand, so that they can be quickly and conveniently 
furnished, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The state of facts out of which grows the necessity 
for this information is one which perhaps I may properly bring to the 
attention of the Senate. 

‘The Senator from Missouri states correctly (and his statements are 
usually accurate) that there have been rejected by the Quartermas- 
ter's Department about 45,000 of these Southern claims. There were 
rejected also by the Commissary of Subsistence about 10,000 of those 
claims. That makes 55,000 claims made by alleged loyal claimants 
in ‘Tennessee and other States called ‘‘ non-insurrectionary’’ States 
which have been carefully investigated by the department and re- 
jected. Under the lawas it stands to-day bills for the payment of these 
rejected claims are introduced in Congress accompanied by petitions 
very simple in form; they are referred to the committee, and referred 
by the committee to the Court of Claims for investigation. Sixteen 
hundred of these claims were referred to the Court of Claims by the 
War Claims Committee of the House and the Committee on Claims of 
the Senate in the last Congress, and 4,000 of them have been referred 
to the Court of Claims at this session of Congress, mostly by the com- 
mitiee in the House of Representatives. 

[t will happen, unless some means are taken to prevent it, that every 
one of these claims presented under law to the department, investi- 
gated by the department, and decided upon adversely by the depart- 
ment will be referred to the Court of Claims by Congressional commit- 
tees, and bills based upon the reports from that court will be passed 
by Congress, so that notwithstanding the adverse action of the depart- 
ment they will all be paid. 

{ have looked somewhat into the methods by which these claims are 
investigated in the Court of Claims. What I say does not reflect at all 
tipon the court, because the court must pass upon the evidence which 
is presented to it. It is not the function or the duty of the court to 
hunt up witnesses or superintend the taking of testimony. In many 
of the cases which I have examined, cases which have been reported 
upon by the court, I have gone to the trouble to go through all the 
testimony, which in some cases is very elaborate, and given attention 
to the method in which the witnesses were examined and cross-exam- 
ined, so-as to see to what extent and with what efficiency the interest 
of the Government was represented; and I will venture to say that 
no citizen of the United States would be willing to pay a claim adju- 
dicated against him upon such testimony, testimony so produced, elic- 
ited by such methods of examination and cross-examination, as those 
which in most of the cases I have examined are the foundation of large 
claims against the Government. 

Some of these claims have been investigated by the Quartermaster’s 
Department and by the Commissary Department and reported ad- 
versely which probably are just claims, and there ought to be perhaps 
some method of reviewing the action of those departments upon them; 
hut to-day the House of Representatives holds that as the Government 
las established a tribunal before which it invites its citizens to go it 
ought to be bound by the decision, and that therefore if the Court of 
Claims finds in favor of a claimant he should be paid. 

There is great force in that position, but the trouble is in the proceed- 
ings outof courtin obtaining the testimony upon which the court acts. 
I desire, however, that there shall be put in the hands of Senators and 
members of the House the list, alphabetically arranged, indicated by 
this resolution, to which one can easily turn, so that we may Know when- 
ever a claim of this character is presented and referred to the appropri- 
ate committee whether it has been acted upon by the department ad- 
versely. Then we can investigate without delay and easily the ground 
of the departmental action. That purpose is only subserved by hay- 
ing the resolution embrace cases which were presented to the depart- 
ments under the law to which my friend refers and all others, because 
they all come to Congress, whether they were presented to the depart- 
ments under the act of July 4, 1864, or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We ought to have the information, and I will 
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withdraw any objection so that the resolution may pass. I have no 
objection to the passage of the resolution. I only desired to make it 
more specific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ESTATE OF J. J. PULLIAM. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend ments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 751) for the relief of the 
estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, insist on its disagreement, and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

by unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair appoints the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], the Senator from Nevada {Mr. STEWART], 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask that you leave the Senator 
from Tennessee off the conference. The bill was reported by the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair [Mr. Hoan], and I move that the present 
occupant of the chair be made the chairman of the Senate conferees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had an- 
nounced the appointment of Mr. THoMPson, of California, in the place 
of Mr. Braas, excused, as one of the managers of the conference on the 
part of. the House on the bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of the First 
National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for money advanced the Oregon 
Iron Works, the contractor in building the United States revenue- 
cutter Thomas Corwin. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1761) for 
the relief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for money 
advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the United 
States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement 
made with the Shoshone and Bannack Indians jor the surrender and 
relinquishment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall res- 
ervation, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, 
and for the grant of a right of way through said reservation to the 
Utah and Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes. 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I enter a motion to reconsider the resolution 
passed this morning, presented by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB], in regard to requiring the Postmaster-General to furnish cer- 
tain information. I ask that it may be reconsidered, and then I will 
enter a motion to refer it to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads, and let that stay on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let the motion to reconsider pass, and then let the 
matter stand on the table until the Senator from Kansas is present. 

Mr. TELLER, Oh, no; let the motion be entered, and then let it 

ASS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAWEs). 

sider will be entered. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. FRYE. On Friday an agreement was made that after discus- 
sion during Friday, Saturday, and Monday on the fisheries treaty the 
vote should be taken on Tuesday. Afterwards, on Friday, the Senate 
agreed to adjourn over Saturday, and it adjourned on Friday night right 
in the midst of the speech of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. While it was understood that the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty should be commenced at 1 o’clock each day, it seems to me just 
to the Senator from Alabama and proper that I should move now that 
the Senate go into executive session on the treaty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty in open 
executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). 
Clerk will report the treaty by title. 

The CurEF CLERK. Treaty (Executive M) between United States 
and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of 
October 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 


The question is on the adoption of 


The motion to recon- 


The Chief 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, by the indulgence of the Senate on 
last Friday evening I was allowed to place in the RECORD some mat- 
ters which have not been fully read to the Senate, and to which I shall 
have occasion to refer in the course of the remarks I shall submit this 
norning in the conclusion of my argument upon the treaty itself. 

it is proper that I should reiterate that in the discussions in which 
t have participated heretofore upon this subject, after I had joined 
with my colleagues upon the minority of the committee in offering a 
report which set forth our views of the matters in this negotiation, I 
hav e not undertaken a consecutive discussion of what I conceive to be 
its real value, but I have followed other Senators along from time to 
time in such discursive movements as they saw proper to make in pur- 


suit of what I regarded as irrelevant and unnecessary debate. 


Che facts which I put into the RecorD on Friday in continuation or | 


the remarks I was then making are collected from sources that are en- 
tirely authentic. They are official sources, and I believe that no ques- 
tion can be made of their strict correctness. I laid before the Senate 
then a statement of the tonnage of American fishing vessels from 1818 
to 1886, for each year, supposing that the presentation of the official 
records of the tonnage of our fishermen would perhaps show as well as 
any other fact to which I could advert the real progress of our fishing 
industry on our Northeastern coast; in the computation of our fish 
eries, their value, etc., and the tonnage engaged in them, I believe 
that our Government has never paid any attention to those local fish- 
eries which are stretched around the coast, I will say from Rhode Isl- 
and to Mexico, through which a vast amount of food is obtained for 
the support of the people of this country and some of other countries, 
and from which a great amount of money is earned annually, and 
which employ more than twice the number of fishermen that are en- 
gaged upon the New England coast. 

A recurrence to that tonnage table I think will prove of considerable 
value in the proper investigation of this question. But it will be seen, 
Mr. President, by any person who may choose to make a critical and 
shilosophical examination of the facts that are presented in these au- 
hentic returns, that the fishing industry does not depend and has 
never depended solely upon the legislation of the United States, nor 
solely upon the condition of our treaty relations with Great Britain or 
Canada, but has been controlled in a very large degree by the fluctua- 
tions that are incident to the migration of the fish themselves, fluctua- 
tions that are not to be accounted for, I believe, upon any well-established 
theory now, and which seem to be by scientific men who are engaged 


| 
i 
t 


in those researches referred more particularly to the temperature of the | 


waters in different seasons than to any other fact. 

However that may be I think we have enough figures and facts col- 
lected here to show some important results. 
in the fishing business was in the years 1861 to 1865, while the civil 
war was in progress. That might be considered a remarkable fact, es- 


pecially as our fishermen were then exposed to the raids of men like 


Admiral Semmes and others, who were searching the seas for spoils; | 


and moreover, that was ata time when the reciprocity of the treaty of 
1854 was in full operation and there was no duty on any kind of fish 
imported from the Canadian provinces during that entire period. The 
tonnage ran up very rapidly indeed. In 1861, that is, the close of the 
year 1861, about the time the hostilities between the two sections of 





the American Union had become flagrant, the tonnage was 182,106: | 


4 


in 1862 it ran up to 203,459;,.in 1863 it was 157,579; in 1864 it was | 


148,244; in 1865 it was 100,436 tons. 


Now, I infer—I think it is a legitimate inference also—that this in- | 


crease in the tonnage of our fishing-ships at that time was due to the 
fact that there were very largely increased demands for food in the 
United States, and the prices had gone up in this country, causing capi- 
talists to make larger ventures than they had before that time. 

{ refer to this more particularly for the purpose of showing that it is 
not the effect of our tariff legislation and not the effect of our treaty 
relations with the Canadian provinces that seems: to accelerate or de- 
press the fishing industries in this country. We must look deeper than 
that to reach these causes; and I think it is the demand for food more 
than anything else which creates the first incentive and the strongest 
inducement to these investments. Next to that, when a fine year comes 


for fishing in these waters and larger catches are made, it has the same | 


effect upon the fishing industries that the discovery of a new bonanza 


has in some remote part of our country to which the men interested in | 


mining rush immediately and make large investments of money and 
labor for the purpose of extracting ores. 
[t will not do to philosephize upon this subject as if the whole of the 


fishing industry was one of those permanent things upon which you | 


can draw with something like the assurance of success and continued 
prosperity as wecan, for instance, upon agriculture and stock-growing, 
or upon the manufacture of timber or the production of iron and steel, 
or any other industry where the basis of it is solid and firm and the 
demand is a continuing one without any serious fluctuations. 

In 1857 the duty on fresh fish was 15 per cent.; under the Walker 
tariff of 1846 it was 20 per cent.; under the treaty of 1854 Canadian 
fish was free; under the acts of February, 1875, and 1883, fresh fish was 
free and is still free. 

The duties on fish from Canada, 1854, the last year before the reci- 
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procity treaty went into effect, were $178,816,20. In 1867 t 
vi er the t 1 Oo So4 vi term ited, they were $349, 75" I 
l count for that ormous tuatior Here is tt 
beginn we see a ve vreat depress } 1 the int of duties « 
lected, whe is I have said, the ta 1 fish w 20 per cent., having 
en reduced from the Walker ta 1846 © per « t.; then passing 
through the pe m1 Ol lr co d by t treaty of 1854, when we 
arrive at im®6., the tar or te na ) ttreatyt 1 rst 
year produced a ré nue upon ¢ ( of 3340. 75%,2 
In 187 73 the « S ( ran > t ~ » an 6 wdian 
fish. In 1886-87 st y t the trea S71 ce 1. the 
duties on fish from all the Provinces ran down to $307,1 72. Our 
tonnage had then run down to 70,457 from 159,480 in 18 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a word 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from A 
bama to the entire lack of safety in making deductions from 
statistics In our count? In 1866 was the repeal of the bounty la 
which, of course, must be taken into consideration. Then er than 
1866 was an entire change in the method of measurement of vessels 
which decreased the tonnage of itself. Then again we have » statis- 
tics touching the vessels or the fisheries at all reliable. Che United 
States has always neglected that branch of inquiry, and there never 
has been an expenditure provided for in an appropriation bill for ry 
| statistics until at this very session of Congress, when | hadin the ss 
| an appropriation of $10,000 put on to obtain correct statistics as to t 
| fisheries; while Canada, year after year, appropriates $75,000 { ; 
was in that way she was enabled to overmatch us in one thing at Ila i 
| fax. to overmatch us in arguments derived from statisti ag 
investigated that carefully myself, and I became satis ey 
ments derived from these statistics were very uncerta 
strange, to say the least. 
Mr. MORGAN. My attention was called to this subject by the fre- 
quent iterations of the Senator from Mat scu 
has had of this question in the Senate, very 
the statistics he brought forward, on whi i 
tidence to inform us on the merits and philo tien 
| our treaty making and their effect upon ( I 
participate with the Senator somewhat in Ins distrust of th 

accuracy of all these reports. At the same time the Senateand | ise 
of Representatives have resorted to the only means that were a i 
to ascertain what are the true facts about this matter; and 
| that I put in the REcorpD on page 8447 is taken from Senate ¢ 
Report No. 41, first session Thirty-sixth Congress, to 1849, a 

House Executive Document 78, second session, Forty-n ( 

from 1450. So I suppose that these statements, which are the results 
of the labors of these committees, are pe rhaps accurate en 

drawing of general conclusions about what ought to be and w 

true policy in respect of these very Important matters 

But t s one fact undeniable, and that is that the amount « 

hat we « ect from the Canadians as you say, but as we say out of 
| people « the United States, from our tariff on fish imported from t 
| British provinces is a very small sum of money. [t is also a fact that 
the comparative amount ot tonnage that we have en 
eries through which we brought lish into the United States, of course 
free of duty, advanced very materially, being much larger d the 
first three years of the war than it was before or has ever been s 
These prominent facts, of course, are available in debate here a 
| reliable facts, although they may not be to a vulgar fraction ® 
| correct. If the Senator from Maine can present anything in the nature 
| of statements based upon authority more accurate than this, | 
| most happy to accept it and base any further argumenta Im 
| make about this matter upon his 
| Mr. FRYE. The Senator from 1 not, and it was y a 
pretty careful investigation of some statements which I mad 1 t 
statistics themselves that led me to discover their weaknes 

Right here the Senator finds a very heavy de e, I found an ex- 

| ceedingly heavy decline, a very sudden one, and I could not 

for it. On further investigation I found that a large part of t i 
cline was accounted for by a change in the measurement of ve vd 
the Senator will find that to be the case on lookir 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know how that 1 é J 

| ignorant of the methods of tonnage measurement t | 
| careful committees of the House and Senate } t ! 
| that sort into consideration, and I regret if t 
ively in a matter so important, and so delicat 3 1 
the matters before the American people in a 
| in order to properly estimate the re t 
| the Senator from Maine will pardon f 
| facts, to the attitude of parties on this sul t. In 1860, 1 
| cratic rule, our fishing tonnage had gone up to 155,619 t 
| under Republican rule, it had gone down to 72,609 tor 
Am I not authorized to infer logically from this that the Pp 
method which was resorted to in the treaty of 1871 and under t 
| of 1872 and the tariff of 1883 has had the effect of de 
| nage and cutting down the fisheries? whereas if you refer to the tabies 
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I have pr nted you will find that under the Democratic rule from 
tonnave of the American fisheries; and there was during that time, also, 
a constant progressive reduction of the tariff—not a sudden one, not an 
abrogation of 1t entirely, but a constant reduction of the tariff; so that, 
while under the Walker tariff of 1846, about which Democrats are given 
a ood deal to boasting and with a good deal of justice, the duty on fish 
was 20) per cent. ad valorem, the next succeeding tariff of 1857 reduced 
it to 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

iy the very latest official returns the amount of money we collect in 
duties from Canadian fish of all kinds is $307,199.22. The Senator 
from Maine was not satisfied with the investigation made of this sub- 
ject by the Senator from Massachusetts who now occupies the chair 
[| Mr. Hoan], and thought it must be at least $600,000, but the fact is, 
as proven from oflicial records, as I have just reported it. 

And this sum is alleged to be the true bone of contention over which 
all this agitation is taking place! 
at all, and I think I am as nearly able to disprove it as any proposition 
of the very general character of this can be disproved by facts that are 
easily in reach and by comments that I will call attention to after 
awhile from men in the Dominion Parliament, who, I suppose—in fact, 
I know—are quite as well informed upon this subject as we are, and 
in the consultation of the interests of their own section and their own 
people they are perhaps as diligent and dutiful and patriotic as we are. 

You should take from this sum of $307,199.22 the fish we do not 
catch in those waters, namely: 

Anchovies, on which the duty collected by u iS.............cccccceseeeserressesee $471.65 


Salmon, which the treaty has never affected at all...................sc0000-----. 9, 438. 92 
‘All other varieties, not caught by us in those waters and imported 

Reve: urider Gasky, PAF B GOT Chive scvessconcewiscngitttinnnntesttsecieiecseswesssesacee 49, 722. 38 

PS Oe) eee sel wise pada testasiaaieneunehaititassnitghnieaabetanaeameanis aaa ae 


Deduct this sum from the whole amount of duties on Canadian fish 
of every kind and description, $307,199.22, and we have $247,566.27 
as the sum of annual duties over which we are quarreling. This, 
distributed over our fishing tonnage for 1886, would be a tax of about 
3} cents per ton. If we take from this 40 per cent. of the duty, the 
protection of which is enjoyed by Canadians who are engaged in these 
lisheries, the sum would amount to $99,026.48, which the Canadians 
receive in consequence of their being sharesmen in our fishing vessels. 
There is left $146,445 annually of what is called protection that goes 
to American owners of ships and American fishermen. That is all that 
is left. The balance of it goes to the Canadians. If half of this goes 
to the fishermen and half to the vessel, the ship-owners get the advan- 
tage of the protection of duties to the amount of $73,222, to be spread 
over 70,437 tons, a little more than 1 cent perton perannum; and the 
fishermen divide amongst themselves—I do not know how many there 
ure of them, probably now as many as twelve or fourteen thousand— 
the protection derived from the other $73,222. 

Now, Mr. President, these facts reduce this controversy to a mini- 
mum. These facts show that two great nations like the United States 
and Great Britain are not actually engaged in the effort to remove du- 
ties from salt fish in all this imbroglio in which we have been for so 
many years involved, but we are now engaged in that sort of chafling 
with each other which is very well suited to the sensibilities of the 
British-born and British-blooded people, whether they are found in 
America or anywhere else, which comes from standing upon the ninth 
part of a hair whenever our rights are supposed to be brought into 
question. We are not less guilty of this folly, if it be a folly, than 
the Brit®h people are, for we are bone and flesh with them and inherit 
their peculiarities; and after all, Mr. President, the controversy in this 
case is one of a mental or sentimental character. It is a polemical 
question rather than a practical question; it is something to which the 
prejudice of both sides of this line addresses itself with keen interest; 
it is something that can not be overlooked, because it touches upon the 
question of right, because it impinges upon the sense of honor. How- 
ever foolish we may appear in the eyes of the sensible people of the 
world, it is nevertheless true that we are not quarreling about this 
little modicum of tax upon fish or the little protection that a ship gets 
of about 1 cent a ton per annum, under our present tariff law, or the 
distribution that our fishermen get annually, which would not perhaps 
amount to $3a fisherman. That is not what these countries are quar- 
reling about. ‘The matter lies deeper than that. It is in the inveter- 
ate prejudice growing out of the great rivalry of these two eminent 
nations, who are moving step by step with irresistible power for the 
accomplishment of the dominion of this world in the sense of their be- 
ing the leading and most powerful nations that are and will hereafter 
be found upon this globe. 

‘These are steps that we silently make in our march of progress to- 
wards universal dominion. I do not speak of universal power pre- 
cisely, but of the dominion of the mental and will power of the Anglo- 
Saxon over that of any other race in the world. These are silentstep: 
that we are taking, and while we do not recognize perhaps at every 
time and every step the deep motives connected with dominion that in- 
fluence us, they are the infiuences which move us. I put in a protest 
here to-day that we shall not retard this great progress of ours by stop- 
ping on the way to have bickerings and collisions with each other 
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| about irrelevant and unnecessary matters, but insist we shall give to 
1830 on down to i161 there was a constant progressive increase in the | 


} 
} 


reason her fall reign until we shall have accomplished for both these 
great peoples this very splendid, this very eminent destiny. 





This country is not disquieted by the existing duty on salt fish. 
There is no quarrel between the South and the North, or the East and 
the West, or between the farmers and the fishermen, the consumer and 


the produces, about this little duty on saltfish. It does not rise to the 
surface evenin the most violent agitations of the tariff controversy. It 
remains submerged and passed over as something that is not worthy of 
very much consideration. The Republicans made “‘ fish, fresh, for im- 
mediate consumption,’’ free of duty, and the small remnant of duty 
that they left on salt fish of every description and kind imported from 
Canada only amounts, as we see here, to $247,566.27 in respect of those 
kinds of fish where we are in competition with them, all of what are 
called the ground fish and the mackerel and the like, not the anchovies 





‘ 


| and sardines and many other varieties of fish that are caught there and 


! have not been able to believe that | 





imported for the delectation of men who have peculiar appetites. In 
the recent agitation which has been going on in the House of Repre- 
sentatives—the tariff bill is now before us—nothing was said about salt 
fish or the duty on fish. Nobody attempts to remove it. On the con- 
trary, we attempt and we do in that bill restore to our fishermen the 
very essential part of the bounty about which they have been contend- 
ing for many years. 

‘The Democratic party, by the removal of the duty on salt in the bill 
that has come over to us, restores to the fishermen that go from the 
coasts of New England a very large and very valuable part of the bounty 
that was heretofore granted to them, sometimes in money, sometimes 
in remission of duties. 

Mr. FRYE. Under a long-existing law they have had the right to 
draw their salt from bond for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then if we do not restore it to them we confirm 
it to them. No Democrat, so far as Iam aware, has moved to reduce 
the duty on fish or to abolish it; and I am sure that no Democrat had 
anything to do with the abolition in the first instance of the duty on 
fresh fish. 

Mr. PLUMB. On that statement will the Senator permit me tosug- 
gest that perhaps the tact that no Democrat has opposed the repeal of 
the duty on fish is because no Democrat uses fish. The Senator said 
the other day that he could disperse almost the entire Confederacy by 
taking one codfish among them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, because the Senator from Kan- 
sas comes from a country where the people do not eat anything but 
beef, he must not understand that nobody eats fish in the South. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wassimply taking the Senator’s own explanation 
as he made it the other day, 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubtif the people of Kansas could get 
their taste cultivated up to a higher decree of civilization they would 
be very fond of fish. They have got all their tastes from the Indians, 
who have just been driven out of the country, and they live on beet. 

But, sir, it is very true that the duty on fresh fish when the Repub- 
licans had the contro! of this Government, both by legislation and by 
treaty, was removed. Under the Walker tariff the duty on fish of all 
descriptions was 20 per cent. ad valorem. After that it was reduced 
to 15 per cent., and it stood there until the Republicans got absolute 
hold of the country, and they made free ‘‘ fish, fresh, for immediate con- 
sumption.’’? That includes now nearly the whole mass of fish brought 
in, and they made it free again in 1883 in the tariff they put through 
the House and the Senate—a tariff in respect of which they had power 
enough to revoke the action of both Houses through a committee of 
conference, and to put the duties on sugar and iron and steel in classi- 
fications and ata rate just to suit themselves. 

By an absolute and outrageous violation of all parliamentary law 
and usage they framed that tariff to suit themselves. When they 
were violating the law of this body and of the other Honse also, anil 
parliamentary usage at large, in respect to the duties on steel and iron 
and the like, why did it not occur to some of these Senators who are 
now so much interested in fish that they would put a little duty back 
on fresh fish? Why did they not put it where the Democrats had put 
it in the Walker tariff, the cynosure of every Democratic eye, as the 
best presentation of Democratic doctrine on tariff taxation that this 
country has ever yet had? These facts can not be denied. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There might have been a reasonable construction. 

Mr. MORGAN. A reasonable construction. That might be just as 
well; and yet that law has stood on the statute-book since 1871 or 187°, 
and has been construed by Judge Blodgett, as I am informed, of the 
United States circuit court, and has been construed by Republican Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury who have been in office down to the time when 
Mr. Manning came in. Mr. Manning took up their construction i 
the report he made to the House of Representatives and attempted to 
show how it could be avoided. Mr. Manning wasa man of great abil- 
ity. Could it not have been construed in the act of 1883? Was it not 
easy enough then for the Senator from Massachusetts to have done it, 
with his lore and wisdom and great acumen and decades of parliament- 
ary experience? 

It would have been so easy and so nice for him, representing these 
fishing interests as he does with such sincere devotion, to have gotten 
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whether it was frozen or not frozen, down to 
3. Then the language of that law was again repeated in the stat- 
ute, and they still collected the duty; the fishermen all the time con- 
troverting about it and the Secretaries deciding against them. 

Then it came on down, ten years later, to 1883, with the same lan- 
guage in the statute and the same construction, and now the Senator 
from Massachusetts attempts to escape the responsibility for his party 
upon a question of that kind by throwing the onus of the decision upon 
some Secretary of the Treasury. Our responsibility on this floor is 
always present with us, because we have the right and the power to 
change legislation so as to relieve the statutes of the difficulties which 
Secretaries find in them when they come to construe the language of 
our enactments, 

That will not do. 





That law was passed with the idea that the peo- 
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The eastern shore of Grand Manan is alone habitable. Hereare found a half 
dozen quaint little hamsets where live perhaps three thousand fishermen and 
their families. They are almost child-like folk, and the same singular sim- 
plicity is characteristic of them that I have noticed as existing in so striking a 
degree among all the native waterside people of this northeast coast, Their 
toil is incessant, their piety unquestioning humility and faith, their content is 
tenderly beautiful. Indeed,there is something in all this remoteness from or- 
dinary human activities and this ceaseless magical influence of the sea, which 
molds and softens character into kindliness and gentleness, I have never else- 
where found, Kepeatedly coming upon it,one can not but wonder why it is 
nol more the study of the sociologist. Were our great penal institutions set 
upon our coastwise islands, might not this beneficent influence have tendency 
to soften aud reform, at least to a measurable and desirable degree, the savage 
and apparently unregenerate spirit of desperate criminals? These fishermen 
take herring, eod, and haddock along their own dangerous shores, and fre- 
quently join in perilous quest for cod in their little schooners as faras the Grand 
Banks with startling daring and intrepidity, 


Doubtless Mr. Blaine saw some of these things— 


Their wives and daughters, who are splendid types of women in form, 
strength, and carriage, are every whit the equal of the men in sea-lore and hard- 
ihood, Itis no uncommon thing for them to serve long and arduous stints at 
the oars, or the hard watches among the dories; while their fearlessness and 
positive heroism in the frequent life-saving incidents of the dread and danger- 
ous island shores entitle them to noble placein romance andsong. The homes 
of these gentle people are strung along the eastern shore coves in picturesque 
cabins and cottazes, and are invariably the prettiest and coziest retreats imag- 
inable, and, considering their owners’ occupation, their cleanliness and bright- 
ness are marvelous. Magnificent government-built roads lead from the nest- 
ling coves and homes to the lofty highlands of Grand Manan, and thence to its 
western and southern extremities, 

‘The picturesque, weird, and sublime are on every hand, The eastern shore, 
with its near islands, its hundreds of fishers’ sail, old boats, and rotting wrecks, 
a surf which breaks and tumbles ceaselessly, the odd costumes and utensils of 
the fishermen, the dainty villages and straggling settlements, all contrasting 
witha mighty background of strangely colored cliffs and verdure-clad heights ; 
the northern shore, with its tremendous headlands above the ever-moaning 
sea; the western shore, with its succession of massive cliffs, its Indian Beach, 
where the Quoddy Indians come, Dark Cove, Kidd’s Money Cove, and the 
savage maelstroms of Long's Eddy; and the southern shore, with its outlying 
Wood's Isiands, Broad and Seal Coves, the majestic Southern Cross Promon- 
tory, Gannet Rock light-house, and Southwest Head, where thousands upon 
thousands of gulls breed, circle, and cry, are an endless source of delight, fasci- 
nation, and joy. 


Now, there is the other side of that picture. These appear to be the 
people with whom we are in a large degree in controversy about our 
fishery rights; and considering their poverty and their industry and 
the heroism that they always display in the endeavor to master the 
difficulties of the sea, I can not for my life get up any very serious 
feeling of malignity towards them. This gentleman who is writing 
here is, I think, a mere /iiférateur. I do not think he has anything to 
do with polities in describing the condition of the country. Though 
I have not been up there, it occurs to me that in those inlets and re- 
cesses of the sea, where the tides roll in sometimes 30 or 40 feet high 
and spread over 200,000 acres of country which two hours before was 
not flooded—that those tides upon all the shores of Newfoundland and 
Labrador and the GulfofSt. Lawrenceand along the Cape Breton Islands 
and up the Bay of Fundy must be something that are majestic, and must 
tax the powers and fortitude of those men to the uttermost to deal with 
them and conduct their vocation of fishing in their midst. 

So, on both sides, this is a perilous coast, a perilous business; and 
while I think of the heroism of our own fishermen, and that it makes 
aimost a characteristic mark of splendor in the American character, I 
can not disregard the other men with whom we are dealing. I know 
that they are very poor, that their country is almost barren, and these 
harvests of the sea are all they have to depend upon for the food of life. 
I can not feel that I should deal with them in a spirit of harsh and cruel 
opposition. Let us do them justice. Let us determine in our own coun- 
cils what justice is, and as we estimate it, and would enjoy it, and would 
be willing to receive it, let us administer it to those people. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis their own government which is treating them with 
injusticeandcruelty. Those people have nogreater anxiety to-day than 
to be permitted to sell to American and French fishermen their bait 
which they take on their shores, and to receive money for it. Their 
government stands between them and the opportunity, and those people 
to-day would be delighted to come under the eegis of the American flag 
all along that coast. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have nota doubt of that at all. The Senator 
from Maine has properly presented that idea, and has often done so in 


a very beautiful way, and I have always accepted it with a degree of 


compassion and pity for those people. I believe that their govern- 
ment stands in the way. I believe that the politicians in that gov- 
ernment are putting those people in an attitude toward our Govern- 
ment that is unjustifiable, that is unfortunate. But the politicians on 
this side are doing the same thing. 

What I was appealing to was in reference to our own fishermen, not 
the policy of a party or the decrees of a caucus. I was going down to 
the very bottom of this question and trying to measure its merits by 
my own conception of what was right and due, and by that means we 
shall arrive at justice and we shall never get it otherwise. 

But here comes along the grand chieftain of the Republican party 
dancing across the waves in a magnificent steam-ship, and he speaks 
to these poor Canadians on Grand Manan who are out tice, men and 
women in their dories; he speaks also to American fishermen; he says, 
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‘* Behold your chieftain, who after all has put these people of Grand 
Manan, and these Frenchmen, in such a position, that they may come 
into the American markets with fresh fish free of duty and send them 
frozen to any State of the Union. I shall go home and proclaim ex 
calhedra that the party that opposes me and undertakes to ratify this 
treaty is a British party. Iwill thus denounce them, although I am 
one of the chief men who have admitted British fish free of duty and 
held on to it, never tried to revoke it, and never tried to change the in- 
terpretation of the Department of the Treasury.’’ Vive la humbug! 
Never had such a cause such a captain. No man ever played the title- 
rollof chief humbug of the age with more success than that eminent 
chieftain of the Republican party, who after passing through a fog on 
the sea undertook to make some declamation from a stomach that had 
sickened at the sea about Republican and Democratic policies. I do 
not wonder he was sick when he saw the Canadian and New England 
fishermen enjoying Republican free trade in fresh fish, in common, un- 
der laws that his grand old party had enacted. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is greatly lifted up 
with admiration when he refers to these fishermen. He insists that 
their cradles of the seas are the nurseries of our Navy. I want to put 
on record again the strong statements made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts on that subject, for it is entirely complimentary to the fisher- 
men, and they, I have no doubt, will enjoy it very much. I wish, 
however, to state some facts bearing a little on the question. As to 
the breadth that the Senator gives to the conclusions that he draws 
from the statements he has made there may be some question. 

First, he says: 

Professor Baird estimates the number of persons employed in our fisheries in 
1880 as 131,436. Of these 101,684 were Americans. The value of the fisheries of 
the sea, the great rivers,and great lakes was over $43,00),000. The fisheries of 


New England engaged 37,043 men; the South Atlantic States engaged 52,418 
men; the Middle States, 14,981 men; the Pacific States and Territories, 16,803. 


He then proceeds on page 6 of his pamphlet speech to say: 


As we look back upon the war of 1812, there are some things which the people 
of New England may well wish had been otherwise. But if there were any- 
thing of disloyalty there, it all evaporated in words. A few disloyal phrases 
of a convention at Hartford, a little grumbling of a governor—what are they to 
the blaze of resplendent glory that rises from the deeds of her seamen? The 
men who censure the reluctance of the Federalists of that day to resent the 
provocation we had received from England do not always make sufficient al- 
lowance for the equal insult we were receiving from France. The party who 
opposed the war with England were eager enough to take arms against France. 
They were filled with a morbid horror of the power of Napoleon. But it was a 
horror into which no element of cowardice entered. They thought that in 
overcoming England we would overcome the last barrier against his universal 
empire, and that in attacking England we ranged ourselves on the side of uni- 
versal tyranny against the last hope of constitutional liberty. 


On page 9 he says, quoting from Admiral David D. Porter: 


If we can in a week drill a mongrel crew so that every man knows his various 
stations on shipboard, how much easier would it be for us to do the same thing 
with a crew of New England fishermen, hardy and active in their persons and 
intelligent beyond any set of foreign seamen? 

The question of protection to the New England fisheries and their seamen 
does not admit of argument, and in my zeal on the subject I may have gone out 
of my way to prove to you that which you know already. 

I inclose you some statistics which, if you have not already got them, will give 
you the status of our fisheries throughout the United States. 

If there is anything bearing on this subject you would like me to hunt up, 
please iet me know, and I will endeavor to obtain it, 


Then again, on page 10, the Senator from Massachusetts says as fol- 
lows: 


The fishermen are the only portion of a nation that maintain unimpaired 
their fighting quality during along peace. Armies become enervated on a peace 
establishment. But the daily life of the fisherman is a constant discipline in 
fearlessness, endurance, andactivity. Our fishermen are all we have left on the 
sea as a resource for asudden occasion. 

If anything further were wanting to show the importance of this occupation 
to national defense and to national wealth, it would be found in British and Can- 
adian testimony. Our free-trade friends talk about the duties on fish. They te)! 
us of the hardship of a tax on so cheap and wholesome a food. Mr. President, 
we pay $600,000 a year for West Point and Annapolis. Canada exported from 
the produce of her fisheries in 1887 a value of $6,843,388. Of this we took nearly 
a million anda half. Every dollar of that was a payment to our great rival, to 
our only possible enemy,towards the support of a naval school to which An 
napolis or Greenwich is quite unimportant. 

Again, on page 20, the Senator says: 

But the important question is the substance of the treaty itself. If I am 
right—and if I am wrong the ablest statesmen of America in every generation 
have been wrong—if I am right this is no mere question of the investment of « 
few hundred thousand dollars and the employment of a few thousand me! 
these may be transferred to equal profit elsewhere. It is a question of th: 
strength of the right arm ofthis nation, It is a question of its power to war! 
off or to return a blow in any future war. It isa question of that naval streng!!) 
without which our commerce and our coast cities are alike to be at the mer y 
of any enemy who may attack them. It enters largely into the questio: 
whether as a maritime power we are to be equal, not to Great Britain, but eve! 
to Canada. It is a question, not of the price of fish, but of the limits and the e! 
ficiency of the American naval school. 


Mr. President, I think a majority of American legislators concur wit! 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I know I have in years gone by. 
while looking back to the period of the war of 1812~’15, and the splendi«! 
achievements of our Navy during that time. We all feel a just pric: 
in giving credit to the fishermen of the Northeast for a very large, |! 
not a controlling participation in those magnificent naval victories 0! 
ours. I haye always doubted whether we should be able to get alone 
well without giving positive encouragement to those fishermen, and in 
what little I have had to say here about matters of the kind I have 
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n-ver permitted myself to inveigh to any extenta nst either bounties I ‘ 1 dest a . 2 
¥ or drawbacks or duties that might be supposed to encourage our fish ' dic eh wees re : 
: ermen. I confess that I have looked with some degree of painful so re . . 
4 licitude at the fact that their natural protectors were in the habit of | in the<¢ 
4 aking the foundations from beneath their feet and letting them down fe.. ] t 
: into the pit of free trade in fresh fish, Itrather worried me, Mr. Presi- | bot ( I ( federat ‘ vit t ( its 
j dent. ever I 1 : I t t nd 
' : We have seen that the tonnage of our fishing ships was increased | the Unite es ¢ 
: during the war. ‘That increase required a considerable increase in ex- | ber of ship iring f y and st und] on } d of 
x pert mariners. There is a very important fact, while we are philoso- | them 51 eu. ! ‘ rt ‘ 3 
& phizing and trying to get reasonable deductions from facts. The fact, | Those on ial ciate caine Misi ein A MI : 
< we all admit, is a very important one, that our fishing tonnage did | Morgan ) Car t ( ? 
* increase during the war; the catch increased very largely, stimulated, | entire Southern coast—those mag ent a 
5 no doubt, by the demand for that kind of food, or any kind of food. | by armed ship var were not « iucted ¢ 
; The prices of food increased here and the demand greatly increased. | ermen. It is all a m to that the Ar ) pe 
ei Of course that required that we should have expert mariners and fish- | capab urnishing all the tal that is necessary and s 
‘ ermen in larger numbers out on the banks. } and labor that ar ecessary for the manning of fl ven d 
These are not waters that can be visited in vessels of small tonnaye | of war, for the hievement { 
with safety, except by the most skilled and experienced seamen; and j civil war ve the fact that t American people ist le 
while the war was going on and the Federal Navy had great demands | in naval warfare as any people that ever exist® the \ i | . 
for expert seamen, we find that the fishing fleet continually increased. | improvised ships and got men to put on board of them, not t ot 
We know as a matter of fact that its increase must have been supplied | looking to the fishing fleets for the entire suy More t it, the 
largely, if not entirely, from men who were expert sailors, the best | fishermen could not have | into ‘ 
mariners of the New England coast. They went into thetratlic of fish- | fishing fleets increased almost in tl 1€ pro} ( 
ing and got good pay, and I am very glad they did. | They increased 100 per cent. during the war 
Where did they get these people and what brought them out? Was What becomes of all this brilliant argument then low 
it from Canada or from that reserve of fishermen along our coast who | from the fact that the Go é f the Ur i States t 
had retired from the sea when the Republican party put down the | pendent upon the New England fishermen for instructed 1 
tariff on fresh fish? Where did these men come from to supply this } it upon Annapolis for the train of her seamen, or We t 
increased activity in the fishing fleet during the period of the war ? the education of her soldiers But the Senat ( M 
After the war had drawn off so many fishermen to naval vessels of} [| Mr. ‘ has a sen nt to indulge in respe sma vd 
the United States, where did this large complement of fishermen come | I am \ y s. I have no use fora man who has m 
from? It came from the coasts of Massachusetts, from that class of | for his own country or his own people or his own section 1 man who 
men who had been compelled to abandon fishing as a business to take | can live in the Southern States without referring to our past « 
up other and more attractive pursuits and where they could make aj and bickerings and strifes, and tell me that he has got just 
living. I know of no cause for their doing so, except that the Repub- | aliectionfor the people in Oregon as he has got for the people in Georzia 
lican party in 1871 by treaty, and in 1872 and 1873 and 1883 by law, | or Mississippi is a man who, I think, is a little too cold-hearted to 
put fish on the free-list and reduced the importation of fish of all kinds, | makea faithiul] representative of anybody. Ido not blame the S¢ I 
as the Senator from Massachusetts has stated, from the provinces to | from Massachusetts in the slightest degree for feeling so affect 
the United States, down to a million and a half of dollars’ worth per | towards his people. 
annum. The Canadians catch from eighteen to twenty-five millions It is, indeed, very pardonable in the vr 1 Massach 
and we take a million and a half. I can not think that these recruits, | that he should refer with pride and exult: to part ou 
this fishing fleet during the war came from the Canadians entirely. I | men took in the war of 1812-1815 Every America el . 
have to reason this point upou suppositions that seem to be entitled to | pecaliar glory of that war. 
credit. But may it not be true in 52.418 her! 
The Senator from Massachusetts has greatly overdrawn the picture | the South Atlantic States ‘ may b 
as to the indispensable defense of our country bythe fishermen. I will | as much t ir Navy as the vew | nd 
state some facts which seem to lead to quite a different conclusion. | Besides, we have also the £1 Middle S ) 
In 1861 there were 90 vessels in the United States Navy, of which draw up d we have in addit to that 1 t 
+ 50 were sailing ships of all kinds, described as ‘‘ obsolete as the gal- | coast to d I So that New England dces t furr - f 
leys of Themistocles.’ | of the naval reserve of trained mariners to which we can resort in an 
= Of 40 steamers, one was on the Lakes, and 5 were unserviceable; 9 | emergency 
% were laid up in ordinary, and 17 were in foreign service. I will not discuss with the Senator from Mass setts [M 
4 During the war the construction of 208 vessels was begun, and the | the challe seems to throw do to other 5 nt r 
a most of these were completed; 418 vessels, of which 313 were steam- | paragraph of his speech on page 7, where he says 
= ers, were bought by the Government. In her ns, Sacrifices, and achit ents =o M 
5 In the beginning of 1861 there were in the naval service 1,457 offi- | may well challenge compar 1 wit y other American Stat - 
‘i cers, of whom 322 resigned and entered the Confederate service, and | 14,000 men tn Is! is ape Se 000 for bounties. One of her fis 
c 7,61 v men. . fare! ah< d d at the aa i re Pare a ; tl re “sy . t { e 
ue During the war 7,600 officers of the Navy were appointed from civil | New England States, w 1 opposed the war, sent 1 ‘ ot i than 
life, and at the close of the war the number of men in the Navy was | Me Southern States, w mn! * the ¢ 
51,500. I did not know before this statement that t outhern States bad 
So we see that from the beginning of the war to its close the number | brought on that war. I am very glad that they get the credit of it. 
of men in the Navy ran up from 7,600 to 51,500, I accept that acknowledgment of the Senator from Massachusetts with 
The only naval vessels that came into possession of the Confederates | profound gratitude. They not only brought it on, it seems, but they 





in 1861 were the Fulton, an old side-wheeler, laid up at Pensacola, the | whipped in the only fight of any great consequence during that war. 
sunken and half destroyed hulks at Norfolk, of which the Merrimac | I have only to say in reply to that paragraph of the Senator’s speech, 
was made available, six revenue-cutters, three coast-survey vessels, and | that General Pakenham had at New Orleans 8,400 men, and General 
MS six or eight light-house tenders, the most of which were sailing ves- | Jackson had 5,600, all Southrons and all raw militia, opposed to many 








as sels, of little value. Several coasting or river steamers belonging to | veterans who wore the badges of victory won in the severest battles of 
a private parties, lying in Southern waters, were taken or bought by the | Wellington and Napoleon. Pakenham did not get away alive, and his 
& Confederates. They altered and fitted out at New Orleans the Sumter, | splendid army carried no prisoners to Dartmoor. ‘The survivors es- 
Enoch Train, Florida, Pamlico, McRae, Webb, Jackson, Mauripas, | caped to their ships, and the Mississippi Valley was saved from ruthless 
Pontchartrain, Ivy, General Polk, and some smaller vessels; the Gov- | invasion and the Gulf of Mexico from hostile o« vation. 
ernor and General Quitman, State vessels, and fourteen river steamers | So the little thrust at the Southern States, that the Senator seems 
4 vere taken and altered for a flotilla of rams for the defense of the Mis- | utterly incapable of withholding whenever he gets his little dagger in 


sissippi River. 
’ _ The Confederates built at New Orleans the Livingston, Bienville, and 
3 Carondelet, and two ironclads, the Louisiana and the Mississippi. 


pesition, has not penetrated the skin, has not made a scratch on it, 
turns aside from the panoply of our armor, and we just hold up Andre 
Jackson and his men to show what they did with Lord Pakenh 

By the latter part of 1862 the Confederates had purchased and altered | That seems to answer the whole question about the fighting that wa 
44 vessels, and had built and completed 24, and had 32 others in course | done in the Southern States. Whether we had more men in the 
of construction. Vessels were subsequently built at Mobile, Selma, | or fewer than Massachusetts, we had men one of whom could \ ) 
Charleston, Savannah, in the North Carolina Sounds, and in the James 


two British men, it appears. I do not know but that led us into the 


| 
River. The Florida (second), Alabama, Georgia, Shenandoah, and | belief that we could do this in 1461 when we came to fight Yankees; 
Stonewall were bought abroad. The number of enlisted men in the | but we found we could not do that all the time. 
Confederate navy was probably less than 4,000 at any time. Now, Mr. President, I have got through, and I am very glad I have, 





Tis 


with all the matters that may be considered as preliminary or irrele- 


vant to the real merits of this fisheries controversy. 

I come now to the delimitations of the treaty of 1883. The delimit- 
ations of the treaty of 1858 are to be measured on the basis of the 
contentions of the two countries, if we would ascertain what each has 
yielded to the other. 

Not upon the basis, Mr. President, of what we are willing to admit 
is the right of opposing countries or what they are willing to admit is 
our right, for if we had to havea measurement on that basis we should 
never have any. We tried that under the treaty of 1854, where a most 
elaborate and precise arrangement was made for thedelimitation of the 
boundaries under the treaty of 1815, but when Mr. Cutts, at the head 
of our commission of admeasurement, undertook to lay lines down upon 
the bosom of the earth and on the seas he found himself at once unable 
to progress for the reason that the diplomatic powers had never settled 
precisely where this line was torun, The matter had beenabandoned, 
for this reason, under the treaty of 1854. Then came Mr. Seward, 
and when he suggested a modus vivendi as the predicate of a future 
treaty also with Great Britain in respect to the boundaries and delimit- 
ation he at once referred to the fact that we had attempted it in the 
treaty of 1854 and that Mr. Cutts had given some valuable informa- 
tion about this matter. He thought it would be well to look at that, 
and urged upon our minister to Great Britain the necessity of having 
some agreement between ourselves and the Government of Great Britain 
for marking out the delimitations. 

Where was the necessity for making the delimitations if the ground 
to be included in the delimitation was understood? If two adjoining 
proprietors of a tract of land or a lot in the city of Washington know 
precisely where the dividing lines are they find no occasion for sending 
for a surveyor to run them and mark them out upon the surface of the 
earth. So with us, the difficulty under the treaty of 1818, as suggested 
in the treaty of 1854, and as was afterwards repeated by Mr. Seward 
in his protocol that he tendered to the British Government, was that 
an unsettled question was there. That unsettled question was ‘‘ Where 
is the boundary of fishing rights between the United States and Canada 
under the treaty of 1818?” 

In the treaty of 1854 we provided for the demarkation of a line before 
we had agreed as to where the line of renunciation of fishing rights 
should be fixed. 

When wecome down to 1871, nothing having been accomplished except 
to increase strife, contention, and harassment, Mr. Fish took the only 
view of the question that was possible, and took precisely the same 
view of it that the British Government did, thatthe fishing boundaries 
or the boundaries of the renunciation under the treaty of 1818 were not 
established, were not agreed upon; they were the subject of diplomatic 
correspondence and future agreement, if agreement should be possible. 
That was the situation. 

I will read from page 8438 of the REcorD an extract from a book 
printed by the United States Government, which sets forth all that 
took place preceding the ratification of the treaty of Washington, set- 
ting forth the British contention, in which this question about the 
boundary of the renunciation of the treaty of 1818 as it was under- 
stood by the British Government is stated with perfect clearness: 

The two chief questions are: As to whether the expression “3 marine miles 
of any of the coasts, bays, creeks, or harbors of His Britannic Majesty's domin- 
ions”’ should be taken to mean a limit of 3 miles from the coast line, or a limit 
of 3 miles from a line drawn from headland to headland. 

That is the first proposition. Now, that being the British conten- 
tion, having been accepted as the British contention, having been 
made by Mr. Seward as well as by Mr. Fish the basis of the diplomacy 
between the two countries, having been put upon the record in distinct 
form as the British contention, when we come to measure the result 
of the delimitations presented in this treaty of 1888 and to ascertain 
whcther it is just must we not make the calculation of what we have 
gained or lost with reference to this conceded British contention, or 
must we compute it by some vain or idle theory that some Senator 
may choose to advance, upon which he thinks he can establish that 
this British contention was either foolish or insincere. 

Ye must take things as we find them, especially when we are nego- 
tiating a treaty with a great power. We can not make the other side 
of the case. All we have to do is to take care of our own side, and if 
we find that the two governments are sincere in the presentation of 
their demands upon each other, then we look for some middle ground 
of cencession and conciliation between the two, if we think that reason- 
able concessions by both parties are wiser and better than continued 
strife. 

In such controversies between such powers a fair settlement is a boon 
to both. 

That is precisely the shape in which this subject was presented to 
the consideration of Mr. Bayard and Mr, Cleveland in the middle of 
the year 1885, July 1, when the fisheries treaty of 1871 had been ter- 
minated, Then the treaty of 1818 rose like a rock out of the sea in 
front of the very prow of the ship of state, and we had to back water, 
or change the course, or come to an anchorand debate about it. Other- 
wise we should have been a wreck, or if not a wreck, we should have 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 20, 








wrecked somebody else. We can not flatter ourselves that there was 
no danger in this situation to our people, and to the British people. 

When we come to measure these deiimitations, we want to find out 
whether a wise or a foolish thing has been done, whether a patriotic 
thing has been done, looking at it from the American standpoint, or 
whether it has been a surrender to the British and the Canadians by a 
Democratic President. On that occasion he did not happen to be rep- 
resenting any action of the Democratic party taken before that time, 
he was not representing, as these Senators are here, a declaration of a 
great political party in national convention. The Democratic party 
had made no declaration about the treaty. The question is, whether 
a Democratic President, left free to serve the whole American people 
without respect to partisan bias or committal, has taken a wise view 
of this subject. He did not take a Democratic view of it, he did not 
take a Republican view of it, sofar as we knew or suspected, until by 
an act of more recent date the Republican party saw proper to goupon 
record and condemn this treaty in that low speech, which no great con- 
vention ought ever to have uttered, as ‘‘a pusillanimous and cowardly 
surrender. ’’ 

The minority of the committee undertook to go to the bottom of this 
question, and while the majority were content to present their conclu- 
sions in a very general and loose way about the areas included in the de- 
limitations, we sought for the best information that was possibly availa- 
ble. Wehad heard it stated in committee timeand again by eminent Sen- 
ators that we had actually surrendered 150,000 square miles of tishing 
waters under this treaty. Then they dropped down to 100,000 square 
miles, and finally some of them got down to 50,000 square miles. They 
were guessing, a3 men do over questions in forecasts of weather, as to 
whether it is going to rain next Monday, to-day a week, or whether it 
is going tobe dry. It was mere guessing. 

‘The minority of the committee, as I say, took especial pains to pre- 
seut this question in a true light. No Senator on that side has con- 
troverted one single statement that has been made. In all these de- 
bates, searching through and through this record for every little speck 
of dust and straw with which to obstruct the progress of the treaty 
towards a ratification, they have never called in question the facts 
stated by the minority of the committee upon this point, which I pro- 
ceed now to read: 


It is alleged by some that this treaty yields to the British Government 50,000 
square miles of exclusive fishing grounds beyond what we yielded in the treaty 
of 1818. 

Taking the contention of the United States that no headland theory is to be 
found in the treaty of 1818, and that the exclusive fishing limit is a line 3 miles 
from the shore, at low water, that enters all harbors, bays, and creeks that are 
more than 6 miles wide at the entrance, and follows the sinuosities of the coast 
nae this estimate of the area surrendered in this treaty is greatly exag- 

zerated. 
. This is the narrowest limit to which we have confined our renunciation in 
the treaty of 1818 of the common right of fishery in our contentions with Great 
Britain. 

The total area as to which we renounced the common right of fishing, accord- 
ing to this construction of that treaty, is 16,424 nautical square miles. 

‘The additional afea of renunciation under the delimitations of the proposed 
treaty now before the Senate is 1,127 square miles, being 6.8 per cent, addition 
to the former area of exclusion. 

The total area of bays, creeks, and harbors not more than 6 miles wide attheir 
mouths is about6,599 square miles, and is included in the above-mentioned meas- 
urement of 16,424 square miles, 

The British claim as the true construction of the agreement in the treaty of 
1818, thatit fixed the line within which we renounced the common right of 
fishery at the distance, measured seaward, of 3 miles from the entrance of al! 
bays, harbors, and creeks of His Majesty’s dominions. This would add an ares 
of 3,489 square miles to the exclusive fishing grounds claimed by the British 
Government, while the area in which we have renounced the common right of 
fishing in those bays, harbors, and creeks under the proposed treaty now before 
the Senate is 1,127 square miles. 

Thus, under the British contention that Government yields, in this treaty, 
3,489 square miles of exclusive fishing waters to the people of the United States 
as a common fishery, and we yield 1,127 square miles to the British Government 
as exclusive fishing waters, which we now claim to enjoy with them as a com- 
mon fishery under our construction of the treaty of 1518, which they refuse to 
admit. 

They yield more than two-thirds of their claim to us, and we yield less than 
one-third of our claim to them, for the sake of settling forever a dispute that has 
lasted for seventy years, and has been in every way a costly and disturbin, 
contention to our people. 


Then reference is made in the minority report to the official statement, 
marked D, of the Coast Survey of the United States, where these tig- 
ures are all worked out and stated by the Coast Survey officials. [ 
have stated the cold facts about this matter. In view of this statement, 
how can any man get his own consent to declaim against this treaty 2s 
a base, pusillanimous, and cowardly surrender to the British Govern- 
ment of our fishing grounds when they yield two-thirds of the claim 
that they made to the exclusive right of fishing, as stated by Hamilton 
Fish, and we yield only one-third of our contention, which follows the 
sinuosities of the bays back and forth in all bays 6 miles and more 
wide? How are we justified in declaiming against this settlement 0! 
fishing boundaries in this sort of opprobrious and unparliamentary 
speech, this array of unjust accusation, whose value consists in the ad- 
verbs or adjectives with which they may be bolstered up for American 
observation ? 

How can we do this when we go back to Edward Everett and quote 
in the Senate of the United States what he said, and when we go to 
the table of the Committee on Foreign Relations and find there laid 
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Mr. MORGAN. I read on page 24: 


Justiy influenced, doubtless, by this message and by thestate of affairs shown 
fn the documents accompanying it.and by the evidence taken by and the re- 
port of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations on the same subject made 
on the [%th of January, 1887 (Report No, 1683, Forty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion), Congress came to the conclusion that the period of negotiation and una- 
vailing remonstrance bad passed,and with almost absolute unanimity and 
without any party division enacted the act of March 3, 1887, hereinbefore men- 
tioned, by which the duty was imposed upon the President of withdrawing 
froin British North American vessels, etc., those liberties and advantages which 
by the pre-existing laws they were enjoying inthe harbors and ports ofthe United | 
Siates, whenever and as often asit should appear to him that similar rights and 
liberties were denied the United States fishing vessels, etc,. in the ports, etc., of | 
British Norih America,or whenever it should appear to him that American | 
fishing vessels should have been subjected to outrageous or unjust treatment | 
in the exercise of the rights secured to them by the treaty of 1818. | 

\lithat remained unprovided for according to the sense of self-respect and of | 
just policy on the part of the United States was to obtain indemnity from the 
British Government for the injuries that had thus far been committed, 


Either this committee took upon itself to declare that the period of 
negotiation and unavailing remonstrance had passed, or to make Con- 
gress responsible for that. They say Congress did determine it. Noth- 
ing is plainer in the history of the American nation than that that is | 
not true. Congress came to nosuchdetermination. Here satthe honor- 
able Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], who called the question up, 
and in the remarks I made favoring the bill I said expressly that it did | 
not dispense with negotiation. On the contrary, it was then as much 
the understanding in Congress as the situation could be explained, 
that the very object of the act of 1887 was to inform the British Gov- 
ernment that we were in earnest about our negotiations, and if we 
could not reach a solution of this question by negotiation we should 

1ave to resort to something else. 

‘The committee can not put a gloss on this matter that will satisfy the 
world or that will do violence to the records of Congress. They assume 
the ground upon their own responsibility, not in that clause only, but 
in others of this same report, that the time for negotiation has passed, 
and they rebuke the President for having humiliated this Government 
to the extent they think he has done by engaging in any negotiation 
at all. 

There is no doubt that this committee came to the conclusion, and 
they have enforced it with as much of assertion or asseveration as they 
thought was necessary to make it entirely conspicuous, that one of the 
chief faults in this whole business was that Mr. Cleveland should have 
undertaken any negotiation. The position has been assumed that it 
was his duty to commence with retaliation and not with negotiation— 
to begin with retaliation and wind up with negotiation, instead of be- 
ginning with negotiation and winding up with retaliation, if we could 
not come to a common and fair understanding. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator another question, if | 
anybody on this side of the Chamber has used the word ‘‘retaliation’’ | 
descriptive of any policy that he advocated ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam really unable to say. I did not think that 
that sort of a dodge was in the case; I did not suppose that the word 
‘retaliation’? would be left out in order to deceive somebody, if that 
is what you mean. Non-intercourse, as you call it—it is nothing but 
retaliation after all. Perhaps the astute gentlemen on that side who are | 
ising all these things in reference to partisan and political purposes in- 
stead of the Government’s advantage have omitted ex industria the use 
of the word ‘‘retaliation.”’ 

Very likely that is the case, but if youdo not mean retaliation, what 
do you mean? The American people will have just the same result 
visited upon them whether this is done by proclamation of non-inter- 
course or by any other form. I understand it to be retaliation if we 
claim certain rights and privileges by comity or otherwise at the British 
or Canadian ports which they refuse to us, and we turn around and 
deny their fishing vessels those privileges and their commercial vessels 
the right to come into this country for purposes of traffic. 

‘The first prominent point which touches the mind in looking over 
this treaty delimitation is the fact that the 10-mile admeasurement 
is applied to bays entering from the sea instead of a 6-mile admeas- 
urement. That seems to strike some minds as being entirely novel and 
without any sort of justification or excuse. 

We know very well from the statements of the Senator from Maine, | 
which are perfectly true, and the statements of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, of which I happen to be a member, which are also true, | 
and from the great abundance of evidence set forth in the report of the 
committee, which lies before me, that the privileges of the inshore fish- | 
cries of every kind are almost valueless. 

That has been asseverated and sworn to from time to time by wit- | 
nesses and others in such form that I had lost all conception of the 
idea that there could be any great value attached to the inshore fish- | 
eries. I had supposed that the further we got from the main seas into 
the depths of those long bays the less value would attach to the inshore 
fisheries there. I stood upon the allegations which have been made 
here time and again, to which the United States Senate is certainly 
committed as broadly as it could be to any proposition at all, that the 
inshore fisheries were not of any value. When it came to the question 
of inshore fishing for squid, capelin, and other small bait, the Senator 
from Maine said it would be valuable te goin there and fish for them, 

- but it world be cruel to the people to do it; that we ought not to do 
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it, and that our fishermen prefer to employ those poor people to go and 
catch the fish and sell to us, for which we paid $100,000 or something 
like that 1 year, rather than go in there and take their living out of 
their moaths and to do it ourselves. 

I have a pleasing opinion of the American fishermen and their yener- 
osity, in consequence of the remarks made by the Senator from Maine. 
I was led to believe that the question in respect of mackerel fishing 


| concerned only those ports of the seas around the shores of that country 
| where we could venture with our purse-seines that cost a thousand 


dollars a piece or more, and into waters that must be 20 or 30 fathoms 
deep. 
‘Lhe fisherman who ventures to let his nets down to take a shoal of 


| mackerel or herring with a purse-seine in those coasts, whose bottoms 


are of stone honey-combed by the rush of waters over it, near the 
shore is almost certain to lose his seine, and that is worth a thousand 
dollars to him, half the profit, to say the least of it, of a whole voyage. 
So after all these statements had been made, and after the committee 
had investigated it, and after looking through the evidence carefully, 
which is here before me now and which proves what I say, I came to 
the conclusion that the inshore fisheries were not matters of much con- 
sequence to the people of the United States because of these changed 
conditions, and that the farther we went into the bays the less they 
were worth. That I believe to be the truth. 

I will ask the learned Senators who put a question of that sort to me 
about a 10-mile limit, why was it that when we came to establish the 
boundary line between Mexico and the United States we went 10 miles 
from the coast into the Gulf of Mexico? Who can account for that? 
What business had the United States and Mexico 10 miles at sea fix- 
ing a boundary line between these two great Republics if it turns out 
by some rule of international law or by some arrangement of any kind 
that the jurisdictional fringe which surrounds these coasts is limited 
to a single marine league? 

Why was it that Judge Kent looked ont beyond our shores and 


| claimed headlands from promontory to promontory as marking the civil 


jurisdiction of the United States? Why did Thomas Jefferson go still 
further out into the ocean and claim that that wonderful current, the 
Gulf Stream, should mark the outer boundary of the country that lay 
within the jurisdiction of the United States this side of it? What mean 
all these departures on our part in theory, and once at least in practice? 
When we came to fix the jurisdictional limits within which we might 
board a foreign ship approaching one of our ports 12 miles from shore 
what were we doing exercising jurisdiction over a foreign ship 12 miles 
from our own coast, and what kind of jurisdiction did we exercise? I 
can not stop to read the statute. I should like to have time to do it. 
Perhaps I may incorporate it in my remarks. Senators all know what 
it is. 

We have the right to send our revenue-cutters with their masters 
and other officers out to sea 12 miles from our coast to board a ship 
destined to one of our ports, take possession of her, examine her cargo 
and manifest, compare them together, gointo her captain’s and oflicers’ 
quarters and ward-rooms, and examine all that they possess, their log 
and everything concerning the vessel, and take absolute contro] of her, 
and bring her into port, and turn her over to a custom-house officer. 
A ship is thus made a prisoner 12 miles from the shore, merely because 
she is advancing in her voyage to one of our ports. Why do we do 
that? Because of that barbarity of maritime power and jurisdiction 
connected with the exercise of the customs authorities, which was dis- 
cussed between the Senator from Delaware [| Mr. Gray] and, I be- 
lieve, the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] or the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts]; that barbarity which belongs to the customs 
regulations of all countries, the necessity of which is obvious when we 
come to consider how important it is that every country should be en- 
abled to prevent smuggling upon her coasts. 

The same idea runs through these Canadian regulations, the customs 
laws which they have applied to our fishermen going in there under 
the treaty of 1888—the same barbarism that we practice here pre- 
cisely. It is found in our statutes, and operating against Canadians 
and all others. Only our statutes in many particulars are more severe 
than theirs. That is the truth, and let us respect it in considering this 


| question. 


When we go to the other side of the continent and discuss the ques- 
tion of the right of the fishermen-of British Columbia in our Alaskau 
waters and upon our Alaskan coast, and in the Behring’s Sea, we shall 
have a new puzzle to get along with. 

We have come by purchase from the Russian Government to the cou- 
trol of one-half of what might be termed an unclosedsea, This brings 
us in contact with a question, perhaps you might call it a headland 
question, affecting the richest fisheries of this world—fisheries that are 
four or five times as extensive as those on the Northeastern coast, and 
far more abundantly stocked with food fishes. We shall come in prac- 
tical contact with these questions in a very brief time, if we are not 
already in contact with them, and we shall find that they will come 
upon us in possibly a very unexpected way. ' 

In view of what we acquired in the purchase of Alaska, and in view 
of what are the necessities of the situation upon that broken and rug- 
ged coast, I am not willing to admit that a 3-mile fringe of jurisdiction, 








4 
; 
bs 














y 


es 





including the right of ex 
ing the right outside of i 
tion of this kind. I can not do it without surrendering in advance 
those advantages which belong to us by nature as well as by compact 
with Russia, in favor of our fisheries upon the Alaskan coast and in 
the Behring’s Sea and Straits. 
a surrender of these questions now in dealing with this treaty with 
Great Britain will find himself confronted with a difficulty the mag- 


Ci 
t, is the boundary of our rights upon 4 ques- 
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nitude of which he does not now probably comprehend, which it seems | ] 


to me will crush him as corn is crushed between the upper and nether 
millstone, 
higgling about the treaty of 1888 is of a character to betray us in re- 
spect to some of the most important rights that we possess on the 
Northwestern coast. It willaffect the food-supply to the poorer classes 
of this country for generation after generation. 

For the sake of a supposed temporary advantage with a few men who 
have some sort of prejudice against Great Britain, we have got so into 
the shambles of party power and party influence in this country; for 


The American statesman who makes | 
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usive fishery within-the line, and exclud- | of the treaty and my reasons jor supporting it, and so 1 
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| 
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| 


The statesmanship that we are observing in this partisan | 


such considerations, it seems, we yield up the contemplation of these | 


grand and broad subjects, in which ail the people of our country of this 
generation and of succeeding generations are interested, and we humbly 
submit our necks to the yoke and accept the party burden without any 
demur. 

Mr. President, I am not willing to do this. I would rather see the 
Democratic party sunk out of sight in this campaign than to have that 
party commit itself to a policy which is unwise, unjust, upgenerous, 
and which would be on our part an act of sheer debasement. I would 
rather wait until the old ship should rise again above the waters, as 
she has often done, than to see her decks desecrated by a crew who 
would keep her afloat at the expense of the industrial people of this 
country and to the sacrifice of their food. 

If the Democratic party is worth anything, it is because it stands by 


the rights of the common poor people of this land who have not the | 


power and the influence to help themselves. It stands on truth and 
justice, and it stands fearlessly. When it wants to dodge, and dicker, 
aud crawl, and creep into power for the purpose of getting a set of men 
into office or keeping them there, I do not care anything more about 
it. Iamnot the child of that party. It did not create me; it did not 
build me. 

direct as an honest American. 

If that party should ever choose to surrender its principles for the 
sake of temporary expediency and to secure its hold on power, I shall 
float off and get away from the wreck. But, sir, there is not one line 
of such history in all the record of that great party. It has never at- 
tempted to negotiate nor to defeat a treaty witha foreign power in the 
seclusion of a party caucus. 





What little God has given to me I claim from His hand | 


rhere is another reason for this 10-mile rule to which I should like | 


to advert. 
the reason that operated or not, but inside these bays are living the 
people described by the gentleman from whose writings I submitted a 
literal extract in the earlier part of my speech to-day. In those quiet 
little hamlets there are a God-fearing people. They are a people who 
observe the Sabbath. They seem to be a religiously inclined people, 
modest and not aggressive, kindly and generous. They have settled 
down on the margins of those deep bays, far removed from the sea. 
They gather their little store of fish and lay it up for winter, and that 
is all they have; it is all they can get. They can not even raise Irish 
potatoes. Very few vegetables can be grown in that country. Fish 
s about all those people have to live upon. IfI were providing laws 


1¢cm the men who come from distant countries, whether from the 


came in by special license or under some such provision, and 


1 
for them, I should be clearly in favor of shutting out from contact with | 
; 
‘ 


It isonly my own conjecture, I can not tell whether it was | 


United States or from France or from Portugal or elsewhere, unless | 
t t 


when they got there submitted themselves to the laws of the land so | 


+1 
ti 


hat they could not take advantage of those people and do like they 
did in the Fortune Bay troubles. 

in there with twenty-one sail of a Sunday, spread their nets, and in- 
cluded all the fish in the bay to take the bread of life from those peo- 
ple fora year tocome. They were held on shore by the laws, to which 
they rendered obedience, that no Newfoundlander should be found 
fishing in any form whatsoever on the Sabbath day. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair), 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Maine ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I dislike very much indeed to interrupt the Senator 
from Alabama, but on Friday an agreement was made that the debate 
should close to-day at 6 o’clock, and that the last two hours should be 
reserved for the friends of the treaty. The Senator from Alabama has 
occupied all the time up to the present. If the friends of the treaty 
claim the last two hours it seems to me that those who are opposed to 
it should be allowed some time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis fair, Mr. President. Iwish to remark again 
that in my speaking upon this question as often as I have, I sometimes 
feel almost guilty of having transgressed the patience of the Senate on 
this matter; but I have not heretofore attempted to give an analysis 
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On that occasion our vessels went | 
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trayed into rather a prolix investigation of “t, mu l 

fied, than I need to have don I will now yield th t 
gentleman on the other side take it who desires to do so te 
on if no Senator desires to speak, I may resur t for the 

merely completing the remarks I have in part 1 e Senate 
on the items contained in the treat 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator preters to go « und ld a 
yortion of the last two hot tot ther i¢ é 

Mr. MORGAN. $ o 
speak in tl ist two | 

The PRESIDING OFFIC juestior \ 
comm t t ty to on Foreign Rela 
instructions pr ed | ‘rom Louisiana | Mr. ¢ 

Mr. HOA Mr. I stated at great le: 

a good deal of care the opinion which I entertain and that wh 
tertained tl ermen of Mass setts, whom I in part represent 
in regard to the effect of the proposed treaty upon their terest I 
have also stated with equal care and at consid ler yn 
of the relation of this proposition to the interest and diguity « e coun- 
try at large. 

Nothing that has been said by the itor from Alaha I 
GAN] or by any Senator on the other side of the Cham ha 1 
my convictions or has made it seem to be necessary to add to or modi 
the argument with which I endeavored as well as I could to defend 
them. I take the floor at this time only to call attention t ee Or 
four catch-words, or cries, or utterances which we have heard repeated 
many times in this debate, chiefly by the honorable Senator from Ala 
bama, by which the friends of the treaty undertake to fasten upon its 
opponents positions or views which they not only never have uttered 
or believed, h they have constantly, so far as they could, re- 





pudiated. 

One of them is that there is any proposition on this side of the Cham 
ber or anywhere, as far as we know, of what may be called retaliation 
Another is that anybody has said that the time for negotiation hé 
passed in any such sense as that which the Senator from Alabama pu 
on it, or, indeed, that anybody has said that at all. Another of them 
is, it has been asserted not only in this Chamber, but elsewhere, that 
the grieva which have so stirred the hearts of that class of our fel- 
low-citizens in whose breast an indignity to the American flag or to an 
American citizen pursuing his lawful occupation on the high seas or in 
foreign ports excites indignation at all, are so far provided for in the 
present treaty that they can not occur again hereafter if it is adopted. 

l asked the Senator from Alabama if he had heard anybody on thisside 
of the Chamber speak of retaliation, or propose retaliation, or propos: 
anything which could be justly and fairly described as retaliation, as 





the policy which was proposed to be adopted? The Senator from Ala 
bama replied that that was a dodge; that he did know that that dod 
was proposed, and he did not know but that somebody over here might 
be try to cheat somebody. 


attention to this language on account of its want 
civility. Indeed, Ido not think the Senator from Alab 


<ttk i ima is con 
of the full mean nd sis » language which he uss 
the heat of del political opponents and t 





those who differ from hir 





ned, as I have heard t! 
r day and week after we 
p during the great part of 


Senator speak hour alte 





to come to the conclu 








own speeches; that they are the utterances of a man who is hay 
quiet slumber, and perhaps ‘pleasant and delightful dreams, him 
prompted by something very different from the clear intelle 
kindly soul which belong to that honorable Senator while he is awa 

Now, just thinkof this proposition. I wonder if the Senatorthought 
whom he was hitting when he described the repudiation of the } 
‘retaliation.’’ He spoke of it as a dodge, and as an attempt to cheat 
when it was applied to the proposed use of the legislation enact 
Congress. The Senat F nserious and meant what he 
would have been atta 1 eminent and honored Democratic st 
man who has now gone t [It is Mr. Daniel Manning 
recent Secretary of the T ‘ yin iking of this subject 
emphatically repudiated the notion that the use of this legislat 
which we all united, Admini id all, should have bee: 
of at all as a mafter of reta! Hiere is what Mr. Mann 

A violation of comity : act, bunt . 
cause fora just war. En I 
ol ym i rtesy s » i t eas ! 
propose r ) we sim We t i nity and 
tality. 

And J lon the highest authority that this sentence of Mr. M 
ning is but an adoption by him of a sentence uttered a week or two 
fore that tin 1 debate by the honorable Senator from New Yor ) 
has taken so considerable a share in the present debate on this side 


the Chamber. What we propose I think the American people ha 

sense enough to see and understand, without an exception, under what- 
ever veil of cloud or fog it is sought to conceal it. The fishermen of 
the New England coast are somewhat used to steering their course 
through a fog, and they have been accustomed to fogs in the pursuit of 
their vocation almost, though not perhaps quite, as dense as the fog 










which is sought to be thrown over this subject by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Alabama. What we propose tosay to Great Britain and Can 
ada is exactly this: As has been stated before in this debate, every na- 
tion is the proper and fitting judge of the degree of comity and com 
mercial hospitality which it shall show to the citizens and vessels of 
otber countries in its own ports and within its own jurisdiction. 

With that exercise of the discretion of Great Britain or of her de- 
pendency, Canada, we do not desire and we have no pretension to in- 
terfere; but all we have to say to her is that thedegree of measure with 
which comity and hospitality shall be measured out shall be equal in 
the ports of both nations, and we are willing, as somebody must initi 
ate the rule, in the first place to concede to her that opportunity and 
prerogative. If you say that because of the peculiar character of th 
vocation of the fisherman it is not fitting that the fisherman shall not 
0 into one of your ports with a catch of fish which he proposes to se}! 
in the United States and transship it there, very well. No Canadian 
vessel, then, shall come into a port of the United States with a catch of 
fish which it proposes to sell in the United States and transship it there. 

I do not understand that that is retaliation. There is no element of 
punishment in it. There is no clement of vengeance init. There is 
no clement of harm in it to Canada or to anybody else. It is a ral 
which must, from the nature of the case, exist everywhere where the 
exchanges of civilization and commerce prevail; and as there is no 
superior authority to these two anywhere, we are willing under the 
circamstances to say to Great Britain, ‘*‘ We will leave this matter of 
intercourse with you.’’ It is that which Secretary Manning declared 
am< ng the last acts of his eminent and honored public service: 

We do not propose retaliation; we simply respond. 

And it is Secretary Manning’s pregnant and emphatic declaration of 
which the Senator from Alabama speaks as a dodge or as an attempt 
to cheat somebody, 

Mr. President, there is another proposition which has been reiterated 
over and over again in this debate which I wish also to repudiate, and 
that is that it is the opinion of this side of the Chamber that the time 
has passed for negotiation. I do not suppose there is a Republican 
Senator who is not ready to negotiate or even to submit to arbitration 
our claims for damages for the breaches of the law of nations, of inter- 
national law, which have taken place under the authority of Canadian 
officials as affecting our citizens, 

The Secretary of State proposes, as I understand, to refuse to enter 
upon the immediate and pressing demand of these people, some oi 
thei poor, others men in very moderate circumstances, because of the 
very extraordinary reason that a bigger claim had been made against 
us for some seizures in Behring’sSea. That is a pretty easy way of get- 
ting rid of a national responsibility, if that is going to be a precedent 
in the future, to just trump up a bigger claim on the other side. This 
claim of Great Britain or Canada for what has taken place in Behring’s 
Strait is either a well-founded claim for damages or it is not. If it be 
not, the sooner we enter upon it, deal with it, and dispose of it the 
better. If it be not, it ought not to be heard of in the mouth of an 
American diplomatist as a reason for not insisting upon the just rights 
and demands of his own country. 

If it be well founded, then the honor of the United States is con- 
cerned that it be settled, paid, and ended. Iam not one of those per- 
sons, if any there be, who desire to have my country rest under the 
just charge of having postponed or delayed justice to anybody. The 
answer which the honorable Secretary of State suggests for not having 
dealt with these rights to the validity of which he is committed by a 
hundred repetitions of the declaration of his opinion is a reason to my 
mind the very strongest for entering upon their consideration at once. 

I am perfectly willing to enter upon negotiation. I am perfectly 
willing to submit to an honest arbitration whenever we can find the 
two countries in a temper which makes me believe that the arbitration 
will be entered upon, not as that which followed the treaty of 1871 
was entered upon, when Great Britain forced Mr. Delfosse on us after 
she had herseif declared he was not a suitable person even to be pro- 
posed by reason of the relation of Belgium to one of the arbitrating 
parties; I say I am perfectly willing to submit anything when I am 
satisfied that Great Britain will approach the matter in a temper of a 
sincere desire to do and to be done justice. 

What we object to is to taking out and taking down from the walls, 
taking out of the pigeon-holes, from the dust-covered and ancient ar- 


chives of these two governments the question of the meaning of 


” 1 


the word ‘‘bays’’ in the treaty of 1818, which Great Britain and 
Canada have both confessed over and over again was perfectly set- 
tled, that that was not a matter for negotiation, to the undertaking to 
lay aside and pass by every living claim that his fellow-citizens had 
for outrage and wrong and suffering, to let all these pass by and go 
into an arbitration connected with some matter of ancient history old 
as the Pequod war, old as the deluge, old almost as the time which 
Sir Thomas Browne speaks of which | think of when I hear the speeches 
of the honorable Senator from Alabama—when Adam used to deliver 
long lectures to Methuselah and Methuselah used to deliver long lect- 
ures to Noah—that is, that time for negotiation and arbitration has 
gone by. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr in the chair). 
‘nator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. HOAR. For what purpose? 

Mr. PAYNE, I understood the Senator to say he was in favor of 
i resort to arbitration. I ask him now if he is content to have the 
proposition of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] adopted, pro- 
viding for submitting the whole matter to arbitration? 

Mr. HOAR. I have not examined that resolution sufficiently to 
wish to be diverted from what I was saying on another point to the dis- 
cussion of that resolution at the present time. It would take me too 
long. 1 do not propose, however, to enter upon any question of inter- 
national arbitration until I am satisfied that it will be entered into by 
the other side with the same spirit in which the United States of Amer- 
ica enter upon it. I do not propose to put this country again to the 
risk of having the Halifax award and the judgment of Mr. Delfosse re- 
peated. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the Senator will allow me there—— 

Mr. HOAR. I think I would rather not. Iam trying in ten or 
fifteen minutes to sum up some general points. J am not going into 
the general debate. While I am perfectly willing to explain anything 
i have said, I do not care about being cross-examined upon things in 
general which I am not talking about. 

Mr. PAYNE. I only wanted to say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield. , 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, another thing has been said here. It 
was said, I think, by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]; it was 
certainly said by the President of the United States in his message; it 
was said two or three times at least by the Secretary of State—once in 
his letter to the people of Boston and once certainly in the interview, 
never by him disavowed, reported in the Baltimore Sun—and that is 
that the grievances under which our fishermen have suffered can not 
occur again if the proposed treaty shall come into force. I have studied 
that thing carefully, and I am not able to find a single one of the griev- 
ances which the Secretary of State and Mr. Phelps, our minister to 
England, have set forth the repetition of which is provided against in 
this treaty, with the exception of a very limited number, in regard to 
which, although they may not reappear in the same form, the treaty 
does not expose us to grievances of the same general character much 
more than we are exposed under the present condition of things. 

Mr. President, I have had drawn off by a friend an analysis of these 
sauses of complaint, seizures which were made by Canada in the years 
1886 and 1887. But before going into that let me point out that there 
is no provision whatever for any removal of the causes of complaint 
growing out of the unjust provisions of the Canadian fishery laws. In 
the first place, here is the broad general question of the right of Can- 
ada to try our vessels at all. We have, if we are right, under the par- 
tition of 1783 and under the reaffirmation of our right in 1818 certain 
fisheries with rights annexed, which were awarded to us in the great 
partition of empire which took place upon this continent. 

Now, I deny the right of any Canadian court or any Canadian ship 
of war or any Canadian official whatever to exercise an authority ove! 
an American ship when she is in the clear exercise of her right, or claim 
to be. There must be some international arrangement such as is con 
tained in the other treaties which the Senator from Alabama read the 
other day, which it may have been a want of foresight in our diplomacy 
in the past not to have provided for here; but T say when an American 
ship leaves the port of Boston or of Gloucester or of Portland or of 
Provincetown and is within or without the distance of 3 miles from 
the Canadian shore, being in a place where her fishing rights are re 
served, no Canadian cruiser has any more right to scize her and take 
her into port for trial under the claim or pretense that she is prepar- 
ing or proposing to fish, or that she is actually going beyond her right 
or is, still less, proposingand intending to do something that she has not 
done, than she has to make a seizure of that kind in the port of Hx 
ton or in the middle of the Mediterranean Sea. That grievance 1s n 
only not removed, but it is expressly submitted to by the terms of th: 
proposed treaty. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Massachusetts—and if he docs 
I hope he will state it frankly—object to any interruption at all in t! 
way of a question ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to be led into an argument about th 
matter, Ifthere is any mistake of fact which I make I shall be glad 
to be corrected; otherwise I prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. GRAY. [I hesitate to interrupt the Senator, but I should like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill hear the question of the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. GRAY. Itis this. Does the Senator from Massachusetts ever 
hope by any international arrangement to obtain for our fishermen 
what he complains has not been obtained for them by this treaty, to wit, 
the right when they are charged with trespassing on territorial waters 
of another country, that they should not be amenable to the munici- 
pal laws of that country, but should only be tried or brought to book 
by the authorities of their own country? Has he any precedent for 
such a hope? 

Mr. HOAR. I not only believe and hone it, but if General Grant 
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; Mr. GRAY. The Senator does not want an answer now. d he? it 
Mr. HOAR. Goa little farther. You must bring your suit within i 
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enough, this limited right of action, this necessity for giving notice at 
the man’s dwelling, if it be at Natal or Madagascar or anywhere else — 
Madagascar is not a British possession, I believe, just now—but at Cal- 
cutta or anywhere else, this deprivation of either damages or costs, 
this bribing of witnesses with a share of the articles seized, but in ad- 
dition to all these, in the seizure made the burden of proof is put upon 
the owner of the vessel to show that the seizure was illegal. 

The Senator from Delaware undertook to palliate it by pointing to 
the fact that in our statutes there was a provision that the burden of 
proof should be on the party claiming the property to establish his 
ownership. That is a very different provision. That is only where 
probable cause is first shown, by the express language of our statutes; 
that was only intended to reach and extend to the case where the owner 
was to produce merely a license or prove his ownership. 

What I want to know is this: not whether you can not torture some 
United States statute into some construction which might work a wrong 
to somebody, and which we who sit here every year for the redress of 
grievances ought to prevent, but 1 want to know whether that thing 
put for the first time on the statute-book of Canada within ten years for 
the express purpose of compelling us to alter our domestic fiscal ar- 
rangements is or is not in the opinion of Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber a grievance, and if it be I want to know whether they 
adhere to their proposition that this treaty provides against the recur- 
rence of every grievance that has hitherto existed ? 

But, now, Mr. President, let us take up the grievances. I have here, 
as IT commenced to say a little while ago, an analysis of the causes of 
the seizure and the conduct in regard to the seizure of the officials of 
Canada in the years 1886 and 1887 alone. Here are eleven cases of 
vessels seeking shelter in Canadian ports who were ordered to leave 
before thestorm abated. I read a letter from Mr. Gifford, my personal 
friend (and my colleague as well as myself knows him to be one of 
the most excellent citizens of Provincetown), formerly collector of that 
port and a member of our Legislature, Hon. James Gifford, who gave 
me a description of the way some of his neighbors had been ordered 
out into the storm. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the name of that vessel ? 

Mr. HOAR. You will find it printed in the text of what I said the 
other day. 

Here are eleven cases of vessels seeking shelter in Canadian ports who 
were ordered to sea before the storm had abated. The rights of Amer- 
ican fishermen under the proposed treaty in regard to shelter in Cana- 
dian ports are no greater than the rights now secured to them by the 
treaty of 1818. All of these cases referred to above might have hap- 
pened under the proposed treaty. 


MARBOR OUTRAGES, 


Sarah B. Putnam.—Beverly, Mass. ; Charles Randolph, master. 

harbor of Pubnico in storm March 22, 1886, 
ollie Adams.—-Gloucester, Mass. ; Solomon Jacobs, master. 
rom Straits of Canso, Nova Scotia, August 31, 1886, 

Rattler.—Gloucester, Mass.; A..F’. Cunningham, master, Warned off at Canso, 
Nova Scotia, June, 1886. Detained in port of Shelburne, Nova Scotia, where 
vessel! entered seeking shelter August 3, 1886. Kept under guard all night and 
released on the 4th, 

Walter L. Rich (schooner).—Wellficet, Mass.; Obadiah Rich,master. Ordcred 
out of Malpeque, Prince Edward Island, in unsuitable weather for fishing, hav- 
ing been in harbor only twelve hours; forced to enter at custom-house at Port 
Hawkesbury, Cape Breton, on Sunday, collector fearing that vessel would leave 
before Monday and he would thereby lose his fee. (From statements of Oba- 
diah Rich, owner and master, Welifleet, Mass.) 

Newell B. Hawes (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; Thomas C. Kennedy, master. 
Made harbor at Shelburne, Nova Scotia, in face of storm at 5 p.m.,and master 
immediately started for custom-house,5 miles distant, meeting captain of cutter 
Terror on way,to whom he explained errand. On returning found two armed 
men from cutter on his vessel. At7o’clock next morning was ordered to sea, 
but refused to go in the heavy fog. At9o’clock the fog lifted slightly, and, 
though the barometer was very low and a storm imminent, vessel was forced to 
leave. Soon met the heavy gale, which split sails, causing considerable damage. 
Captain of Terrordenied claim to right of remaining in harbor twenty-four hours, 
(From statements of T. C. Kennedy, part owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

Helen F, Tredick (schooner).—Cape Porpoise, Maine; R.J. Noonan, master. 
July 20,1886, entered Port Latour, Nova Scotia, for shelter and water. Was or- 
dered immediately to sea. (From statements of R. J. Noonan, owner and mas- 
ter, Cape Porpoise, Maine.) 

Alice P. Hiewins (schooner).—Wellfleet, Masa.; AlvinW.Cobb, master. Driven 
from harbors twice in stress of weather. (From statements of Alvin W. Cobb, 


Driven from 






Warned offinto 








master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

Asa H. Pervere (schooner).—Wellfieet, Mass.; A. B. Gore, master. Entered 
harbor for shelter; ordered out after twenty-four hours, (From statements of 
$. W. Kemp, agent, Wellfleet, Mass.) 


Pleiades (schooner).— Wellfleet, Mass. ; F, W. Snow, master. Driven from har- 
bor within twenty-four hours after entering. Warned oi? (From statements 
of 8S. W. Snow, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

Eliza A. Thomas (schooner).—Portland, Me.; E.S. Bibbs,master. Wrecked 
on Nova Scotia shore, unable to obtain assistance. Crew not permitted to land 
or to save anything until permission was received from captain of cutter. Ca- 
nadian officials placed guard over fish saved, and everything saved from wreck 
narrowly escaped confiscation, (From statements of C. D. Thomas, owner, Port- 
land, Me.) 

Stowell Sherman.- -Driven out twice, 


Under the treaty of 1818 we have the right of shelter in these harbors, 
Under the proposed treaty while vessels are in these harbors for the 
purpose of shelter no dues can be exacted, and entry and clearance are 
not required unless vessels remain in a harbor more than twenty-four 
hours. In the above cases rights under the new treaty as to time al- 
lowed to vessels to remain in a harbor for shelter are not in the least 
increased, 
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Mr. President, I think this is something of a grievance. These men 
know something of the signs of the weather. They are accustomed to 
the storm and the wind, the changes of the seasons, and all the celestial 
signs and the terrestrial signs in those regions, and they have no desire 
to stay in port. They want to be off to their fishing again unless the 
safety of their vessel require it. I wish when the Senator comes to an- 
swer me he will tell me where this grievance is prevented from occur- 
ring hereafter. They have made a little change in the matter of re- 
porting. 

VESSELS ROARDED. 

There is another cause of complaint, and that is the constant and 
perpetual oversight and inspection and boarding and stopping of the 
vessel while the inspection is going on. There are two thousand and 
sixty-six cases reported in the years 1886 and 1887 where vessels were 
**boarded.’’ This power ‘‘to board ’’ is granted by a local statute, 
which is not in the least affected by the proposed treaty. 

Here are the names of a few of them: 

Shiloh.—Gloucester, Mass.; Charles Nevit, master. Boarded at Liverpool, 
Nova Scotia, August 9, and subjected to rude surveillance. 

Julia Eilen.—Booth Bay, Me.; Burnes,master. Boarded at Liverpool, Nova 
Scotia, August 9, 1886, and subjected to rude surveillance. 

Freddie W. Allton.—Provincetown, Mass.; Alton, master. Boarded at Liver- 
pool, Nova Scotia, August 9, 1886,and subjected to rude surveillance. 

Susie Cooper.—(llooper?) Gloucester (?), Mass. Boarded and rudely treated 
by Canadian officials in Canso Bay, Nova Scotia, May 1886. 

I donot deny that in a proper case, when we are in their ports or 
harbors, or within their jurisdictional waters, a vessel.may be required 
to show her nationality. It may be done on the high seas by belliger- 
ents, if I do not mistake the law of nations. That is one thing. But 
the constant and perpetual and incessunt and unnecessary use of such 
a national authority to be exercised by the officials of one nation over 
the vessels of another, is a grievance, anuisance, and an outrage, and 
it is not at all the kind of treatment that these people meet or ever 
have met in any of our New England or other ports. 

Here are 2,066 cases in two years of this haughty, arrogant, dis- 
graceful exercise of this Canadian authority over our fishing vessels. 
It was not because they wanted to know their character; it was not 
because they wanted to keep them; it was because they wanted to 
make these laws as disagreeable and obnoxious to us as they knew 
how in order that they might have it to say to us and re-enforce the ar- 
gument of the honorable Senator irom Alabama. You giveCanada your 
market and all these things will be added unto you. 

Until they get the market this treaty provides no remedy; and how 
can the Secretary of State, how can the Senator from Delaware, how 
can the Senator from Alabama assert in the face of the American peo- 
ple that these grievances which the Department stated in its diplomatic 
discussion have been removed or remedied or mitigated by this propo- 
sition ? 

Mr. Phelps brought to the attention of the British Government the 
outrageous character of this constantly boarding of ourvessels. I have 
here an extract from Mr. Phelps’s dispatch to Lord Salisbury—I have 
not the date of it, but you will find it in Executive Document 113, 
page 37. 

The right to board vessels within 3 miles of the shore, to search 
them, put the master on oath, ete., provided for by the laws of Canada, 
revised statutes, 1886, is not in any manner modified by the proposed 
treaty, and these outrages as above might therefore continue under the 
treaty. 

This is what Mr. Phelps says about it: 

By the provisions of this act any foreign ship, vessel, or boat (whether en- 
gaged in fishing or not) found within any harbor in Canada, or within 3 marine 
miles of ‘any of the coasts, bays, or creeks of Canada,’’ may be brought into 
port by any of the officers or persons mentioned in the act, her cargo searched 
and her master examined upon oath touching the cargo and voyage under 
heavy penalty if the questions asked are not truly answered; and if such ship 
has entered such waters ‘‘ for any purpose not permitted by treaty or conven 
tion or by law of the United Kingdom or of Canada, for the time being in fore: 
such ship, vessel, or boat and the tackle, rigging, apparel, furniture, stores, and 
cargo thereof shall be forfeited.” 

Mr. Phelps very justly observes: 


It is quite unnecessary to point out what grave embarrassments may arise in 
the relations between the United States and Great Britain under such admin 
istration as is reasonably to be expected of the extraordinary provisions of this 
act and its emendment, upon which it is not important at this time furtler to 
comment, 

It will be for Her Majesty’s Government to determine how far its sanction 
and support will be given to further proceedings, such as the United States 
Government have now repeatedly complained of and have just ground to ap 
prehend may be continued by the Canadian authorities. 


I wish these Senators or some of them—I am not now speaking 0! 
the Senator from Delaware—who seem to think an answer to all our 
complaint of these things is to get up and revile New England, revile 
the State of Massachusetts, revile the fishermen, revilethe persons wh» 
are engaged in this business—I should like to have some Senator turn 
aside a little from that style of argument and tell me whether Mr. 
Phelps, the able, learned, patriotic, and moderate representative of this 
country atthe court of St. James was right or wrong when he declared that 
Canadian statute and that Canadian practice to be an outrage which was 
likely to lead to serious embarrassment between the two governments, 
and if he was right, then I should like to hear as to the place in this 
proposed treaty where it is provided that that condition of things shall 
stop. 
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There is another. Here are fourteen cases in this list of 


‘‘ warned off.’’ Under the treaty of 1818 we renounced the right of fish- | 


vessels 





ing within certain limits These vessels, I suppose, were all ‘“warned | 
oft’ on a mere suspicion that their masters were about to violate the 
treaty agreement. There is nothing in this treaty that would prevent | 
similar warnings off hereafter in case of like suspicion. It only en 
larges the territory from which the warning off isto be made. Indeed 
the opportunit es for suspicion and consequently for war! 

increased by the proposed treaty in that “preparing t 

Article XIV for the first time made a breach of treaty ol 


other words, you have not removed that serious grievance, but 
have enlarged the territory to which it applies, and you have added 
the ground of suspicion or complaint on which it can be based, which 
before rested on the act and not the intent, the offense of preparing to 
fish. 

Here is a list of vessels warned off: 


’ =o 
Seth Stockbridge.—Gloucester, 3 





t uss.; Antone Olson, master. Warned off 
from St. Andrews, New Brunswick, about April 30, 1886 
Annie M, Jordan Alexandet 
at St. Andrews, New Brunswick, about May 4, 18s¢ 
Jennie and Julia.—Eastport, Me.; W.H. Travis, master, 
Nova Scotia, by customs officers, May 18, 188¢ 
Lu y Ann.—Gloucester, Mass,; Jose ph H. Smith, master 
mouth, Nova Scotia, May 29, 1886 
Pioneer Gloucester, Mass.; F. F. Cruched, master. 
Nova Scotia, September 9, 1886, 
lartha W. Bradley.—Gloucester, Mass.; J. F 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 8, 1886 
Eliza Boynton.—Gloucester, Mass.; George E. Martin, master. Warned ofl 
at Canso, Nova Scotia, between June 1 and 9, 1886. Then afterwards detained 
in manner not reported, and released October 25, 1586 
Mascot.—Gloucester, Mass.; Alexander McEachern, master. 
Port Amherst, Magdalen Islands, June 10, 1886 
Thomas F. Bayard.—Gloucester, Mass.; James McDonald, master, 
off at Bonne Bay, Newfoundland, June 12, 1886, 


Just think of it. Do you think any Canadian fisherman really sup- 
posed that Thomas F. Bayard was going to do any harm whatever to 
Canada that a vessel bearing his name should be warned off ? 

Warned off at 





Gloucester, Mass.; 


Warned off at Yar- 
Warned off at Canso, 


Ventier, master. Warned off 
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Warned off at 


Warned 





Golden Hind.—Gloucester, Mass.; Reuben Cameron, master. 
Bay of Chaleurs, Nova Scotia, on or about July 23, 1886 

Boat (name unknown Stephen R. Balcom, master; Eastport, Me. 
off at St. Andrews, New Brunswick, July 9, 1886, with others, 

Druid (foreign built).—Gloucester, Mass. Seized, warned off 
otherwise at some time prior to September 6, 1886. 

Caroline Vought.—Booth Bay, Me.; Charles S. Reed, master. Warned off at 
Raspebiac, New Brunswick, and refused water, August 4, 1586, 


Warned 


or molested 


If these vessels were not fishermen, every one was a clear outrage. 
If they were fishermen and were not fishing, every one was a clear out- 
rage. 

Here is a list of complaints for refusal to sell supplies, refusal to sell 
wood and water. There are three cases, the Novelty, the Christina 
Ellsworth, and the Caroline Vought. 

The right to buy wood and water was secured by the treaty of 1818. 
If this obligation is not observed by the Canadians what reason is there 
to suppose that it would be observed if imposed by a second treaty ? 

Here are forty-six cases of refusal to sell provisions and supplies. 

By the proposed treaty our tishermen can ‘‘replenish outfits, provis 
ions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster.’’ It does not appear 
from the facts given in regard to these outrages that the meager pro- 
vision of the proposed treaty would have obviated a single case of com- 
plaint. 

It is true that it is claimed by some Senators here that the provisions 
of Article XI secure the right to buy provisions and supplies in all cases, 
but it is enough to say that that also becomes a source of difference it 
the claims these Senators make should be set up afterwards by oui 
Government, for it is very clear that the Canadian negotiators did not 
so understand it. Here is an extract from the speech in the Canadian 
senate of Mr. Howlan. They have not assented to anything except 
what is a mere act of humanity. 


But we are told again with regard to this question of fishing vessels bei: 











g al- 

lowed to go in and out of our harbors that we allow them to do what? Tx 

trade? If a vessel flying the American flag comes in with cargoes of cotton 

sugar she can buy whatever she wants) Now, they are allowed tocome inand 
buy 


purchase not what a fishing vessel can 

I pray the attention of the Senator from Delaware to this remark of 
the Canadian speaker— 
not what a fishing vessel 


home voyage. Every vessel is allowed to come into 
without reporting to the customs oflicials if she ck 


can buy, but necessary supplies to t her on he 








ty-four hours. At one time such was not the case, w s 
harbor dues, and other tolls to collect; but it is not son ; 

fishing vessel comes in to buy supplies, she merely buys the ne ess 
quires and goes away,and there is nothing more about it. Is itt ve imagined 


that the masters of those vessels, who own them, and who have the earnings of 
a lifetinie perhaps in one-fourth of the venture, will run the risk of 


iosing his 
vessel for the purpose of doing what? Of trying to evade the law, knowi! 
full well that behind them their own Government will not protect them 
breaking the law—knowing full well that if they break the law their ship w 


be seized and contiseated, 


Suppose they knew full well that their own Government would pro- 
tect them if they did not break the law! Here is what Sir Charles 
lupper says: 

There was another concession. There is no doubt at all, sir, that there were 
rights which under the strict terms of the treaty of 1818 they could not demand 
nor could they insist upon them being granted, but at the same time I think Iam 


within the judgment of the House on both sides when I say that in the case of | 
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Jolin Nye (schooner), Swan's Island, Me.; W.L. Joyce,master. After paying 
entry fees and harbor dues was not allowed to buy provisions at Malpeque, 
Prince Edward Island, and had to return home for same, making a broken trip, 
(From statements of W. L. Joyce,owner and master, Atlantic, Me.) 

Ejectric Flash (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; AaronSmith, master. Unable 
to obtain supplies in Canadian ports, and obliged to return home before obtain- 
ing full cargo. (rom statements of Aaron Smith, master and agent, North 
Haven, Me.) 

Daniel Simmons (schooner).—Swan’s Island, Me.; John A.Gott,master. Corm- 
pelled to go without necessary outfit while fishing in Gulf of St. Lawrence. 
(From statements of Mr, Stimpson, owner, Swan’s Island, Me.) 

Grover Cleveland (schooner).—Boston,Mass,; George Lakeman,master. Coim- 
pelled to return home with only partial fare of mackerel, being refused supplies 
in Canadian ports From statements of B. F. DeButts, owner, Boston, Mass 

Andrew Lurnham (schooner),—Boston, Mass,; Nathan F. Blake,master, Not 
allowed to buy provisions or to land and ship fish to Boston, thereby losing 
valuable time for fishing. (From statements of BL. F. DeButits, owner, Boston, 
Mass.) 

Harry G. Ffench (schooner Gloucester, Mass.; John Chisholm, master. He- 
fused permission to purchase provisions or to land cargo for shipment to the 
United States. (From statements of John Chisholm, master and owner 
Gloucester, Mass.) 

Colonel J. H. french (schooner),—Gloucester, Mass.; William Harris, master. 
Was refused permission to purchase any supplies or to forward fish to the home 
port by steamer, causing much loss of time and money. (From statements of 
John Chisholm, owner, Gloucester, Mass.) 

W. H,. Wellington (schooner).—Gloucester, Mass.; D. S. Nicherson, master. 
Was refused permission to purchase any supplies or to forward fishto the home 
port by steamer, causing much loss of time and money. (From statements of 
John Chisholm, owner, Gloucester, Mass.) 

Ralph Hordgdon (schooner).—Gloucester, Mass, ; Thomas F, Hodgdon, master. 
Was refused permission to purchase any supplies orto forward fishtothe home 
port by steamer, causing much loss of time and money. (From statements of 
John Chisholm, owner, Gloucester, Mass.) 

Hattie Evelyn (schooner).—Gloucester, Mass.; James A. Cromwell, master. 
Not allowed to buy any provisions in any provincial ports, and thereby com- 
pelled to return home during the fishing season, causing broken voyage and 
great loss, (From statements of James A. Cromwell, owner and master, Glou- 
cester, Mass.) 

imma W. Brown (schooner).—Gloucester, Mass.; John McFarland, master. 
Was forbidden buying provisions at any provincial ports, and thereby lost three 
weeks’ time and was compelled to return home with only part of cargo. (From 
statements of John McFarland, master, Gloucester, Mass.) 

Mary H. Thomas (schooner).—Gloucester, Mass.; Henry B. Thomas, master. 
Prohibited from buying provisions, and, in consequence, had to return home 
before close of fishing season. (From statements of Henry B. Thomas, owner 
and master, Gloucester, Mass.) 

liattie Bb. West (schooner).--Gloucester, Mass.; C. H. Jackman, master. Pre- 
ventedfrom buying provisions to enable vessel! to continue fishing; two of crew 
deserted in a Canadian port, and captain went ashore to report at custom-house 
and to secure return of men; was delayed by custom-officer not being at his 
post and ordered to sea by first officer of cutter Howlett before having an op- 
portunity of reporting at custom-house or of finishing business; had to return 
and report on same day or be subject toafine. Prevented from shipping men 
at same place, At Port Hawkesbury, Nova Scotia, while on homeward passage, 
not allowed to take on board crew of seized American fishing schooner Morro 
Castle, who desired to return home. (From statements of C, H. Jackson, mas- 
ter. Gloucester, Mass.) 

Margaret S. Smith (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Lincoln W. Jewett, master. 
Twice compelled to return home from Bay St. Lawrence with broken trip, not 
being able to secure provisions to continue fishing. Incurred many petty in- 
conveniences in regard to customs regulations, (From statements of A. M. 
Smith, owner, Portland, Me.) 

Lisie M. Smith (schooner),—Portland, Me.; Enoch Bulger, master. Came home 
with a half fare, not being able to get provisions to continue fishing. Lost seine 
in a heavy gale rather than be annoyed by customs regulations when seeking 
shelter. (From statements of A. M. Smith, Portland, Me. 

Vannie A. Spurling (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Caleb Paris,master. Subjc 
to inany annoyances and obliged to return home with a half fare, not bei 
able to procure provisions. (Irom statements of A. M. Smith, owner, Portland, 
Me.) 

Abbie M, Deering (schoaner).—Portland, Me.; Emery Gott, master. Not being 
able to procure provisions, obliged to return home with athird ofa fare of mack- 
erel, (From statements of A. M. Smith. owner, Portland, Me.) 

Cora Louisa (schooner).—Booth Bay, Me.; Obed Harris, master. Could get no 
provisions in Canadian ports and had to return home before getting a full fare 
of fish, (From statements of 8. Nickerson & Sons, Booth Bay, Me.) 

Eben Dale (schooner).—North Haven, Me.; R.G. Babbidge, master. Not per- 
mitted to buy bait, ice, or to trade in any way. Driven out of harbors, and un- 
reasonable restrictions whenever near the land. (From statements of RK, G. 
Babbidge, owner and master, Pulpit Harbor, Me. 

Charles F. Atwood (schooner).—Wellfleet, Mass.; Michael Burrows, master. 
Captain was not permitted to refit vessel or to buy supplies, and when out of 
food bad to return home. Found Canadians disposed to harass him and put 
him to many inconveniences; not allowed to land seine on Canadian shore for 
purpose of repairing same. (From statements of Michael Burrows, owner and 
master, Welifleet, Mass.) 

Nathan Cleaves (schooner).—Wellfleet. Mass.; P. E. Hickman, master. Ran 
short of provisions, and not being permitted to buy left for home with a broken 
voyage. Customs officers at Port Mulgrave, Nova Scotia, would allow purchase 
of provisions for homeward passage, but not tocontinue fishing. (From state- 
ments of Parker E. Hickman, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

Frank G. Rich (schooner),—Wellfleet, Mass.; Charles A.Gorham, master. Not 
permitted to buy provisions or to lie in Canadian ports over twenty-four hours. 
(From statements of Charles A. Gorham, owner and master, Wellfleet, Mass.) 

Emma O, Curtis (schooner).—Provincetown, Mass,; Elisha Rich,master. Not 
allowed to purchase provisions, and therefore obliged to return home. (From 
statements of Elisha Rieh, owner and master, Provincetown, Mass.) 

Walter S. Rich.—Denied right to purchase provisions. 

Newell B. Hawes.—Denied right to purchase provisions. 

Asa H, Pervere.—Denied right to purchase provisions. 


In all the above cases, the treaty would have relieved only those 
who wished to purchase provisions for the return trip. 

As to the right to purchase wood and water, American fishermen 
gain by the treaty only in that they do not have to make entry when 
buying in out-of-the-way places. 

John H. Kennedy (schooner).—Portland, Me.; David eee. Called at a 
Nova Scotia port for bait but left without obtaining same, fearing seizure and 
fine, returning home with a broken voyage. At a Newfoundland port was 
charged $16 light-house dues, giving draft on owners for same, which, being 


excessive, they refused topay. (From statement of E.G. Willard, owner, Port- 
land, Me.) 
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James A. Garfield.—Gloucester, Masa. Threatened, about June 1, 1885, with 
seizure for having purchased bait in a Canadian harbor. 

I have here, Mr. President, a Jong list of cases where other outrages 
and grievances not affected by this treaty at all are extracted. A very 
large number of them I have taken from the printed dispatches of Mr. 
Phelps complaining of grievances, and I shall submit them with my 
remarks, 

SHIPMENT OF CREW 

There are seventeen cases of complaint for denial of the privilege to 
ship crews. 

sy the proposed treaty shipment of crews is allowed only in case of 
death or sickness, unless the unrestricted right be purchased under Ar- 
ticle XV by free fish. It does not appear that the provision of the 
treaty would have obviated a single case of complaint for this cause. 
Here are the cases: 

Lady Elgin (schooner).—Southport, Me.; George W. Pierce, master. Com- 
pelled to pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not 
being allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishin 
grounds, (From statements of William T, Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

Abdon Keene (schooner).—Bremen, Me.; William C. Keene, master. Was 
not allowed to ship or land crew at Nova Scotia ports, and owner had to pay 
for their transportation to Maine. (From statements of William C. Keene, 
owner and master, Bremen, Me.) 

William Keene (schooner),—Portland, Me.; Daniel Kimball,master. Not al- 
lowed to ship a man,or to send a man ashore except for water at Liverp« 
Nova Scotia, and ordered to sea as soon as water was obtained. (From state- 
ments of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Me.) 

Carleton Bell (schooner),—Booth Bay, Me.; Seth W. Eldridge,master. Oc 
sioned considerable expense by being denied right to procure crew in Canadian 
harbors,and detained in spring while waiting for men to come from Nova 
Scotia. (From statements of S, Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, Me 

Sir Knight (schooner).—Southport,Me. ; Mark Rand, master. Compelled to pay 
transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessci not being allowed 
to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing grounds. (F: 
statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

Ripley Ropes (schooner),—Southport, Me.;: C. E. Hare, master. Vessel read 
to sail when telegram from authorities at Ottawa refused permission to touch 
Canadian ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their transport 
tion to Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. (From stat 
ments of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

Jennie Armstrong (schooner).—Southport, Me.; A.O. Webber, master. Vesse! 
ready to sail when telegram from authorities at Ottawa refused permission to 
touch at Canadian ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for the 
transportation to Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting theirarrival. (Fron 
statements of Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

Vanguard (schooner).—Southport, Me.; C.C. Dyer, master. Vessel ready t 
sail when telegram from authorities refused permission to touch at Canadia 
ports to ship men; consequently obliged to pay for their transportation 
Maine, and vessel detained while awaiting their arrival. (From statements 
Freeman Orne & Son, owners, Southport, Me.) 

Uncle Joe (schooner).—Southport, Me.; J. W. Pierce, master. Compelled to 
pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not beir 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing ground 
(From statements of William T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

Willie G. (schooner),—Southport, Me.; Albert F. Orne, master. Compelled t 
pay transportation for crew from Nova Scotia to Maine, the vessel not bein 
allowed to call at Nova Scotia ports for them on her way to the fishing ground 
(From statements of William 'T. Maddocks, owner, Southport, Me.) 

D. D. Geyer (schooner).—Portland, Me.: John K. Craig, master. Being refus 
privilege of touching at a Nova Scotia port to take on resident crew already « 
gaged, owner was obliged to provide passage for men to Portland at consi¢ 
erable cost, causing great lossof time, (trom statementsof J. H. Jordan, ow: 
Portland, Me.) 

Good Templar (schooner).—Portland, Me.; Elias Tarlton,master. Touc! 
at La Have, Nova Scotia, to take on crew already engaged, but was refuse 
privilege and ordered to proceed. The men beingindispensable to voya ! 
them delivered on board outside of 3-mile limit by a Nova Scotia boat. (F: 
statements of Henry Trefethen, owner, Peak’s Island, Me.) 

Florine F, Nickerson (schooner).—Chatham, Mass.; Nathaniel FE. Eldridge 
master. Engaged fishermen for vessel at Liverpool, Nova Scotia, but actio: 
Canadian Government necessitated their transportation to the United Stat: 
and loss of time to vessel while awaiting their arrival; otherwise would ha: 
called for them on way to fishing gounds. Returning touched at Liverpoo! 
immediately on anchoring Canadian officials came aboard and refused permi 
sion for men to goashore. Captain at once signified his intention of immediat 
proceeding on passage, but oflicer prevented his departure until he had report: 
at custom-house, vessel being thereby detainedtwo days. (From statements 
Kendrick & Bearse, owners, South Harwick, Mass.) 

Bertha D. Nickerson (schooner).-—Booth Bay, Me.; N. E. Nickerson, master 
Occasioned considerable expense by being denied Canadian harbors to proc: 
crew, and detained in spring while waiting for men tocome from NovaS 
(From statements of Nickerson & Sons, owners, Booth Bay, Me.) 

Hereward.—Gioucester, Mass,; McDonald, master, Detained two day 
Canso, Nova Scotia, about July 3, 1886, for shipping scamen contrary to p: 
laws. 

Pleiades.—Not allowed to ship men. 

Louisa A. Grant. 

By the treaty right to transship and to ship crews is obtained only on 
condition of free fish, or as incident to needed repairs. 

ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF CUSTOMS AND PORT LAws, 

Seventeen of these cases are for alleged violation of customs and | 
laws. The precise nature of these violations is not evident from 
statement of facts. 

The treaty provides that fishing vessels putting into harbor ( 
shelter or for repairs need not report, enter, or clear. The Pearl N« 
son was seized because her master allowed men to land before repor' 
ing. The treaty would not have helped that case. Possibly the 
majority of these cases would not happen under the proposed treaty. 


Joseph Story.—Gloucester, Mass. Detained by customs officers at Baddeck 
Nova tia, in April, 1886, for alleged violation of the customs laws. Kelease 
after twenty-four hours’ detention. : 

Two smail boats (unnamed).—Charles Smith, Pembroke, Me., master. Seize 
at East Quaddy, New Brunswick, September 1, 1886, for alleged violation of 
customs laws. cL 

City Point.—Portland, Me.; Keene, master. Detained at Shelburne, Nova 
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SEIZURES FOR VIOLATIONS OF TREATY. 
Highland Light.—Wellfleet, Mass.; J. H. Ryder, master. Seized off East Point 


Prince Kdward Island, September 1, 1886, while fishing within prohibited line 

Suit for forfeiture begun in vice-admiralty court at Charlottetown. Hearing set 
for September 20, but postponed to September 30. Master admitted the charge 
nud confessed judgment, Vessel sendlcusnnaanl sold Decemberl4, Purchased 


by Canadian Government 

David J. Adams.—Gloucester, Mass.; Alden Kinney, master. Siezedat Digby, 
Nova Scotia, May 7, 1886, for alleged violation of treaty of 1818, act of 59 Georg: 
Jif and act of 1583. Two suits brought in vice-admiralty court ‘at Halifax for 
penalties. Vrotest filed May 12, Suits pending still, and vessel not yet released 
apparently, 

rhe David J, Adams was, on the morning of the 5th day of May, 1886, as has 
already been stated, several miles within the Gut. She was not there for the 
purpose of “shelter,” or ‘repairs,’ nor to ‘purchase wood,’’ nor to obtain 
water, She remainded there during the 5th and the 6th of May, 1886; she was 
a at anchor about half a mile from the shore, at a locality called ‘* Clements 

vest 

On the morning of the 6th of May, 1886, the captain made application to the 
owners of a fishing weir near where he was lying for bait, and purchased 4j 
barre|s of thatarticle. He also purchased and took on board about 2 tonsof ice. 


While waiting atanchor for these purposes the name of the vessel's “ hailing 
place’ was kept covered by canvas, and this concealment continued while she 


aiterwards sailed down past Digby. 
THE OFFENSE AS TO CUSTOMS LAWS. 

The David J. Adams, as already stated, was in harbor upwards of forty-eight 
hours, and when seized was proceeding to sea without having been reported at 
any customs-house. Her business was not such as to makeit her interest to at 
tract the attention of the Canadian authorities, and it is not difficult, therefore 
to conjecture the reason why she was not so reported, or to see that the reason 
put forward, that Digby is but ‘‘a small fishing sett!ement and its harbor not 
detined,”’ is a disingenuous one. In going to the weir to purchase bait, the ves- 
se) passed the custom-house at Digby almost within hailing distance. When 
at the weir she was within 1 or 2 miles of another custom-house (at Clements- 
port), and within about 15 miles of another (at Annapolis). The master has not 
asserted that he did not know the law onthis subject, as itis established that he 
knew the law in relation tothe restriction on foreign fishing vessels, 


The treaty does not remove compliance with customs law as to entry. 


[Inclosure 2 in No. 393.] 
Mr. Phelps to Lord Iddesleigh. 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
London, December 2, 1886. 


My Lorp: Referring to the conversation I had the honor to hold with your 
lordship on the 30th November, relative to the request of my Government that 
the owners of the David J. Adams may be furnished with a copy of the original 
reports stating the charges on which that vessel was seized by the Canadian au- 
thorities, I desire now to place before you in writing the grounds upon which 
this request is preferred. 

It will be in the recollection of your lordship, from the previous correspond- 
ence relative to the case of the Adams, that the vessel was first taken possession 
of for the alleged offense of having purchased a small quantity of bait within 
the port of Digby, in Nova Scotia, to be used in lawful fishing. That later ona 
further charge was made against the vessel of aviolation of some custom-house 
regulation, which it is not claimed, so far as I can learn, was ever before insisted 
on in a similar case. I think I have made it clear in my note of the 2d of June 
last, addressed to Lord Rosebery, then foreign secretary, that no act of the 
English or of the Canadian Parliament existed at the time of this seizure which 
legally justified it on the ground of the purchase of bait, even if such an act 
would have been authorized by the treaty of 1818. And it isa natural and strong 
inference, as I have in that communication pointed out, that the charge of vio- 
lation of custom-house regulations was an afterthought, brought forward in 
order to sustain proceedings commenced on a different charge and found un 
tenable. 

In the suit that is now going on inthe admiralty court at Halifax, for the pur- 
pose of condemning the vessel, still further charges have beenadded. And the 
Ciovernment of Canada seek to avail themselves of a clause in the act of the 
Canadian Parliament of May 22, 1868, which is in these words: “In case a dis- 
pute arises as to whether any seizure has or has not been legally made, or as to 
whether the person seizing was or was not authorized to seize under this act 
* * * the burden of proving the illegality of the seizure shall be on the owner 
or claimant,”’ 

L can not quote this provision without saying that it is,in my judgment, in 
violation of the principles of natural justice, as well as those of the common 
law. Thataman should be charged by police or executive officers with the 
commission of an offense and then be condemned upon trial unless he can 
prove himself to be innocent is a proposition that is incompatible with the 
fundamental ideas upon which the administration of justice proceeds. But it 
is sought in the present case to carry the proposition much further, and to hold 
that the party inculpated must not only prove himself innocent of the offense 
on which his vesse! was seized, but also of all other charges upon which it 
might have been seized that may be afterward brought forward and set up at 
the trial. 

Conceiving that if the clause I have quoted from the act of 1868 can have effect 
(if allowed any effect at all) only upon the charge on which the vessel was origi- 
nally seized, and that seizure for one offense can not be regarded as prima facie 
evidence of guilt of another, the counsel for the owners of the vessel have ap- 
plied to the prosecuting officers to be furnished with a copy of the reports made 
to the Government of Canada in connection with the seizure of the vessel, either 
by Captain Scott, the seizing officer, or by the collector of customs at Digby, in 
order that it might be known to the defendant and be shown on trial what the 
charges are on which the seizure was grounded, and which the defendant is re- 
quired to disprove, This most reasonable request has been refused by the 
prosecuting officers. 

Under these circumstances Iam instructed by my Government to request of 
Her Majesty's Government that the solicitors for the owners of the David J. 
Adams in the suit pending in Halifax may be furnished, for the purposes of the 
trial thereof, with copies of the reports above mentioned. And I] beg to remind 
your lordship that there is no time to be lost in giving the proper direction if it 

to be in season for the trial, which, as lam informed, is being pressed. 


1 have, etc., ’ 
E. J. PHELPS. 

The Adams would have had this cause of grievance under proposed 
treaty. 

It has been pointed out in my note to Lord Iddesleigh, above mentioned, that 
the 3-mile limit referred to in this act is claimed by the Canadian Government 
to include considerable portions of the high seas, such as the Bay of Fundy, the 
Bay of Chaleur, and similar waters, by drawing the line from headland to 
headland, and that American fishermen had been excluded from those waters 
accordingly. : a 

It has been seen also that the term “any purpose not permitted by treaty” is 
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held by that Government to comprehend every possible act of human int 
course, except only the four purposes named in the treaty—shelter, re; 
wood, and water. 

Under the provisions of the recent act, therefore, and the Canadian interpr 
tion of the treaty, any American fishing vessel that may venture into a Cana 
harbor, or may have occasion to pass through the very extensive waters thus x 
prehended, may be seized at the discretion of any one of numerous suborii) 
officers, carried into port, subjected to search and the examination of her mas j 
ter upon oath, her voyage broken up, and the vessel and cargo confiscate ! 
it shall be determined by the local authorities that she has ever even posted . : 
received a letter or landed a passenger in any part of Her Majesty’s domin ; 


in America. ‘ . 3 
And it is publicly announced in Canada that a larger fleet of cruisers i: |» 6 





prepared by the authorities, and that greater vigilance will be exerted un tli 
part in the next fishing season than in the last. 

The treaty does not benefit the Americans in the matters referred to 
in this extract. 

It is in the act to which the one above referred to is an amendment that is found 
the provision to which I drew attention in a note to Lord Iddesleigh of Dec: 
ber 2, 1886, by which it is enacted that in case a dispute arises as to whether a 
seizure has or has not been legally made, the burden of proving the illega 
of the seizure shall be upon the owner or claimant. 7 

In his reply to that note of January 11, 1887, his lordship intimates that t ‘ 
provision is intended only toimpose upona person claiming alicense the burd« : 
of proving it. Buta reference to the act shows that such is by no means tl 
striction of the enactment. It refers in the broadest and clearest terms to 
seizure that is made under the provisions of the act, which covers the wh 
subject of protection against illegal fishing; and it applies not only to the pr 
of a license to fish, but to all questions of fact whatever, necessary to a dete: oh 
nation as to the legality of a seizure or the authority of the person making i 

It is quite unnecessary to point out what grave embarrassments may arise i) 
the relations between the United States and Great Britain under such adminis 
tration as is reasonably to be expected of the extraordinary provisions of t! 
act and its amendment, upon which it is not important at this time further to & 
comment, 

It will be for Her Majesty’s Government to determine how farits sanction 
support will be given to further proceedings, such as the United States Gov: 
ment have now repeatedly complained of and have just ground to apprel é 
may be continued by the Canadian authorities. 

sentisa “a . . . 

This unusual provision would still be in force under the propos x 
treaty. t 
MISCELLANEOUS, i 

Sarah H. Prior.—Boston, Mass. Refused the restoration of a lost seine, w! 
was found by a Canadian schooner, December, 1895. 

Abbey A. Snow.—Injury to this vessel has not been reported to the De; 
ment of State. 

Eliza A. Thomas,—Injury to this vessel has not been reported to the De; 
ment of State. 


The whole thing is summed up in this: Until you have changed ti 
spirit, the temper, and the purpose of Canada to compel, what: 
may be the policy adopted by the American people, a change in ou: of 
fiscal regulations, the admission of their fish free to our market, y e 
will have these countless grievances still going on. I do not x 
that in any considerable number of cases it can be truly said that 1 é 
probability of their recurrence is diminished, and wherever it can 
so said you will find that an arrangement is made out of which m« 
difficulty and dispute and disagreement, the purpose of Canad. 





maining the same, are likely to occur. & 
When I rose I supposed I should say what I had to say in ten 01 a 


teen minutes; but I have been led to enlarge upon it somewhat, 
will not detain the Senate by going carefully or thoroughly th: 
the whole range. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it can not be important for me to 
state or reargue the positions which I took when | had occasion to ¥ 
dress the Senate on the general attitude of the two great nations . 
wards the subject of this fisheries treaty. I had then approach 
stage in my observations when I should take up the detailed arti 
pointed out, not perhaps with so much precision as to what seemed 
me a general and peremptory condemnation of them, nor shall I 1 
undertake to occupy very much time with them. 

3ut before I take them up, I must dispose of two topies that ha 
been introduced here, narrow in their scope and yet of some im; 
tance. <A justification has been attempted for this supervision, 
straint, disturbance, and molestation of usin the exercise of ou1 
ery rights in waters where we have a right, and where we are 
and undertaking to go. These objections and complaints of ow 
met by referring to ordinary cases of custom-house regulations 
their enforcement. All nations in commercial relations unders| 
the commercial necessities and the protection of the revenue by 
toms regulations. All inspect the provision in the laws of those 
whom they have commercial intercourse; and wherever they find 
element or any clause that interferes with justice and partakes 0! 
pression, they bring it always to the notice of the Governmen 
complaint, and have it conform to the necessity and just requisi 
collecting the revenue, and not to go beyond it. 

Now how does that operation take place—upon the vessel or 
cargo or the master or the crew? Whenthey have come into our} 
they are to be submitted to our laws, and our laws are only to ol)! 
them to conform to the commercial regulations which they hav 
cepted and under which they have undertaken to carry on comme! 
Summary and peremptory are the regulations, but they are neit! 
unjust nor oppressive; and in our establishment of the customs by « 
statutes, whenever there comes to be an execution of a complaint t! 
would end in a forfeiture or a fine, our statute opens it to the Secret 
of the Treasury to remit it himself upon any evidence, not that t 
fault has not been committed, not that the forfeiture has not take» 
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pia t that the act complained of has not been done with intent to 
a 

I ikes it snitable betw n is to exe te these peremptory 

and universal regulations, but tempered always with the proposition 

cess as easy as almost any petition for remission of a fin 

ly tisfaction, not, I say, upon whether the forfeiture has taken 


lation has oceurred, but whether it was done with in- 


igh ignorance or from inadvertence. 
iou nt of encroachment upon our 
il intercoursé tis a fraud perpetrated upon us through 
false invoices, undervaluations, or manifests that are corrupt. We 
receded now from the extreme pretensions on that point, and have 
led a regular process for condemnation, and in those causes the 
burden of proof is thrown on the person who entered the ¢ t 
that they were undervalued We have required that, and 1 
quired it to be a part of our condemnation to prove that there was 
fraudulent intent. 











There is another subject. TheSenator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN 
} alluded to our regulations in regard to commerce seeking our ports, 
t ight within four leagues, I think it is, to board a vessel in refer- 
ence to its manifest and its lading and all the inspection necessary to 
ct us against a surprise upon us in a meditated fraud. That does 
ot rest upon any dominion over the seas that we have. That rests 
upon the control we have over vessels that are seeking our ports, and 


the moment we stop a ship that is not to come to our port we violate 
her rights. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the Cana- 
di rovernment has the same right over fishing vessels seeking her 
ports? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam only discussing this. You may discuss your 
subject, but I will dispose of this. If we arrest a vessel which is not 
seeking our ports, an apology is to be made for interrupting her. We 
had no right to fire a gun across her bow; we had no right to board 
her, and if we do board her and find that she is not seeking our port 
then it is an interruption of her voyage which requires an apology. 

I agree that nations are polite and conciliatory towards each other 
when no vexatious policy is shown on our part towards them, or on 
their part towards us. It is not a question of the domination of the 

Tt is a question of the regulation of commerce, and this is a ques- 
tion of very great importance. 

I had occasion to discuss with the Spanish Government when we had 
conditions of disturbance in the Island of Cuba, and that government 
y planning to exercise power to stop our vessels and board them in 
the pursuit of their commerce seeking the Gulf of Mexico in the chan- 
iels that brought them within the 3 leagues that they claimed the 
ri ght over. I contested any such rig! htexcept in war, and the fact that 
they had no state of war on that island did not permit them to inter- 
rupt our commerce, although the channels and the currents betwee 
the island — us to pass within the 6 miles. That is the differ- 
ence between the two subjects, and it is of great importance. 

Now, I have undertaken to show that we have reached a stage when 

ll that we needed to do was to take up with Great Britain in a direct, 
nd, of course, a conciliatory temper, but in a direct intercourse on the 
question of what those < laims about headlands are. Draw them on the 
iap; let us see them, with the British contention behind the 1m. We 
have net er done that yet. We hear about headlands and headlands, 
nd about bays and the j jaws of the land, and all that sort of thing. 
Wh r we want to know is what you intend to insist upon in regard to 


this headland notion, mention of which is not found in the treaty of 


1818, nor any foundation for it whatever. What is it that you call 
headlands, and what are your fink s across.the high seas between head- 
lands and headlands? And when we have heard what those! 
ve then have to say our lines are soand so. And if we can get t along 
by a concession between us which admits of an arrangement by which 
hat ‘bors and bays that are accorded to you in that light may be receded 
from by us, but in regard to our fishing in re gions that are open a a8] i 
of the high seas, outside of the 3 miles, we propose to fish there, ane d 
we do not pr opose to fish there or to be excluded from fishing there by 
any domination on your side as to what the law and the interpretation 
of that treaty is. 

But if it is necessary, as in the case of the French and English px 
session of a fishery, that the fishing grounds shall be patrolled by the 
ships of both nations, and an authority, a tribunal, and an examina 
tion that shall besummary, without oppression, and shall be impartial 
between them, then we take as matter of complaint one si 
other of the actual dimensions of our encroachments and of your > fs sist 
ence upon them, and then they are like other grievances that are to hi 
adjusted between two nations according to the magnitude of the creat 
interests between them, obliterating of course all these subjects o 
contention, all these great topics of peace, of enlargement, of civiliza 
tion. 

Now we have reached that stage. What would have been the very 
narrow subject then, even if contrary to the judgment of Con : 
treaty was to be proposed ? Why, it would not be confined to that sub- 
ject to find out what this treaty of 1818 meant, and then how we could 
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go on and exercise our competition until we brought it to a head, of 
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cise of neighborly attitude to us was secured in respect to our rights, and 
that a proper ter! rmen and our fishing vessels 
by our G act in contravention of our 
right. As , " leave that to th attitude 
of these tw ns, which must hold, | say, an attitude towards 
} } » that 3+ sort + > ' han x +) 
each other that is much higher and m ore comprehensive than 


our attitude about the Canadian fisheries. 
Now, let us look at this tre aty itself. 
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and sturdily in our contentions up to this time as to what those trea- 
ties meant? Let us read this famous Article I. It is as follows: 


The high contracting parties agree to appoint a mixed commission to delimit— | 


I suppose that means to mark off— 
in the manner provided in this treaty, the British waters, bays, creeks, and 
harbors of the coasts of Canada and of Newfoundland, as to which the United 
States, by Article l of the convention of October 20, 1818, between the United 
States and Croat Brit , renounced forever any liberty to take, dry, or cure 
fir 


y proposed to us to sign our names to now, and that 
wn not according to aconvention now agreed upon, but ac- 
cording to our renunciation in 1818. I donot know but that we can 
decide that, as it seems to me, if we understand what it means; but 
under it larks a confession that all these new lines which we draw, 
which might be accommodated to our necessities, to our wishes, to our 
contention, must be in the delimitation of ‘‘the British waters, bays, 
creeks, and harbors of the coast of Canadaand of Newfoundland.’’ Do 
we agree that between headlands and the high seas, inclosing the high 
seas, that between great bays 21 miles wide all interior waters are 
sritish waters? Why make us confess that? All we have to do for 
he purpose of this convention is to say that we shall not fish there, and 
hat is enough. Draw the line, we fish only on one side. Butitisa 
matter of very great importance that under these generalities we should 
not be brought into a general confession that whatever we may agree 
to in regard to fishing on this line, or whether we are not to concede 
that of the other side, is British waters within the sense of closed seas. 

Now, the third and fourth articles 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator in regard to the first 
article, if that article should be adopted in the form in which it ap- 
pears to be, substantially an agreement that the original treaty of 1818 
was as there construed, is it not an abandonment of all our claims for 
lamages, insult, and injury in the past, and an admission that in all 
hose claims set up we were wrong? 





is a line dra 





Mr. EVARTS. Undoubtedly, if we with our open eyes sign the 


clauses of that treaty; and that may be a reason why the two thousand 
cases that are now in the evidence of this Government have not been 
made prominent up to this time. 

Articles [1] and IV pursue these delimitations by lines. We have 
two lineshere. The Senator from Alabama and others have done me the 
honor to refer to a phrase I used in regard to some obscurity and toa 
water demarkation, I expected to find in this treaty some improve- 
ment upon the line. There we had a water line drawn by man and 
nothing else, by whoever knows how to draw a line at sea without a 
shore to measure it by. Now, we have two arrangements here: first, 
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and friendly nations, too? Being inside, we were pursuing that treaty 
fishery there; but it seems there are some places where we could not 
get through without sailing within 3 miles. The treaty of 1818 does 
not curtail our right of sailing anywhere; it is only the right of fishing, 
Thus pitfalls are laid for us all along through this treaty. 

Now we come to Article X, which submits us to local administra- 
tion. We have never had a treaty before which effected that. In the 
lortune Bay incident the topic of contention was whether when by 
treaty rights ; we could fish we were subject to re gulations as to whether 
we were wifhin the rights. What shall we do with a neighboring na- 
tion whose shores mark the fishing grounds if we go there from abroad 
on a contravening and a competing claim with ours and their court 
are to be in judgme nt over us? 
light that I have pointed out the utte 





It is in this } r failure of the ap- 
plication of custom-house regulations and forfeitures. We do not go 
there confessing that we are under forfeiture. The point in dispute is 
whether we are within our rightornot. AsTI said in my observations 
the other day, whe nacruiser there takes our vessel out of the 3-mile 
limit, that vessel has as good aright to reply by force as the other vessel 
has to exercise it. 

Lord Salisbury relinquished any pretension that they had a right to 
make laws, after a treaty had been made with us, that contravened it 
or undertook to construe it or to enforce it, unless it was with our as- 
sent to that regulation. This is now actually thrown away and we 
submit by treaty our competing fishery to the marauding and molest- 
ing regulations of the shore ftisherman’s interest How valuable to us 
is it to have that relation, as if we were going there as a ship with its 
cargo comes into our ports under our laws? We go upthere to fish by 
our own right and by permission, and we do not intend, so far as my 
voice will go here, by treaty edenwahalanads to agree that shore laws 
and shore courts shall be the judges of our international and treaty 
rights. I can not dwell as long as Ishould like to do upon this point. 

Now we come to a very extraordinary clause. It is only the second 
clause of Article XI that I think I need to comment on; but because | 
pass over other clauses it does not follow that they are not objection. 
able. But we come to this great liberality in the second clause of Ar- 


ticle XI: 


of lines which mark themselves, the division between our fishing rights 


and theirs; and others that afte r the line is drawn give us 3 miles sea- 
ward out of a sea line. 

Suppose these nations are unable to agree which side of 3 miles from 
the shore a veese sl was found? Whounder heaven could expect to find 
out whi ther a sloop was within or without a water line 3 miles from 


another water tia. I should like to know? 


Why are we putting our | 


heads lete Gian sh of inextricablequarrels? If they would only mark | 


their lines and then put a light-house at each end of them and a fog- 
horn there to warn us off, we might know where our lines were; but 


nobody vould give us a line 3 miles seaward outside of a sea line. Is | 


there any place there on that inner line where they can plant a cannon 
to reach out to seaward 3 miles in ourexclusion? Itis an idle and an 
absurd proposition, and shows with conclusive force the character of 
the pretensions of Great Britain, The treaty of 1818 never measured 
or undertook to measure anything buta water line from the shore, where 
we fished for twenty years without anybody’s questioning it. I would 
not make a treaty of this kind unless I wished to give to Great Britain 
all that she wants and to cut off all that we now claim. 

I come next to an extraordinary article, and that is Article V: 

Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include within the common 
watlers— 

That is, our waters. 
common waters— 
any such interior portions of any bays, creeks, or harbors as can not be reached 
from the sea without passing within the 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I 
of the convention of October 20, 1818, 

What does that mean? It means, if it means anything, that there 
are fishing waters to which we have a right, even by the demarkations 
or delimitations, but that the currents and the tides may oblige us to 
seek that open fishing ground by keeping nearer the shore than 3 miles. 
Here, for the first time in the history of international arrangements, 
navigation—not fishing, but navigation—is shut to us within the 3 
miles. I pointed out to the Senate, I think, by irrefragable authorities 
and reasoning that there is no pretense on the part of any nation that 
in time of peace it has aright to interfere with navigation on the high 
seas. 

Do Senators know whatthatmeans? Do those whosigned this treaty 
on our part know what it means? Why put it there unless it means 
something % ? It means what I have propounded or it means nothing. 
Shall we sign a treaty that we will give up the right of navigation be- 

cause tide and currents fall within a 3-mile belt—between neighboring 


They do not wish to keep themselves out of 


Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid coasts of 
anuada or of Newfoundland— 

It is at established ports of entry only at which we can make these 
purchases— 
for the homeward voyage, such provisions and supplies as are ordinarily sold 
to trading vessels, shall be granted to United States fishing vessels in such ports, 
promptly upon application and without charge, 

Supposing we need the supplies in the ports of refuge that we hav: 
gone into that are not ports of entry, how are we ever going to get out 
of them under this treaty by the relaxation, as it is called, of trading 
and protective arrangements? We do not encounter storms in front 
ports of entry; we encounter them wherever we are fishing and wher 
ever the storms and the waves rage about us. Now comes an extraoi 
dinary proposition: 

And such vessels, having obtained licenses in the manner aforesaid— 

None but vessels that are in these ports, de- 
They can not then provide 
We did not go there for 


What can get those? 
siring to provide for a homeward voyage. 
for going out to sea to continue their fishing. 


| the sake of coming home; we went there for the purpose of fishing 


through the season on the high seas, having that fishery guarantied to 


| us by the treaty of 1783, without molestation, and the resorts for shelter, 


; under false pretenses. 


for repairs, and, as I pointed out, for wood and water; forall that those 
coasts should furnish what we needed. Having got a right to g 
home, if we underto ok to sail out fishing we should be forfeited clearly 
because we would have violated their laws and had obtained a license 
Having that right to load to go home, this 


clause was introduced: 


| ator from New York will suspend. 


And such vessels— 

It seems to me to be plainly limited to ‘‘such,’’ that is those havi: 
the predicament of a right to a license and getting it— 

And such vessels, having obtained licenses in the manner stoneenia, shal! also 
be accorded upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of casual or need 
| provisions and supplies isare ordinarily granted to the tradin o*veaniaes buts 1 
provisions or supplies shall not be obtained by barter, nor purchased for resa 
or trafic. 


The PI 





RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArRIs in the chair). The Se: 
Under the consent of a few days 
since, the debate was to close at 6 o’clock to-day, and the last t 


| hours of that time were to be occupied by the friends of the treaty, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Pp 


the present occupant of the chair understands the agreement reierr 
to. It is the duty of the Chair simply to call attention to that fa 
at this hour, it being now 4 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the hour of 6 o’clock a 


which the debate was to stop be extended so much time further as tli 
Senator from New York shall occupy in his argument. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. HOAR. 
roceed ? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 


This evening? 
Yes, this evening. 
And that the Senator from New York be permitted to 
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by the friends of the treaty. 
Mr. TELLER. Ido not think that 
Senator from New York takes that mucl 


longer it will be all right. 


Mr. GRAY. Whatever time is taken by the Se: 


to-day will be given to-morrow. 
Mr. TELLER. Everybody else is cut 
Mr. GRAY. If he takes less than an 
an hour to-morrow. 


Mr. MORGAN. We only want two hou 


Mr. GRAY. That is all. 
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106 miles wide; others are drawn 21 miles across, and all that. What 
does this mean? Where are your lines of demarkation down here? 
Where are your limits? Atone fell swoop you introduce Great Britain 
into joint fishing interests along our coasts. Has England demanded 
it? Whyshould it be given? What are we paid for it? We are not 
paid by fishing rights up there, because the fishing rights we get are 
the fishing rights that the treaties gave us. 

On the face of this delimitation it is to give us what was gained by 
the delimitations of our renunciation in 1818. Do the Florida, the 
North Carolina, and the Virginia fishermen, as well as the Jersey and 
the Long Island and the eastern coast fishermen, understand that this 
Government has waked up and traded away our exclusive fisheries, 
whatever by the law o. nations were so exclusive? If it means some- 
thing less, point out to us what it means. The largest construction 
that will be put on it, after we have signed this treaty, we may relv 
upon the provincials insisting upon. If there is a limitation, show it; 
read it; let it not be a new quarrel as to what is accorded. If it comes 
to trading interesis, we give them trading interests now by our own 
laws, by our own principles of intercourse and humanity. So it is not 
for that, but we give them now a great deal more than they give us. 
So it must be when you say that fishing vessels shall have all the priv- 
ileges which are mentioned in this treaty. That means of course the 
other treaties, because this is ingrafted on to the other treaties. It 
means after this treaty is made, and is applied to the old one, and se- 
cured, and through all time. 

Do the people of the United States think that they are in an atti- 
tude towards Great Britain or Great Britain towards us to demand that 
we shall share our fisheries with them? It is not within the four cor- 
ners of the negotiation; it is not in the breast of an American unless 
in the breast of the Secretary of State and the signatories to this con- 
vention; nor is it in theirs with any consciousness of the extended and 
illimitable region that we are drawn into by the clauses of this article. 

Article X1V has been commented on in detail by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], who addressed us to-day. All this isa 


part of our treaty agreement, that our rights and their pursuit there | 
are to be subject to the laws, the courts, and the processes of the courts | 


there. I pointed out what I consider the rights. If we are to have a 
line drawn between us, then we are to have our treatment not as that 
of marauders any more than they are marauders when they interfere 
with us. This is not a case of prize condemnation; this is not a con- 
dition of constant hostilities; this is to be a treaty where under just 
claims there may come to be misunderstanding. When we are accused 
of perverseness, evasion, frauds, then let Great Britain complain to us 
of it, and we shall meet them in the way that any nation should meet 
imputations of that kind; but to say that across the line of disputation 
we are to submit to the exclusive control not only of laws that they 
have passed, but of any laws that they choose to pass, it will be a long 
while before a Senate of the United States will give its consent to put 
our yoke under a construction of disputed rights, honest claims against 
the treatment, decision, and enforcement of a foreign court. 

It has been our subject of complaint all along, in 1843, in 1852, in 
1856, when the alleviations were not intercepted by giving the free 
fish market to the provincials, that we were marauded. And I read 
the letter of Mr. Bayard, the Secretary of State, where he very in- 
telligently and very firmly pointed out that the object of these pro- 
cedures against us was to deprive us of our rights of fishing, and had 
drawn from an authority in the provinces the conclusion that that was 
exactly what he meant. 

Article XV I do not need to talk about. It takes no effect, but it 
is a very extraordinary proposition to put in, that our giving our 
market is to be counterbalanced by what? By their giving us their 
market for fish that we catch. That is one of those interesting ex- 
changes of equalities—as if we ever sent fish into their market. They 
have their own market to themselves. Down here we should like to 
have our own market. But then this admirable exchange is made: 
“Give us your market and we will give you our market!’ ‘‘Coals to 
Newcastle !’’ An interesting interchange of commerce—our carrying 
fish there. 

And then, what is thrown in? Why this very limited, close stipu- 
lation of what we shall get then? We shall not even barter up there. 
If they have got our market, and we have got fish to give for bait, we 
ean not barter, or, if we have anything else to exchange, we can not 
barter. Yet the liberality is to be opened up, thrown wide open, be- 
eause we give them our market. 
advantages that we shall have when, without any stipulation, we give 
them in our ports every privilege enumerated there, and every other 
that ordinary commercial intercourse and hospitality could give. And 
so it comes out exactly as I stated, that the demonstrations of our ex- 
perience under the treaty of 1871 and under the treaty of 1854 showed 
us that the inshore fisheries that they thought so much of as an equiva- 
lent for an interchange with us for our market were of no value. It 
was demonstrated to them, although they pretended it was worth 
$15,000,000—and they got five and a half millions! So, too, the in- 
terchange of productions on each side of the line has been proved to 
our merchants and producers as not valuable to them. 

As I sail in my speech, they have nothing but molestation to trade 


And here is a close enumeration of 
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in, inany reciprocating use, and they bring it here; and nothing that 
they give you is toward relaxing their irritations, theirexclusions, but 
toward reduction of our entertainment and hospitality. 
And now, after all that, there is another provision, for they must 
have equivalents all the time. The treaty says: 
The like privileges shall be continued or given to fishing vessels of Canad. 
and Newfoundland on the Atlantic coasts of the United States. 
One would suppose that when we left off at the close of the Revolu- 
tion and became independent, although we owned a half of the fishery 
up there and obtained it by firm treaty, too, Great Britain owned half 
our fishery along our coast! For they come here and talk about di- 
viding up and say, ‘‘Why, give us half your rights, too; why not? 
Among friendly nations who would stand on aquestion abouta fishery ?”’ 
It all comes to this: we thought that we, that Congress could settle the 
question of hospitality by reciprocal legislation. 
What we had given them in advance and was denied to us we could 
redress, either by requiring equal hospi ality there or refusing our hos- 
pitality here. Now, they take up that and say to us, ‘ Well, if you 
will give us one-half of your fishery here, we will give up one-half 0: 
the hospitality to you that you show to us.’’ And thus we swap of 
our privileges on this new equality betweenus. ‘‘ We will accept your 
arrangement of giving up half your fisheries that are in disputeif you will 
giveup half the hospitality.’’ But no, they must have our coast fisheries 
to boot, from one end tothe other, and our negotiators threw them in! 
Mr. President, if the Senate rejects this treaty, as it will, you will 
see the opening to quiet and repose in the Northeastern fisheries. 
They are governed there by an addiction to their interests in common 
with the rest of the world, and our relations to them are vastly mor 
important to them than their relations to us are to us. And we are 
not going to weigh and compare the arrangements of good neighbor- 
hood between us on a mere question of fisheries. We intend to hay: 
this neighbor of ours friendly in act and conduct from one end of its 
Atlantic to its Pacific coast on the principles of justice and equality. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, through the indulgence of my friend, 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], who is to close this debate, 
I propose to take a very few moments to reply to some of the point 
that have been made this afternoon by those who are opposing the rat- 
ification of this treaty. I shall not be able in the time to which I hay: 
limited myself to reply fully to the questions of the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts [Mr. HoAr|. I should be glad to do so, because anything 
coming from that Senator is worthy of a reply; but I think that in the 
course of this debate these questions have all been sufficiently dealt 
with and put it out of the power of any one to say that the points made 
by him have not been adverted toand replied to by Senators on this side. 
Iam glad that the Senator from New York [ Mr. EVARTS] has this 
afternoon supplemented his long speech of a few days ago, for I listened 
fortwo days to the Senator with greatinterest. His speech was a philo- 
sophical disquisition on a great many matters which I could not sce 
specially touched the treaty now before the Senate; and I felt som: 
what like the good old Scotch lady who, when asked by her ministe: 
whether she understood the sermon in which she appeared so mach 
interested, replied ‘‘I wad na ha’ the presumption.’’ I do not know 
that I would have the presumption to understand the argument of thie 
Senator from New York so far as the treaty was concerned in his two 
day’s speech, although I was interested in it. 
But to-day the Senator has come to discuss the articles of the treats 
in detail, and wehave from him a definite proposition; and I am glad, 
Mr. President, that it is now apparent that those who are opposing t 
ratification of this treaty have been driven by the stress of argumen' 
when they come at last to consider the treaty itself in the person ot 
their most distinguished advocate to confess the weakness of the grown 
of opposition that can be displayed in the Senate to making this most 
admirable treaty a part of the law of the land. 
I understood the Senator from New York distinctly and categorically 
to say that he objected to this treaty because it gave to the fishermen 
of Canada and to the inhabitants of Great Britain complete, full, a 
absolute rights of fishery all along the Atlantic coast from Eastport to 
the southernmost points of Florida. That I understood to be his con 
tention. 
Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will allow meto put ina caution which | 
insisted upon. I was not giving the reasons that I had for not engag- 
ing in this negotiation or in this treaty. That was not my point. | 
had given the reasons against negotiation and against the treaty; but 
taking up the treaty to be looked at as if it were a negotiation mace, 
and that ought to be made, I pointed out distinctly what precluded 
me from any possibility of supporting it. 
Mr. GRAY. Exactly. I did not, then, misunderstand the Senat 
He states now, and we are to infer from the prominence which he gi\«s 
it, that a principal reason for his objecting to the ratification of tll: 
treaty is that the twelfth article thereof admits to a participation 1" 
all the fisheries of the territorial waters of the States from Maine to 
Florida the Canadian and British fishermen. 
Having, then, a distinct proposition between us, if I can convin™ 
Senators on that side, or on any side of this Chamber, as I undeztak: 
here to do, that that proposition is utterly without foundation, 1s ut- 
terly groundless, then I think I have a right to call upon the Senator 
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Ei Why, Mr. President, they are all waters in which, by Article I of the | discussed this afternoon ? 
¢ i treaty of 1818, we have renounced any right of fishing at all, and there Che twelfth article has been en a prominence : 
fore the privlieges that are secured to Canadian fishermen in our waters New York which I admit no other Senator has given t 
1 not by any possibility refer to fishing rights. IX h: o been alluded to by him, and he has broadly d t 
Che aforesaid waters as recited in Article I of this treaty are plainly | report of the majority of the Committee on Foreign ke tas 
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j e mann r pro ledint tr ty, the British waters, bays, creeks, and har- ners of that article. : 
i bors of the coasts of Canada and of ! fo indland, as to whi h the United States, 4 , 1 : 
z by l > I f the conv tion of +r 20, 1818, between the United States and Che Senator from New York, as I understood him, cont: 
; Gre it Bs ai renounced forever any lil ty to take, dry, or cure fish, . Article XI by its pecuilar language gives these ri ‘ 
[ I put it to ‘iineene lor of Senators, I put it to their judgment and con- | }74 SUPPies that are ordinarily sold to trading vessels 
science, whether an objection like this to this treaty needs any other | the measure of the privilege—a | provisions and all supplies 
unswer than the one I have made by simply reading the language of trading vessels ordinarily need and procure, only to thos ~ 
Article XII andofArticleI. Idonot need to repeat the remarks I made | — that are on the homeward voyage The President who sends 
the other day in regard to a paper over the name of Mir. Lavi Wéeel- us tl i t eaty tells us that it means something else, and that tl ddi- 
bury, in which he made this contention—in which I referred to the | wonal < ause, “such vessels having obtained licenses in the mannet 
fact that the privileges ur d by this treaty were not and could not aforesa d shall also be accorded upon all occasions such facilities for 
be tortured into being fis ¢ privileges at all. This ie not am inde the pur se of casual or needful provisions and supplies as me 
‘ pendent treaty, conferring  tataet tabery it is a treaty of interpreta- | narily granted to the trading vessels,’’ means just what it s 
ion of the treaty of 1818, by which, as we contend, we have secured that American fishing vessels on all occasions can supply ther 
to American fishermen pretty much all those rights and privileges, with provisions and everything that is ordinarily sold to a t 
commercial rights and privileges for which they have clamored so long. essel 
am gl as I said at the outset, that the Senator from New York if that be true, is not that a vi irge and broad provision secu 
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' he can dwell with more earnestness and more emphasis than this com- privilege of the clause preceding, if there was a privilege? 
i pletely flimsy and groundless charge, that this treaty confers any fish- Mr. GRAY. I will come to that in one moment, if the Ser 


ery rights on Canadian or British fishermen in the territorial waters of | PeT™!¢ me. 





the States of this Union. Now, the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations admits that 
I said something the othe r day to this effect, that a treaty that at- |)! S'S arlicie has the meaning which I attribute to it, it would 
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port, as I believe, « , Democrat in this body—that we do not be- the whole British pretension on the subject and put our fishing v: 3 
lieve that the ‘ overnment of 1e United States has the right to barter | "PO all subjects ot provisions and supplies up 1 the same t 
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State of Maine have each valuable territorial fisheries which can not | _.~° h tis admitted—admitted, I presume, by the Senator from 

be impaired, can not be diminished under the treaty-making power | NeW ‘ rtainly admitted by the Committee on Foreign Relati 

( of the General Government. The treaty of 1871 di d attempt to do | °% which the Senator from New York is a member—that this 

s that thing, and under its strict language Canadian fishermen could | #" important concession, and, if susceptible of the construct 

s claim the t right to fish in Chesapeake Bay, but I think that the State | 1 now say belongs to it, would give to American fishing vessels a p 

* of Maryland could have asserted, and that the United States Supreme Liege in ‘ oe ports that is both valual le and large, 


Court would have supported her in asserting, her territorial sovereignty | 2¢Vet before has been conceded. And this is no longer to 


























over all those waters, and that her municipal law would, by its own | ¢*tension of comity or hospitality which can be withdrawn at | , 
: vigor, have protected her own citizens from any encroachments at- but a right secured forever by solemn treaty stipulatior 
a tempted to be made by Canadian fishermen. ‘ | I said that the President conceived that to | 
ty If that is the doctrine of Senators on the other side, that the United | article. We will not discuss questions of grammar or whet 
States can give away the territorial waters of a State, then I say the | ©'© 'S Some what confused in the juxtaposition of its ¢ . 
»vereignty of the States is not safe in their keeping. I donot believe | dealing with things far more important than this. it I wo 
hat the people of this country distrust or ever have distrusted a Dem- | i!; in the opinion of any Senators, such a meaning as I contend 
ocratic administration as regards the foreign relations of this country. | to this clause is not perfectly apparent, and if a more restricted me 
The conduct of those administrations in this regard has brought glory | belongs properly to this clause of Article XI, v — 
and honor to our country’s name, and has added many an illustrious | t® Vote for an amendment which will make p uly ¢ ma 
page to American history. . that be the doctrine of the Republican | be obscure, and really put beyond cavil and beyond d 
party, that the United States Government can so deal with the rights | article means? For I say very candidly to the Senator that if it doe 
of the States, then I say we may fear trusting them as the custodians | 20& ™ean W hat I say it does | am very much mistaker ud I 
of our foreign relations where they may use as counters, in a political | Willing to vote for the confirmation of this treaty \ 
gamble, the sovereignty and jurisdiction of any of the States of this | its amendment in that respect 
Union. Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow 
[do not believe, Mr. President, that notwithstanding all that we Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 
a have heard here in the way of boastfulness as to the power of this coun- | Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must be aware that Sir Char] 
3 try and as to what Republican administrations have done to maintain | TYPper distinctly repudiates any such interpretation as he now puts 
3 I do not believe that the people of this country are ready yet to | upon the article. The Senator will allow me to read a clat I 
af transfer power into hands that would maintain a doctrine like this, | ©batles Tupper’s remarks. Hes 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware bevan at 
half past 4 and ¢ losed at aquarter past 5. That is three quarters of an 
! s the Chair understands. 


Mr. MORGAN Well, Mr. President, I will proceed. In the con 
duct of this debate it has fallen to my lot to speak at odd times when 
other Senators were not prepared to proceed with the debate, and in 
that way I have been compelled to break in fragments the remat 
that { desired to make, and so have not had an opportunity for maki: 


a consecutive argument upon tie articles of the treaty. I never at- 
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tempted it until | took the floor on Friday, when I was cut off by an | 


interference ith the arrangement for closing the debate 


Senate knows about I have deferred a discussion of the merits of the 
treaty until | could hear from Senators on the other side, and until we 
out of the way a concerted series of collateral and unnecessary 
issues under which it has evidently been the purpose to bury this ques- 
tion and confuse the public mind. 

When I was cut off to-day by our agreement I had a hope that I 
should have an opportunity of going on until I could get through with 
my argument this evening. If Senators do not wish to stay until so 
late an hour, I suppose the Presiding Officer will remain. We can get 
a prothonotary to take down my remarks, and I can have the benefit 
ofa part of the time of which I was deprived by the adjournment over 
Saturday, by the action of Senators on this side, in disregard of the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. 

When I was taken from the floor this morning under that broken 
agreement, I had taken the position, which I reiterate now, as it has 
been reiterated by other Senators, that in the delimitations made in 
the treaty of 1888 Great britain gave up two-thirds of her pretensions 
in regard to the area of the renunciation in the treaty of 1818, and we 
gave up one-third, so that there was a reciprocity, a sufficient reci- 
procity in that feature of the treaty of 1888 for excluding the American 
fishermen from certain bays that are therein designated, and with 
reference to which certain fixed delimitations are made in the treaty 
itseil 

I was also proceding to show that some of these people who reside 
} 1 


could get 


which the | 


back in the very interior of these countries to which these long bays | 


extended were doubtless anxious to have shut out from intercourse and 
communication with them foreign fishermen, because they have had a 
great many severe trials on this subject, not the leastamong them being 
Sunday incident of our fishermen in Fortune Bay, in reference to 
which the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] is said to have 


day morning’s fishing there by our people. Smuggling has been car- 
ried on, according to the British contention and British representation, 
freely in those deep bays and secluded creeks and coves of the rock- 


bound shores, and other practices by foreign fishermen that were of- | 


fensive to the moral sense of the quiet and orderly Acadians who live 
in quiet simplicity in the hamlets described by Mr. Waggerman. 

It is a subject to which the Government of the United States has had 
its attention called by the British Government on several occasions, 
and I take it that it is the right and duty of the Government of Great 


Britain, so far as it may be able to do so, to regulate the approach of 


vessels that have a commission to approach the coast in such a manner 
as that they shall not be engaged in smuggling or have opportunity to 
smuggle or to rudely disturb the peace of those people. I, therefore, 
have not felt that we were giving up anything that was of any real 
value to us, and were securing them against intrusion, because the 
Committee on Foreign Relations have said that the fishing there was 


of no value at all, and that has been reiterated by the Senator from | 


Maine time and again, as to the value of the right of fishery in these 
bays. In some of these discursive debates that we have had here | 


ved such a wonderful victory in getting some $75,000 for a Sun- | 


| clause that prohibited navigation. 
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Mir. BLAIR. Ido not know that the Senator from Maine can say | If we have to go over to the Pacific with a line 3 miles from our shore, 


established upon a principle of acknowledged international law, we 
are to admit the people of all nations to come and fish in our waters, 
and shall give that up to foreign countries without any reciprocal ad- 
vantage at all. We will do this recklessly upon a conceded principle 
of international law that this Senate is about to decree; we shall give 
up some of the most important rights and advantages that this nation 
can have in the future, 
With those remarks I pass from the subject of the delimitations 

this treaty, making a reference, however, to the rights of the fishing 
on our coast, under our own laws, which I will now read: 


vessels 


Sec. 4°65. Whenever a vessel, licensed for carrying on the fisheries, is fo 
within 3 leagnes of the coast, with merchandise of foreign growth or manuf 
wre, exceeding the value of $500, without having such permission as is directed 
by the preceding section, such vessel, together with the merchandise of for« 
rowth or manufacture imported therein, shall be subject to seizure and for! 
ure, 





Some of the Senators who have been discussing this matter this after- 

oon, some of tke strongest and ablest Senators on that side, have indi- 
cated the straits to which they have been driven by the stress of this 
debate in a way that is very remarkable. The have culled out from 
this very long debate the points on which they wanted to make a final 
stand after they had really been routed horse, foot, and dragoons from 
the other points in the case; and the Senator from New York submitted 
that fifth article of the treaty and committed himself to propositions 
here. sir, which would do no great credit to a mere novice in diplomacy 
ind in legal construction. This treaty relates only to those portions of 
the waters from which we had been excluded by our renunciation in 
the treaty of 1818. That is distinctly stated in the first article. Then 
following along in consecutive order and making no reference to any 
other waters except those from which we have been excluded, and, in 
fact, having no occasion to make reference to any other waters, for this 
treaty touches no other waters than those, the portion of it regarding 
delimitation, Article V, provides: 

Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include within the common waters 
any such interior portions of any bays, creeks, or harbors as can not be reached 
from the sea without passing within the 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I 
of the convention of October 20, 1818, 

That the Senator from New York said was a navigation clause—a 
It is a clause put in there merely 
for the purpose of indicating with abzslute certainty that these waters, 
the shores of which stand within 6 miles of each other, are not waters 
to any part of which any article of this new treaty was toapply. Then 
going forward to Article XII of the treaty the negotiators say: 

ARTICLE XII. 

Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the Atlantic coast 
of the United States all the privileges reserved and secured by this treaty to 
nite d States fishing vessels in the aforesaid waters of Canada and Newfound- 

ana, 

And there the Senator from New York in his distress finds himself 
compelled to reason on a forced construction of Article XILof thistreaty, 


| and to ignore the express words of the first article in order to find a 


ground of opposition to this treaty, after minute search that is utterly 
untenable, a treaty that would give the people of the United States, i! 
it should be ratified, such very important advantages. The Senato: 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], however, disposes of that matter so com- 
pletely that argument is absolutely unnecessary. 

The ninth article starts off on an independent subject. It says: 

Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or restrict navigation of the Strait 
Canso by fishing vessels of the United States. 

Sufficient reference has heen made in the instructions given by Mr. 
Fish to the Joint High Commission to show that that Strait of Canso in 
1871 was a disputed matter between the United States and Great Brit- 


| ain, and especially it was disputed in respect of the right of our fish 


have also called attention to the fact that the British fish commis- | 


sion have established fish hatcheries and propagation establishments | 


within the bay of Miramichi and some others of these bays the names 
of which I can not recall to mind, and it was doubtless with the view 


of protecting these fishing establishments, which are for the benefit of 


all mankind, that some of these fixed delimitations were put into this 
treaty. 

But, sir, the right of fishing in those bays was a trifling matter and 
it has been soasserted by your Committee on Foreign Relations and by 
the Senators who oppose this treaty. And that surely can not bea 
substantial argument against a delimitation which includes bays that 
are less than 10 miles wide. The example for that, as I have had oc- 
casion to mention in some remarks made by me heretofore, is found in 
the arrangements between maritime countries in their modern trea- 
ties relating to fishing. ‘They have changed the rule so as to shut out 


ing vessels to go through that strait. Was there any harm, or can ther 
be any harm, in clearing up that question? This treaty makes it en- 
tirely clear so far as fishing vessels are concerned; and what is the rea 
ground of objection to that? Mr. President, there can be none. It 
idle to say that some national sensibility is offended by our concessi: 
that there could be a dispute about our right to pass with all our shi; 
through the Gut of Canso. We had paid more than $3,000 light du 


| there before the treaty of 1871 was made, and Mr. Fish called the 
| tention of our Joint High Commissioners to the fact in his instructi 
} to them. 


foreign fishermen from access to the coasts of their bays that are less | 


than 10 miles wide, and they will not permit any fishing ship to come 
within 3 miles of a line drawn across the mouth of a bay which 
measures less than 10 miles in width. There is no reason that I know 


| for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the same, outsid« 


ARTICLE X. 


United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in 
cle Lof this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations common to them and | 
fishing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland. 


rhere can certainly be no objection to that, requiring them to co: 
form to the harbor regulations which apply to the Canadian ve-sels a 
also to the French vessels or any other vessels that may enter those por 
Chey need not report, enter, or clear, when putting into such bays or har! 


limits of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchasing wood « 


| . 
obtaining water, 


of why the American Government should not adopt that particular | 
arrangement, especially as we have to make some arrangement before 
a great while, I suppose, with reference to our Alaska fisheries—iish- 
eries that are of very great value and to which I have often adverted. 


] 


Is not that an advantage given to our fishermen, even above the ai 


| vantage that we confer upon foreign fishermen or foreign vessels 0! 


| 


any kind entering our ports. We require them to report, to enter, anc 
to clear when entering into such bays and harbors for any purpose °4 





é 


STOR GRE rene A 





Seats atcha ee 


%. 





nee 





rene peer 


— 


re Ae ree 


Barres 











+} wit! 





Now, compart at with our own statutes. It is claimed 1a 
all that is demanded by the ntlemen who nt con iw 
eves or privileges of hospitality is that there shall be « : 
hips in Canadian ports the sa hospitality that we e: I a 


Isubmit the different statutes which apply to that part of this case to | , 


















































show that when vessels enter our ports and harbors for any purpose 
whatever, even those which are in distress, they are required to report 
within twenty-four hours and to enter. t 
SI Bia If any vessel, having rived within th ts of any ect t 
district any reig I t, depa , or te sto depart 1 e Sa j 
inless to proceed on her way to s« more ora < o which she m 
be | i efe r oO ry shall | e been le the master with the 
col torofs ct, the masters be ible toa pe ulty of S404 and > 
any collector, naval officer, surveyor ‘ 
cause such vessel to be arrested and secti« 
of the I ted States. If, however ach 
master d of the person next n ¢ } i 
satisfaction of the collector of the d t { 
wards come, or to the satisfaction 
such penalty y be had, that t 
sioned by stress of weather, pursuit or duress of enemies, or other necessity mast 
the penalty imposed by this section shall not be incurred | 
SE 2774. Within twenty-four hours after the arrival of any vessel, from any : 
foreign port, at any port of the United States « ished by law, at which an 
officer of oms resides, or with wor, inlet, or creek thereof, if the | v¢ 
hours of business at the office of the f officer of the customs at such port wi ‘i ¢ 
permit, or as soon there ifter as such hours will permit, the master shall repair | 
to such office, and make report to the hief officer, of the arrival of the vess¢ 
and he shall, within forty-eight hours af ch arrival, make a further report 
writing, to the collector strict,which report shall be in the form, and 
shall contain allthe particu juired to be erted ir i ve ied hk t ‘ Q 
manifest Every master who shall neg t t ton ier of such r 
ports and declarations, or to verify any such de ratior r lired, ors : 
not vith the tr Y meaning of S se shall r pad 
eur ialty $1 a per! 
SEC, 2 ul of any vessel laden wit andise and b nd | , 
to t nits of al ect district, or witl 4} this tr 
le rt of the « » of such vessel sha ve unladen for | ~ 
any esuch vessel has come to the prupe place for the tended 
dischi er cargo, or some part thereof, and has been e duly auth er « 
ized oper ofticer of the customs to unlade the sa ie master of such \ 
vess mate, or other person next in command, shall r tivelv be \ 
liable to a penalty of $1,009 for each such offense, and the merchandise so un- 
laden shall be forfeited, exceptin case of some unavoidable cident, necess 
or distress of weather In ease of such unavoidable accident. necessity, or dis : 
tress, the master of such vessel shall give notice to,and together with,two or 
more of the officers or mariners on board such vessel, of whom the mate or > 
other person next nand s! hall ; 1 oath before it 
the collector, or 


t within t 
efore the« 
mits of whi 











such vesse iA y, or distress  ( 

happened n ‘ es of the coast ‘ 

of the United S I 1uthorized a 

ind required to administer such oath pul 
How does this, our hospitality, compar ith this clause of the treaty, 

or with the complaints of Senators about Canadian inhospitality? If 

our ships are repaired under the treaty of 1818, or under this treaty t 


ve charge a duty of 50 per cent. on the repairs. 




















SE 114. The equipments, or any ereof, including boats, purchased 2 
for, or the expenses of repairs made in ¢ gn country upon a vessel enrolled ™ 
and licensed under the laws of the United States to engage in the foreign and ing th 
coasting trade on the northern, northeastern, and northwestern frontiers of the tatut 
United States, or a vessel intended to be employed in such trade, shall, on the 7 ‘ 
first arrival of 1 vessel in any port of the United States, be liable to entry | ; 
ind the payment of an ad valo duty of 50 per cent. on the cost thereof in [ 
such foreign country; and if the ver or master of such vessel shall willfully f ) 
and knowingly neglect « iil to ort, make try, and pay duties as herein 
required, such vessel th her t : apparel, and furniture, shall be seized 





\ fisherman is scarcely wise who takes out a license to touch and 





trade under such penalties of forfeiture for non payment of 50 per cent. 
customs dues, when he returns home after his vessel has been wrecked 
in Canadian waters and repaired in Canadian ports under the treaty of | report 








1818. A stern issue is anxiously noticed by Senators arising upon a 
fact that this treaty requires the number of the fishing vessel to be | 5: 
painted on her nose, The debate here has been lively and profot by | ors 


turns, on this method of identifying ships. It will be instructive to | fer 


know what our statute requires on this subject: I 

Src. 4334. Every licensed vessel shall have her name. and the port to whi report 
she belongs, painted on her stern, in the manner prescribed for reciste red ves i 
‘Is: and if I ound without such painting, the owner 


' 
‘ i 

a 11} } ¢ a 

thereof shall le to a penalty of $20 See section 4178 











licensed vess« 





A fisherman who prefers to conceal the nameand numberof his v« 
sel would probably agree with Senators who take a stern view of this | of 





question, but I think that question has been magnified into undue | provide 
prominence through the sen ilities of some Senators on a matter of | ‘ ther } 


etiquette. 
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I can ne t ( \ tly exceeded our barbarity, as their 
econ t ! method of holding property subject to the 
ude ‘ i 
| ‘ rey he 

and of: j ta 
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( n¢ f i l trading from 
tw rm t 1 ft i ed States 
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” red, or € rolled t } 
Phi f ¢ eemly disparity, and gives t 
me! » Car I yur laws deny to Canadian f rmen in 
’ rT . ] , Y Y ’ Y) ’ +} 
in tra no ¢ivil 70 ion In 71 
{ to i ] miles from our shores 
1c revenue-cutters shall respectivel) deemed of 
fic ‘ : tto the direction o 
the rom time tot 
¢ } - ard ll ve ‘ i 
ly coast tl eof yt 
States, and < ime, and every part ther 
YY ‘ sts requiredto on boar 
} cand put proj astenings on the hatches and other sitions 
‘ t lo ‘ ill remain on board such v lt 
p t ‘ nation, 
not civ urisdiction, rightfully exercised, it is a forcil tres 
ri d would be pira if the intent was capture or plunder and no 
governm authorit pported the invasion on the high seas. 
this s exe e of civil jurisdiction in the fringe of the 3-mile 
» Jf so, w sort of jurisdiction isit beyond that limit? I read 
fu ‘ 

= es e to seizure or examination does not 
} { ) t 1 being used by any cutter or boat 
wl i ind ensign pr ribed for v Is int 
nu ry ‘ ‘ ‘ < r or boat may fire at or into such vessel 
Ww ae ‘ I » pendant and ensign has been hoisted and a 

i } I mat asa sig and such master, and all 
} : direction, shall be ‘mnified from any penal 
1 ! f f »doing. If any person is killed or w ed 
bv ¥ 1 the ster is prosecuted or arrested therefor, he shall be 
{ y 8 n 4843 

I : tt k of al ier jurisdiction than this, or of greater im 
munity to an wi 1ay take life in trespassing upon an inno 
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ce} 
} } ’ 1; ] . - sie ; sv « 

I am aston it yuld carp at Canadian laws regulating a 
rests when we gi indemnity to our revenue officers in cases like these. 
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under any act of Congress authorizing such seizure, judgment is r ] x 
the claimant, but it appears to the court that there was reasonable ca f 
seizure, the court shall cause a proper certificate thereof to be ente 1, and th 
sant shall not, in such case, be entitled to costs, nor s l the per who 
the se re, hor the prosecutor, be liable to suit or igment on 
ich sult or prosecut Aca oa the vess« is, wa ‘ 
( . iter J ‘ t f yrt iwith r ito 5S ‘ 
1 ? 7 1 * 1 
( pa Ole if nd condone the « ! ( 
b ul re ound by t ‘ rt 
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for the pur ( iping to the atte ot t ‘ ite f 
of the law in the United States upon tl ( 
it ti arb is Government does in reg ito Vv Ww n 
é 
u na state of distres F 
re I ie ri il of any 3sel laden with sand | ' 
( ed Sta $s, Wilhin the Inits of an « c wit 
ut of the coa part of the cargo of such vessel sliall be laden, f 4 
1 pose Ww ve ore such vessel has « ) pi ry e fort 
scharge of r< », Or some part 1ereof, and has been there duly author 
l by the proper « r of the customs to unlade the same, the master of s 
Vess ind the 1 te, or ¢ r person nextin command, shall respectively 
able to a penalty of $1,000 for each such offense, and the merchandise so 
laden shall be forfeited, except in case of some unavoidable accident, necess 
»r distress of weathe In case of such unavoidable a dent, necessity, « 
tress, the master of such vessel shall give notice to, and, together with two 
more of the oflicers or mariners on board such vessel, of whom the mat 





son next in ¢ 1 shal! be one, sha!l make proof upon oath bef 

tor or other chief officer of the customs of the dist . within the | 
of which such accider necessity, or distress happened, or before the coll 
or other chief officer of the collection-district, within the limits of which s 
vessel shall first afterward arrive, if the accident, necessity, or distre l 
1t within the limits of any district, but within f 


other per ommatr 


the colle rict 








pened 1 1 learwues of the 











the United States. The collector, or other chief officer, is hereby author 

nd required to administer such oath. 

Src, 2 If any merchandise, so unladen from on boardany such vy ] 
be put « eceived into any other vessel,except in the case of such accicde 
necessity, or distress, to be so notified and proved, the master of any such ve 

to which the merchandise shall be so puta received d every other | 
son aiding and assisting therein, shall be liable toa p ilty of treble the valu 
of the rchandise,and the vessel in which ey sh I » put shall be for 


feited. 


The 


she Ww 


provisions connected with the unloading of v ssels in distre 
that 


these ships 


we exercise the most complete and arbitrary vigilance ove 


We put them in the charge of an oflicer the moment 











land, and they are to remain in his custody until the vessels aret 
? ‘ A . : tintos rarel 22 ria ntharwice Aig } 
loaded and the cargo is put intoa warehouse or is otherwise disposed 


h are secu! 





So when we come to speak about the hospitalities whic 
in Article XI and the natural hospitalities which are due from ¢ 
other one in the world, and come to look 
] find that we have gal ! 
favor of our fishermen rights and privileges when they are in dis 
and shall enter the ports of Canada, which are far in advance of 


maritime power to every ¢ 
on that subject, wi 
I 


our own statutes u 


we give to vessels of any kind approaching a port of the United St 
W hen we come to survey our own laws and to realize the fact of the p! 
leges of hospitality the Canadian fisherman and the Canadian 


chantman have in our ports under our statutes, and we fir 


are so far short of the priv ured in Article XI in favor « 
fishermen going into Canadian ports, I think it is time we had 
and considered whether we are not stultifying ourselves 
Then comes this license question about which the Senat 
uware [Mr. GRAY] and others think there may be 
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construction. The President of the United States in | message ‘ 
companying this treaty says in respect to that: 
The articles permitting our fishermen to obtain provisions and the ordi 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | REPORT ON **TRUSTS.”’ * 
MONDAY, August 20, 1888 _ Mr. ADAMS introduced the following resolution; which was re- 3 
ay y wy ferred to the Committee on Printing: 4 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America (the : 
D. D. ale concurring therein), That there be printed for the use of the House and Sen- 
i eet ible eel eeS. a ua a ate 5,000 copies of the report (with evidence) lately made by the Committee on 7 
ie Journ: Mtl pro ngs Ol Haturaday was read and approved, Manufactures of the House in relation to the sugar trust and the Standard Oj| 3 
trust, 3,000 copies for the use of the House and 2,000 for the use of the Senate, { 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: PENSIONS, 


‘To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, indefinitely, on account of sick- | Mr. LANE introduced a bill (H. R. 11212) to increase pensions in : 
ness. | certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the : a 
To Mr. HEMPHILL, for two weeks. | Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ; 
To WN rE zy ' f tely ace ; es } a - @ 
To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely, on account of ill health, PUNISHMENT OF “‘ TRUSTS.’ : 2 
lo Mr. MAHONEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. sea li Soe ; eas 3 “ee . o- 
To Mr. SHIVELY, for two days, on account of important business. | . Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R, 11213) to de- 5 5 
fine ‘* trusts’’ and to provide for the punishment of persons connected ; 2 


To Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, for three days, on account of important | ; 7 ; 
business | with them or carrying them on; which was read a first and second 
‘To Mr. Crovsk, for six days from Monday, August 20, on account of | time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 


rirgent business. printed, 
COMMANDERS OF MERCHANT VESSELS, ETC. $ 








To Mr. DINGLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. ' f 
To Mr. MCKINLEY, for five days, on account of important business. Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 11214) to regu- : 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. | late commande rs and crews of certain merchant, fishing, and w haling f 
Mr. KILGORE. fj he C : E Hed Bill i that | vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- ‘a 
Mr. KIL iORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi 8, reporter that | mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. ~ 
hey had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 8662) toac- é 
—" . a” ’ SPORT > Dp 'TRTC PR > . R y 5 
cept and ratify an agreement made with the Shoshone and Bannack | REPORT OF PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION. 3 
{ndians for the surrender and relinquishment to the United States of | Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced the following resolution; : 
a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the Territory of Idaho, for | which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
the pur poses of a town site, and for the grant ofa right of way through Whereas there was appointed by authority of an act of Congress approved 
said reservation to the Utah and Northern Railway Company, and for | March, 1887,a commission to investigate the affairs of the Union and Central Pa- 
other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. cific Railroads and their branch lines, and to report thereon to the Fiftieth Con- 
ee ’ S , gress by the first Monday in December, 1487; and 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, Whereas said commission discharged the duties enjoined by said act and pro- 
’ aie . cured a vast amount of evidence and information touching the affairs of said 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- | roads, and made report thereof as by law required; and 
nounced that that body had disagreed to the amendments of the House | Whereas said report and the evidence and information on which the same is 
1 ee . war . : on ms ured ats ' anse g ° 
to the bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased, | ®«se¢ was procured at an expense of $100,000; and seo 
and asked for a c ance with the House the disagreeing votes of Whereas the report and the evidence and information accompanying it and 
and asked for a conference with the ouse on the disagreeing votes Of | made a report thereof comprise a history of the construction and management 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hoa R, Mr. SPOONER, | of said lines of railway involving an expenditure of a great many millions of the 
and Mr. SrewAkr as managers of said conference on its part. people’s money, and involving, all circumstances considered, momentous inter- 
t furt} a > bill (H. R. 11062) for tk : ests of the highest concern to the American people; and 
it further announced the passage of the bill ( be Rt. 11062) for the re- Whereas said investigation was had for the purpose of enlightening the pub- 
moval of the political disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith. lie mind as to the best policy on the part of the Government in further dealing 
a item with these roads; and 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. Whereas said investigation disclosed a most scandalous law-breaking career 
Mr. MARTIN. Regular order. on the part of the management of said roads in their relations to the United 
ae cones ; : _ 2 States and the people, from the organizations of said companies down to and in- : 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gentleman | cluding the time covered in making said investigation; and 4 
from Texas. This being Monday, the regular order is the call of the Whereas there seems to be a disposition in certain quarters to suppress and 
States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions for Sanaa public said report and the evidence and information accom- 
reference. Whereas such success has attended the effort at suppressicn as very largely = 
to nullify the purposes of the investigation and render the $100,000 expended in x 


sSUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. ; ’ 

: ; : iM “ : . — os re ? making the same a useless expenditure of the people’s money; and : 

Mr. WHEELER offered the following resolution; which was read, and Whereas the publication of said report, and the evidence and information ac- 
° ’ we? ot : 3) ” he con , > sole loeae ; : "C)Ge 

referred to the Committee on Rules: companying it, will show to the country the most reckless and profligate pi 

s : a eet . ven . ais titution of these great public highways to the selfish uses of a few corrupt men 

Resolved, That Thursday , August 23, and Saturday, Au rust 25, be set apart for | who, through the manipulation of these roads and other railway and commer- 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Expenditures in the | jal corporations, numbering more than seventy-five, organized in connection % 
Treasury Department, therewith, the whole constituting a great and powerful combine dominating ‘2 
the entire business interests of the larger portion of the States and Territories ¥ 
west of the Missouri River, and in its unchecked and unrestrained unlawful ca 2s 
recr the prolific source of demoralization to the business interests of the whol 
country: Therefore, 

Be it reso'ved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Publie Printer be, and hereby is, authorized and required to print 10,000 copies 
of the report of said Pacific Railroad Commission, and the evidence and infor- 
mation accompanying said report, and that the same be properly indexed. 


ABUSES UNDER THE TARIFF LAWS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 11207) 
to correct certain abuses arising under the present tariff laws in rela- 
tion to bagging for cotton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Ile also introduced a bill (H. R. 11208) to correct certain abuses 
arising under the present tariff laws in reference to sugars fit for con- 
sumption; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. 11209) to correct certain abuses 
arising under the present tariff laws in relation to coal-oil; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. 11210) to correct certain abuses 
arising under the present tariff laws in relation to alcohol; which was 
read a first and second ‘time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

He. also introduced a bill (H. R. 11211) to correct certain abuses 
arising under the present tariff laws in relation to cotton-seed oil; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
whether these bills relate to abuses growing out of the formation of 
trusts. Ifso, I would like to have one of the bills read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The abuses are involved in the 
formations known as trusts, though I dare say that there are some in 
dividual instances of such extortion outside of trusts. The abuses to 
which the bills relate are simply the legitimate consequences of the 
partial features of the existing tariff laws in their respective lines. 


BRIDGES ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER, ETC, 

Mr. CARUTH introduced a bill (H. R. 11215) to authorize the con- 
struction of bridges across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by 
the Louisville Southern Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 





CONDUIT PIPES ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. CARUTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize th 
Union Gas Company to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio River; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com 
merce, and ordered to be printed. % 





VIOLATION OF NAVIGATION LAWS. : 
Mr. DINGLEY introduced the following resolution; which was + 
ferred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 


Whereas it is alleged by evidence adduced by the committee of the House 
Representatives appointed to investigate immigration that in many insta 





foreigners are commanding, and in some instances owning. vessels regist« 
or enrolled as vessels of the United States and engaged in the coasting trac 
and 

Whereas the laws of the United States provide that only vessels register: 
enrolled as vessels of the United States sliall participate in the coastwise trace 
and that no vessel shall be registered or enrolled as a vessel of the United Siates 
unless it is wholly owned by citizens of the United States and commanded ! 
a citizen of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the Ho 


The SPEAKER. The bill ean not be read at this time unless by | whether the Treasury Department has information of such violation of the laws 
animous consent ~ | of the United States, and if so, what steps have been taken to vacate the reg 
unanimous consent, ter or enrollment of such vessels and to prosecute persons who have violated 


Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the request. our navigation laws. 
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Mr. NELSON to pI 
vide for judicial proceedings for the removal from the reservation o 


the -eneca Nation of Indians of New Yorkof persons oth r than Ind ws 


trespassing thereon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
COTTON BAGGING ON THE FREE-LIS1 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill( H. R. 11218) toamend the revenu 
laws by placing bagging for cotton on the fr st: ¥ hw read a first 
: 1, = } } | 7 y ] ‘ 
and second time (the second reading being in full upon the demand 


Mr. MorGAN),. referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
} 


be printed. 


ordered to 
REPORT ON ‘‘ TRUSTS. ”’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 





I 0 « ned I it there b printe 1 39.000 copies of the testimony tal n by the 
( mittee on Manufactures, including the testimony relating tothe sugar 
Standard O ‘ whisky “ trusts,’’ \ 1 the re I the committee thereon 
10,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 20,000 copies for the use of the House 


DRAWBACK ON COTTON BAGGING. 


Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (H. R. 11219) to allow importers 


of cotton bagging a drawback to the full amount of the duty on said 


the continuance of what is known as the ‘‘ cotton-bag 
ging trust;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


article durin 


Is 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HENDERSON, N. C. 

Mr. SIMMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. 11220) for the constru 
tion of a public building at Henderson, in the State of North Carolina 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, ant 


ordered to be printed 





ROSVENOR submitted the following resolution; which was 


read, and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 























Whereas it is charged in t pul als and by responsible persons that 
rross vio 4 the postal laws are ne < tted in the State of Ohio, and 
Ww ch olations ire being ope yvyand notor isly mm ed olticers « 
postal service and others Phere re 

That the Postmaster-General be requested to communicate to th 
Ilouse whether it is true that an enormous edition of a certain publicat 

illed the ** Tax-Reform Advocate was sentand distributed in violation of t 
postal ws through the mails, being sent out from Columbus, Ohio, and to all 
or nearly all,the post-offices of the State ind such is the case, whether ar 

ers of the Post-Oflice Department has been guilty of such acts 
has known of t 1e same, and has not taken any s ps to prevel > same and 
also wh further legislation by Congress is necessary to enf » the 
the United States in regard to the postal service ito prevent the re] 
of such offenses; and also the honorable Postmas r-Creneral is requested t« 
port what steps,if any, have been t by the Department to punish su 
fenses and to prevent their recurren 
PROBATION AGENT DISTRIK ( ( I MBIA 
s Ti 3. : ' > 1< 1 ‘ 
Mr. LEE introdueed a bill (H. R. 11221) for the ointment of 
} + ¢ +} . .) } : ‘ 
propat on agent for the District of yi bs whi is read a first 
ind second time. referred to the Comm e on the t of Colum 





bia, and ordered to be printed 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC WITH. CER IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
Mr. CHEADLE I am requested by my colleague, Mr. OWEN, who 
} I 


is absent from the city, to present the following resolution, which I 
ask to have read and properly referred. 


aan ; , “> 
Che resolution was read, as follows 









Whereas a large liquor traffic is b g carried on between this country and 
the Congo and the South Pacific Islands 
Whereas the civilized nations have been importuned to prohibit, by inter 
national treaty, such traffic to these countries 
esolved, That the honorable Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, respect 
fully requested to submit to this House such information as his oflice possesses 
concerning said tra and all correspondence or a ym in reference thereto. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 215) provid- 
ing for the printing of 800 copies of the reports of the decisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Prin 





1g, and ordered to be printed 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF PORTLAND, OREGON. 
TAULBEE] made a report from the conference committee on House bill 
cmc ee eee 7 : : : 

1761, for the Telief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon. 
In the report it is stated that the House ‘‘ receded from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and with the foll wing amend- 


TheSPEAKER. A few days ago the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 


ment agreed to the same.’’ t appears that there were two amend- 


ments of the Senate, one be ing, however, only to the title of the bill: 


and if there be no objection the vote by which this report was agreed 
to will be reconsidered, and it will be amended so as to make it read. 


‘‘amendments of the Senate,’’ which will complete the bill. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DETAILS OF MILITARY OFFICERS FOR EDUCATIONAL INSTITI TIONS, 
Mr. WARNER. Mr.Speaker, I move tosuspend the rules and pass 
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‘ it eport th nate Co iM 
t i penae is to the merits of this bi 
nilict with the act of Congress of February 2 
1 omcers « the } neer ( 8 Of the 
. } ‘ that the oO} of the bill may |} 
§ 4 t re mend the following amendments 
t 1 after the word “ established,’ 
l 1] ‘ the \ ‘Army,’ insert tl 
i ‘ Abb 
»cO to preve he de 
t f Corps of tl Navy s professors in scientifi 
s , , »y act of Congress approved February 26 
} \ } uw I W ace ot eaim engineering and iro 
E ya ts of ntifie s« ols or colleges in the United 
S 
r the ime t nr ne 1 insert tl following: 
it < ‘ : reby authorized to issue ordnance and ord- 
Y tore ¥ the Government, on the terms and conditions herein- 
l ‘ i t ce ve or university to which a retired officer of the 
Army yi ssi is provided by section 1260 of the Revised Statutes.’ 
Aas thus amen i, the « mittee recommend that the bill do pass. 
iate | N 99, Fift h Congress, first session. | 

I Cx 1 ry Af to whom was referred the bill (S, 186 
tith \ d se 1225 of the Revised Statutes concerning de 
of Army « ‘ cat 1 stitutions,’’ having had the same 1der con- 
sideration. report i 1 1e p ure of th ime, with some amendments. 

n f e Revis tutes, which the bill (S. 186) proposes to amend, 
au rizes 1 l t i the application of any established college or 
university in the | Ss s] yr capacily to educate not less than on 
hundred and vi uden lan officer of the Army to act as mili- 
t } t i p es at the number of officers so detailed 
shall 1 exceed t t e time It also authorizes the Secretary of War to 
issue, under tain conditio ind regulations, small arms and field artillery 
for pry eof ry struction of and practice by the students in such 
i 

On the 1 of July, 1884, ¢ rress amended this law by providing that the 
nu er of « ers so det i should not exceed forty atany onetime. By the 
provisions « ot « v 24 United States, chapter 130, page 505), 
oo! ionls ne 1 as t wricultura! college grant,’’ military tactics are re- 
quired to : tin the co es intended by that act. 

Your committe lo not deem it necessary that they should more than suggest 
the rreat good that is bes accomplished by this military instruction in the 
collewes that } e procured instructors from the Army of the United States 
under the beneficent provisions of these acts. Such instruction tends to beiter 





disciplir nd improve the physical and mental condition of the pupils who 
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Mr. HENDERSON ‘Iowa. I would like to ask the gentlem 
from Illinois a question. There is doubt in the minds of some gentl 











men about this bill. Itis believed that the passage of the bill will 
| cancel the details that are now made at certain schools and | 
| A number of the colleges are anxious about this, and have so mi 
| feeling on the subject that I want to know whether this bill will h 


the efiect of changing the details. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman desires to know whether 
bill is intended to affect the present details? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. AsI understand, the biil does not affect t 
present details. The purpose is to enlarge the number of detail 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Would it not require a reassign: 
} and thus effect a change of details? 








Mr. TOWNSHEND. The assignments are left with the W 
partment. I have no reason to believe there will be any chang : 


Or ft 


there is nothing in the bill that I know 
| change. 











Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You mean there is nothingin the |! ‘ 
compelling the Secretary of War to change the present details ? : 
| Mr. BLOUNT. Does not that necessarily involve some reat 3 
ment ? ‘ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The present law is upon that basis. Ido not x 
| know, and of course can not answer for the War Department, but 4 
| understanding and impression is that there will be no change in 
present details. The bill does not require it. It is a matter leit 
tirely with the War Department. I have no reason to think there v 
be any change. ; 
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Mr. BLAND. Can the gentleman give the House informatic 
t] laries of the officers of the Army and those who are on t 
tired-list? Can he let us know what we are paying for officers who 
doing nothing ? 

Mr. TOW NSHI m 2 ive the gentleman that infor: 
but I now sire to reserve the remainder of my tir 

lhe SPEAKER Che ; nan has only one n t : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well: I1 ve that 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that the Commit- 
tee on Miltiary Affairs have not reported a bill here reorganizing the 
Army and dismissing every unnecessary officer. I do not know w! 
amount this Government is paying to-day to gentlemen who ar 
the retired-list of the Army, officers without any command. W sve 
over ~,0UU ollicers to about 16,000 or 17,000 privates. At thist , 
Mr. Speaker, when the Treasury is overflowing with money. when | 
are pending of all sorts and sizes for appropriations for dishurseme! 
for elevating gentlemen above their present rank in order to give them 
a little more pay, we find other bills brought in here to creat ‘ 


cessity or an excuse, if you please, for continuing in the l 
gentlemen who are now holding sinecures and who ought to } 
private life earning their own living. I say I regret that the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs has not responded to the popular 
demand in this country that all sinecures and unnecessary offices shal] 
be abolished and those who hold them relegated to private life. It is 
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ent motion is included among the amendments to be incorporated in 
the bill 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unfortanately it is not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The Clerk so informs the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I listened very carefully,and heard nothing o! 
the kind, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion was to adopt the bill with 
the amendments already agreed to by the House. If that amendment 
was agreed to, it is included in the motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But in the copy which was read by the Clerk 
my amendment was wholly omitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But that does not govern the House 
The bill will include the amendments which were adopted, whether 
the printed copy be correct or not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, am I not entitled to the floor ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes re 
maining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has been stated to the House that this bill pro 
poses simply to allow the assignment or detail of not more than fifty 
Army officers and ten officers of the Navy to these institutions; that 
these officers are now supported by the Government and therefore may, 
without additional expense, be utilized in giving instruction in the 
various academies or institutions of learning herein designated. Now, 
I wish to call attention to the fact that there is much more in this bill 
than this statement of its effect would imply. It provides that— 

The Secretary of War is authorized to issue, at his discretion and under proper 
regulations to be prescribed by him, out of ordnance and ordnance stores be« 
longing tothe Government, and which can be spared for that purpose, such num 
ber of the same as may appear to be required for military instruction and prac 
tice by the students of any college or university under the provisions of this 
section, 

It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that the bill provides not only for d 
tailing officers for this service, but also for supplying ordnance and ord- 
nance stores to these schools ‘‘ for military instruction and practice.’’ 
Wiil any gentleman undertake to say that this will not cause a large 
amount of expenditure? There is no limitation in this respect except 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, who may issue to these insti- 
tutions such amount of ordnance and ordnance stores as in his judg- 
ment ‘‘can be spared for the purpose.’’ When this practice has bee: 
once inaugurated, our expenditure for ordnance and ordnance stores 
willno doubt be immensely enlarged. 

This is but the beginning. When you shall have passed this meas- 
ure—-when fifty officers of the Army and ten officers of the Navy shall 
have been assigned to these institutions of learning, there will come a 
demand (and you will be compelled to yield to it) in favor of making 
to other institutions similar details of officers and similar allowances of 
ordnance and ordnance stores. Thus you are inaugurating a system 
which will surely become a burden upon the Treasury of the United 
States. So that this is very much more than a mere question of the 
detail or assignment of unoccupied officers of the Army and Navy. 

Sir, in regard to our idle officers of the Army and Navy, right reason 
suggests a remedy far better than this. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; I can not. The gentleman understands 
that my time is limited. 

Mr. Speaker, we have several hundred officers of the Navy for whom 
there is not one particle of use. We have those on sea duty, those on 
shore duty, and those on furlough, all receiving pay under the law. 
According to the present practice of the Government, there is no such 
thing as furlough pay. There is a fiction that when an officer is not 
at sea he is engaged on shore, although in fact he may be actually do- 
ing nothing. This is now the casein numbers of instances. There 
was a time in the history of this country, before the war, when a healthy 
conception of the interests of the service and of the duty of Congress 
to the people provided a law for retiring all useless officers; and sev- 
eral hundred were retired. If you now have hundreds of officers doing 
absolutely nothing, traversing the country under pretense that they 
are on shore duty, although, in fact, rendering no service to the Gov- 
ernment—and that this is sois a matter known to every one—why not 
meet the case by providing a means of getting rid of them ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The law at present provides 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I thought you wanted to be corrected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; not by the gentleman from Illinois, because 
I know as much about this matter as he does. 

If you have these still doing nothing, you do not meet the situation 
hy adding ten more. If they are idle, why not takethem all? When 
you take hundreds and assign them to schools throughout the country, 
and provide them with such ordnance stores as may be needed for 
practice, your magnificent, gigantic system would astonish the country 
and the public sense would restrain you. 

We should stop it. We had at one time seventy; we got back to 
forty, and the proposition now is for sixty. Here is a proposition to 
supply ordnance and ordnance stores to these schools. It continues to 





grow gradually and stealthily, and you will find you have inaugurated 
a system that you will not be able to get rid of very soon. 
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If this is to be done, I do not want it to be done blindly. If this bil! 
is suffered to be passed detailing officers, I want gentlemen to know 
what it comes to when we are also to furnish ordnance and ordnance 
stores. This House knows what it costs to move artillery from here 
to Fortress Monroe, and for practice there. Every gentleman who has 
paid attention to the subject knows what it will amount to when you 

ave multiplied that amount by schools all over the country. I want 
them to understand it means nothing in the world but the inauguration 
of a wasteful system. To establish such a system would seem to be 
actuated only by a desire to get rid of the surplus in the Treasury by 
ill means. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
terrupt him? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; not now. 

Mr. Speaker, the time was when the Democratic party took posses- 
sion of the House that it would not have been thought of. Men who 
inaugurated systems of economies and brought us to triumph in those 
days seem to have lost their potency here. Extravagance upon extray- 
agance is fastening itself upon this side of the House. There need | 
no such flattering unction that we are preserving the record for econ 
omy upon which we came into power. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yield to me for a minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Icannot. And I warn gentlemen on this side of tly i 
House against this extravagant legislation on the plea that there is no 
expense to come upon the Government. If ordnance and ordnan 
stores are left out there may be some probability ¥ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Georgia is straining 
a gnat to-day, when the other day he swallowed a whale in the in 
crease of the appropriation for the postal service nearly $5,000,000. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask my friend to yield to me to make o 
statement. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gentleman for half a minute 

Mr. HERBERT. In the half minute yielded to me I desire to st 
to the House that the naval appropriation bill now reported and 1 
for passage amounts in the aggregate to $20,000,000. In 1858, thirty 
vears ago, it was over $14,000,000. At that time the expense | 
capita of population amounted to 48 cents. The expense has not 
creased, so far as the Navy is concerned, therefore, but on the cont: 
has been reduced, as the per capita to-day is only 33 cents. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You have no more of a Navy to-day than you | 
then. 

The SPEAKER. 
floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express myself as th 
oughly in favor of the bill under consideration. In a country like t] 
our Army can be little more than a school of military instruction, a 
there is no duty to which its oflicers can devote themselves more u 
fully than instructing the youth in our colleges. Besides extend 
military knowledge among the people, this character of duty is in many 
ways beneficial to the Army. It instructs and improves the oflic: 
thus engaged, and also performs the important function of bringi 
the Army near to the people. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and the gentleman fro 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], who oppose this measure, are quite mistaken 
in their assumption that it involves any considerable expenditure. 
does not authorize any increase in the number of oflicers either of th 
Army or Navy. It merely permits a most advantageous use of {ilt) 
officers of the Army and ten oflicers of the Navy who are now on ot! Se 
and less important duty. It does not authorize the purchase or co! : 
struction of any ordnance, but simply permits the temporary use « 
ordnance by State colleges for purposes of instruction. Is not that bet- 
ter than for these guns to remain where at present they are of no | 
whatever? 

Some gentlemen insist that they do not want to see any increas: 
the military spirit df our country. I desire to most emphatically « 
sent from such wishes or opinions. 

Section 1225 of the Revised Statutes already provides for the detail 
of forty officersfor this purpose, and the small increase provided 
in this bill has been frequently recommended by the War Depart 

After years of experience with details of this character, the +: 
tary of War and Commander of the Army join in recommending the 
increase authorized by the measure now before the House. I say (0 
Congress, let us give respectful consideration to the views of these 
cials. On January 23, 1888, the Secretary of War, Hon. William ‘ 
Endicott, wrote: 


I beg to inform you that the present bill, which is herewith returned, ap) 
to be identical with Senate ; bill 3100, Forty-ninth Congress, second sesso 
which formed the subject of my letter to you of February 17, 1887, copy 1 
with. The Lieutenat-General at that time reported favorably upon th« 
posed increase in the number of officers to be detailed, and their appointn 
to certain institutions, and the Chief of Ordnance also favored these ame! 
ments, and recommended the substitution, on line 27 of the bill, of the wo 
‘ordnance and ordnance stores” for small-arms or pieces of field artillery. _ 

In this reeommendation I concurred; and with the change made in line - 
the present bill will fully accord with the views of the Department. 


I wish our people could understand how little we are doing to keep 


Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me to in 





The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to tho 
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t] rid in military service. We have a magnificent corps o1 
( is to study, investigate, and improve, and it is the duty 
ss to give them proper opportunities lo show how the op 
I I of the bill misunderstood its purpose and practical operation, 
I 1 the Senate report which accompanied this bill when 
I i »> that Db v 
> of the Revised Statutes, which the biil (S. 186) proposes to amend 
es the President, upon tue application of any established college gr 
\ é i the United States having cz ity to educate not less than one 
ind fifty male students, to detai officer of the Army to act as mill 
yi tuden ’ 
tary structor therein, and prescribes that the m1! ber of officers so detailed 
I exceed thirty atany onetime. Italsoau izes the Secretary of War | 
rcertain cor tionsand regulations, smallarms and field artillery 
for the purpose of military instruction of and practice by the students in such 
t - 
On the 5th of July, 1884, Congress amended this law by providing that the 
iber officers so detailed should notexceed forty atany onetime. By the 
| visions of the act of July 2, 1862 (see 24 United States, chapter 130, page 5 
a monly known as the “agricultural college grant,’’ military tactics are re 
qu i to be taught in the colleges intended by that act. 

Y r committee do not deem it necessary that they should more than suggest 
the great good that has been accomplished by this military instruction in the 
colleges that have procured instructors from the Army of the United States un- 
der vrenefice rovisions of these acts. Such instruction tends to better the 





discipline and improve the physical and mental condition of the pupils who are 
thus taught. 

Che bill under consideration proposes to increase the number of officers au- 
thorized to be detailed from a maximum of forty to a maximum of fifty, and it 
also provides that the State institutions, which, as beneficiaries under the act of 
July 2, 1862, are required to teach military tactics, shall be preferred in the ap- 
portionment of the detail contemplated by the act. 

Your committee are advised that the number of officers authorized to be de- 
tailed under the existing law is insufficient to meet proper demands therefor by 
the State institutions of learning, and that several colleges that have become 
beneficiaries under the agricultural college act of July 2, 1862, have not been able 
to secure the detail of military instructors to teach military tactics, as required 
by thatact. The existing law gives them no priority, as it puts all established 
colleges and universities on the same footing in this respect. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, on last Friday I gave not I 
would on to-da fagu i tailed to ay ir, submit a reso n re 

king aves of absence ex¢ ! sof sickness. Atthe request 
of seve embe I withhold that motio til to rrov 

Mr. M AR It is evident t s no quorum in v5 
and with t consent ot the g ntleman fr 1 lllinois I de » call 
up the b | have indicated, which came over from Saturday 

Phe SPEAKER pro Pp Mr. I ail That can 
be done now only upon the withd: t i proposition 

Mr. SPRINGER. But un sent e given to do that 

Mr. McCREARY If I thoug! ‘ 1 i il 1 
not « t to continuing the matt But é that »qu im 
is now present 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If I understand the proposition of the tle- 
man from Kentucky, he now asks consent to lay this matte e tem- 
porarily with a view to taking up the Chinese bill, and atter t n- 
| sideration of that, that the House will again proceed to consider the 
pending question ? 

Mr. McCREARY Chat is it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection to that 

The SPEAKER pro tem; . Is there objection to proceeding with 
the consideration of the Chinese bill without disturbing t! tutus ) 


Your committee referred this bill to the Secretary of War for his suggestions | 


in relation thereto, and attaches hereto his letter of January 23, 1888, by which 
it will be seen that he now, as he did heretofore, strongly recommends its pas- 
sage. It is apparent also from his letter that the general commanding the Army 
also approves. The suggestion is made by him that the words “ small-arms or 
pieces of field artillery,’’ in lines 27 and 28, of section 1, be stricken out, and that 
in lieu thereof there be inserted the words “ ordnance and ordnance stores.’’ 

Upon full consideration, it is deemed well by your committee that the num- 
ber of instructors to be detailed should be increased to a maximum of sixty, of 
which fifty shall be detailed from the Army and ten from the Navy. 


In reply to the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
as to the number of officers and soldiers in the Army, I will state that 


the last report of the Secretary of War stated the number of officers on 


the active list at 2,200 and the total enlisted men of the Army at 
24,236. The last report of the Secretary of the Navy states that on 
June 30, 1887, there were 8,342 enlisted men and apprentices in the 
Navy, and I find from other reports that there are 973 officers of the 
line of the Navy, 547 officers of the staff, and 184 warrant officers, mak- 
ing a total of all grades of 1,704 officers. 


The limited few who oppose this measure always vote to keep up the | 


Army and Navy, and I feel certain they will agree with the large ma- 
jority who favor the bill that, maintaining an army and navy as we 
do, we should sanction all wise legislation which is necessary to make 
the best use possible of these great arms of national defense. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask for the vote. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois to suspend the rules and pass the bill with amendments, 
which have been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 83 
noes 25, 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. TOWNSHEND were appointed tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 9 members only voting in favor 
thereof. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 103, noes 22. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. That point has been already made. 

Mr. BURNES. Iask unanimous consent that this matter be laid 
aside with a view to taking up the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That can not be done when there is no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. BURNES. No farther count will be demanded, I presume. 

The SPEAKER. Unless this proposition now pending is withdrawn 
the tellers will continue the count. 

Mr. BURNES. I hope the Chair will submit the request for unan- 
imous consent to lay aside this matter and proceed to the consideration 
of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ican not consent to that. If we have not a 
quorum to pass this bill we have not a quorum to pass the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. If it is intended not to pursue this subject fur- 
ther, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 3304) in relation to Chinese im- 
nigration, which went over from last Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 
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of the present proposition ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Che gentleman will state it 

Mr. WARNER. Will that leave the suspension business in the same 
order as now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. The gentleman from Mis- 
couri will have the same rights that he now has. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand why the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Illinois should be left hanging on as a 
tanding order in the face of the general business of the House, and 
specially in the front of the general appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If will not be after to-day until the first Monday 


in September. 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. understand we are now within fifteen of a 
quorum, and with the hope that that number of members may drop 
in during the course of the discussion on the Chinese bill, I want to 
have the right to return to this question so as to take a vote on it to- 
day. : 

The SPEAKER prot mpore Ist e ot tion to tl req ue tol t 
gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The tellers will resume their pla 
and resume the count. The Chair will state that there is no way of 
getting this bill out of the way on suspension day except by a dire 


vote or by the withdrawal of the bil 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of 
asking for the yeas and nays. It is time we got a quorum here; and if 
we can not get it any other way, why then let us revoke the leaves of 
abse nee gra ited 

Mr. McCREARY. Ithink the gentleman from Texas is now willing 
to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. On the explanation made to me by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I will not insist. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I renew the objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia I object. 





Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri I want to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky this question, if in ordei 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Aliof this is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I understand that Is it not true that 
this treaty has been sent to China to be ratilied there, 1 that that 

tification must be first returned, and that it will involve a delay of 
some months? I understand that it can not be expected het vefore 
December, and therefore I do not see the necessity tor this haste 

Mr. McCREARY. TheSenate amended the treaty, and tl 
ments have been sent to China to be ratified by that Gover 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri And as to this 

Mr. McCREARY. Let me answer the question first. Bi 
the absence of the Chinese minister to th yuntry, who 
Peru. 

It is very important that we pass the bill wv 
amended it may go to the Senate, and the Senat« t 
to concur in the amendment. We have no time ! lela is Soon 
is the treaty shall be agreed upon we ought to ha l v1 y to ¢ 
force the provisions of the treat 

The gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. TowNSHEND | having for the - 
ent withdrawn the bill called up by h I 1 call up & 
3304 for immediate action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was not paying attention 
at the time the gentleman made his statement, and would re t that 


he make it again. 
Mr. McCREARY. I eall up for imme te ‘consideration nate 
bill 3304, 
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The SPEAKER pro The gentlemanhas no right to the floor 
for the purpose of calling that bill ap. The gentleman from Illinois 
{[Mr. TowNsH END], from the Committee on Military Affairs, has moved 
bill; 


te mp re, 


a suspension of the rules to pass a 
are by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ithought the gentleman from Illinois had agreed 
that this bill should go over to the next day for the suspension of the 
rules, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection was made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KrLGorr], which was withdrawn, and was renewed 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HopKurys]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not consent that it should go over to the 
next day, but withdrew it for the present. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then it does not require unanimous consent— 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I make this request, that we take up the 
Senate bill 3304 for immediate consideration —— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On condition that it does not disturb the status 
of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky how long they are going to debate that bill? 

Mr. McCREARY. We will try to make an agreement about the 
length of time that it shall be debated. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. We all know about this bill, and why not just 
vote upon it at once? 

The SPEAKER pro te mipore, 
ject? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, the tellers have been occupying 
their places about one hour, and I demand that they shall report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They have reported, but a quorum 
has not voted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Then I will move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers Mave announced that on 
this question the ayes were 120, the noes 27. No quorum has voted, 
and the gentleman from New Jersey moves a call of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 will withdraw it if business is to be done. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from “Minnesota has 
withdrawn hisobjection. Is there furtherobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 


Does the gentleman from Florida ob- 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 

Mr. McCREARY. I call up for consideration the Senate bill 3304, 
entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers into the 
United States,’’ which is now before the House for consideration. The 
gentleman from Illinois {Mr. H1rr] is entitled to the floor, and I yield 
it to him; but before anything is done I desire to make an agreement 
in regard to the debate. There ought to be a limit to the debate, and 
I desire to make an agreement with the other side on that subject. 
How much time will the gentlemen on the other side want ? 

Mr. HITT. On this side of the House we have not had the same 
proportion of time for debate the gentlemen have had on the other 
side, and I request that we have two hours and twenty minutes. I 
understood that the gentleman agrees that twenty minutes be given to 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have talked about this 
bill—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is another proposition pending, 
and when it is disposed of the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Florida. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand the gentlemen on the other side de- 
sire two hours’ debate. This side has already had one hundred and 
fifty minutes and the other side has had one hundred minutes. Now, 
to equalize, I propose that we give to the Republican side two hours 
for debate and to this side an hour and ten minutes, which will make 
three hours and ten minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that such an arrangement would carry the debate past 5 o’ clock. 

Mr. McCREARY. I am aware of that, and desire to reduce the time 
for debate, 

Mr. MORROW. I do not see how we could consent to that; but we 
could extend the session until the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I ask unanimous consent that the session 
be extended beyond 5 o’clock, and after we have consumed the time 
agreed upon that the previous question be considered as ordered upon 
the pending amendmentand upon the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill, and that the previous question also be considered as ordered on 
the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that all debate on the pending bill be closed in three hours and 
ten minutes—two hours to be allowed the side on the left of the Chair 
and one hour and ten minutes to be allowed to the side on the right of 
the Chair; that the time for the adjournment be extended, and that the 
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previous question be considered as ordered on the amendments and the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill, and also on the passage of 


| the bill. 


and pending that all proceedings | 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman permit me? The House 
seems to be unanimously in favor of this bill, and why can not we pro- 
ceed to vote upon it now? 

Mr. McCREARY. I would be quite willing to vote upon this meas- 
ure now, but our friends on the other side desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of tha 
gentleman from Kentucky? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to state, so that all members will be pres- 
ent, that this agreement contemplates taking a vote this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The session is extended so that a vote 
shall be reached this evening. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before us to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers into the United States, which has already 
passed the Senate, is a bill that will actually do much to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers. It will do it as far as it can be done by a 
bill framed under the authority and terms of the new treaty, to carry 
out which and in anticipation of which this bill is proposed. The 
measure is a good one. It is most carefully framed to do all that is 
possible. It presses to the very verge of our authority under the treaty 
to legislate, and notwithstanding the suggestions of the gentleman 
from INinois [Mr. SPRINGER], that he distrusts any measure on Chinese 
immigration that comes from the Republican Senate, I feel assured 
that the most searching discussion of this bill to the very bottom in 
the most thorough manner will only the more certainly secure for it 
the assent of every member of the House. 

The bill is necessarily limited to doing what is allowed or authorized 
by a treaty, as it deals with a question relating to a foreign nation—a 
question about which we have entered into solemn treaties. However 
eager we may be to prevent the almost intolerable evil of the influx of 
Chinese labor, we are and have been always compelled to deal with it 
in the light of our national obligations, because we are bound by plighted 
national honor; and the zeal of members to press the views of their 
constituents and to protect what they believe to be the interests of the 
country has ever been modified in the best minds in this House and in 
the Senate by that highest duty and noblest sentiment, the observance 
of pational faith. Wecan not drive out or excludea foreigner belong- 
ing to a nation with which we have a treaty except in the manner or 
in the degree set down in the treaty. 

This has been the trouble really in all our legislation touching the 
Chinese labor question. The treaty was not all that we desired. Our 
treaties with China were in the first instances wrung from a reluctant 
power, and only recently have any suggestions from our Government 
been at all welcome in that country when we have proposed anything— 
either enlarged intercourse as we used to urge, or restrictions as we 
have done lately. Our first treaty which was of amity and commerce, 
that of 1844, negotiated by Caleb Cushing, was unwillingly assented 
to by China. The Tientsin treaty, of 1858, by Reed, was one that we 
obtained by co-operating with other powers that were harshly pressing 
China, and was extorted from a prostrated nation at the close of a dis- 
astrous war. When Mr. Burlingame, our own countryman, came back 
here in 1868 as a representative of China to offer us a liberal treaty of 
intercourse, with freedom of immigration, it was a great and signal 
event in the history of nations. 

There had already been a large influx of Chinese labor into Cali- 
fornia; more than a hundred thousand Chinese had arrived since 1851; 
but there was an enthusiastic welcome to Burlingame and his proposed 
treaty everywhere by all parties, in California and here. It was only 
by the forethought of Mr. Conness, then a Republican Senator from 
the State of California, that the Senate was induced to add tothe treaty 
a provision which prevented the naturalization of Chinamen in this 
country. The treaty itself seemed to contemplate with favor the com- 
ing of Chinese if they came freely and voluntarily; its restrictions 
were aimed only at the coolie trade, involuntary emigration from 
China. 

When the Trescott-Angell treaty was made in 1880 we had already 
discovered the deplorable effects of the incoming of Chinese labor into 
California, and our commissioners pressed hard upon China to obtain 
as broad terms as possible to check thisevil flood. They did secure tle 
right to regulate, limit, or suspend the entry of Chinese laborers into 
California. The protocols show how China maintained her dignity, 
and it was reluctantly agreed to by a power jealous of all foreigners, 
with the door still only half open and with a profound distrust of all 
nfluences or propositions from without. 

It is under that treaty that we have had to legislate ever since, an 
when in this House in 1884 a bill was presented, as stringent as could 
be framed without manifest and flagrant violation of treaties, there 
were many conscientious men who, earnest and strenuousas they might 
be in their desire to check the incoming of Chinese labor, said: ‘‘ We 
can not vote for such a bill because national faith would be violated by 
it.’ Forinstance, that bill proposed, among other things, to subject 
any merchant coming here from China to a series of indignities and of 
inquisitorial questions, how much money he was worth, where it was, 
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1858. 





what was his business, where was he going, who was his father, who 
was his grandfather, whom did he know here, ete. 

This, although we had agreed in the treaty to an express declaration 
that Chinese merchants coming to this country should have the same 
right to enter, travel, reside, and depart as citizens of the most favored 
nation; and this was just as bad faith and as gross violation of inter- 
national right as to pass a law deelaring that no Englishman, no French- 


man, no German, no European of any nation should land in New York 


without undergoing all these indignities. The pressure of public in- 
terest or the necessities of national policy are a justification ol the con- 


struction of an ambiguous treaty as iar as possible in our own inter- 
est; but never for its violation. 

In truth. there was no urgent necessity at that time for the act, be- 
cause there had just been a lull in the flood of Chinese immigration 
The fact was brought out on this floor—I remember it yet—that there 
had not been a Chinese laborer landed at San Francisco for a number 
of steamers. and that there had not been five hundred of them landed 
the beginningof the year. The Chinese Government, recognizing 
ntiment in this country, and also its own interest in 

ssible all causesof irritation with the United States, 
issue of certificates to Chinamen to come here, and 
t There was also, perhaps, an 


since 
the change of s« 
avoiding as far asp 
had forbidden the 

generally discouraged the movemen 
apprehension of the passage of the act then in prospect, which tended 
to prevent the agents of that immigration from great activity. Ata l 
events the immigration itself had slackened very much, while there 
was evident at the same time a marked change of disposition on the 
part o China, 

That act of 1884 was passed. Then nothing could be done beyond 
that except by a new treaty. Public attention was called to the need 
of a new treaty in that debate. The press of the country emphasized 
the matter with great force everywhere, especially on the Pacific coast. 
A new administration was just coming in, and this wasa burning ques- 
tion demanding the earliest action, for the Chinese immigration rose 
again, full and strong and troublesome as ever. 

In the letter of the Secretary of State transmitting the new treaty 
that we have before us to-day to provide for and anticipate by this bill, 
he says himself that shortly after the advent of this Administration, in 
view of the manifest popular discontent in the Pacific States at the 
presence of the Chinese and the uselessness of laws to prevent their 
coming, it was considered advisable that an effort be made for relief by 
treaty. I do not wonder that the new administration found out what 
evervbody knew, what had been discussed so recently on this floor and 
in the press. What wasdone? The case was urgent. 

Three years and more have elapsed, and we have been all this time 
waiting without power to proceed a step further in legislating until 
now. In prospect of the treaty contemplated by this act we hope to 
pass a law which will tend at least to prohibit the further immigration 
of Chinese labor. It is much to be regretted that we have had to wait 
so long. There are evidences that in all this our Government has a 
willing party to deal with, at least to a great degree, so far as is con- 
sistent with its dignity, in the Chinese Government. I have seen it 
stated unofficially that a decree or order has been issued by the Chinese 
Government forbidding Chinese subjects who are laborers to come to 
this country; and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] in- 
timated the fact that this negotiation has been, in unofficial ways, made 
known by the State Department to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
of this House, and I think also of the Senate. 





as possible. They have long been willing to agree that we shall not 


only regulate, limit, and suspend, but totally prohibit all immigration | 


of Chinese labor. 

I regret exceedingly that I can not agree with the views of my col- 
leagues on the committee—the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY | and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hookrr ]—that the 
treaty as negotiated by the Secretary of State was complete or satis- 
factory. It was a defective instrument as he sent it to the Senate. 
Had the Senate not attached to the treaty the two amendments which 
now appear, there is every reason to believe that the prohibition would 
have been evaded—evaded by thousands. 
ments have stopped great -holes in this treaty. It was largely in pur- 
suance of suggestions in the opinions of the courts that those amend- 
ments were made. 

While the words of the first article of the treaty seemed to prohibit 
absolutely the coming of Chinese laborers to this country, they did not 
touch the question which there was strong reason to believe the courts 
would soon touch, as my friend from California [ Mr. Morrow |} 
brought out so distinctly—the question as to the right of return ot 


those Chinese not now in the United States, and who had certificates | 


that they had been here and might return. The courts might hold 
that according to the terms of the existing treaty and the certificates 
they should be considered outstanding obligations on the part of this 
country. Then the whole flood of these certificated Chinese would again 
pourin. It was welland wisely thought by the Senate that this should 


be prevented in advance, and the amendment to the treaty was added 
that none should enter even if holding return certificates. 
So, too, as to the second article, wherein the treaty specifies the ex- 
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There is no doubt a will- | 
ingness on the part of China to come to an agreement with us as soon | 


Those two Senate amend- | 
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I would have preferred to see a ques l this 
determinately settled by the words of the t \ ’ 
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| should have such discretion in his hands, no matter 
tion, as to be able, even by neglect or mistake, to let 
gate of this Chinese immigration. 

Unlike the circumstances in 1884, when we last discussed th 
tion here, when there were few Chinamen coming into t 
there is now @ great stream pouring in, more than a thousand « 
month, nearer fifteen hundred sometimes. Che indelinite number who 
slip in illegally at the ports can not be ascertained 
ceed in making their contraband way through the mountai 
northern border. 

The question is a present one, a great and 1 g ques 1; pI ng 
upon us and demanding action. I would f go 
preting the authority granted in the words of the t1 
ject to-day than I would have gone in 1834. ‘¢ mstances and 
necessities of public interest and national policy give a meaning to 
words and justify action amongst friendly nations which I 
otherwise be adopted. 

This treaty makes no provision, and can not ) id 
to the irregular influx of Chinamen on our norther rder by land 
| It issaid, and I believe it to be true, that tl p t 1 i - 
ain trails along the borders of British Columbia in ere nu é J 
is apprehended they will come, and some have come, from the southern 

border. That was at one time a grave source of apprehension on t 





South towards Mexico, when the great cooly immigration sche 
on foot in Mexico. The Burlingame treaty anticipated in part t 
pending trouble. It has not come, fortunately. 

The Secretary of State, in his communication I have already referred 
to transmitting this treaty, remarked that the attention of the Admin- 
istration was called to this whole subject very early after its entry into 
power—to the manifest popular discontent in the States bordering on 
the Pacific growing out of the presence of Chinese labor there, and that 
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owing to its lack of sympathy with our own citizens there was a ne- 
cessity of something being done beyond the statute Jaw for the relief 
of this situation by treaty. Yet not the first word has been heard sug- 
gesting treaty, convention. or anything else with Great Britain, the 
power ‘that controls the chief point of departure in Asia of that C hinese 
labor which torments us, or the point of arrival, Vancouver, and the 
long border on the north also. 

Asa matter of fact Chinese laborers come to this country very rarely 
from China direct, but they embark from the English port of Hong- 
Kong. Great numbers, in spite of the local hostility of British Colum- 
bia, in spite of adverse legislation there, land at Vancouver, and they 
percolate through our northern borders. I would have been very glad, 
when the attention of this Administration was called more than three 
years ago to the necessity of doing something to stop this exasperating 
and irritating influx of pagans, if the President had thought of some 
convention, treaty, or arrangement with the power really in control of 
the whole subje ct. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] said the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Aftairs were familiar with the fact that negotiations had 
been long pending for the relief of the people of the Pacific Slope from 
this great evil. 1 agree that I have heard of much informal and lately 
of formal negotiation with China, but it has been taken with very de- 
liberate steps. ‘The Chinese rulers themselves are much annoyed by 
the existence of this source of irritation, Yet notwithstanding all this 
discussion, we have not yet had a remedy provided by any treaty, nego- 
tiation, or arrangement with Great Britain by which to put an end to 
it and to stop it at once. 

‘There may be reasons unknown to members of Congress that prevent 
any concerted action with the English Government; and I do not pro- 
fess to know of the influences that govern our diplomacy now. Iknow 
that they can not be always understood in all their bearings outside of 
the Department. I am well aware, too, that a criticism of this kind 
should always be made in a spirit of fairness, and not of carping fault- 
finding. sat I submit, sir, in all fairness, it is a just criticism of this 
Executive, whostates that for three years ‘the Administration has been 
considering this source of irritation, which can only be cured by treaty, 
that it has never even thought of that which is so self-evident to the 
plainest man on the Pacific Slope, who feels himself wronged by the 
presence of the pagan laborer at his side. Certainly there was no de- 
lay in entering upon negotiations with Great Britain concerning our 
fishing interests. Only eight days after the inauguration that unfortu- 
nate and precipitate correspondence began with the British Minister, that 
was learned with such surprise and alarm by the whole fishing interest 

There is urgent need of early action in regard to this treaty, and I 
um sorry to delay the House a single minute from voting upon this 
bill. I was desirous that we might vote as soon as it was called 
up the other day, when it came back from the committee, by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, as no extended debate seemed necessary. I 
was desirous, as were all of our friends on this side of the House, that 
this bill should be taken up for action the moment it camein from the 

Senate, notwithstanding the expression of distrust by the distinguished 
represe ‘tative Democrat from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] who sits before 
me and honors me with his attention, who said he distrusted all meas- 
ures of his kind coming from a Republican Senate. 

He ought to have taken the word of his own Democratic Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, which had examined it as well as the Department, 
that the Senate, Republic an as it is, has in this matter done its work 
well; and the bill, when it came here, might have been considered at 
once, and I think ‘the President’s signature would not have been with- 
held a moment. In that case it would have been law to-day. But it 
went to the Committee on Foreign Affairs upon his objection. When 
it came back it would have been passed here after a brief debate, upon 
its own proper merits had not a violent partisan speech by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Bynum], not aimed at Chinese immigration, 
’ but at the November election, been interjected into the debate, which 
thrust it over another day and brought on this prolonged discussion 
and delay. Who are the friends of speedy action here, and which side 
is causing all this delay ? 

But the bill is, as I have already said when I began, one that I am 
sure we must all of us on both sides, in fairness and in patriotism, as- 
sent to, though it does come from a Republican Senate, and I trust we 
will not adjourn to day, Mr. Speaker, without passing it through the 
House. 

I now yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman takes his seat let me ask 
him if the bill has not been somewhat improved by an amendment of 
the House put upon it? 

Mr. HITT. The amendment offered by the distinguished Republic- 
an member from California [ Mr. MorROW] in the committee, and ac- 
cepted by the committee, is one of precaution, which I think is wisely 
proposed and has been wisely accepted. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his seat 
I, too, would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. HITT. Certainly, if the gentleman from California will yield 
to me for a moment. 


Mr. McCREARY. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to say 
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that the bill ought to have been passed, and thinks it could have been 
passed as it came from the Senate to the House ? 

Mr. HITT. I said that it would have been taken up if there had 
been no objection the moment it came in from the Senate. I think. 
myself, our scrutiny of the bill has done it no harm. 

Mr. McCREARY. Doesthe gentleman think it ought to have been 
passed in the form it came from the Senate? 

Mr. HITT. I think, as I have said, that the amendment of the 
House, suggested by the gentleman from California[Mr. Morrow], who 
asked to have it taken up, was a wise one and a necessary one. 

Mr. McCREARY. Because I was about to call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that the Committeeon Foreign Affairs had added 
to the bill an important amendment, and if that amendment should 
not be adopted, or if the bill as it came from the Senate had been 
adopted, then between the time of approval of this bill and the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty there would have been no law whatever to prevent 
the Chinese from coming to this country. 

Mr. HITT. I have stated that the amendment was a wise one, 

Mr. MORROW. I wish to state that I had drawn that amendment 
and was prepared to offer it personally when the bill as it came from 
the Senate was before the House for consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of lllinois. And it would have been settled with- 
out a reference of the question to the committee at all. 

Mr. HITT. Yes, atonce. I now yield tothe gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HITT. One hour. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I have attended to this debate with 
interest, and especially to the speech of the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. ByNuM]. Itdid notsurprise me much. I have got used to such 
exhibitions on this floor. Iam not sure, sir, that it is necessary to reply 
toit. It was so artificial and affected and interested, and so visibly so, 
that it could deceive nobody, or if it could deceive, its deception was, 
and is, intended for another audience than that to which it wasaddressed. 
The speaker held the floor exclusively. The author stuck to his manu- 
script exclusively. As there was none of the spontaneousness of debate 
about it, he had resolved that there should not be any of the truth 
that springs from debate about it. It was to besent rank to the voters 
of Indiana, in the full ‘‘ blossom of its sins unhouseled and unaneled.’’ 
Iam told, sir, that contemporaneously with its delivery it was setting 
up or even before its delivery, it had been set up in the Government 
Printing Office and furnished in advance to the New York press, so that 
its poison could be hastened through all the channels of commumnica- 
tion to a credulous people. We can not follow it, sir. Its distribu- 
tion willshun the day. We need not followit. This year Indiana 
can defy its surreptitious poison or any poison like it. 

Mr. Speaker, when my colleague [Mr. Morrow] moved to immedi- 
ately consider the pending bill—when it came from the Senate and 
was laid before the House by the Speaker—he could not have expected 
opposition to his motion from a Democrat. A Californian—Republican 
or Democrat—having regard to what his State was entitled to, rather 
than what it could get, might have objected. But the treaty, and the 
bill is but the enaction of the treaty, is the best that this Administra- 
tion can do or will do. It is not what the situation demands and will 
one day insist on. But as it is the best that this Democratic Adminis- 
tration will do or can do, opposition—no, not even impediment was 
expected from a Democrat. The Speaker did not expect it, or he would 
not have recognized my colleague; but objection was made by Democrats 
and the bill was maneuvered into the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
I will not say that this maneuvering had other purposes than what ap- 

peared in this debate—to give the Democratic party a chance to attack 
Mr. Harrison. It is significant, Mr. Speaker, that no member of thie 
committee has done so; and it is as pleasant as it is significant. Maybe 
the members of the committee were too dignified to do so, or too 
fair; and the gentleman from Indiana was pushed forward, or rushed 
forward, to a congenial and invidious service for his party. It 
would have been better taste if he had deputed the office to another 
He is a fellow-citizen of General Harrison. This did not check him. 
The distresses of the Democratic party could not await on the amenities 
of life. Things must be getting awfully rough in Indiana. [Laughter. 
Dire necessity obliged, or Iam sure the gentleman from Indiana would 
not have volunteered or could not have been forced to the disagreeable 
and invidious réle he enacted on Saturday. 

Iwill not complain therefore of him. He need not, however, hav 
dropped into the vulgarity ofsneering. He could not hurt General Har- 
rison by it; he did himself injustice. Big men do not sneer; only little 
men dothat. It is only little men that have to dothat. It is the on! 
way that they can drag down to their low level the merit they can not 
attain to,and because they can not attain to it hate it, and sneerat it, au: 
spitefully use it. [Laughter and applause. | 

The gentleman from Indiana had no such excuse, and I w onder at 
him. Mr. Speaker, some things occur here that would be diverting 1! 
they did not become tiresome by their repetition. I do not know, s'', 
that the fantastic tricks that are played in this House make the ange!s 
weep, because I do not know that the angels are regarding us much, 
or concerned about us much. But I do know that the fantastic tricks 















‘ t din this I nd be ret coun iré to sadde 
é to t me 
e ere must be an infinite ¢ bilit n the part of the people, or at 
: he Democratic party thinks so. It may be, sir, that this is the 
vy it can account for its exis nd success. But at any rate, 
t think that there is such gullibility, or it would quit its per- | 
play of politics and would do business for the business sake; 
a io good, if it were capable of doing good, for good’s sake; and 
Le . , as it will, help one party and hurt the other. Can not it 
3 nstant the offices and the spoils? It seems not. Can not 
ne instant above the petty practice of being the servant, I 
st said the tool, of politics and politicians? It seems not. 
the attempt to make politics out of the Chinese question 1s 
. Itis even ludicrous ina Democratic Congress. [Laugh- 
If there is any question that I had supposed was settled, that 
| from dispute to conviction, and which engrosses us all, and 
ruction of none, it is the Chinese question, and how thor- 
cy ( dle it is, how thoroughly wearisome itis, how thoroughly nau- 





is to recur from the final and settled stages of a question to 


ind disputable stages I need not emphasize. But, sir, it ap- 

it the Democratic party is always doing this. It loves to delve 

lead things, and is never so happy as when it is fondling a 

cory or buzzing about a corpse. Why, sir, from the action of some 

of its members I should think that the only life that it likes and aims 

4 e life that infests dead things, and that the only light that it 


to shine by is the light of decay and putrescence. 
it I am surprised at the gentleman from Indiana. He has been an 
ive member—his face to the front, and to the future. He has not here- 
fore appeared in the réle of the antiquary or the grub. [Laughter. ] 
; has been the office of the antique Congressmen who have been in 
ny Congresses that they have become fond of relics, and think 
the mummy of an issue better than a live issue. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Indiana has always been 
an active member and has always lived in the present, he ought to 
] known, and I have no doubt did know, that in the rawness of the 

t stages of the question opposition isexcusable. Afterwards it may 

eprehensible; afterwards the important inquiry is not whether one 
reluctant to begin, but how strong one is now. Not when one be- 
in, but how long has he held out and will he hold out. 

Judas Iscariot commenced very early, but he quit as early. Saul of 
larsus commenced later, and preceded his commencement with bitter- 
ness and persecution, but his conversion was thorough and constant 
afterwards, and his teaching and example marched down the ages, and 
will march down the ages forever and forever. [ Applause. ] 

(nd, Mr. Speaker, as I can recall the time and movements of his 
magnificent mission and the glorious eloquence of his addresses to t! 
Ephesians and Corinthians, the eager, entranced multitudes that fol- 
lowed him and loved him, I can also recall some pitiful, piddling 
Democratic Gentile from an ancient Indianasnapping and snarlingand 
frantically squealing, ‘‘Look at his record!’’ ‘* Look at his record !’’ 
[ Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, what would have been the destiny of Christianity if 

that ancient Indiana Democrat could have been heard? [ Laughter. ] 
Look at records' The Democratic party should be the last to recall 
records, No party—I do not say it in accusation; I quit that taunt 
years ago—no party—and I commend it to the gentleman from Indiana 
{ Mr. ByNuM] who honors me with his presence—no party has claimed 
: so much or has received so much from the charity which forgets and 
a) forgives as has the Democratic party. 
; Its constant hope has been that Time’s lengthening shadow would 
at last reach and hide its deformities, and I say to the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House if we on this side do not lift the ‘‘ blanket 
of the dark’’ from your crimes, do you not lift it from our faults. It 
we are willing to let bygones be bygones, you should be. Gentlemen, 
turn from the past. Hail with us the light of the new issue. Its sun 
has full high advanced and is advancing. Do not avoid or deny it. 
In the language of another you may raise a smouldering smoke that 
may obscure it from your own eyes, but you can not strike it from the 
heavens. But I donot blame you. In its light there is no gladness 
for you or hope. To you it is the ‘‘sun of Austerlitz.”’ 

But, sir, the gentleman from Indiana may hold and compose him- 
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self in peace. He need not worry about the record of General Har- 
rison, and he may be assured that the concern of the people of this na 


tion is not what General Harrison was, but what he is and will be. not 


re what the Democratic party was, but what it is and will be, and they 
z can not be juggled from that concern by any artful politics or ariful 
3 politicians. 
4 But if we must minutely examine records, if we must peruse with 
2 microscopic gaze, motives and men, as does the gentleman from Indi- 
a ana, I think, sir, we may challenge the boasting of the Democratic 
‘ party and can easily detect and pierce the gaudy gloss of its Chinese rec- 
4 ord. The gentleman should have known that it is common experi- 
BS ence that an early concession is often an interested concession. It may 
3 be as swift to desert or as soon to grow tired as it was swift to comply. 
3 The gentleman should have thought of that before he challenged in- 


vestigation or view of the Democratic record 
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to do it. The Secretary of State said so. No international obligation 
to do it The Secretary of State said so Yet it was done, ands; ps edily } 
done. I did not vote for that bill, nor will I stop to question its merits. 
For argument’s sake I will concede its merits Be it was not nore 
meritorious than the restriction bill and the great and dear interes 
that depended on the restriction bill. 

Mark you, sir, ignorance was inex cusable; the gentleman from In- 
diana thinks he has proved that; Republican institutions were menaced 


i » | 


labor was threatened with de; 
tleman from Kentucky has proved that. Yet the Democratic House 
of Representatives, with its 43 Democratic majority, abandoned in- 
stitutions and lab und marched right up to the tune of $147,000 


for dead Chinamen, but would not stir ope inch for menaced white 
men. 

Oh, yes; you had abundant zeal, gentlemen. And the gentleman 
from Indiana was in Congress then. He says that Mr. Harrison re- 
mained in his seat in the Senate in cold and abhorred silence, while 
burning eloquence was uttered all about him of the sufferings of men. 
‘*Callous, heartless, immovable,’’ is the gentleman’s language. Why 


was the gentleman from Indiana silent in the Forty-ninth Congress? 
There was plenty of chance then for en eloquence for the suffer- 
ings of men, But dumb he - and dum ? remained. 


party was, and dumb remained. Heanditsat ‘‘callous, heartless, and 
immovable. [ Laughter and app la use on the 1¢ Republican side.] In 
bitterest words the gentleman has pronounced his own phillipic. 


lfere was a chance—I think I quote the gentleman correctly 
was a chance ‘‘ to present the question with a fervor and a sentiment 
that would have aroused the innermost feelings of the very soul of any 
man who hadan atom of sympathy for those doomed to endless toil’’— 
eloyuent Janguage from the gentleman from Indiana. But, alas, the 
gentleman did not feel the ‘‘ fervor’’ in the Forty-ninth Congress, or 
he knew that his party would have been as insensible to it as a stick 
orastone. At any rate he did not try, but waited over two years; 
ay, three years of a Democraticadministration to goby, and the gentle- 
man comes out of his silence and thinks that he has done his duty and 
his whole duty when he denounces General Harrison for the omissions 
that he was guilty of himself. Ah, Mr. Speaker, it is a common ex- 
perience that people who live in fragile places will throw stones. 

The bill for the payment of $147,000 was the inspiration of a Dem- 
ocratic a etary of State. It was whispered, and somewhat forcibly 
whispered, too, that its passage was necessary to smooth the path of ne- 
go ybis a Democratic diplomacy had to be pioneered by a gift ot 
$147,000. Is it not strange, Mr. Speaker, that Democratic diplomacy 
must alw :ys concede the n: ition’s rights, as with Canada, or buy them, 
as with China? [Applause.] The gentleman from Indiana has taught 
me to feel and express indignation at this. 

The Democratic party, he said, in describing its action on one of the 
bills, was not tender—I think I quote him correctly— 
of the feelings of the Chinese Government.’’ Should a Democratic 
Secretary of State, then, have been tender of the feelings of the Chi- 
nese Government ? Should it have paused to make the rights of 
American citizens and the American nation a matter of bargain and 
barter with the Chinese Government? Should it have paused, ‘‘if our 
citizens were suffering, to see whether the proposed measure ’’ (Iam us- 
ing the language of the gentleman from Indiana) “‘ for the relief of the 
citizens met the approval of the Emperor of China or not ?”’ 

A Democratic Secretary of State who would do so, in the gentleman’s 
denunciation, is abject and un-American, Such a Secretary ‘‘ would, 
indeed’’—I again quote the gentleman; he has equipped me with 
words and suggested their use—‘‘such a Secretary would, indeed, be 
conscientious, and he could not have better performed the wishes of 
the Emperor of China it he bore the imperial commission rather than 
the commission of the United States’’—language substantially that 
the gentleman used about General Harrison. If it is true of the Sec- 
retary of State, it is true of more than he. The Secretary is but the 
minister of the Administration. If itis true of him, it is true of the 
Democratic President of the United States, of the Democratic candi- 
date for the Presidency, if we must get down to politics. And, sir, it 
is as true of the President and of the Secretary of State as it is of Gen- 
eral Harrison. Let us be fair. In no sense is it true of either—in no 
abs olute sense, nor in the remotest transferred or metaphorical sense— 
for whatever else President Cleveland and Secretary Bayard may be, 
I do not think they are ‘‘ abject and un-American,’ and I will not al- 
low the bad ex xample of the gentleman from Indiana make me say so. 

So, sir, the Democratic party paused in the Forty-ninth Congress. 
Its Secretary of State paused; he had been an early zealot. Its House 
of Representatives paused; it too had been an early zealot. Whether 
either started again, and how, we shall consider hereafter. 

Let us now contrasta Republican Senate with the Democratic House, 
Mr. Harrison with his accusers. 

Mr. Fair, of Nevada, introduced in the Senate a counterpart of the 
Morrow bill. It wasthe Morrow bill. Itwasentirelyof Mr. MornRow’s 
composition. Senator Fair did not prepare a word or letter of it. And 
it is always so, Mr. Speaker, all the intelligence that has been usefully 
exerted in this matter, all the push and activity, have come from Re- 
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publicans. No Democrat in any useful sense has devised means or 
pointed out the way. 
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tration? And the Administration mustalso be held respon r tl 
sin of allowing twenty thousand Chinamen to come into the country, 
and for those which may come until the treaty is ratified. 

Mr. McCREARY rose. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I do not yield. The gentle nan from Indian 


[_Mr. ByNuM]| was unfortunate. He should not have drawn attention 
to the Democratic record. The best parts of it is drawn into suspicion 
by the conduct of the party when off its guard or when it has other in- 
terests. Why, I ask, if you were so zealous, gentlemen—why did you 
not report the Felton bill? It regarded the respect and the dignity of 
the nation—the respect and dignity of China, but— 

McCREARY. I understand the gentleman addre 
tion. 

Mr. MCKENN A. You do not give me time 
but jump up and interrupt me. 

The SPEAK ER pro tempore. The Chair asl 
whether he yielded. 

Mr. McKENNA. I donot yield to interruptions, but notwithstand- 
ing my refusal er > gentleman jumps up in the middle of a sentenc 
' the line of my remarks by interpolating question 

Mr. PETERS. "He does not even ask for permission. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I repeat, why did not the committee report the 
Felton bill? It was dignified and respectful to this nation; it was 
dignified and respectful to the Chinese Government, and it provided 
for perpetual prohibition of Chinese immigration. Why did not the 
committee report the Henley bill? It was harsher in its metbod than 
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| the Felton bill, but it also provided for perpetual prohibition of Chi- 


nese immigration. 

The gentleman from Kentucky said there was a treaty obligation in 
the way. The gentleman from Indiana says we should observe none, 
and denounces Mr. Harrison for his scruples, which he intimates were 


| sentimental and hypocritical. 


Mr. McCREARY. I merely wish to state that the committee did 
report the Morrow bill, and placed it upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Why did you not pass the Morrow bill? The 
gentleman constantly asks questions to divert me from the point. If 
there were treaty obligations, the Felton bill regarded them. Were 
you not bound to reportit? It is the duty of a government—and you 
were the government then—to preve nt all the evil it can prevent; to 
do all the good it can do. If it neglects either it is reprehensible. A 
great man once said: 


He who sleeps on his watch betrays his cause as much as he who deserts to 


| the enemy. 


[ Applause. ] 

In the light of all this how can the Democratic party escape just con- 
demnation? Why, sir, you can not tell when the party is sincere or 
when it is showing off. [ Laughter. ] Mr, STEWART, Senator fron 
Nevada, the other day related a significant fact of history about it, 
He said ‘that Mr, Thurman, the Democratic Vice-Presidential candidat: ; 
and one whom you are proud to say and name as ‘‘ the noblest Roman 
of you all,’’ that even he would play at politics, and, for the purpose 
of partisan advantage, risked the dearest interests of his country, and 
maneuvered, with Sumner and Schurz, and others like them, to force 
Chinese naturalization on the country. I hope, sir, that he was moved 
only by partisan purposes. I hope that he was not moved by the 
grosser and baser purposes that if Chinese naturalization should be 
forced upon the country he could claim for his party Chinese suffra 
as the reward of his valuable aid. : 

I do not believe that he was so influenced, but adopting the style of 
criticism of the gentleman from Indiana I might say he was so in- 
fluenced. 

Mr. Speaker, I am tired already of the exposure of Democr: 
brag, and tired of enumeration of Democratic omissions, and yet | am 
not done. ; 

How stands its Secretary of State? Its Secretary of State was for 
many years a great, able, and distinguished Senator of the Unit d 
States. The office of Senator of the United States is an eminent o 
fice and its duties should be discharged with grave and balanced care 
and deliberation. In a special sense, under the Constitution, is com 
mitted to a Senator of the United States the preservation of interna- 
tional obligations and the keeping of the nation’s honor. What Mr. 
Bayard should observe as Secretary of State Mr. Bayard should have 
observed as Senator of the United States. Can anyone denyit? Did 
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a place and a time and the circumstances of a prior residence will in- 
vent without straining adebt of a thousand dollars pending settlement 
The treaty you will see, sir, is not a very perfect remedy. 


What do the Senate amendments add? The Senate amendments 
in the prohibition of the treaty all those laborers who are not 
at its date in the United States; and if the amendments do not make 
the giving of the certificate.as they ought to do an executive question 
exclusively, they make the fact and the sufliciency of the certificate 
when produced an executive question exclusively, and irresponsible 
courts and habeas corpuses and bail bonds are made impossible. 

The Senate amendments, therefore, are an improvement to the treaty 
and give it the only vitality it has or good it has. The pending bill 
is also a Senate measure, and is better again than the treaty even as 
amended, and all therefore that is tolerable in the treaty and bill is the 
work of the Kepublican Senate. 

I have referred, sir, to the delay of the Administration. It is sig- 
nificant that on the 1st day of March of this year the Senate passed the 
resolution which I now read: 

Resolved, That in view of the difficulties and embarrassments that have at- 
tended the regulation of the immigration of Chinese laborers to the United 
States, under the limitations of our treaties with China, the President of the 
United States be requested to negotiate a treaty with the Emperor of China, 
containing a provision that no Chinese laborer shall enter the United States. 

‘This resolution was delivered to the President on the 3d, and on the 
12th the treaty was signed. Did the Senate resolution cause the treaty ? 
It is certain the resolution hastened the treaty. Longer delay was 
possible. Soeverywhere the Republican Senate’s care and vigilance 
and prompting are conspicuous. 

Mr. Speaker, I said in the beginning of my remarks that while the 
treaty is the best the Administration will do or can do it does not sat- 
isfy the situation. Indeed, the whole proceeding shows still a want 
of appreciation on this side of the continent of the evil, and that East- 
ern sentiment has not yet reached the height of the argument. 

But the Pacific coast does not despair. The day of tull relief is at 
lastbreaking. Its light streams from the Republican platform. 

A few words more, sir, and lam through with this question. The op- 
position to Chinese immigration by the Pacific coast was once referred 
by those not of the coast and native to the evil as an unreasoning race 
prejudice. It was not thought to be, as it was and ever has been, the 
chosen conduct of men taught in the traditions ofa free country and rever- 
cneing its principles, hoping always to live by them and ready if need 
be to die for them; willing, always willing to extend them to all peo- 
ple capable of receiving, preserving, and perpetuating them; never 
willing nor ever will be of debauching and shaming them by making 
them the profit of Chinese parasites. 

[t was evident to us that the Chinese could not to become as Ameri- 
cans, that Americans ought not to become as Chinese. One or the 


: } 
mciude 


other might have to be. We could not raise the Chinese tous. We 
should not stoop to them, One or the other we might bave todo. In 


these alternatives, the alternatives of their continued immigration, we 
thought we had and think we have dear and grave interest, and while 
reverencing the principles and institutions of a free country and know- 
ing all the hope there is in them for mankind, we can not but discern 
that any effort to extend them to China and the Chinese will be im- 
possible-—-as impossible to them as destructive to ourselves. And, be- 
lieve me, sir, let Chinamen come as they are coming, and will come if 
not restrained, and you will as surely destroy this free Government 
as though, to use a figure of Wendell Phillips, you should put gun- 
powder under the Capitol. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall have to skip a good deal of what I desired to 
say, and will go to the part, and to that part which I really consider 
the most important in the discussion. Ido not regard it as very im- 
portaut what the Republican party has done heretofore, because I con- 
sider the important thing is whatit is now. It is important to inquire 
why the gentleman from Indiana has made this attack on General Har- 
rison. I think, sir, the purpose is palpable. 

The Democratic party has threatened the industries of the country, 
and it stands appalled at the doom that awaits it from the indignant 
workingmen of the country. Itis trying to deflect the blow to Gen- 
eral Harrison by a conjuration of the Chinese question; but, Mr. 
Speaker, the attempt will not succeed. The objectand purpose of itis 
too evident. Besides, the principles of that party, if consistently car- 
ried out, lead directly to Chinese immigration. I do not mean to say 
that Democrats are not sincere in their position, but I say if they were 
consistent under the declaration of their principles they would favor 
cheap Chinese labor. It is a natural deduction from the economic 
doctrines they have announced. Not swallow their words or stultify 
their record, to use the language of the,gentleman from Indiana. 
They will have toswallow a whole dictionary of words and encyclopedia 
of bad*policy and bad principles before they can consistently support the 
bill. They declare that they are in favor of cheap goods. Why not 
be in favor of the cheap cause of cheap goods ? 

I would like to have time to elaborate that, but I must hurry on. 
General Harrison opposes Chinese immigration. He has declared so, 
or he could not be the candidate of the Republican party at this time 
on its platform; because, sir, coincidently with clear declarations for 
the protective system is as clear a declaration for the absolute prohibi- 
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tion of Chinese immigration, and the declaration is consistent and just, 
| The prohibition of Chinese immigration is the concretest form of pro- 
tection to American labar. Under it all the evilsof cheap foreign goods 
} and cheap foreign labor is seen the distinctest and felt the bitterest. 
Through it and on account of it the country has been forced to the con- 
viction that the time has at last come to consider, not to whom it 
can extend its civilization, but for whom it can preserve it; not to 
whom it may give liberty, but for whom it may lose liberty; not to 
whom it may give bread, but for whom it can save bread. Thes: 
ire the alternatives of free trade and protection, and from them. 


There is also forced this other consideration, that equality and free- 
dom are not alone to be the radiance of the heights, heaven-kissed 
enough, of ease and wealth, but must illumine and adorn the slop: 

where the nation i 
and happiness must 


and levels where struggle is and where labor is, 
and forever must be, and where grace and beauty 
come to it if they come atall. And if they come at all they can only 
come and stay and grow from protection to American labor. The very 
essence of the protective system, the very essence of the principles of 
the Republican party, is exclusion to cheap goods and cheap men, and 
General Harrison is its chieftain and will be its President. 

[ Applause on the Republican side. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following proceed- 
ings were had: 

Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

| California be allowed to’ finish his remarks, 

Mr. BYNUM. You have time which you can give to him. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MCKENNA] have sufficient time to conclude his re- 
marks, and that the same amount of time be granted to the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That changes the order of the House, 
and would necessitate a like extension of the time for adjournment 
beyond 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HEARD. If itis expected to reach a vote upon this question 
to-day, this will compel ustostay just that much longer. 

Mr. PETERS. It will; but I will make the request that the hou: 
for adjournment be postponed the necessary time. 

Mr. McCREARY. ‘That order has already been made. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The agreement was that one hour and 
fifty minutes be given to those on the left of the Chair, and an hour 
and ten minutes to the side on the right of the Chair, and that the 
necessary extension beyond 5 o’clock be made so as to permit that to be 
done. But if there is an extension of the time to either side it must 
be accompanied with an additional order for extending the duration of 
the session. 

Mr. HEARD. I have no objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from California, but I do not want to be kept here so much 
longer in order to get a vote this evening. 

Mr. PETERS. Iwill state my proposition in thisway. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from California be allowed suflicient 
time to complete his remarks in addition to the ten minutes which ha\ 
been given to him, and that an equal amount of time be consumed on 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it will be necessary that the: 
be an extension to a corresponding time beyond 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MACDONALD. As itis understood that we are to have a \ 
this evening, I will object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then Iask that the vote be taken t 
morrow instead of taking it this evening, and that the time of t! 
gentleman from California be extended. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objects. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much timedoes the gentleman require? 

Mr. McKENNA. I did not know how much time it would ta! 
me, andI may have miscalculated the time, but I think it will ta! 
thirty minutes, which will be twenty minutes additional time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the request, a 
the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ido not think objection ought to be raised. liv 
unanimous consent we extended the time of my colleague [Mr. By Nu 
on Saturday. This speech is a reply to his, and there ought to be no 
objection. 

Mr. MCKENNA. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be allowed 
minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentle 
from California [Mr. THomMpson]. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. Mr. Speaker, it is not my desire to 
take up unnecessary time in discussing a measure that [am sure, when it 
comes to a vote, will pass this House with scarcely a dissenting voice 
But the matter under consideration is of such vital importance, not o1y 
to the people of the Pacific coast, whom in part I have the honor to 
represent, but to the people of all the States of this Union when they 

| come to understand it as we do in California, that I am constrained at 


The gentleman from South Caroli: 
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least to voice the sentiment of my constituency in assuring the mem- zs : f . ‘ s s 
bers of this Congress and the people the; represent that, notwithstand- A “ . . a few score s 
ing what may have heen in the past, there is now but one side tot 4 souls th res to a fea 
issue of Chinese immigration in California. It has been my province I “= = ald ae ; . . 
to see with my own eves for thirty years the formation of the hideous | , atia 5 an souls are ¢ . 
7 : ; ie ae al J : 
Mongolian incubus upon that fair State s robbed it of much In San Francisco «  ¢ sre huddled ¢ ; 
of its natural ; ywwth and prosperity. can convey or pen of twelt eke ‘ ‘ x ; + 
: & Eggers , tion alone will | ° , 
portray the ugliness of the monster Personal inspection alone will ‘ DOr t l t ] ulation there a ~ 
convey anything like an adequate idea of the moral degradation 7 y famili livi 5 with legitimate iren hres 
Chinese laborers wherever they are herded together in any considerable | +), 50 <and of these Mong ( l ‘ \ nuiactul 
numbers in this or any other country. ; within t Chinese quarté i re t e < 
. aa } . » neonle of » 
Had I time to do so, Mr. Speaker, I \ d like to tell the people « pplantiz ite labor in lost ev q — ev 
. , - . ha ch ,oter —T e 
the Atlantic States, from this floor, a good deal about the character and | }., . rea » thie enn 7 ori They 
ss ' . save seen } r he Pac Cc - 
habits of this unassimilative alien race as we have seen it on the Pacifi | have a system of government of their own, and resist the payment of 
shores. . 12.4 . } 1 taxes WV enever they can do SO, paying in San Fran sco OI lya t one 
The Chinese are purely a clannish, selfish, grasping people, totally thre 7" — 3 part of the tax the Sta ; , 
devoid of all moral instincts and endowed with an end irance un- |.) edths part of the revenue required to s 
equaled by any other class of laborers. A distinguished writer, thirty | . ent Che cost of keeping Mongolian prisoners in n 
years ago, describing them in their own country, said: ore than double the whole amount of the propert d 
Facts of daily occurrence brought to the knowledge of the miss onaries re- | from the Chinese population of the Stat As has been most fitting! 
veal the prevalence of the most fearful immoralities and furnish a melancholy jefined. the Cl acres euiiniien ait din 4 bss We omens +. 
insight into the desolating horrors of paganism. Female infanticide in some | GeUnea, th : nit populat { th i yisi a hug ponge, 
parts openly confessed, and divested of all disgrace and penalties everywhere which absorbs all it can in America and is then squ loutin China 
the dreadful prevalence of all the vices charged by the Apostle Paul upon the Che record of the Republicans, including y colleagues of that 
ancient heathen world; the alarming extent of the use of opium (furnished, | . . on ae *} t af that os ateeeles aad alias 
: ot . i nat- in this House, on the subject of th yen ig Lreaty exclusion al 
too, by British and American rchants), destroying the productions and na ; , | rs 
ural resources of the people; the universal practice of lying and dishonest deal- | islation to enforce it, has certainly been an anomalous one. 
ings; the unblushing lewdness of old and young; harsh cruelty towards prison- Believing that a treaty of exclusion was our only remedy against t 
ers by officers, and tyranny over slaves by masters—all forming a full unchecked Chinese evil. a year ago last April ] »>W neton to u 1 
torrent of human depravity, and proving the existence of a kind and degree of ea Vil, a} go ia | i 
moral degradation of whicl 1 excessive statement can scarcely be made oran | the authorities that measure I was encouraged to do so by 
adequate conception hardly be formed. | President Cleveland had said in his letter of acceptance iT] on 
Such is their condition in the midst of Christian civilization in Cali- | the Chinese issue as identified with the labor question 1 I was as 
fornia to-day. With few exceptions, places from whence they have | sured that such negotiations would be pushed to a conclusion as rap- 
been driven by popular uprisings of the people, every town or village } idly as was practicable. When I returned to this Congress I found 
has its Chinese quarter, and every Chinese quarter has its gambling | them still in progress, and the success of the nego- 
hells, opium joints, and other dens of infamy—a constant menace to | tiations if it was in the power Pre it and our Secretary of State 
the moral welfare of American children, both boys and girls, thousands | to perfect them My Republican colleagues, however, were not so con 
of whom, contracting the opium habit, become hoodlums and outcasts | fident. and ridiculed the idea of a tré aty of exclus The Senate also 
and are ruined for life. was incredulous, as on the very threshold of cm plishment a res- 
Pitiable it is to behold these wan-faced victims of Mongolian de- | olution suggesting a treaty was submitted by that honorable body and 
bauchery uponour streets. They appeal to the civilization of America | resnonded to by the President. as follow 
Jy Ul “as tna 
to save them, and this can only be done by driving back this yellow | 7, ine g, 
tide from Asia that threatens to inundate and ruin our countryandits|} 4 copy send Genk Cilia the ist day 
people. This, I know, is strong language and may be considered by | present i nats 
. . 1 = | **Resolt es embart + 5 
some unnecessarily extravagant, but when I view the black contami- sen 4 aed con ethene his 4 
nating pall of paganism that has spread itself over our glorious land of s ine eth, Chites the Presktont 
sunshine and flowers within a quarter of a century, and reflect that it ted § streaty with the J ror of 
is supported by four hundred and fifty millions of such people as I have iio Uinnsneieeciean eit diacestinah anotianmendl ton tens ties aeenateaiionn inenate 
described, I confess that it produces in me a sense of alarm for the 1 overlooked by the exec branch of the Government charged 
future of this free land, this asylum of nations. Would to God that I | « tion with tl r roby FORGING SOURTSENeS 
¢ “ 4 ht r tr tvs 1 as ism i 
had the gift of language and the power of eloquence to arouse my coun- | | hee : ee 
trymen to a sense of the danger that threatens them. i an of t it - cadcaan ted 
Talk about Christianizing the heathen Chinee! Why, Mr. Speaker, uted nd ¢ ‘ Fore 
; 7 . ae 4 ae , aa - : e 
the most carefully collected statistics on that subject showthat— - ; a 7 eee 
In proportion to population the “‘ Joss-house”’ is more commonin Chinatown, | j 5 solution i : at ha t goon 
San Francisco, than are the edifices of the Christian church in other portions con 1 t ( Ww Ww t 
of that city. ants nl it 
Let me quote further from an exhaustive and carefully prepared re- oo , 
i . . ; . - v . 
port made to the board of supervisors of that city by the present mayor M ul 
and other members of that body: Vhen t treatv. throuch t 7 ‘ Senate 
So farin San Francisco “the heathen Chinee” has,in the slang parlance of | qd, d incontravention of the Pr ‘ I ) encdat 
the day, “got in his work ’’ with the same irresistible force as that with whi ] mmediately pub is »t le it was gener 
Boston's other “ slugging’’ champion has always displayed in his ring « *s ey anne — - so = ?, 
counters. And Senator Hoar, and his followers, who would fain open w denounced by the Re publican representati v« ind newspape! i 
our gates to the “little brown man,” that he may be converted to Christianity fornia. The State convent 1 of that part \ } met to } 
and skare in the blessings of American citizenship, may possibly find food for 4 to t oy a an tion Iso ‘ 
new reflection by a careful study of some of the naked facts which your com- 7 | — we —— — _— 
mittee have been enabled to present upon this branch of the subject. * * * J uag 
lols of the most hideous form and feature squat upon their altars, from Wa < { . r 
which license, in the belief of the Chinaman, sufficient to justify crime or vice | «, . . 
of any degree may be had for the asking. Idols that typify not the precepts j 
of morality taught by Confucius, carved and created by the mechanical fancy ; : 4] ' 5 ‘ 
of the most skillful Mongolian artist into every conceivable distortion of feat- Che bill reported to thi ! 
ure and limb, more frequently represent and give license to the practice of a | throuch its chairm in, Mr. | { vy 
e than a virtue to be inculcated and lived up to. Even the “ Goddess of ine chairman of that co i G | 8 
rostitution ” sits enthroned upon her altar in more than one Joss-house in | ““**¢5 \MSt* See a eae 
San Francisco, and licenses her votaries to the practice of namelessindulgences | Stantially the same as the bill now under co! Ae 
i the most bestial gratification of their sensuous lusts. Let the skeptic who | ated through the press of San Francisco 
views this statement as an exaggeration or misrepresentation of fact visit the Morrow. who was so anxious a few day som to 7 ‘ ‘ , 
houses of San Franciseo and he will no longer doubt; for it is the truth as ey : ome . a a — 
I the Chinese have thus planted their idolatry among us with all its at- | through this House without refe ce ¢ 
tendant vices, while they have undermined the morals and the physical health bill at that ti without a nN i 9 
r youth, and defied our laws, what has Christianity to show, through the lod : | } tri ' i 
¢ ». oe ea ae aes - — epealed 1 “<iiately the restriction law i i A c 
* missionaries or otherwise,in its conflict with Asiatic heathenism, ee mmed a . ~— a f i f 
wae in the advance of Christian morals or the Christian religion ? our ports indelinitely to an influx of ¢ se ( Lt as Of 
{in morals, nee! And ae gry 4 so pervertthe truth as tomain- | course an oversight on the part of 
t otherwise n religious teachings let the evidence of the missionaries | ._ e sanllianama. ac snsseiieete iene fate - 3 OUT 
themselves speak for itself. Thirty-five or thirty-six souls saved by the mis- | °¥* rzealous colleague, and I congratul ad 
§ ry work of Mr. Gibson, eighty by Mr. Loomis, making one hundred | ency upon the happy escape n ae Sen Sees # Pe eae a 
fifteen in all, deducting nothing for backsliders, in a maximum period I fear our Republican friends have also made a stak : y 
of seventeen years, that being the term of the administration of Mr. Loomis! Jelay in the tification of the treaty t we 4 an 
t this, thousands of young men debauched and diseased for life by aelay in the ratilicatiol UO UECaey ie , 
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among us; innumerable young men and young 
rmed in the opium habit from the same source; the laboring 
classes deprived of work and impoverished, their children graduated in the 
school of ** hoodlumism ;’’ the laws set aside and defied: a filthy and disgusting 
mode of life set up bv a clannish population in the fairest and best portion of 
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The essence of the treaty is exclusion, and it remains only for Con- 
gress to provide the laws to carry out its provisions. I do not admit 
that this Government is unable to enforce its laws. It can, and, under 
this Democratic Administration, will do so, despite the efforts of any 
power, domestic or foreign, to set aside or ignore them. 

‘The Democratic party has at all times been united in opposition to 
the coming of Chinese to this country. In the earliest days of our 
State’s history it legislated against them through the enforcement of a 
miners’ tax of $20 per month. This law as amended from time to 
time was in successful and effective operation until the provisions ot 
the fourteenth amendment to the Federal Constitution cut it off. The 
tax was undoubtedly the means of checking the influx of these people 
from the time of its enactment early in the fifties until it was declared 
unconstitutional under the operation of the Federal Constitution. The 
following figures, showing the arrivals and departures of Chinese at the 


in force and subsequent thereto, demonstrate this fact: 

In 1852 the arrivals were 20,026 and the departures 1,768. 
the arrivals had dropped off considerably, while the departures had in- 
creased, the figures being 8,175 arrivals and 2,792 departures. 

‘Ten years later 9,770 arrivals and 4,890 departures. It wasabout this 
time that the tax was removed under the operation of the fourteenth 
amendment, and in 1882 there were 45,665 arrivals and 13,414 depart- 
ures; in 1885, 40,221 arrivals and 18,703 departures; in 1886, under 
operation of the restriction acts, there were 6,714 arrivals and 12,267 
departures. In 1887 there were 11,572 arrivals and 9,919 departures. 
During the first six months of the current year there have been 7,422 
arrivals and 1,734departures. The total Chinese arrivals in this coun- 
try through the port of San Francisco have been 366,636 and 179,095 
departures, leaving a balance of 187,541. In addition to these, large 
numbers have come in at other ports or have been transported acress 
the boundary from Mexico and British Columbia. 

Tt is said that all the Chinamen who were employed on the Canadian 
Pacific Railroad have since crossed the boundary into the United States, 
and it is safe to estimate that there are now on the Pacific coast 200,- 
0006 Chinese, 125,000 of whom are in California, and probably 50,000 
in San Francisco. It is further stated that the returns of the Chinese 
population in British Columbia show a reduction of 25 per cent. dur- 
ing the past year, 4,000 Chinamen having been smuggled thence into 
the United States. 

It is not my desire to make invidious comparison between political 
parties on this subject, but it is a fact well known to the people of my 
State that the first importation of Chinese coolies to this country was 
cotemporaneous with the building of the continental railroads. They 
were brought here under Republican auspices because they could be 
hired for less than a dollar a day to take the place of white men in 
building those roads, and to-day the greatest, if not the only obstacle 
in the way of the enforcement of the restriction laws in San Francisco 
grows out of the fact that the rulings of two distinguished Republican 
Federal judges of that city have nullified the intent and spirit of the 
law to such a degree as to destroy its effect and to cause the people otf 
that city, with the voice of a united public press, to demand of this 
Congress the impeachment of those judges. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I quote from President Cleveland’s letter 
of acceptance four years ago, and as 2 Democrat point with pride to the 
treaty of exclusion which the bill now pending before this House is de- 
signed to enforce—an evidence of the President’s fidelity to principle 
and the faithful performance of every promise made to the people: 

THE DIGNITY OF LABOR. 


A true American sentiment recognizes the dignity of labor and the fact that 
honor lies in honest toil. 

Contented labor is an element of material prosperity. Ability to work con- 
stitutes the capital of the wage laborer, the income of a vast number of our 
population; and this interest should be jealously protected. 

Our workingmen are not asking unreasonable terms, but as intelligent citi- 
zens they seek the same consideration which those demand who have other in- 
terests at stake. They should receive their full share of the care and attention 
of those who make and execute the laws, to the end that the wants and needs 
of employers and employés should alike be subserved and the prosperity of the 
country—the common heritage of both—be advanced. 

As related to this subject, while we should not discourage the immigration 
of those who come to acknowledge allegiance to our Government and add to 
our citizenship protection, yet, as a measure of protection to our workingmen, 
a different rule should prevail concerning those who, if they come orare brought 
to our land, do not intend to become Americans, but will injuriously compete 
with those who are entitled to our labor. 

The laboring classes constitute the main part of our population. Theyshould 
be protected in their efforts peaceably to assert their rights when endangered 
by capital, and all statutes on this subject should recognize the care of the state 
for honest toil and be framed with a view of improving the condition of the 
workingmen. 


Mr. HITT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, the bill underconsideration appears 
to meet the approbation of both sides of this House. Thesubject-mat- 
ter of the billis not new. It has been beforethe country for years, and 
has evoked much discussion in and outof Congress. Itmay be truthfully 
said that public sentiment has been conducted to a general approval of 
the purposes of this bill. In the beginning of the consideration of the 
subject of Chinese immigration into this country wide differences of 
opinion prevailed. California and the whole Pacific Slope was then as 
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now chiefly affected by the question. California, in common with the 
whole country, approved the Burlingame treaty, chiefly because it was 
thought desirable to establish commercial relations with this heretofore 
secluded country, and to open in China a market for our products in ex- 
change for her teas. But when at length the incidental effect of recipro- 
cal trade with China began to manifest itself by an inundation of unde- 
sirable immigrants from that country, who sought our shores not be- 
cause they loved our civilization,our institutions, and the religious views 
and precepts upon which they were founded, nor because they desired 
to become assimilated to these, nor to remain in the country and as- 
sume any part in promoting the welfare of theland and the virtue of the 
people, but that their advent among us was prompted by purely self- 
ish and mercenary motives and purposes; that they one and all re- 
jected the idea of renouncing allegiance to their native soil; that they 


| persistently adhered to the ancient manners and customs of their people, 
port of San Francisco during the time the foreign miners’ tax law was | 


and almost without exception set at defiance many of the rules of mo- 


| rality and decency observed in Christian communities, buying and sell- 
Tn 1862 | 


ing their own flesh, and indulging with impunity in the most revolt- 
ing vices and heathenish practices; and that they seemed to be practi- 
cally without moral sense or conscience; that the solemnity of an oath 
from their lips was in theirestimation idle breath without obligation. 
And beside these offensive characteristics, they here enter into compe- 
tition in many branches of industry with the wage-earners who con- 
stitute the basis of our own prosperity as a people, and upon whom we 
rely to defend the country in time of: peril. 

The evils of Chinese immigration, so manifest and overpowering in 
California and other exposed parts of the Pacific coast, were along time 
in becoming apparent to the eastern parts of the country, butnow at last 
these evils have come to begenerally admitted, and to-day we consider 
in Congress as a non-partisan measure the law under consideration for 
the exclusion of Chinese, a law offered in pursuance of a recently nego- 
tiated treaty with China. Both governments agreeing to the exclu- 
sion, both the great political parties of this country agreeing to the ex- 
clusion, and there appearing no opposition from any quarter, the passage 
of the law is assured. 

Why, then, it may be asked, this extended controversy, which has 
lasted two full legislative days, regarding this law. The law origi- 
nated and was passed in the Senate; it came to the House and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; that committee has unani- 
mously reported it back to this House, recommending its passage. Why 
then discuss the measure? Asa fact, the measure has not been dis- 
cussed; it has been explained by members of the committee that re- 
ported it, and we are all agreed that the bill shall be passed into law. 
But some members of the other side of the House have seized upon this, 
as they have on other occasions, whether opportune or not, to promul- 
gate and defend the dogmas of the Democratic national platform as the 
ruling purpose of their minds, to be thrust into every debate and to be 
put above every public interest. 

Half admitting the untenable and delusive character of the policy of 
the Democratic party and of its leading measure, framed at the dicta- 
tion of the head of that party for the suppression of American enter- 
prise and prosperity, they thrust the subject forward at all times and 
on all occasions, showing by this course that doubts exist in their own 
minds as to whether their theories of revenue are worthy the adoption 
hy the people. They have but one leading idea, and that embodied in 
the Mills bill is tariif for revenue, tending to free trade. 

I wish to say in regard to the charges made by the gentleman from 
Indiana against General Harrison on the Chinese question, and this is 
proved by the record, that General Harrison never favored nor ad‘ 
eated Chinese immigration into this country. He stood by a treaty 
stipulation, and opposed a willful and violent infraction of it. He ad- 
vocated a stipulation for suppressing Chinese immigration into this 
country and yoted for such a proposition in the Senate, as has been 
shown; and I say without fear of contradiction that General Harris: 
is a more reliable friend of California and its products, and better dis 
posed to protect its industries from Chinese or other competition than 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] or any other member of his 
party. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The tariff bill supported by the Democratic party as the leading 
measure upon which it bids for support puts upon the free-list the lea 
ing products of the Pacific coast—its lumber and its wool; and when 
the free-lumber clause of the Mills bill was under consideration in i! 
House and a proviso was offered to the effeet that lumber coming from 
British Columbia or elsewhere, the product of Chinese labor, should | 
made dutiable as under the present law, every Democrat in the Ilo 
with possibly one or two exceptions, voted against it. 

Of the products of California placed on the free-list by the Democrati 
Mills bill we find olive-oil, one of our rising productions, which if 
moderately protected would in a few years run the spurious fore! 
article out of the market, and supply a pure American article at a mod- 
erate price. Quicksilver, borax, chrome iron, beans, figs, and a variety 
of other products of California they propose to transfer to the free-li 

On fruits coming in direct and successful competition with the 
eign product the Mills bill proposes a reduced rate of duty. Raisins 
that within the past few years have come to be successfully produce: 
in Fresno and other counties of Southern California of a quality fully 


+ 








a 
Pad 
i 























p coni i L wo! it by false representatio 
I of } and d led victims ar duced to 
leave their native Tes, ere they have always lived in squalor and 
poverty, and come to ou port cities in search of work of a mor 
munerative kind than their own country affords. Having no means 
ol ibsisten¢ when they arrive, not finding « pioyment, and being 
] »y return whence they ca! are cast upon us to be sup- 
P ed ry writ at the publ ue 
th r we i? pol Y OL O O 1InVvit wna cOTaIaLy Wei- 
co to « oI 1 foreign lan who are attracted 
OI our ire nstitu ns, Who are well disposed to the peace and good 
order of s iety, and are capable « "assuming the du s of citiz 
. 





E l cially we invite and welcome those who have the mind 


. } } + ali r ‘ , 
ability to earn a living by honest toil of whatever nationality or form 















g 

. } } } 7 } , ern r 

of Christian faith, and who do not claim the right to become our rulers 

} 1} 7 4 } nra 4 

t on after landing; but we reserve the right and hold it to be our duty 

to ect the vicious and the bad, and those who are sent to us to be- 
( » publi y 

influx of a co horde of semi-civilized Mongolians upon 

th es ore of this continent grown into a greater and more 

? 7 } . . > G 

I u e € to tl we I nd good order of society on the Pacific 

‘ +} fis . con 5 one Se a Cane, ont seret: 

coa than even t efuse and in many instan 3 enforced emigration 

to this country of indigent or dangerous classes from Europe. Those 

y l } , } i at “will } 

coming into our ¢ 1 ports are at least from Christian and civilized 

| ry + YY Q ] + . } 1 ¥ hn 

( inities, and may in time become assimilated with our people, but 

’ oo F : . ‘ hh h . } , 

those coming to our western ports from over sea are heathen; they 

; mn! haw antin + itl jmnnnite th . “= 
despise us a8 a people; they practice with impunity the grossest vices, 


and they demoraliz munities where they locatein any considerable 


numbers; they cultivate no family relations; they buy and sell their 
women for immoral purposes; they are to-day substantially as they 
ave been for the past thirty centuries; they are not fit for citizenship 
i | count nothing to our national strength 

hey came, and consider 
race if, when they die, their dust is 
; they take the morsel from the mouth of 
hor American toil, area curse to the rising generation and a menace 








4 } . + 
or renown; they ail expect to ret 





a calamity and an eter 


1 
left to mingle with our 
7 








to the moral purity of society; they should be rejected and sent back 
whence they can 
True we invited them here, and many who from philanthropic im- 
ulses hailed the Burlingame treaty as an achievement to be thank- 


4 
ful tor now deplore that concession as an unfortunate blunder and give 






their assent t total f the treaty. Even the Government 
of na manifests i 3 to abrogate and annul all treaty 

ipulat the f Chinese to our shores. The 
two Gover the United States, having agreed to stop 
further ( hi into the United States, and the people de- 





lesire and intention be carried out, what poss 
] 


ov} ion can there be on the part or Congress to the passage of 





> 


ihe weiia i tae COMMUNAL 





I gnity and interest of labor, and 
dictates of humanity all coneur in demanding the exclusion of Chi 
from the h tality of our shores and the abrogation of treaties tha 
have heretofore admitted them. Good men, who have felt that a mo} 
obligation rested upon us to observe treaty obligations with China. now 














see the necessity of erecting barriers against the overflowing tide of 


emigration from that country. The Chinese Government consents to 
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measured by result in this country than in any country in the 
and I remember that when he made this declaration gentlemen 
on the othe de applauded him to the echo. It is refreshing even at 
this late day to have gentlemen on the other side confessing that there | 
niuch cheaper labor than ours, and that to bring such labor into 
competition with ours at the wages it is aceustomed to receive abroad 


uld do great harm. 

Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana offers only one fact to sus- 
tain his charge that the Republican party favors the importation of 
cheap laber, and that is the fact that in midst of the war when five 
hundred thousand citizens were in the field fighting to preserve the 
Government, and when it was found that there was insufficient labor 
to prodace the food and furnish the supplies needed by our Army and 
our population, on recommendation of President Lincoln an act was 
passed to encourage immigration by authorizing immigrants to make 

rreements to pay for their passage out of their earnings after arrival. 

It is the judgment of eminent military men that this act materially 
aided to strengthen the Union cause, without reducing the wages of 
a single workman. 


If our blockade of the Southern coast had not prevented the South | 
from receiving substantially the same aid, the contest for the preserva- | 


tion of the Government might have been greatly prolonged. 

The gentleman from Indiana complains that this act was not re- 
pealed as soon as the war closed. It should be borne in mind that im- 
mediately after the war there was such an increased demand for labor 
in consequence of the revival of suspended industries, particularly rail- 
road building, and such a desire to recuperate our resources by filling 
up the far West with settlers, that many States took measures on their 
own account to encourage immigration, and it is not surprising that 
these facts led the General Government to delay the repeal of the act 
passed during the war. It is not surprising also that the Democratic 
party, which controlled both Senate and House from March 4, 1879, to 
March 4, 1881, should not have thought it necessary to repeal the law. 

Vhen, however, it became evident that the act of 1864 was being 
used to import laborers under contracts made abroad at lower wages 
than prevailed here, the Forty-eighth Congress, composed of a Demo- 

ratic House and a Republican Senate, united in repealing it and in 
unanimously enacting a new law prohibiting the importation of con- 
tract labor, paupers, convicts, and other undesirable immigrants. This 
act was approved by a Republican President. 

Why the gentleman from Indiana should take all the credit to the 
Democrats for an act passed under such circumstances, can be explained 
only on the ground that “drowning men,’’ even in a political sense, 
‘catch at straws.’’ [Applause. ] 

Surely, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in all this, nothing in the fact 
that all parties are united in excluding Chinese laborers since the 
treaty permitted this, to justify the charge of the gentleman from In- 
diana that the Republican party favors ‘‘opening wide the doors for 
the importation of cheap labor.’’ 

Since the act prohibiting such importation was unanimously passed 
by Congress and approved by a Republican President, its ultimate en- 
forcement has been in the charge of President Cleveland, who has never 
indicated to Congress that it needed any modification or strengthening. 
Whatever failure of enforcement there may have been, therefore, lies 
at the door of the Democratic and not the Republican party. 

Yet confessedly, during the three and a half years in which the act 
has been in force, the importation of cheap contract labor has increased, 
until, if we may believe the evidence gathered by the House com- 
mittee who are now investigating the subject, it has grown to grave 
proportions, although but few instances have been made known in 
which this was done by manufacturers, and in those cases reported 
wages nearly as high as those prevailing here have been paid. 1 know 
that during this period hundreds of cheap Italian laborers, landed at 
New York in defiance of the law, as I believe, have been sent to my own 
State, like squads of coolies, to work on railroads, contrary to the wishes 
of our own people, and contrary to the public interests. [Cries of 
** That is so!’’] 

Still, I can not ascertain that these wholesale importations have en- 
gaged the attention of the Cabinet, or that any order has been issued 
by the President to district attorneys or other United States officials to 
better enforce the law. I wish, however, to make one exception. <A 
newspaper reported that a few Canadian fishermen had come to Glou- 
cester under an engagement to go on a fishing trip, whereupon the 
President immediately directed that the district attorney should pros- 
ecute the offenders to the extent of the law. 

But, so far as I can learn, the fact that thousands of Italian padrones, 
practically bound by contract to serve at the beck of an overseer, and 
not intending to become American citizens, have landed at New York 


since the act of 1885 was passed, has not elicited even a passing notice | 


from the President. 
The gentleman from Indiana may find in this fact reasons for impli- 


cating the Republican party, but the public sentiment of the’country | 


will hold another party responsible. [Applause on Republican side. | 


I notice by the published testimony taken by the House Immigra- 
tion Committee in New York that many vessels registered or enrolled 
as vessels of the United States, and yet either owned by foreign capital- 
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! 
ists or commanded by foreigners, who have been imported to serve at 
| cheaper wages than American citizens would serve, are engaged in our 
coastwise and lake trade in defiance of a law which has been on our 
statute-books nearly a hundred years, and which provides that only 
| American vessels shall participate in this trade, and that no vessel 
| shall be registered or enrolled as an American vessel unless it is wholly 
| owned by American citizens and commanded by a citizen of the United 
| States. 

| Would not it be well for the gentleman from Indiana to admonish 
the officials of the Administration to enforce the laws before he mounts 
an Indiana stump to tell the people that the Republican party favors 
| the importation of cheap labor. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not difficult to discover in the manner in which 
the gentleman from Indiana couples the importation of contract labor 
| with a protective tariff, and the shrewd manner in which he appeals to 
| workingmen to vote for free trade, that there may be the same reason 
| 
| 





for laxity in enforcing the contract labor importation act, and neglect 
to recommend amendments, as for the refusal for many months to pur- 
chase bonds with the surplus—to wit, a desire to use labor importa- 
tions in defiance of law, as the surplus has been used, as a lever to over- 
throw protection. 

It will not be surprising during the present campaign to hear the 
same orators who have been using the fact of a large surplus in the 
Treasury, kept there by a refusal of the Administration for many 


| 
| months to use it in purchasing the bonded debt and stopping interest, 
| as a lever to overthrow protection, using the facts gathered by the Im- 
migration Committee as evidence that the Republican party is trying 
| to restrict the importation of the products of cheap labor and at the 
same time to promote the importation of the cheap labor itself; while 
the impression will be given that the Democratic party proposes to re- 
verse the plan. 
I desire here and now, Mr. Speaker, to repeat what the platform of 
the Republican party declares, what the votes of the Republican mem- 
bers of this House have so often emphasized, that the Republican party 
stands for protection to home industries, not only through the imposi- 
tion of duties on imported competing products of cheaper labor abroad, 
but also by the prohibition of the importation of contract labor, pau- 
pers, and criminals, or any other immigration that does not come here 
on its own motion to become American citizens, adopt American civil- 
ization, and demand American wages. [Applause on the Republican 
side. } 
| I believe that I speak for this side of the House when I say that we 
have always been ready, that we are ready now, to amend or strengthen 
the present law prohibiting contract Jabor, if the President shall in- 
form Congress that it needs amendment in order to accomplish the end 
sought; and that we further ask that it shall be faithfully enforced. 
[ Applause. ] 

In view of the intense competition which exists in the various indus- 
tries in this country, there will here and there always be found men 
who seek to obtain an advantage by importations of contract labor if 
they find no obstacle, just as here and there have been found seliish 
woolen manufacturers who favor the Mills bill because it gives them 
protection and at the same time furnishes them free wool by depriving 
the farmer of the same kind of protection that they have. 
to the imported products of cheap labor, but also to imported labor 

under contract made abroad to work at foreign cheap wages. The so- 
ber, industrious, voluntary immigrant who comes here to improve his 
situation and become an American in every sense of the term, and who 
has entire freedom of choice after his arrival, demands and soon receives 
American wages, and their coming in such numbers as they are likely 
to voluntarily leave old homes will not reduce the wages of labor. — 

On the other hand, the logic of free trade in the products of foreign 

| labor inevitably calls for free trade in imported labor; for if the Ameri- 
| can producer is to be compelled to compete freely with the foreign pro- 
| ducer, he must be given the privilege of getting his labor in the cheapest 

market. The latter is the correlative of the former, as Henry George 
| has so clearly shown in an article pointing out that the Democratic 
| leaders, in professing to desire to restrict the incoming of foreign labor, 
| are simply convicting themselves of inconsistency. Every argument 
| presented in the late tariff debate in favor of free trade or the removal 
| of restrictions on importations, applies with equal force to the free im- 
| portation of labor. 

Indeed, the position taken by the gentleman from Indiana, and mado 
the keystone of his argument by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Mrs], that our labor measured by results accomplished is the cheap- 

est in the world, is as decisive an argument against restricting the im- 
portation of contract labor as it was claimed to be against restriction 
of importations of products. 
It isevident, Mr. Speaker, that the appeal of genilemen on the other 
| side to the workingmen to vote to remove restrictions on the importa- 
tion of the products of cheap labor, in order to punish a few men who, 
in defiance of law and largely because the Democratic Administration 
| has not properly enforced the law, have imported cheap labor under con- 
| tracts made abroad to work at foreign wages, is only a shrewd device of 


The logic of protection requires that it should be applied not only 
free-traders to obtain assistance in tearing down that system of protec- 















tion which makes it possible to maintain more than 50 per cent. higher | 


wages on the average in the United States than in Great Britain. 

Mr. Speaker, this transparent device will fail. [Prolonged applause 
on the Kepublican side. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take up the thread | 


of this discussion where my distinguished friend from Maine [ Mr. 
DInGLEY] has just left it. He says that Henry George has writ- 
ten a very true and logical article on the subject of the importation of 
the products of labor and the importation of the labor itself; and the 
gentleman has just announced gravely to the House that the same 
logic which asks for the bringing in the products of labor free would 
also require the bringing in of the laborer free. 

If my distinguished friend from Maine will give me his attention I 
will suggest to bim that if his proposition be true the converse of the 
proposition would also be true, and the logic is just as sound that these 
who proclaim in favor of allowing the importation of free labor must 
also favor the importation free of the articles produced by labor. Ac- 
cording to hisown reasoning I propose to convict the gentleman of hav- 
ing been a free-trader. Because, Mr. Speaker, as much as it will as- 
tound the House, when the question was up for consideration to restrict 
Chinese immigration in the past the gentleman from Maine on more 
than one occasion held the ground that it was wrong to do so and im- 
proper to keep out the Mongolian race, and voted to allow them to come 
in. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What does the gentleman say? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That the gentleman from Maine said nothing of 
the kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman was not paying attention to me. 
I did not say he ‘‘ said it.’’ Isaid he held and voted it. It was his 
own act, and it has even more force than the mere saying it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I declined to vote for a bill that I believed was in 
contravention of an existing treaty. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ah! my friend says it contravened the treaty. 
Let me state his predicament for him: Whenever you hold that where 
there is a treaty once established which can never be broken, except 
with the consent of both the parties making it, you make it everlast- 
ing, if it is t@the interest of your opposing power to keep it in force. 
And a state of facts might arise where the Government could never es- 
cape from a treaty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, sir, before you get up here and criticise the 
Democratic party, saying it is for free labor, because it wants a remis- 
sion of excessive duties, see to it that your own skirts are clear, and 


that you are free from blame before you proceed very far to criticise | 


others. 


Mr. HERBERT. And the gentleman should also remember that | 


that was a Republican treaty, and the Republicans did not want it 
broken. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly; a treaty made by the gentleman’s own 
party, and he voted against excluding the Chinese. That is the whole 
of it. And now he tries to correct that record. 

Oh, what a tangled web we weave, 
When first we practice to deceive! 

{ Applause. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have three times voted for the exclusion of the 
Chinese. 


Mr. McMILLIN. And the treaty remained just the same all the | 
time! How does the gentleman reconcile his logic? Why did he | 


vote against the act restricting Chinese immigration at all? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act itself will tell. 

Mr.McMILLIN. The gentleman has himself simply done what his 
candidate for the Presidency has done and is doing; he has heard from 


the people on that question. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- | 


cratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act itself was so modified as to conform to the 
treaty, and in my judgment the objections were removed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I do not want this fought out on-any im- 
proper line, nor shall it be if I can prevent it. We are to have the 
tariff fight fought over on this subject, itseems. Thegentleman would 
have been deeply interested in getting up a tariff fight, or a chicken 
fight, or a bull fight, or any other fight that would obscure his own 
record from the public gaze. He was not content with voting it once, 
but he voted over and over again against bills to exclude Chinese for 


all time, and then voted against excluding them for even ten years! | 


That is the consistency that has characterized him. If I am to be criti- 


cised and my party is to be hounded down, at least give us the de- | 
lectable pleasure of being criticised and hounded down by those who | 


have consistent records on the question themselves. [ Applause. ] 
But, Mr. Speaker, I observed a little article in the San Francisco 


Chronicle to which I wish to call attention, commenting upon the fact | 
that this bill was not considered on the day it was brought in (the | 


wisdom of which action has been demonstrated in the fact that it was 
found necessary to amend the bill in committee before it commended 


| tains the following in speaking of this bill: 
] 


itself to its most ardent friends, and all confess that). This paper con- 








It was taken up in the Senate and discussed for six hours and passed unan! 
| mously. In the face of thisremarkable and almost unprecedented unanimity of 
approval, for BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, MCMILLIN, HOOKER, and SPRINGER, 

ali Democrats, to object to its consideration because they stated that there should 


be more time for its consideration is absurd 

This is utterly false as to me. 

I have always opposed Chinese immigration and voted against it, as 
I do now and always will. I have held that our people have a right 
to protect themselves against the Chinese. After the consideration of 
the bill then was impossible, it was I who got the order made by 
which it could be reported at any time, as will be seen from the fol- 
lowing, copied from the REcorpD of that day 

Mr. McMILury. And I ask unanimous consent that the committee have leave 
to report the bill back at any time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Have they not that authority under the rules? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLUIN] asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Foreign Affairs have leave to report the 
bill back at any time for consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill will then be privileged? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. Is there objection to the proposition that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs with leave to report it back at 
any time for consideration? 

Mr. Hooker. If in order, I would like to include in the proposition a designa- 
tion of Tuesday next as the time for the consideration of the bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. The proposition I have made will allow the committee to re- 
port it before Tuesday ,if they are ready. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can report the bill atany time. The Chairhears 
no objection to the proposition; and in the absence of objection, an order will 
also be made for the printing of the bill. 

A MEMBER. Let the bill be made a special order for Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER, It will be a special order whenever reported—on Monday, ifre- 
ported then. 

Mr. McMI.Lurn. Mr. Speaker, my request. as I understand, is agreed to? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard no objection, and the order is that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs with leave to report it back at 
any time for consideration 

Mr. McMILuIn. That makes it privileged. 

The Speaker, It does 

Mr. McMIuury. I am in favor of the bill, and desire its early consideration 





The truth thus appears that it was on my motion that this bill be- 
came privileged; and upon my motion, therefore, that it is up before 
the House for action to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

| [ Here the hammer fell. } 

| Mr. McCREARY. Inowyield seven minutes to the gentlem om 

| Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

| Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, much in the way of denunciation o 
the Republican party was said on Saturday last by the gentleman from 

| Indiana [Mr. ByNuUM] on account of the act of July 4, 1264, entitled 
‘*An act to encourage immigration.’’ ‘This act provided for the ap 
pointment of a commissioner of immigration and three clerks to 


him, whose duty it was to promote and encourage immigration from 
Europe, and assist and protect the immigrants 
It also authorized that contracts made by immigrants from foreign 
countries to the United States to repay the expenses of thx mimigra 
tion should be valid in law when made in pursuance of regulations 
| prescribed by the commissioner of immigration and should be a lien 
| on their wages for twelve months; with other provisions beneticial to 
the immigrant. 
This legislation was had in pursuance*of the repeated and urgent 
recommendations of President Lincoln, who in his annual message to 
Congress in December, 1863, recommended as follows: 
| JTagain submit to your consideration the expediency of establishing a syst 
| for the encouragement of immigration Although this source « natio 
wealth and strength is again flowing with greater freedom than f severa 





years before the insurrection occurred, there is stil reat deficier ‘ ib 
in every field of industry, especially in agriculture : 


| iron and coal as of the precious metals 


While the demand for labor is thus increased here, tens of thousands of per- 
sons, destitute of,remunerative occupations, are thronging our foreign consulates 
and offering to emigrate to the United States if essential but very cheap assist- 
ance can be afforded them 
It is easy to see that under the sharp discipline of civil war the nation is be- 
ginning a new life. This noble effort demands the aid and ought tor ve the 
| attention and support of the Government. 
' ° . 
| A special committee of the House was appointed to consider this 
clause of the message, consisting of Elihu B. Washburne. Mr. Grinnell, 
Mr. Baldwin, Republicans; Mr. Law, of Indiana, and Mr. Rollins, of 


Missouri, Democrats. On the 16th day of April, 1364, the committee, 
through Mr. Washburne, its chairman, unanimously reported the bill, 
which was enacted intolaw, setting out in the report the great necessity 
for promoting immigration, so that the emigrants could work in the field 
on the farm, in the mine and factory, to assist in sustaining the million 
and a quarter of citizens who were in the field fighting the battles of 
the Republic. 

The record shows that the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
| [Mr. HoLMAN] was given to the measure, and the gentleman now o¢ 
| cupying the chair from New York [ Mr. Cox] said: ‘‘This is an im 
portant bill and properly guarded. [am in favor of it, but I hope the 
‘ 


gentleman will not undertake to call the previous question upon 
without reasonable discussion uponit.’’? This was on the 20th of April 
1864. The consideration of the bill went over until the nextday, and 
| on the 21st of April, 1864, Mr. Washburne called it up, and withont 
| amendment or opposition it was unanimously pas-ed by the House. 
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On the 27th day of June, 1864, it was called up in the Senate by Mr. 
SHERMAN, and alter explanation was unanimously passed by the Senate 
and approved by Lincoln. This isthe bill the passage of which is so 
roundly denounced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 
Now, sir, it was passed during the very white heat of the war, and did 
much to carry it toa successful conclusion. It was passed at a time 
when the gentleman’s party, with whom I believe he has always been 
in harmony, was meeting in national convention, declaring the war a 
failure and demanding a cessation of hostilities. 

It was passed at atime when General Harrison, whom the gentleman 
so viciously denounces, was at the front fighting the battles of the Re- 
public. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] then proceeds to 
denounce the Republican party for not repealing this act when the war 
closed. 

The truth is that Congress did repeal the act when it was ascertained 
thut the interests of the Republic required it. But the gentleman 
couiplains it was not repealed soon enough. Sir, there is no body on 
earth that more quicky responds to the public sentiment which creates 
it than the Congress of the United States. 

ut if it was not repealed soon enough, claims the gentleman, whose 
fault was it? The Democrats had a majority of almost two-thirds in 
the House of Representatives from the 4th of March, 1875, to the 4th 
of March, 1881, and two years of that time a majority of eight in the 
Senate of the United States. Mr. Cox, of New York, Mr. Hotman, 
of Indiana, Messrs. MCDONALD and VooruEzEs, of Indiana, and Judge 
Thurman, were allin Congress, yet no move was made torepeal this act 
of 1504. Finally, in 1884-85, it became patent that its repeal was de- 
manded by the best interests of all the people, so in the Forty-eighth 
Congress it was repealed and a severe penalty affixed for promoting 
immigration by contract. 

‘The House was Democratic and passed this act without a division, 
both Democrats and Republicans voting for it. It went to a Repub- 
lican Senate, and on the 18th day of February, 1885, it passed the Sen- 
ate by a vote of 50 yeas and 9 nays. 

\ mongst those voting for it was General then Senator Harrison. Those 
voling against it were all Democratic Senators but one, and listen while 
I read their names: BurLer of South Carolina, Groome of Maryland, 
HAMPTON of South Carolina, Maxey of Texas, MoRGAN of Alabama, 
SAULSBURY of Delaware, VANCE of North Carolina, and Williams of 
Kentucky. 

Several Republican MEMBERS. And all Democrats. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe they are Democrats. [Laughter.] And 
yet within the last ten days men in another place, some of them, have 
gotten up in their places and denounced and misrepresented ex-Senator 
Harrison, after steeping their tongues in gall, for his record touching 
immigration. They are a pretty set of ducks to talk about immigra- 
tion. [Laughter. ] 

A Republican President, Chester A, Arthur, approved this bill pro- 
hibiting contract immigration, and it became a law on the 26th of Feb- 
ruary, 1885. 

President Cleveland was inaugurated on the 4th of March, 1885, and 
although the law was very stringent the abuse still continued, largely 
from a failure to enforce the law by this Administration. An amenda- 
tory act was passed and approved by the Forty-ninth Congress on the 
23d February, 1#87. ® 

‘The bill was reported by Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, in the House. 
I had something to do in helping to shape it and perfect it. 

{ read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, showing its consideration 
in the House. 


Mr. Cannon. I suggest an amendment to strike out “without compensa- 
tion,’’ in line 40, and insert ‘‘ and shall be entitled to reasonable compensation 
therefor, to be fixed by regulation prescribed bythe Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr, O'’Nxeiu, of Missouri, I accept the amendment. 

Mr, Hotman, The gentleman has no power to accept the amendment. 

Mr. O’Nerit, of Missouri. Iam aware of that. The gentleman, of course, 
understands what I mean—that I have no objection toits adoption. 

Mr. HoLmAn. I do not see the motive of making this change. I take it for 
granted the Committee on Labor has reached the conclusion that this service 
will be performed by these organizations without charge to the Federal Goy- 
ernment; and the service is a matter of as much moment to the State and local 
authorities as tothe Generali Government, in some instances of more moment. 

On this account, it seems to me, the matter may well be left in a large d 
under the charge of the State authorities, subject to regulations to Deatenntied 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, otherwise you bring together much more 
directly the exercise of power by the local authorities and by the Federal Govy- 
ernment than you would by the provision as it stands, 

Under the provision in its present form the local authorities will exercise 
power permissively,so to speak, as regards the General Government. Under the 
provision as proposed to be amended those local authorities will become, in a 
certain sense, officers of the Government, 

Mr. Cannon, In reply to the gentleman from Indiana I desire to say that sec- 
tion 8 without this amendment will make it the duty of certain boards or per- 
sons to be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury to perform certain duties 
without compensation. Now, to my mind that is pure trifling, because every- 
body understands that when you devolve a duty upon any ns and for th 
purpose make them officers of the General Government, while at the same time 
you say the duty shall be performed without compensation, the provision is in 
effect-—-1 speak without disrespect—a cheat and a fraud, ‘because everybody 
knows that something can not and will not be done for nothing. 

Now, if this legislation means ae it is designed to prohibit the impor- 
tation of this class of labor and to prov de the money necessary to make this 


prohibition effectual; otherwise it is a mere empty enactment abounding in 
words only, and without practical strength or force. 


This act of 1887 makes it the duty of the Administration to see to 





the enforcement of the law. It has the power to use all the customs 
force for that purpose, with a permanent annual appropriation of 
$5,000,000, It has the power to use the State boards and local au- 
thorities and all other necessary persons and pay them from the Treas- 
ury of the United States. The Administration has never asked for a 
dollar or provision for the purpose of enforcing this law but Congress 
has promptly and fully complied with its request. Whatis the result? 
The law has been a dead letter upon the statute-book, as shown by the 
evidence now being taken by a committee of this House in New York. 
The President and his Secretary of the Treasury, with ample means at 
hand, have made no considerable effort to enforce this law. 

But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] complains that the 
Republican party and General Harrison have not favored legislation to 
prevent Chinese immigration. I have not the time to go into the de- 
tail of legislation touching the Chinese. That has been ablv and fully 
covered by my colleagues, Mr. Hitt, Mr. Morrow, Mr. McKenna, 
and others; suffice it to say that the most complete, stringent, and ef- 
fective bill ever proposed in either branch of Congress was the bill pro- 
posed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] in connection 
with the judges of the courts in California. 

This bill was introduced in the Republican Senate by Senator Fair, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of theSenate, of which 
General Harrison was a member, favorably and unanimously reported 
by that committee to the Senate, and unanimously passed by the Sen- 
ate. It came to the Democratic House and was never considered by 
the House, although the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
week after week and month after month, in season out of season, used 
every parliamentary effort known to the rules to secure its considera- 
tion. But the Democratic House would not, and the bill ‘‘sleeps the 
sleep that knows no waking.”’ 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana in his speech on 
Saturday, amongst other things, in substance, states that the Repub- 
lican party was opposed to the repeal of the contract immigration law, 
opposed to the passage of laws restricting the immigration of the Chi- 
nese, and that General Harrison was opposed to the restriction of 
Chinese immigration, and desired to confer the right of citizenship 
upon the Chinese. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] denounces General Har- 
rison as an enemy of labor. In reply I say Genera! Harrison risked 
his life for years in the Army indefense of labor. It. not lie in the 
mouth of the gentleman to denounce him as the ge an from In- 
diana did denounce him; and while I listened to the misrepresenta- 
tions of the gentleman from Indiana touching the Republican party 
and its candidate for the Presidency, I thought then that if the gen- 
tleman had lived at the beginning of the Christian era, and that if 
misrepresentation and garbling the records of public men and of a 
great party had been acrime, as it was to keep moriey from the common 
treasury, and he had been there, Ananias would have had a surname, 
and it would have been Bynum. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion. I am satisfied that the great 
mass of the people in this country now, as heretofore, are ready to 
welcome all people who will voluntarily come to the United States, 
and in good faith cast in their lot with us, and become good citizens of 
the Republic, support the Constitution, and render an equivalent for 
that which they receive, assimilating with our people, and none others 
need apply. This is the position of the Republican party and its can- 


didates. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. McCREARY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from In- 


diana [Mr. Bynum]. 

{[Mr. Bynum withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, at the time I addressed the House 
when this bill was first reported, I did not expect to say anything more; 
but during the debate statements have been made which make ié nec- 
essary for me to briefly address the House again. 

It has been said the bill should not have been submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, but should have been acted on as soon as it 
came to the House from the Senate. Why should there be such haste? 
What necessity is there for undue haste in action on this bill? The 
Senate ratified the treaty with two amendments. Those amendments 
were sent to China for ratification. It will be months before they can be 
ratified, and there is no necessity for undue haste in our action on this 
bill. 

The proper course for the bill to take was to go to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs; and that course was adopted. The bill was sent to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House, and was reported 
back to the House in less than one week from the date of its reference 
to the committee. It was very important that this bill should be sent 
to the committee, because there was in the bill a provision repealing 
the act of 1882, and the amendment thereto passed in 1884, to enforce 
certain treaty stipulations prohibiting Chinese laborers from coming to 
the United States; and if we had agreed to the Senate bill as it came 
to the House and adopted it, when the President approved the bill al! 
the ports of the country would have been thrown open to the importa- 
tion of Chinese laborers without restriction until the exchange of rati- 
fications of the pending treaty between United States and China. 
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Mr. MORROW. There would have been no danger of that, because | country. Mr. Speaker, I now ask that a vote be taken on the 
I had the amendment drawn at the time the Senate bill was under con- | ment 
sideration. . SPEAI g rh us question ha i 
Mr. McCREARY. Well, if the gentleman had, he did not say any- d. The t 
thing about it. ace A Clerk la 
Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I presented that amendment to the | Strike out sect | insert 
committee, and also to the gentleman from Kentucky when he re- | t the a ed ° gto 
turned. 5 1884 He, 6 civ } ae eal en - 
Mr. McCREARY. Yes, but that was after you had tried to get the | treaty; as provided in section 1 of this © 
Senate bill through the House without referring it to the Committee The amendment was agreed to. 
on Foreign Affairs. | ‘The bill as amended was ordered to was 
an : ake as soon as the gentleman from Kentucky re- | aecordingly read the third time, and pas 
urnec presented 16, Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsid the vi 
Mr. McCREARY. But not until after the bill was attempted to be aeeaadiad . re ae ‘deed the motion to re« 
passed. the table. 
Again, sir, it is alleged that the legislation of the Forty-ninth Con- The latter motion acreed to 
gress was not as promptas it should have been on the Chinese question. Mr. DOCKER\ 3 this is the comp of t eci [ 
The gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] tried to make capital | move that the H do now adiourn. 
to-day on the ground that we had not been as expeditious as we ought Mr. McCREARY I move that t H e do} 
to have been in that Congress, and as prompt to stop the incoming of Che motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 5 0’ k and 35 n 
the Chinese laborers to this country as we ought to have been. But | ytes yp. m Hou yurned 
what are the facts? The gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] | 
introduced a bill in the Forty-ninth Congress, which was referred to | PRIVATE BILLS IN 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, on the 21st day of December, 1885. { ae sd f } 
That bill was promptly considered by the Committee on Foreign Af- |. et eee tens . 
fai area F . ‘1 and referred as indicated below: 
fairs, favorably reported to the House, and put upon the Calendar on |“; Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 11222 liao ie 
the Ist day of May, 1886, three months before the adjournment of the | line ye 7 ane vagy Danger ore = Sa ee ee : 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress. “~ — — ‘ rN a Aeanee Om 7 oe a Pens / 
Mr. MORROW. Nearly five months having elapsed. a ee Oe ore oe 
Mr. McCREARY. But at that very time, as has been said here this | - ee Se ; cs ‘ a ; eee a ro 
evening, the treaty which the President and Secretary of State have so}. — . - ae y 1 : cad = “wi 
successfully negotiated, and which was sent by the President for con- | I ReaeeneEveR | nS : .; pL mmattee On ( 
stitutional approval on the 12th day of March, 1888, to the Senate, | ,, era att lca 
was under consideration. f le ; 7 egg sadiege poe “ays D> 
I want to say in this connection that I believe the treaty-making | ,, - i > _— oe os 
power of this country is subordinate to the legislative power, and this ‘ eed . B' “—- rant SON. A hill (HW PR 11997) far the > — 
position, as all know, is in accordance with the legislative history of H —— eae c t on : we = tte con th * ta a age 
the country, and is sustained by the decisions of the Supreme Court of | eee eee rt hth ite pp itooe 
aoa . nee | By Mr. O DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11228) granting a pe m to 
the United States, but as there were negotiations looking to a treaty |} ,,--7)— AOE RE er, ST PP SOI SS GREE F 
absolutely prohibitory, no action was taken by the House on the bill a ee ree Sania ceeteiiince oie a Sraedateen dead 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs May 1, 1886. see te ae H. = 225 ~ rp ee acne Cee 
The Foreign Affairs Committee has always promptly, expeditiously, | *° Ale « ball iT RI 1930) soe gp ee a 
and as soon as possible, considered every bill that has been referred to | , ~ ne Co won ‘om cS ee ead ee ne 
them looking to the stopping, restraining, or suspending the immigra- | ~ une ng Pe aaa ee bee 
tion of Chinese labor. Also, @ bill H. Ht. aoe ms een, & penEM SOS ae Ae co 
It has been asserted, also, that we did not report the Felton bill. : ay ' See Te a : Senate, ae <r ' 
Mr. Speaker, it was not proper to report the Felton bill after we had | ,, “Cor = ae) we d P ee a 
favorably reported the Morrow bill. These bills were substantially the | — eae oa cs eee ; - Se Basted. - as 
same, but neither of them changed existing law much, and neither ot Also, Re ae ee ee ee OF 
them were as full and comprehensive as the situation on the Pacific | = s a s y ny - saan — a 
coast demanded. The report of the committee on the Morrow bill de- | ,. ams, & Soauiheas Rieti, = _— 
clantes Committee on Mil ary Aff urs. 
. alt ty | By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 11235) granting a} 
_ The main features of this bill, which differ from those which have preceded | Shields—to the Committee on I lid Pensi ; 
it, are as follows: It provides, first, that no Chinese laborer shall have the right | ' ei vag os = aor a eee 
to emigrate to the United States for the term of ten years from and after its | By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 11236 a pe ( 
passage; second, it provides for the means of identification by photographic | field Foreman—to the Committee on Invya ns 
representations of any Chinaman who shall seek to go abroad ; third, it pre- | By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 11237) to remove the chargeof de- 
scribes and limits the number of Chinese according to tonnage that may be y ar. 5 Se = - tt. Litas) to remove the charge of a¢ 
brought over in any one ship or vessel. : | sertion against James W. Armor—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 
i “ee ss , Tk. | D> 92 er eat tt aah aa 
Now, at that very time the treaty of Pekin, concluded in 1880, was in | ae eee Sek: SESE Le a * ae Pe on eee > 
force. At that very time the act of 1882 and the amendment of 1884 = ty te pe eget y ee fof T eae 
suspending Chinese immigration to the United States for ten years | ¢, om6, 6S See ee 
were Sieh : ommittee on War Claim 
Mr. Speaker, it is very late and I desire to be brief. In closing I | 
wish-te remind the members of this House that an examination of all | PSErsEORe 
the treaties negotiated between the United States and Chinashows| The following.petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desl 


. . -¢ . ie : : " 
that the Burlingame treaty, which was ratified in 1869, allowed Chi- | under the rule, and referred as follows: 


nese of every description to come to this country for the purpose of | By Mr. BOUND (by request): Petition of Charlotte Smith, President 
pleasure, or trade, or for permanent residence, and this treaty was ne- | of the Woman’s National Industrial League of America, praying for 
gotiated by a Republican administration. The next treaty was that | the passage of a law by Congress to punish the sending of women and 
of 1880, known as the Pekin treaty. This treaty is still in force and | girls to bouses of ill fame, and detaining them therein for purposes of 
provides that the United States may regulate, limit, or suspend the | prostitution—to the Committee on Labor. 
coming of Chinese laborers into the United States, but not absolutely By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Wade H. Smith, of Hawkins County 
prohibit it. This treaty also was negotiated by a Republican admin- | Tennessee, and of A. T.. Smith, heir of Thomas Smith, of Hawkins 
istration. County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
j What is the record of the Democratic Administration on this subject | to the Committee on War Claim. 
since it came into power in 1885? A treaty has been negotiated ab- 3y Mr. CARUTH: Petition of retail druggists, of Kentucky, favor- 
solutely prohibiting the coming of Chinese laborers to the United | ing repeal of the license tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
States, By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Giles N. Elam, administrator estate 

The bill under consideration is to carry that treaty into effect. After | Elisha Farrow, deceased, of Cherokee County, Alabama, for reference 
many years we have at last reached a position where we may with con- | of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
fidence believe that we have an effective remedy for the evils so long By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of William Hancock and others, citizens 
complained of, and that the treaty and the bill now under considera- | of Wyoming, Pa., praying for the passage of the Mills bill—to the 
tion will when they take effect furnish the relief so long desired. Committee on Ways and Means. 

The Democratic party is entitled to the credit of taking every step 3y Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 30 citizens of Dimondale, Eaton 
that ean be taken to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers into this County, Michigan, asking for the removal of the charge of desertion 
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record of Charles Potter, late a member of Company L, I 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETERS: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic, No. 
itymond, Kans., favoring pension to Francis M. Gibson—to the 
ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of W. B. Graves and 43 citizens of 
Amesville, and of Z. R. Evans and 85 citize ns of Royal, N. Y., in favor 
ol Sig diem pension bill—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

yMr. SHIVELY: Petition of citizens of Elkhart, Ind., for amend- 
men ts to the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on C ommerce. 

By Mr. T.\L. THOMPSON: Memorial of General George Stoneman, 
praying the passage by Congress of special act authorizing the appoint- 
ment of the memorialist on the retired-list of the Army with the rank 
and pay of a colonel of infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. : 

By Mr. WILKINSON (by request): Petition of Marie Hill, widow, 
and heirs of Alexander Hill, deceased, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, jor 
the reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. 
Berkeley County, 
of Claims—to the 


319, | 


Commi 


WILSON: Petition of Jonathan W. Thatcher, of 
West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court | 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, August 21, 1888, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT protempore announced his signature of the enrolled 
bill (HH. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made with the 
Shoshone and Bannack Indians for the surrender and relinquishment 
to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in the 
Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, and for the grant 
of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and Northern 
Railway Company, and for other purposes; which had yesterday been 

ed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that yester- 
day, 
ing of the Journal this morning the Senate would proceed to the con- 
ition of the fisheries treaty in open executive session. As the 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], who, as the Chair is informed, 
was upon the floor and is entitled to resume it this morning, is not 


present, it may suit the convenience of the Senate to postpone inform- 


sider: 
Sen 


ally the execution of that order for the reception of formal morning 
business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be that some other Senator would like to 
Spt ain 

Mr. ILALE. The understanding is that when the Senator from 
Alabama shall come into the Chamber the regular business will be re 
Summed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be as the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr, EpMUNDs] suggests, that some other Senator is ready to 


proc . at this moment upon the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. BUTLER. My recollection of the understanding is that after 
the formal morning business it was agreed that the Senator from Ala- 
bima should take the floor, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Reconp reads 
sion of the reading of the Journal.’’ 


sé 


at the conclu- 


Mr. HALE. That was the arrangement. . 
Mr. BUTLER. I was misinformed, then. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no Senator desires to proceed, the 


Chair will take it as the sense of the Senate that the formal routine 

morning business may be received, 

shall be executed whenever the Senator from Alabama comes in. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
missioners of Yakima County, Washington Territory, praying for a 


the cost and expenses of criminal prosecutions coming up for trial in 
the courts of that county for offenses committed by Indians on the 
Yakima Indian reservation may be charged to the General Government 
instead of the county of Yakima. 

I will state in this connection that a bill in precise accordance with 
this petition has already passed the Senate at the present session, and 
has gone to the other House, where I hope it will be acted upon very 
soon. 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying 
that provision be made for the payment: of claims of settlers on the 


by unanimous consent, it was ugreed that at the close of the read- | 


and that the order of the Senate | 
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I present a petition of the board of county com- | 





AUGU 


ntier who have suffered from Indian depredations; 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


which was re- 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask for the following order: 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 


papers in the case of John Wightman. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be mnd 
the rule, 


e subject to 


REVENUE-CUTTER THOMAS CORWIN. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

The 
order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the dis: SS of the 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 1761) entitled *‘A bill moe | » re- 
| lief of the First National Bank of Portland, Ses zon, for money advan a the 
Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the Uni te d States revenue-cut- 
ter Thomas Corwin,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
ate and, with the following amendment, agree to the same: Insert, after th 
word “iron,” in line 15, page 2, of the Senate amendment, the following 

* To Coffin & Hendry, of San Francisco, the sum of $1,575 for furnishing sails 
and rigging.”’ 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Would a conference report be in order now ? 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. A conference report would be in 


two Houses on 


Sen- 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
WM. M. STEWART, 
E. K. WILSON, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
W. P. TAULBEE, 
BINGER HERMANN, 
THOS. L. THOMPSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the amendment read and the House 
proceedings, and see how the bill will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 26, 1888. 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. V7 6!) for the relief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for 
money advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the United 
States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin, and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appoint Mr. 
TAULBEF, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. Bices managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to hear the other proceedings of the House 
read so as to see what the amendment is. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair observes the arrival of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. The Senate in pursuance ot 
the order of yesterday proceeds in open executive session to ~ con- 
sideration of the fisheries treaty. The reading of the Journal of the 


| proceedings of yesterday's open executive session will be nose Ww ith, 


if there be no objection. 
title. 

The EXeEcuTIVE CLERK. A treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of Octo- 
ber 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, before proceeding further with the 
argument for the treaty this morning I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to a resolution that was forwarded to me to-day bya friend 
from Philadelphia, which has some bearing on the motion of the Sen- 


The Secretary will report the treaty by its 


| ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson] to recommit the treaty under in- 


structions. In the letter addressed to me, dated Philadelphia, August 
20, 1888, the writer says: 
Hon. Joun T. MORGAN, 
Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

RESPECTED FRIEND: I am just home from the twenty-second anniversary of 
the Universal Peace Union, at Mystic, Conn. Four thousand to six thousand 
persons present. The following resolution, after being discussed, passed unan- 
imously: 

‘* Resolved, That the fisheries treaty should be speedily adopted, with powe 
to amend as experience may prove it advisable, in the common interests of the 


| United States, Canada, and Great Britain.”’ 


Yours, respectfully. 
I am very inuch gratified to know that the people of the United States 


| are getting hold of this question and looking narrowly into it, and that 
modification of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1885, so that | 


| 
| 
| 


although the efforts which we have been making here to lay the facts 
before the country have been protracted, sometimes almost exasperat- 
ing in their prolongation, still the debate has called this subject to the 
attention of the people, and I think that they are taking a very reason- 
able view of the situation. 

Yesterday when my remarks were broken in upon by the occurrence 
of the hour of 6 o’clock, which terminated my right to hold the floor, 
I had passed through the discussion of the various articles of this treaty 
down to and including the twelfth article. 

The discussion which has taken place upon Article XIII of the treaty 
has rather abated in its zeal. When we first started out, and in the 
report of the majority of this committee, very especial care was taken 
to bring prominently forward the insult that was alleged to have been 












offered to our fishermen by the requirement that the numbers of the | 
It always oc- | 


fishing vessels should be upon the bow of the vessel. 
curred to me that that was a very unnecessary quarrel with this treaty, 
for it certainly is to our interest and also the interest of the people of 
Canada and the government of the provinces of the Dominion that those 
of our fishermen who are accredited to those waters should be so des- 
ignated as that they should be entitled to receive all of the protection 
and all of the benefits of this treaty, whatever they may be, and should 
also be entitled to the protection of our own Government in the event 
that any of the treaty stipulations respecting our fishing vessels were 
violated. Unless they are numbered.in some distinctive way, there 
might be serious difficulty in applying to them the advantages and 
liabilities fixed by this treaty. 

Mr. President, an examination of our statutes in connection with 
the complaints made against the Canadian legislation, as I have already 
presented them, will show that they have been pursuing in a general 
way almost exactly the policy we pursue in respect of vessels of any 
kind or character coming into our ports. Idonot deny that there have 
been abuses of authority in Canada, and that they have been aggra- 
vated and serious; neither do I deny that they have been put upon 
us for the purpose of vexing and harassing us. Nevertheless, when 
we come to argue upon the authority that was left to them by the treaty 
of 1818, as local legislators to enact laws of this kind, we are bound to 
concede to them what we claim for ourselves, the right and privilege 
of passing statutes like those upon ourstatute-books for the protection, 
as they may think, of their commerce or their ports or their people 
along their shores. 

I neither mitigate nor excuse in any sense at all Canadian interfer- 
ence with our commerce and with our fishing vessels, nor do I seek to 
palliate the gravity of the offenses which have been committed against 
us; but here has stood our parallel systems, having respect in a large 
part to the treaty of 1818, enacted in its most vigorous and offensive 
form in 1819 by the British Parliament, and afterwards re-enacted in 
various forms by the provincial governments. Here they have stood 
during all these administrations since 1814, and there has not been a 


demand made in solemn form by the Government of the United States | 
upon the Government of Great Britain that their statutes should be | 


repealed. 

The first direct effort that was made in that direction was made in 
the treaty of 1888, now pending, not by demanding that they should 
repeal their statutes, but by putting into the treaty provisions which 
remove and restrain the effect of those laws, which should stand as the 
supreme law of both countries, which should stand above the power of 
legislative tribunals to repeal, alter, or amend them. The provisions 
are found displayed in this treaty in such a way that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations has been compelled to admit in their report that 
privileges have been granted to us, especially under the eleventh arti- 
cle of the treaty, which, if understood in the light that the President 
understands them, would meet the various complaints almost entirely 


that we have been making in respect of the denial to us of commercial | 


privileges in that quarter. 

So it must be admitted by every candid mind that the provisions of 
the fourteenth article of this treaty do dispense with almost every pos- 
sibility of abuse that can arise under the administration of the local 
laws of the provinces in respect of our fishermen. 
teenth article in my remarks without taking the time to read it. 
course the Senate know what it is. 

It is as follows: 

ARTICLE XIV. 

The penalties for unlawfully fishing in the waters, bays, creeks, and harbors, 
referred to in Article I of this treaty,may extend to forfeiture of the boat or 
vessel, and appurtenances, and also of the supplies and cargo aboard when the 
offense was committed ; and for preparing in such waters to unlawfully fish 
therein, penalties shall be fixed by the court, not to exceed those for unlawfully 
fishimg; and for other violation of the laws of Great Britain, Canada, or New- 
foundland relating to the right of fishery in such waters, bays, creeks, or har- 
bors, penalties shall be fixed by the court, not exceeding in all $3 for every ton 
of the boat or vessel concerned. The boat or vessel] may be holden for such 
penalties and forfeitures. 

The proceedings shall be summary and as inexpensive as practicable. The 
trial (except on appeal) shall be atthe place of detention, unless the judge shall, 
on request of the defense, order it to be held at some other place adjudged by 
him more convenient. Security for cost shall not be required of the defense, 
except when bail is offered. Reasonable bail shall be accepted. There shall be 
proper appeals available to the defense only ; and the evidence at the trial may 
be used on appeal. 

‘ Judgments of forfeiture shall be reviewed by the governor-general of Canada 
in eh or the governor in council of Newfoundiand before the same are ex- 
ecuted, 


This article is a broad and comprehensive remedy, fixed thesupreme 
law, and beyond the reach of legislative amendment or repeal, which 
covers the grievances of which we have so long complained. 

The fifteenth article of the treaty is not really to be considered on its 


ratification as an article of the treaty until it is made so by an act of 


Congress. Mr. Bayard, as I have often observed in the course of this 
debate, declined all negotiation with these gentlemen on the subject 
of an interference in any form or shape with ourrevenue system. Mr. 
Bayard understands the Constitution of the United States in a Demo- 
cratic sense, and that is, that the Senate, the treaty-making power, de- 
nies to itself all power that is not expressly granted in the Constitution 
to it, or that by a necessary implication arises in its favor out of some 


XIX———4186 


I submit that four- | 
Or 
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express grant. So he holds to the doctrine as tenaciously as the Sena 
tor from Ohio | Mr RMAN | that the Senate of the | 
States and the President combined, as the treaty-making power of t 
country, have no right to interfere with anything that aifects the 1 
lation of the revenues of thisGovernment; that all matters of that kind 
when they are touched by a treaty in this country must be referred 
the treaty itself to the Congress of the United States, in whose a 
under the Constitution the House of Representatives would have the 
origination of bills relating to the revenue 
such treaty. 

So Mr. Bayard discarded absolutely this subject from the 
But the proposition which Great Britain made through her negotiators 
to us was simply this: ‘‘ We will make 
bound to it asa treaty obligation, ff the Congress of the United St 
not the President and the Senate—shall hereafter choose to adopt and 
to ratify that agreement.’’ Senatorsget up here and descant upon the 
nature of that article as if they had any control of it. Article XV puts 
the control of this subject entirely in the hands of the Congress ot the 
United States, and it is for these two bodies and the President, con- 
currently, acting in a legislative capacity, to determine whether the 
provisions of the fiiteenth article will ever be admitted as an operative 
part of the treaty. If Congress should ever admit those provi to 
vitality, then we should have the advantage of having a treaty « 
tion on the part of Great Britain to grant to us the privileges tl 


SH! does, 





DY 


on 


3 which might be affected by 


mar 
this proposition and 1e 





proposed to be conferred in the fifteenth article from which ‘ 

ain could never withdraw until we released her from the treat 
there is no provision, it must be remarked, in this treaty for any r 
lease. After such an arrangement should be made, if any should 


be made, we would stand related to Great Britain upon the foot of 
a treaty obligation for securing that which is now represented and is 
being claimed as a privilege only by the flimsy and uncertain comity 
that is said to exist and to have arisen out of the act of 1830 

Che so-called reciprocity of 1830 has had a conspicuous bearing upon 
this debate, and yet when we look back ove: 
time of General Grant and from that time back through all the |! 
lican administrations, I do not remember that any allusion, even 
been made to it as conferring upon us rights that we could clai 
Great Britain—a mere question of grace and comity; precisely a ur 
admission of their products into our ports and into our country is like- 
wise a question of grace and comity. 


all that was done in t 


It would be very well, I think, 





in these neighboring countries that our relations in re the ad- 
mission of productions into either country from the ould | 
regulated by positive and obligatory treaty stipulations, upon which 


the people could rely with absolute certainty and for ail time to come 
We could, by an arrangement of that kind, give a 


sedateness and 


| steadfastness to commercial operations that would be greatly be: 


not merely to the trade that exists between the two countries but largely 
beneficial to those operations of a commercial and mercantile ¢ t 

in which our people are 
partnerships, } 


jointly interested, in corporations and i 


wit ‘ 
With fT 


he people of Canada. 


Our relations with that country are very intimate and they are very 
delicate. It has transpired during the course of this debate and in t 
experiences we have had since the effort of March, 1887, to compel re- 
taliation, that there was a very subtile and sagacious purpose 
part of the Republican Senators, and especially those from New Eng- 

| land, when they declined to allow the railroad intercourse betw 
United States and Canada to be interrupted by the proclamation of the 
President. Why did they reserve that interest from exposure to dan- 
ger when the act of March 3, 1887, exposed the entire commerce with 


Canada, with that exception, to being embargoed or controlled id 
regulated by the proclamation of the P It was because t 
had large amounts of money there, and it was because under the treaty 


resident ? 


of 1871 and the regulations following it the ports from which ship 
ments might be made into Canada of goods in bond were des ited 
ports, and every one of them was a New England port 


They got the trade and benetits of Article X XIX of the treaty of 
1871, and when we came to legislate in March, 1537, they he 
it; and what has been the result? Canada has 
by day under the various provisions of the treaty of 1871. Ou 
according to the spirit and the very letter of that treaty, are entitled 
to carry their commerce across their canals without the cha , r 
tolls; to carry it to United States ports or to carry it throug! 
Lawrence River to British or foreign ports, wherever they chose to go. 


d on to 
been cheating us d Ly 


people 








What has been the result? The Canadians are not only building more 
lines to get the complete control of all this matter of transp¢ to 
their own hands, but, while they would nominally charge theit ls 
tonnage dues for the passage through the cana to put the on 
an apparently equal footing with our shi; y came to final 





1 


arrangement of the matter they would give ¢ 


ple upon commerce that was destined to Canadian or Briti I , 
thus abusing our treaty rights in a very serious way. 

That is an abuse, and a glaring abuse. Put w in the President 
do about this? It was a doubtful question, I say a very doubtful 
question, whether Article X XIX of that treaty is in force. Perhaps, 
sir, the judgment of the majority of this Senate would resolve it in the 
affirmative, that the twenty-ninth article of the Treaty of Washingtom 
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was abrogated when we abrogated the fisheries clauses of that treaty, 
and that therefore the Canadian Government has never had the right 
since the termination of that treaty to have her goods carried in bond 
through the United States and over our railways into Canadian terri- 
tory. There is no doubt, however, of one proposition, and that is that 
the privilege had been accorded to Canada before the treaty of 1871 was 
ratified—no doubt of that. Under what law this was permitted, I 
think no man can tell. ‘These New England ports were open to goods 
shipped in bond free of duty across our territory prior to 1871 under 
Republican administrations when there was no law to justify it at all, 
and afterwards when by anenactment of Congress we carried the Treaty 
of Washington into effect, it being a treaty that did not execute itself 
without provision by act of Congress, it was expressly provided that 
this privilege should exist and shonld continue in favor of the Cana- 
dians only so long as the fisheries clauses of the treaty should stand. 

This act of Congress is operative to maintain and continue this privi- 
lege under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, notwithstand- 
ing that article has been terminated by our act. 

I submit it to the Senate of the United States whether or not that 
act of Congress ought not to be repealed, whether or not we should not 
have some authentic legislative determination in respect of the opera- 
tion of the twenty-ninth article of the Treaty of Washington? We see 
how they are practicing abuses continually against us under this treaty, 
and yet the action of Congress, after its ratification and promulga- 
tion, in the provisions of law enacted for the execution of the treaty 
of 1571 stands across the pathway to full redress of these wrongs until 
Congress removes them. Not merely is this unrepealed law an in- 
struction tothe President of the United Statesas to the will of Con- 
gress, but it is a prohibition upon him to do anything for the ratifi- 
cation of these matters that are claimed to exist rightfully in favor of 
Canada under the treaty of 1871. 

Now, sir, when we reject this treaty we are plunged again into 
darkness and chaos. After this treaty is rejected there is nothing un- 
der our feet but the treaty of 1818; and the dark shadow of the dec- 
laration of the Committee on Foreign Relations overclouds the sub- 
ject, and proclaims to the American people and to the British people 
that this is not a fit subject of negotiation, and that the time for ne- 
gotiation and remonstrance has passed. Then, Mr. President, we shall 
have need to survey the ground with a good deal of circumspection. 
We are not confronted with a weak and pusillanimous or a cowardly 
party in Great Britain, however it may suit the tastes and feelings of 
Senators on the other side of this Chamber thus to decry, to disparage, 
to outrage and slander the American name and fame as presented in 
its Executive. Weare not confronting a cowardly or pusillanimous 
people. We go back deliberately with this declaration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; we go back into this period of doubt and 
difficulty and distrust. More than that, we do not turn our faces in 
this direction until we have threatened the President of the United 
States with impeachment if he does not dare to carry our will into 
effect. It is so threatened in the following language in that report: 

These ‘‘ plenipotentiaries” came to a conclusion of their labors on the 15th 
of February, 1888, and the offices of “ plenipotentiaries’’ terminated, and the 
result was reached without the advice and consent of the Senate having been 
asked or taken concerning the selection of these public ministers, and without 
any communication to either House of Congress concerning this most impor- 
tant subject. 

It is not dificult to see that,in evil times, when the President of the United 
States may be under influence of foreign and adverse interests, such a course 
of procedure might result in great disaster to the interests and even the safety 
of our Government and people. 

It is no answer to this suggestion to say that an arrangement thus concluded 
carn not be valid or effectual without the advice and consent of the Senate, for 
the rights and interests of the people of the United States might be so neg- 
lected, misunderstood, abandoned, or sold by President's *‘ plenipotentiaries ” 
as to greatly embarrass, if not defeat, their ultimate reassertion in better times 
and under better administrations, though it is hoped that such will not be the 
case in respect of these negotiations. 

The document submitted to the Senate by the President as the outcome of 
these negotiations may, it is thought, well illustrate the dangers of such meth- 
ods. 

But holding in reserve, for the time being, these grave questions touching usur- 
pations of unconstitutional powers, or the abuse of those that may be thought 
to exist on the part of the Executive, the committee thinks it sufficient for the 
present occasion to deal with the document itself. 

The subject with which, according to the message of the President transmit- 
ting it, this document professes to deal, is ‘* the settlement of the questions grow- 
ing out of the rights claimed by American fishermen in British North American 
waters.” 


That is what is threatened to be done in this majority report, and in 
no unmeaning terms. ‘True, it is a little covered up, I suppose for the 
sake of the delicate sensibilities of the gentlemen who thus threaten 
the President of the United States, and after that, when concluding 
their report, they bowed themselves in humble submission before 
Queen Victoria and begged her to take care of our interests in the fish- 
eries. We go into it with a threat of impeachment of the President of 
the United States. Why that was put there is only known to the gen- 
tlemen who framed that very peculiar statement in this report. It 
was referred to in the minority report; it has been referred to in 
speeches here. It has not produced, I think, very much impression 
on the country. ‘The people who voluntarily met in convention in 


Connecticut, as they met on the day before yesterday, five or six thou- 


sand of them, and passed their resolutions without one dissenting 
voice supporting this treaty and applauding the President for having 
made it—these people and many millions of others stand behind him 
because they know that his attitude in regard to this treaty is just, up- 
right, honest, true, and American in every sense. 

So these vain fulminations of this eminent committee who think, as 
it appears from their utterances, that they have their grasp upon the 
President of the United States to compel him to do obedience to their 
will, and who think that by their supplications directed to the British 
throne they can mitigate and assuage the conduct of Queen Victoria 
with respect to our fisheries and our fishermenare harmless. These gen- 
tlemen can fulminate their idle bulls against the President and against 
the policy involved in this treaty, they can accept uncertainty and dark- 
ness in the place of light, insecurity in place of the firm rock upon which 
this treaty would place the rights of the American people, they can 
create agitation in the land, but, sir, the people of the United States 
are revolting against these high assumptions on the part of this com- 
mittee. They are revolting against the idea that the Senate of the 
United States, that can not declare war of its own motion and by its 
own resolution, should put this country in a category where war is one 
of the dismal prospects of the near future in the contemplation of many 
men who are as firm in their integrity, as bold in their defense of right 
as any on that side, and who, perhaps, are just as fearless of the results 
of war as any who have declaimed against this treaty on thatside. It 
does not shame us or alarm us to look the truth in the face, and to be 
willing to admit and act upon whatever we know to be true. 

The Senate to-day forces the people of the United States into rough 
and immediate contact with the most dangerous question that can pos- 
sibly be stated, and that under the depressing influence and shadow of 
a report which is brought in here by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions that is intended and well calculated to prevent the British Gov- 
ernment from doing anything further in respect of negotiation with us, 
except merely to find out what we mean by these declarations. I re- 
peat the remark I sometimes have had occasion to make in this de- 
bate, that if this were the action of the British Parliament, and if a 
treaty that we had approved or were willing to approve had been laid 
before that Parliament by the Queen, and if it had been debated as it 
has been debated here, and if a committee of the House of Commons 
had made the same report that we make here in respect of the Ameri- 
can people, if they had charged us with outrageous, willful violations 
of a treaty, if they had declared that the time for negotiation with us 
in respect of this matter had passed and that this was not a fit subject 
of negotiation, I can not be so mistaken in American opinion as not to 
feel entirely warranted in saying before the Senate to-day we would 
accept that as a challenge to war. 

Now, how they may accept it is not for me to say or even to conject- 
ure, for I know not. I trust in God that the events which seem to lie 
before us, which will repeat those wrongs of the past as well as cause 
others of the same nature that are to come, about which we have had 
so much trouble, may not beof such an aggravated character as to force 
these two great and magnificent peoples into collision with each other 
about so small a matter as the duty on salt fish. I trust so. 

Will that side of the Chamber pardon me for saying, however, that 
when you have gone to that extent, and when these calamities occur 
and these trials are pressing on our country, her interests, her feelings, 
her sensibilities shall all be ours and we will march breast to breast 
with you with the same alacrity as if we had never divided in opinion 
with you on this question or any other, and what the majority shall 
decree to be the will of the American people in respect to these con- 
troversies in the future shall be our will? With one united voice we 
will go into any contest that may arise, Mr. President, notwithstand- 
ing all the sneers and slurs, the contumely and contempt that have 
been thrown upon the gentlemen on this side of this Chamber because of 
their connection with the late rebellion and their advocacy of this treaty. 
We shall provejustas true as you are to the flag of the American Union. 
We will spend our money just as freely as you do and more freely 
than many of you have done. We have shed our blood where some o! 
you have not dared to shed it in times that have passed, and you wil! 
find the old spirit animating the Southern Democracy. You will find 
that the man who can lead the American hosts to victory in the con- 
tests you may bring about and the wars you may provoke will receive 
from the united Democracy of the country that sort of support and love 
and affectionate reverence which our fathers bestowed upon Andrew 
Jackson, and which will cling to his memory in Democratic hearts in 
the South while time itself shall last, if this shall still be a nation. — 

Andrew Jackson had the Democratic and patriotic view of retalia- 
tion, and, in a controversy with France when he had been provoked 
almost beyond endurance by the action of the French Assembly to- 
wards him personally and as President of the United States, he stated 
to Congress the views I now present, as the true Democratic attitude 
on the policy of retaliation. 

President Jackson thus advised Congress, in his sixth annual message 
(1834), as to the policy of such action: 


Our institutions are essential! fic. Peace and friendly intercourse with 
all nations are as much the desire of our Government as they are the interest 














1888. 


of our people. But these objects are not to be permanently secured by sur- to a dee 


rendering the rights of our citizens, or permitting solemn treaties for their in- 
demnity im cases of flagrant wrong to be abrogated or set aside. 

It is undoubtedly in the power of Congress seriously to affect the agricult- 
ural and manufacturing interests of France by the passage of laws relating to 
her trade with the United States. Her products, manufactures, and tonnage 
may be subjected to heavy duties in our ports, or all commercial intercourse 
with her may be suspended. Butthere are powerful and, to my mind, conclu- 
sive objections to this mode of proceeding. We can not embarrass or cut off 
the trade ot France without at the same time in some degree embarrassing or 
cutting off our own trade. The injury of such a warfare must fall, though un- 


equally, upon our own citizens, and could not bit impair the means of the Gov- } 


ernment, and weaken that united sentiment in support of the rights and honor 
of the nation which must now pervade every bosom. 

Nor is it impossible that such a course of legislation would introduce once 
more into our national councils these disturbing questions in relation to the 
tariff of duties which have been so recently put to rest; besides, by every meas- 
ure adopted by the Government of the United States, with the view of injuring 
France, the elear perception of right which will induce our own people, and the 
rulers and people of all other nations,even of France herself, to pronounce our 
quarrel just, will be obscured, and the support rendered to us,in a final resort 
to more decisive measures, will be more limited and equivocal. 

There is but one point in the controversy, and upon that the whole civilized 
world must pronounce France to be inthe wrong. We insist that she shall pay 
us a sum of money which she has acknowledged to be due, and of the justice 
of this demand there can be but one opinion among mankind. True policy 
would seem to dictate that the question at issue should be kept thus diseneum- 
bered, and that not the slightest pretense should be given to France to persist 
in her refusal to make payment by any act on our part affecting the interests 
of her people. The question should be left as it isnow, in such an attitude that 
when France fulfills her treaty stipulations all controversy will be at an end. 


THE STATUES FROM NEW JERSEY. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I rise to ask the indulgence of 


the Senate for a few moments on the motion I am about to make, which | 


is that the pending order may be postponed for a few minutes only, in 


order that formal action may be taken upon the resolutions I intro- | 


dueed a few days ago and gave notice of my intention to eall up this 
morning, for the formal acceptance of the statues of Richard Stockton 
and General Philip Kearny. Similar action will be taken in the other 
House to-day, and a committee of the Legislature of New Jersey are 
here to take part in the proceedings. I do not think it will take more 
than thirty minutes, as I wish to speak but a few minutes to the reso- 


lution and my colleague [Mr. BLopDGETT] will take only three or four | 


minutes of time. Therefore I ask that the pending order be laid aside 
informally in order to proceed to the consideration of the resolutions 
I have mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside to 
enable him to move to proceed to the consideration of a resolution, the 
title of which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Corer CLERK. A concurrent resolution of Mr. MCPHERSON 
tendering the thanks of Congress to the governor and through him to 
the people of New Jersey for marble statues of Richard Stockton and 
General Philip Kearny. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The resolution will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the governor and through him to the people of New 
Jersey for the statues of Richard Stockton and Philip Kearny, whose names 
are so honerably identified with the history of the State and of the United States. 

Resolwed, That these works of art are accepted in the name of the nation, and 
assigned places in the old Hall of the louse of Representatives already set aside 
by act of Congress for statues of eminent citizens, and that acopy of this resolu- 
tion signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be transmitted to the governor of New Jersey. 

: Mr. BECK. Let the second resolution be read again. I want to 
ear it. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The second resolution will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the second resolution. 

Mr. BECK. I think the words ought to be ‘‘ Congress of the United 
States.”” I have no objection to calling this a nation with a big N, 
but I think the Congress of the United States ought to accept the stat- 
ues in the name of the United States and not in the name of “the 
nation.”?> I make that suggestion. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was about to move the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky, and I was on my feet for that purpose. 
In the first line of the second resolution, I move tostrike out the word 
“nation” and insert the words ‘‘ United States.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is a departure from the usual words in 
such resolutions, I shall object to it. I think this is a nation with a 
great big N, and I shall not vote to strike that word out. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know that there is any difference, 
but this is an aceeptance by the United States. We admit the fact, 
I believe, that we are the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Similar resolutions have been adopted over and 
over again. If this is according to the usual form it is all right, bat 
I would not change the form of the resolutions which have been here- 
tofore adopted, merely to satisfy a scruple about the word ‘“‘nation.’’ 
I believe this is a nation. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from New Jersey will not press his 
amendment. I think the Senator will see that if the resolution had 
been originally proposed as the Senator from Kentucky suggests, 
nobody would have made any question, but as it has been offered in 
this way, to amend it by striking out the word ‘‘nation ’’ will amount 
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laration by Congress apparently that that was not an appropri- 
ate description of the country. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I only wish to say, in reply to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that I have no particular choice myself as to the term 
to be used, but it will be seen that this is a contribution by the State 
of New Jersey to the United States in answer to a resolution of Con- 
gress asking each State to send statues of two of its distinguished citi- 
zens for the purpose of being placed in the old Hall of the House of 
Representatives. Therefore I think that the words ‘‘ United States’’ 
would be far better and more appropriate under the circumstances. 
However, I shall not press that. 

Mr, President, in selecting from the illustrious dead of the State of 
New Jersey the two most worthy to be represented by statues in the 
old hall of the House of Representatives, it seemed to the senate and 
general assembly of that State appropriate to choose the names of 
Richard Stockton and Philip Kearny—one the most accomplished and 
distinguished statesman, one of the few, the immortal names that 
signed the Declaration of American Independence; the other the pa- 
triot soldier and gallant leader, who gave first an arm and then hislife 
in maintaining the principles of American liberty, to which cause our 
fathers pledged their lives and sacred hon 

Both of these distinguished men were prominent in their country’s 
history in times of great public distress and danger 

The first lived and sufiered amid the stormy scenes which ushered 
in the birth of the Republic. The second witnessed the full fruition 
|} of complete and glorious manhood, and when assailed by fratricidal 
foes into his brave heart received joyfully the death wound intended 
| for herown. Little thought the one who rocked the cradle of Liberty 
and guarded that of Independence, and who went down into the grave 
rejoicing in the belief that the lives then shed were sacrifices enough, 
that during the lifetime of the other these dearly-bought liberties must 
needs be maintained by the lives of three hundred thousand of her 
| sons, who with equal courage and devotion laid down their lives in its 
| defense. Happy are they who died before that time and we who have 
| survived it. 

The great-grandfather of Richard Stockton came from England in 
the year 1670 and first settled upon Long Island, in the colony of New 
York; thence he came to New Jersey and purchased a large tract of 
land of which Princeton, N. J., is nearly the center. and commenced a 
settlement. His fatherinherited the family seatat Princeton. He was 
a man of great power and influence, and filled for many years the posi- 
tion of chief judge of the courts in the county in which he lived. Here 
Richard Stockton was born on the Ist day of October, 1730, was gradu- 
ated at the New Jersey College, then located at Newark, studied law 
and was admitted to the bar in 1754, in which he soon attained great 
reputation. He rose so rapidly in his profession that in 1763 he re- 
ceived the degree of sergeant at law, a high distinction in the English 
courts, and then recognized in the American colonies. 

In 1766 he embarked for London and exerted himself especially to 
remove the prevailing ignorance regarding the American Colonies. 
While in Scotland his personal efforts induced Dr. John Witherspoon 
to reconsider his refusal to become the president of Princeton; the 
same Witherspoon who afterwards was elected to the Continental Con- 
gress and signed the Declaration of Independence. On the Ist day of 
July, 1776, when the subject of the Declaration of Independence was 
discussed, a distinguished member observed ‘“‘ that the people are not 
ripe for independence.’’ Dr. Witherspoon replied, ‘‘In my judgment, 
sir, we are not only ripe but rotting.’’ Mr. Stockton returned from 
England in September, 1767. In 1768 he was made a member of the 
executive council of the province. In 1774 he was raised to the su- 
preme bench of New Jersey. 

He strove at first to effect a reconciliation between the colonies and 
the mother country, and on the 12th of December, 1774, sent to Lord 
Dartmouth an expedient for the settlement of the American disputes, 
in which he proposed a plan of colonial self-government; but he soon 
became active in efforts to organize a prudent opposition, and on the 
21st of June, 1776, was chosen by the provincial congress a member of 
the Continental Congress then in session in Philadelphia. His silence 
during the opening debates on the question of independence, which has 
been chronicled by Dr. Benjamin Rush, leads to the conclusion that at 
first he doubted the expediency of the declaration, but at the close of 
the discussion he expressed his concurrence in the final vote in a short 
but energetic address. He was re-elected to Congress, where he was 
| an active member, and in September, 1776, at the first meeting of the 

State delegates under the new constitution, he was a candidate for gov- 
ernor, and on the first ballot received an equal number of votes with 
his opponent, Mr. Livingston, who was afterwards elected. Mr. Stock- 
ton was then chosen chief-justice by a unanimous vote, but declined. 
On the 26th of September, 1776, Richard Stockton and George Cly- 
mer were appointed a committee to inspect the Northern army under 
General Schuyler. On the 30th of November, at night, he was cap- 
tured by a party of loyalists at the house of John Covenhoven, in Mon- 
mouth, N. J., where, with his family, he had taken refuge to prevent 
their capture by the British army, then pursuing Washington and his 
little band across New Jersev. His host shared his fate. Mr. Stockton 
was thrown intoa common prison in New York. He remained in prison 
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some time, and on account of his position as one of the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence he was treated with great seve: Con- 
gress passed a resolution directingg General Washington to inyuire into 


t 


the circumstance, remonstrate with General Howe, and ask whether he | 


chooses this shall be the future rule for treating all such on both sides 
as the fortune of war may place in the hands ot either party. 

Mr, Stockton was shortly afterward exchanged, but the hardships 
he endured shattered his constitution, and when he found himself al- 
most a beggar, through the vandalism of the British in destroying his 
estate and his library, and by the depreciation of the Continental paper 
currency, he was seized with a despondency from which he never re- 
covered. He died on the 28th of February, 1781, in the fifty-first year 
of his age. Richard Stockton left a long line of descendants not less 
distinguished than himself in all that reflects honor and glory upon 
themselves, the State, and nation. His son Richard was also a lawyer 
of great eminence, who, besides serving his State in many high posi- 
tions, represented the State of New Jersey in the lower House of Con- 
gress and alsoin the Senate of the United States. The second, Richard’s 
son, Robert Field Stockton, studied at Princeton College, and before 
completing his course he entered the United States Navy as a mid- 
shipman., 

His long and brilliant career as a naval officer is part of the history 
of the country. After the close of the Mexican war and the acquisition 
of California, in all of which he was a prominent actor, he resigned his 
commission in the Navy, and was elected to the United States Senate 
in 1851, but resigned in 1853 in order to retire to private life. Next 
in line of descent from Robert Field Stockton, better known as Com- 
modore Stockton, comes John Potter Stockton, well known to many 
members of this Senate, having served long, ably, and faithfully as a 
member of this body. He has also filled with great credit to himself 
and satisfaction to the people of New Jersey almost every position of 
great trust and responsibility in the State, as well as representing the 
National Government in foreign lands. 

It would be a delicate task to attempt to assign to General Kearny 
his exact rank, considering his opportunities, among those who have 
fought their country’s battles in this and formercenturies. There are 
laws of perspective in time as well as space, whereby asmall eminence 
seems to outclimb the distant Alps, but history will inscribe in mak- 
ing up her final and impartial judgments to Philip Kearny a high place 
among the world’s heroes, and differing only from them as one star 
differs from another star in glory. As a patriot, a public officer, and 
2 soldier Philip Kearny was a grand example, worthy of study, imita- 
tion, and commemoration; as a general unsurpassed, wherever and 
whenever he was tried, for courage, fidelity, self-sacrificing energy, and 
ability. His glory is his country’s glory, for which he fought and 
died. General Scott said of Kearny: ‘‘The bravest man I ever knew, 
and the most perfect soldier.’’ 

Though an American by birth, and intensely American in his sym- 
pathies, General Philip Kearny carried in his veins blood that distin- 
guished the leading nations of Europe. On his father’s side he was 
(rish, and thence he derived all the impulsive, danger-loving charac- 
teristics of that race. On his mother’s side were two diverse elements 
not often combined in one person, the strong native sense of the Scot 
and the ardent soul and chivalric bearing of the Gaul. His very name 
in its original spelling in Celtic or Geelic signifies ‘‘soldier.’? Kearny 
was thus not only a soldier by name, but by nature, and a true inher- 
itor not only of the designation but of the spirit of his race. In his 
veins the blood of the Cavalier predominated over that of the Puritan. 
His remote ancestry were distinguished in the military annals of the 
times in which they lived and served their country, and the career of 
Philip Kearny is even more glorious than theirs. 

Philip Kearny was born on the 3d day of June, 1814, in the city of 
New York, but of New Jersey parentage and ancestry. In his early 
youth he evinced the military spirit which in after life crowned his 
career with such a halo of glory. He took high rank as a scholar and 
was beloved asa pupil. While still in college his grandfather, seeing 
his inclination for the Army, and not wishing him to be exposed to its 
vicissitudes, which had cost him the most brilliant of his sons, offered 
to secure to him $1,500 a year, a very handsome allowance in those 
days for a young man, if he would study for the ministry. Young 
Kearny declined his grandfather’s liberal offer, preferring the saddle 
to the pulpit. As he was compelled, however, to choose a civil pro- 
fession much against his will, he selected the law, taking the usual 
course in a law office. 

The death of his grandfather in 1836 left young Kearny free at last 
to follow his own inclinations, and he applied for and obtained a com- 
mission as second lieutenant in the First United States Dragoons, then 
commanded by his uncle, General Steven Watts Kearny, an officer of 
high distinction. 

Upon receipt of his commission, although by inheritance in posses- 
sion of a splendid fortune, with all which that implies to a young 
man of his age and temperament, he abandoned all to join his com- 
mand at Jefferson Barracks in Missouri, and applied himself with 
great ardor to mastering the details of his profession. His after life 
proved that with a man born with thegenius to command experience 
is not soindispensable. Genius willalways compensate for the wantof 
experience. 


In proof of this witness the magnificent achievements of 


Ke 


Frederick and Napoleon. In 1839 young Kearny, who had been pro- 
moted to be first lieutenant, was sent with two other officers to France, 
by the then Secretary of War, for the p~ rpose of going through the reg- 
ular course at the Royal School of Cavairy at Saumur, and whoon their 
return were to compile a work on cavalry tactics, molded on that of 
the French system, but made suitable to the needs of our service. The 
resuit of their labors are the cavalry tactics now in use in the United 
States Army, which are considered superior to anything introduced. 

While at Saumur, Kearfty obtained a leave of absence and accompa- 
nied the Duke of Orleans on one or two of his campaigns in Africa. 
Anold African trooper, speaking of Kearny, said, ‘‘He was a very brave 
man; I have often seen him charging the Arabs with his sword in one 
hand, his pistol in the other, and his reins in his teeth.’? In Algiers 
he learned the enormous capabilities of a well-trained force of light 
infantry. The lessons he there learned in practical warfare trom the 
most advanced and accomplished soldiers of the age turned to his ac- 
count in after years. Lieutenant Kearny returned from Europe in 1840, 
and served as aide-de-camp to General Macomb and Maj. Gen. Win- 
field Scott until April, 1844, when he joined his regiment at Fort Leavy- 
enworth, making an expedition against the Indians to the South Pass 
of the Rocky Mountains. All this, however, to a real soldier like 
Kearny, was inactivity, and, chafing under the monotony of garrison- 
life after having tasted the excitement of actual service in Algiers, on 
the 2d day of April, 1846, he tendered his resignation, which was ac- 
cepted on the 6th of that month. Had he dreamed that a war was 
upon us he would never have done so. ; 

The war with Mexico, which soon after followed, aroused all the ar- 
dor of his patriotic soul. He sought to recall his resignation, applying 
to the Government to be restored to his former rank and position in the 
Army, and shortly afterward he was reinstated. He applied himself 
for a time to recruiting new material for his company, being deter- 
mined that it should be a model troop in every respect, and to this end 
chose for his recruiting ground the city of Springfield, in the State of 
Illinois. Here he formed the acquaintance of Abraham Lincoln, after- 
ward President Lincoln, then a resident lawyer of Springfield, who was 
touched by the enthusiasm of the young dragoon and entered heartily 
into his plans. The young lieutenant whom he assisted then was after 
Mr. Lincoln became President of the United States made a brigadier-gen- 
eral, one he always styled his general, and one whom he destined for 
the highest command had not an untimely shot put an end to the life 
of the man of his choice. 

Kearny was not ordered into Mexican territory until after the cap- 
ture of Monterey, and the fighting for the year was over. In the lat- 
ter part of November, when General Scott determined to withdraw about 
five thousand troops from General Taylor for a new line of operations, 
his first selection was couched in the following words: 

You will * * * putin movement for the mouth of the Rio Grande the fol- 
lowing troops. About five hundred regular cavalry of the first and second regi- 
ments of dragoons, including Lieutenant Kearny’s troop. 

In December following, Kearny was promoted to the captaincy of 
hiscompany. He fought in all of the subsequent battles of that war, 
losing his left arm in the battle of Churubusco, and being the first to 
enter the city of Mexico. . 

In 1851 he was sent to subdue the Rogue River Indians, the most 
war-like of all of the Indian tribes of the Pacific coast. He awed the 
savages, pacified the district, and made the route safe between Oregon 
and California. Kearny was one of those restless spirits who could not 
brook repose, and whose only home was the field of battle. In October, 
1851, he again tendered his resignation, and we next hear of him un- 
der the burning skies of Italy, acting as the aid of General Morris at 
the battle of Solferino, in which General Kearny so distinguished him- 
self as'to win a second time the cross of the Legion of Honor; the first 
American who had ever been thus honored for military services. 

In 1859 and 1860 he resided in Paris, and was one of the efficient 
advocates of the union cause in Europe. In the spring of 1861, the 
crisis towards which all the great events of American history for many 
years had been tending broke in the roar of the cannon which opened 
on Fort Sumter, whose reverberations, like the hollow moan of an 
earthquake, stirred the very foundations of the iron and almost century- 
bound frame-work of our Government, till every thing heaved and 
rocked onitsfoundations, Our Declaration of Independence—the ever- 
lasting and immutable principles of human rights—were again to be 
battled for. No sooner had the tocsin of alarm resounded across tlie 
Atlantic than Kearny’s patriotism, all aflame, responded to the appeal. 
‘*T am an American citizen’’ was his boast and his pride. 

For his country he had braved death on every battle-field from Vera 
Cruz to Mexico, and at the hands of the hostile savages, and he again 
hastened to offer his sword and, if needs be, his life in defense of the 
cause of the unity of these States. Failing to secure immediate recog- 
nition from the General Government on his application for service and 
acommand suited and due to his ability and experience, and acting 
under the advice of General Scott, he hastened back to hisnative State 
and applied for a major-general’s commission, carrying with him a per- 
sonal letter from General Scott to Governor Morgan, which reads as 
follows: 

To his excellency Governor Morgan, of New York: hh 

Sir: I beg leave to suggest Maj. Philip Kearny, of New York, late a distin: 
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guished officer of th< imission in the New York Volunteers 
Major Kearny’s long ¢ erience in ial military service seems 
to commend him asa 3 a valuable commander and discipti- 
narian.. He is among the bravest of the brave and of the highest military spirit 
az d bearing. 

With the highest respect, your excellency’s most obedient servant, 


WINFIELD SCOTT. 

Refused a commission by Governor Morgan, rejected by the State 
where he was bornand bred were reverses calculated to wound bis proud 
and manly spirit. But his undying patriotism no longer stood upon 
rank or right, and he proclaimed his willingness to serve in any capacity, 
even offering himself as a private in the ranks—for which position he 
was disqualified by reason of the loss of an arm. Like acaged liondid 
the restless spirit of the patriot hero chafe at the delay, but his hour 
was soon tocome. The battle of Bull Run satisfied the President that 
his one-armed applicant for a generalship was needed at the front. 
He was thereupon commissioned a brigadier-general on the 25th day 
of July, 1861, and assigned to the command of the First New Jersey 
Brigade, in Franklin’s Division of the embryo Army of the Potomac. 

This noble and gallant brigade, composed of the First, Second, Third, 
and Fourth Regiments, New Jersey Volunteers, asked that Kearny 
should command them. The history of the war shows that nothing 
was wanting in either men orleader. To recount the brilliant services 
of that famous brigade and its gallant commander during the year that 
followed would fill volumes. In March, 1862, General McClellan, then 
in command of the Army of the Potomac, tendered General Kearny 
the command of a division, a promotion to which he was long entitled. 
General Kearny was more than glad to accept, only desiring that his 
first New Jersey brigade, whose efficiency he had perfected with so 
much toil, expense, and zeal, a trust especially confided to him, and 
who loved and trusted their leader, should be permitted to follow him. 
This being denied, he generously declined the promotion and remained 
with his New Jersey brigade. The patriotic people of New Jersey 
exhibited their gratitude, admiration, and attachment for General 
Kearny’s self-sacrificing devotion to them in the following manner. 

On the 20th day of March, 1862, the Legislature passed a resolution 
declaring— 

That New Jersey highly appreciates the distinguished fidelity of General 
Philip Kearny in declining preffered promotion rather than separate himself 
from the command of Jerseymen intrusted to him. 

And on the 28th of the same month a set of resolutions were passed 
and forwarded to the honorable Secretary of War, asking that all the 
New Jersey troops on the Potomac be mobilized into one division and 
placed under the command of General Kearny. 

Thus it was that General Kearny, born in New York and bound 
to her by all the ties of blood and parentage, became by adoption the 
child of New Jersey’s love, and because of her appreciation and affec- 
tionate regard bound him to her with hooks of steel. 

It is not my purpose here to speak of those great achievements which 
marked the footsteps of General Kearny from Alexandria to Williams- 
burgh, from Fair Oaks, including the seven days’ battle, to Malvern 
Hill, and from thence to Chantilly, where he met his death on Septem- 
ber 1, 1862, where passed from life to death one of the greatest mili- 
tary chieftains of the age. I need not speak of these events. Into the 
currents of our national history the heroic deeds of this great soldier 
have passed. His name history will never willingly permit to die. 

The three distinguishing characteristics of General Philip Kearny 
vere great personal bravery, coolness in the hour of peril, and an ex- 
cellent judgment. It was his wonderful, almost marble-like calm- 
ness in the most sudden and extreme danger that struck even heroes 
with amazement. By the decision of an army of heroes he was called 
the ‘‘ bravest of the brave.’’ Such a distinction among the men and 
in the times he lived was not won by ordinary actions. 

In the smoke and carnage of battle, when other men would become 
confused in the confusion around them, he remained cool and clear as 
ever, and was able frequently to redeem the day when everything seemed 
lost. 

The overthrow of the enemy absorbed every thought within him and 
he had none to give to danger or to death. 

Brave, restless, and daring, he roamed the world in search of ad- 
venture, and never seemed so much at home as when in danger. 

His mind was always in a state of activity and he was lashed through 
the world by a nature to which repose seemed torture. 

His career was bright and promising, and especially as the champion 
of liberty he seemed destined to one of the highest niches in the temple 
of fame. As the commander-in-chief ofthe Federal forces the war would 
have ended in a single year. 

His death was in keeping with his life. One would expect him to 
die in the joyous frenzy of the fight, and that the spirit, which ever 
sought the whirlwind in life, should go out of the world in the smoke 
of battle. He died under fifty years of age. At an age when many of 


our generals began their careers he ended his. 

New Jersey feels proud of her illustrious sons, and has caused statues 
in marble and bronze to be made representing as well as artists’ skill 
an do the well-loved sons of that State, and asks Congress, in behalf 
of the American people, to accept them as theirs and place them with 
the immortal circle in the American pantheon, there to remain until 
they also turn to dust. 
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Mr. BLODGETT. Mr. President, it is obvious that I can add 
nothing to the careful and full historical sketch submitted by my col- 
league, whose long service in the Senate makes it his peculiar nght 
and duty to demonstrate how well and faithfully the State of New 





Jersey has responded to the request of Congress for two statues of rep- 


resentative men in her history. 
With such glorious names as Re 


rr. John Witherspoon, president 


of Princeton College, whoJohn Adams describes on of liberty,”’ 
and Bancroft ‘*as a Scottish minister, a descendant of John Knox, a 
man of great ability, learning, and liberality,’’ Jonah Dickinson Ser- 


geant, William Patterson, Frederick Frelinghuysen, and many others 
the selection was most difficult. 

As New Jersey by reason of her location was the battle-ground of 
the Revolution, her citizens of necessity were tories or patriots; hence 
she could alone worthily fill every niche in the Temple of Fan 
apart by Congress. 

In the choice of Richard Stockton, the signer, and General Philip 
Kearny, the soldier, you have two patriots who gave up their lives to 
their country, the former from the effects of a cruel imprisonment en- 
dured to establish the Government, the other on the battle-field for its 
conservation. 

This is far from the only claim that Richard Stockton has to live in 
marble in the national Capitol. 

His patriotism and principles have in a remarkable degree descended 
to his family all through the generations to this day. His son Rich 
ard, the great lawyer, his grandson, Commodore Robert F. Stockton, 
and his great-grandson, John P. Stockton, have in turn served the 
country in the United States Senate. It may be added that the vreat- 
great-grandson of the signer and the son of John P. Stockton has lately 
discharged the duties of minister at 'The Hague. 

Of Commodore Stockton it may be fairly said that his genius excelled 
any of the family. At Gibraltar, while in the Navy 
British naval and military officers that American courag 
could not be challenged withimpunity. Withadaring that was almost 
reckless he established the Republic of Liberia in the interest of the 
Colonization Society, and with an audacity that was his own he was 
the first to take possession of California. 

There is probably no more notable example of what high and honor- 
able service will contribute to the public weal than is displayed in the 
history of this family, nor a more marked reward and appreciation of 
such public service. It surely inculcates the lesson that he who best 
serves his country leaves the most valuable and enduring legacy to his 
descendants. 

I make these few observations more than anything else to show 
hearty concurrence in what has been so well said by my colleague 

I now move, Mr. President, the adoption of the resolutions 

Mr. SHERMAN. To showethat my objection to the modification of 
this resolution was not a captious one, I wish simply to refer to the 
precedents to show that the same form of resolution as the one intro- 
duced by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] is the one 
that has been adopted from the commencement of the acceptance of 
statues under the resolution of Congress. I have before me the Jour- 
nal of January 5, 1886, in which the words are: 


he taugot the 
e and honor 


Resolved, That this work of art is accepted in the name of the nation, and as- 
signed to a place in the old Hall of the House of Representatives. 

I find among the very first of the resolutions of this character that 
were introduced one which was offered by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MoRRILL], which contains the same language 

Resolved, That this work of art is accepted in the name of the nation, ¢« 


I have no doubt that every resolution of acceptance is in the 
form, and that that form is founded upon the express provi 
statute which provided for the accepting of two statues from each 
State, which is in these words: 


me 
same 


m of the 


rov 
| 

statues * * * of deceased persons who have been citizens thereof, and i 
trious for their historic renown, or for distinguished civic 
such as each State may deem to be worthy of this national 


The President is authorized to invite all the States to ide and furnishtwo 





I suppoze the word ‘‘ nation ’’ has been carried into such resolutions 
from the statute. 

[ also find a still older precedent. I find that the words ‘‘ nation 
and ‘‘ national’’ were constantly used by the early founders of the 
Government. I find a statute passed on the 29th of March, 1400, in 
honor of Captain Truxtun, in which the same word is used. 


That the conduct of James Jarvis, a midshipman in said frigate, who glor 
ously preferred cert 1 death to an abandonment of his post 3 desery r of 
the highest praise, and that the loss of so promising an officer is a subject of 
national regret. 

So the words “‘ national ’’ and ‘‘nation”’’ in all documents, especially 
of this character, have been used from the beginning, and I hope will 
continue to the end. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, there is po doubt about these things 
being of a State character or of a national character and that could be 
expressed in various wavs properly. The only criticism I made was 
that every act and every resolution that ever passed Congress, as far as 
I was aware—there may be some exceptions, for I do not know what 
has happened lately—is in this form, ‘‘ Be it en 
and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Con- 
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gress assembled,’’ and when we pass a joint resolution the same lan- 
guage substantially is used, and I should think it very strange if the 
suggestion had been made, ‘‘ Be it resolved by the Senate and House 
of Kepresentatives of the nation in Congress assembled.’’ I suggested 


that it would be wise to follow the old form and not to throw a slur | 


on the fact that this still the United States. I care nothing about 
it, however. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire tomake an explanation. In draughting 
the resolution I followed what seemed to be the line of precedents. I did 
not notice at the time that the words ‘' United States’’ would 
been much better to use in that connection than the werd employed 
in the But, as I say, having followed the line of precedents, 
though I am convinced a better term could have been employed, ‘I 
withdraw the amendment I offered to the resolution, because I do not 
wish to raise eecasion on the simple phrase- 


ology of the resolution 
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Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to the use of the word ‘‘ nation ’”’ 
as expressed in the resolution under consideration. I take my consti- 
tutional law on that subject from a very great judge. 

Mr. TELLER. We can not hear the Senator in part of the 
(Chamber. 

Mr. GEORGE I tal my constitutional law on that subject from 
a great judge, ¢ Just Pane ind I happen to have in my band 
no quotation trom one ol l great judgements which ex presses mm) 
ideas exactly. He l ) i the scheme of the Constitutio 
that it was to make us “‘ one people, with one common country, for all 
the great purposes for which it was established, See Passenger Cases, 
7 How., U.S. R., page 283. So that, in my judgment, wherever the 
Constitution has granted any jurisdiction within that limit we are one 
people, with one country; and are, therefore, onemation. Istand upon 


ition of constitutional law made by this illustrious judge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
tion? ‘T’he Senator from New Jersey moves that the Senate agree to 
the resolutions which have been read. 

rhe resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senate, as in open executive 
session, resumes the consideration of the fisheries treaty, the question 
being on the motion to commit with instructions, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. G1inson }. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BATE. I ask that the resolution be read. 


The Secretary read as follows 


this enunei: 


lempore, 





Resolved, That the pending treaty be committed to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, with instructions either to frame and reportsuch amendmentsthereto 


as shall appear meet to remove 
said treaty, if any there be; or 

lo frame and report a plan for arbitration by which all differences between 
the Government of the United States and the Government of Great Britain, in 
respect of the rights and liberties of the people of the United States, and of the 
subjects of Her Britannic Majesty respectively, in the North American fisheries 
under the treaty of 1818, shail be determined and settled, and by which it may 
be further determined and settled whether citizens of the United States engaged 
in the business of fishing on the eastern coast of British North America are or 
are not justly entitled to all the advantages and benefits of the mutual arrange- 
ments of 1830 and the mutual rights of transit under the treaty of 1871. 

And by which it may be further determined and settled what, if any, dam- 
ages, indemnity, or compensation may be due for the alleged unlawful treat- 
ment, detention, and seizures of the fishing vessels of citizens of the United 
States, and violation of rights and privileges of said citizens of the United States, 
under the treaties, arrangements, and conventions above recited, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the resolution to commit with instructions. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], but I un- 
derstand an arrangement has been made whereby that pair is to be 
transferred. Therefore I vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. BowEn’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. BOWEN] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and I understand he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr.CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr, FARWELL (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. CuLLoM] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM. My pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Grsson ], who is absent. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLL]. If the Senator from 
Vermont were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and I suppose he would 
vote *‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADDOcK’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PAppocK] is absent and is paired with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr, Eustis]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


any ambiguities, and to remedy any defects of 
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Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name wascalled). I have been paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], who is sick, but that pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Llinois [Mr. Cr LLOM ]. 
Therefore I vote ‘* nay.’’ 


Iam paired with the Sena- 
If he were present, I should 


Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should 
vote ** yea.’ 

Ihe roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest totheSenator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN], 


he being paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna], 


| and I being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri1x}, 


that we transfer the pairs, 
agreeable to the Senator. 
Mr. SABIN. Very well; I should be glad to do so. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. rhe votes of the Senators 


and he and I can both record our votes, if 


from Ten- 


nessee and Minnesota will be recorded. 
Mr. HARRIS. I vote *‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. SABIN. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 


RY] 
If 


Mr.GRAY. TIT rise to announce that my colleague [ Mr. SAULSI 
pal vith the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER 
he would ve 


su 
} 
I. 












colleague were present, te ** yea.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—29. 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Bex Daniel, McPherson, Vest, 
Berry Faulkner, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Black burr George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Ma, 
Brown, Gray, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Ransom, 
Cc Harris, Reagan, 
NAYS—31 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Chace, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Chandler, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Davis awley, Plumb, Teller, 
Dawes, Hiscoek, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Hoar, Sabin, 
ABSENT—16. 

Bowen, Cullom, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Eustis, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hearst, Palmer, Vance, 


rejected. 
The reading of the treaty by articles 


So Mr. Grpson’s resolution was 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be continued. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

ARTICLE II. 

The commission shall consist of two commissioners to be named by Her Bri- 
tannic Majesty,and of two commissioners to be named by the President of the 
United States, without delay. after the exchange of ratifications of this treaty. 

The commission shall meet and complete the delimitation as soon as possibile 
thereafter. 

In ease of the death, absence,or incapacity of any commissioner, or in the 
event of any commissioner omitting or ceasing to act as such, the President of 
the United States or Her Britannic Majesty, respectively, shall forthwith name 
another person to act as commissioner instead of the commissioner originally 
named. 

ARTICLE Ir. 

The delimitation referred to in Article I of this treaty shall be marked upon 
British admiralty charts by a series of lines regularly numbered and duly de- 
scribed. The charts so marked shall, on the termination of the work of the 
commission, be signed by the commissioners in quadruplicate, one copy whereof 
shal! be delivered to the Secretary of State of the United States and three copies 
to Her Majesty’s Government, The delimitation shall be made in the follow- 
ing manner, and shall be accepted by both the high contracting parties as ap- 
plicable for all purposes under Article I of the convention of October 20, 1813, 
between the United States and Great Britain. 

The 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I of the convention of October 20, 
1818, shall be measured seaward from low-water mark; but atevery bay, creek, 
or harbor, not otherwise specially provided for in this treaty, such 3 marine milea 
shall be measured seaward from a straight line drawn across the bay, creek, or 
harbor, in the part nearest the entrance at the first point where the width does 
not exceed 10 marine miles. 

ARTICLE IV. 

At or near the following bays the limits of exclusion under Article I of the 
convention of October 20, 1818, at points more than 3 marine miles from low- 
water mark, shall be established by the following lines, namely: 

At the Baie des Chaleurs the line from the light at Birch Point on Miscou Is+ 
and to Macquereau Point light; at the Bay of Miramichi, the line from the light 
at Point Escuminac to the light on the eastern point of Tabisintac Gully; at 
Egmont Bay,in Prince Edward Island, the line from the light at Cape Egmont 
to the light at West Point; and off St. Ann’s Bay, in the Province of Nova 
Scotia, the line from Cape Smoke to the light at Point Aconi. 

At Fortune Bay, in Newfoundland, the line from Connaigre Head to the light 
on the southeasterly end of Brunet Island, thence to Fortune Head: at Sir 
Charles Hamilton Sound, the line from the southeast point of Cape Fogo to 
White Island, thenee to the north end of Peckford Island, and from the south 
end of Peckford Island to the east headland of Ragged Harbor. : 7 

At or near the following bays the limits of exclusion shall be 3 marine milcs 
seaward from the following lines, namely: 

Ator near Barrington Bay, in Nova Scotia, the line from the light on Stod- 
dard Island to the light on the south point of Cape Sable, thence to the light at 
Baccaro Point; at Chedabucto and St. Peter’s Bays, the line from Cranberry 
Island Light to Green Island Light, thence to Point Rouge; at Mira Bay, the 
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line from the light on the east point of Scatari Island to the northeasterly point The CHrer CLERK It is propose dto amend Article XI, by striking 
of Cape Morien; and at Placentia Bay, in Newfoundland, the line from Latine all after thea word “ chare ine 159. down to and including 
Point, on the eastern mainland shore, to the most southerly point of Red Island, out all aces “ ord se ry - sa ne I : = we - pi : = Xo _— 
thence by the most southerly point of Merasheen Island to the mainland. the word aforesaid,’’ in line 160, and inserting in heu thereof 
Long Island and Bryer Island, at St. Mary’s Bay, in Nova Seotia, shall, for And all United States fishing vessels sha 3 “ all occas 3 
the purpose of delimitation, be taken as the coasts of such bay. | such facilities for t pur se of casual o1 ! s isu} sas 3g 
ARTICLE Y. | are ordinarily granted to ng vessels l is + on ‘ 
Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include within the common waters | }° /!eenses for this purpos 2 gra at a RCS SSS : 
any such interior portions of any bays, creeks, or harbors as can not be reached | V®5S©!S UPOn Appiication, pr Al te 
from the sea without passing within the 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I The PRESIDENT pro tem; } 1 ag ne to the ag 
of the convention of October 20, 1818, amendment propost 1] v the , . { 
amendment proposed D c MI \ rhe 
ARTICLE VI. Mr. GRAY. I ask for the yeas a s i 
The commissioners shall from time to time report to each of the high con- The veas and ‘ ord d it t i haa 
tracting parties, such lines as they may have agreed upon, numbered, described, | ,, all ‘ if 
and marked as herein provided, with quadruplicate charts thereo which lines | *#¢ Toll roan 
so reported shall forthwith from time to time be simultaneously proelaimed by Mr. CAI n bis na W ’ te 
the high contracting parties, and be binding after two months from such pr ator from ¢ Mr. B . iin 
lamation. ; ; ’ a 
ARTICLE VII. yea. 2 
Any disagreement of the commissioners shall forthwith be referred to an ; . . He 
umpire selected by the Secretary of State of the United States and Her t le e | Mr. ¢ I vi 
nie Majesty’s minister at Washmgton; and his decision shal! be final. G L bu 
ARTICLE VIII. Mr. DA : fl 
Each of the high contracting parties shall pay its own commissione nd f ‘ [ | : 
ficers. All other expenses jointly in« red, inco nm W is 
of the work, including compensation to the um}; ll ; — is 
contracting parties in equal moieties. ‘4 Psd an ‘ 
the Senator 1 ’ ¥ irg + | M 
ARTICLE Ix, fi 
; TT 1) iV | I fe 
Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or effect the fi V es om - . = | ; 
of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States M SABLIN 3 I 
ARTICLE X. S P- es : 
United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Ar- | ™Y P om - . ' ; 
ticle I of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations cor yn to them and i 
to fishing vessels of Canada or of Newfoundland i A \ ’ 
They need not report, enter, or clear, when putting into such bays or harbor ar. < ‘ ; 
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into same, outs limits I F 7} , , 
of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchasing wood orof obtaining | DLEBERGER If m ’ 
water; except that any such vessel remaining more than twenty-four hours, Mr. VAN‘ when his nam 1 
exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays, within any such port municat- |} 04 ¢ cae cine . ‘ 
ing with the shore therein, may be required to report, enter, o HNETELOLOTO a a vith t 3 
vessel shall be excused hereby from giving due inform If he we Ls l yo 
They shall not be liable in any such bays or harbors f y pilot AT TTT Et On 4 ane I — , c 
nor when therein for the purpose of shelter, of repair f purchas- il sUTLI i q m= : 7 
ing wood, or of obtaining water shall they be liable fo tonnag¢ P inia CA yN t, | 
dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues; bt 1 shal ie would vote na 'Iu wnd 
not permit other charges inconsistent with the enjo es re : 1. ha 3 
served or secured by the convention of October 20, 1818. : sur soe ie 
ARTICLE XI. YI 3 
United States fishing vessels entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the east- | Bat ( ‘ i x 
ern and northeastern coastsof Canada, or of the coasts of Newfoundland, under | Bec! . Hi I 
stress of weatheror other casualty may unload, reload, transship, or sell, subject | Berry I Jones A s, KR 
to customs laws and regulations, all fish on board, when such unloading, trans- | Blackbur Faulk 5 son ¥ 
shipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may replenish | Blodgett, Get ’ \ 
outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster, and in case of death | Brown Gorn Pasco : 
or sickness shall be allowed all needful facilities, including the shipping of | Cockre ¢ Pay \ 
crews. Ys 
Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid coasts of ; " 
Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such provisions and i N 
supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels, shall be granted to United M S 
States fishing vessels in such ports, promptly upon application and without : M ite Stewa 
charge; and such vessels, having obtained licenses in the manner aforesaid, rH Phat 
shall also be accorded upon all occasions such facilities for the purchase of H y, I ), ae 
casual or needful provisions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to the trad- i x, (Quay, W a 
ing vessels; but such provisions or supplies shall not be obtained by barter nor H Sabin 
purchased for resale or traffic. - 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— ABSEN’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Senator from Delaware pro- | B D M = 
poses to amend the eleventh article of the treaty. c ; Palm Va 
oe : 3 1 ; L, ne Van 
Mr. GRAY. I had indicated yesterday the general nature of the | Gameron, Hears Riddleberger, 
amendment which I proposed to offer to-day. Since thenI have drawn | Cul! menna Sauls! 
out at length the amendment that I wish to offer. Ido not propose So Mr. GRAY’S amendment was rejected 
at all to abuse the agreement which has been made in regard to debate The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ti ecretary will cont 
on this subject, but merely to say that inasmuch as—— reading of the treaty by articles 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- The Secret ud as follows: 
mous consent. Is there objection? ARTI 
Mr. GRAY. I wish to say three words, that my object in offering ialideeirieusaln of Casada and i indland sha \ \ 
the amendment may be apparent. Inasmuch as there is what seems | of the United S ‘ L se to 
to be a sincere difference of opinion as to—— Un poe ates fishing 3 1e 4 Ca vewfound 
Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to object to debate. serge nile - 
Mr. GRAY. I am not debating. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall mak ut 
Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to object. prov iding for the S issexhibit ! ry | ed States fi ve 
Mr. GRAY. . I was proceeding to state—— | Of in oka numer See on ‘y vessel, required " 
Mr. CHANDLER. I object to anything in the nature of debate. <ainii den dian theiames weareidad ten Sn Oak 
Mr. GRAY. As to what this Article XI really means. | Such regulations shall be communicated to H In 
. ~ none . ; . es a ee 2 ; ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware will | ously to their takin 
pause one moment. Under the agreement and the rule of the Senate " . a * 
the Chair thinks that the Senator from Delaware would be strictly Se ee ae , anf ; thee ae 
limi ° . - : referred to in A t of this tre t ito I 
imited to the presentation of the amendment which he proposes. Any | sel, and appurt es, and also of th r >a t when the of- 
statement of the effect or object or purpose of the amendment would be | fense was and for preparing ' e enenE 
s ~ : : penalties shall t bs Ie cou at I 
in the nature of debate, and therefore excluded by the agreement. = eee se all b ae ; tole Cada ~ 
The Chair asked whether there were objections to the Senator from | jand relating to ra, bays, ereeks, or hat 
Delaware proceeding, and the Senator from New Hampshire stated | penalties sb wont oer + sah — 
that he objected to anything in the nature of debate. eee ne 
Mr. GRAY. Then I send the amendment to the Seeretary’s desk Phe proceedings s summary and as : I 
and ask that it be read. trial (except on apy ! } 
r Sarr ove yn request of t 2 : him 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed to Article | 0” Yeauest: 


XI by the Senator from Delaware will be read. 
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j cept when bail is 
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CON 


fers nl and the evidence at the trial may 


sed ppe 
Judwme ae fort ure shall be reviewed by the governor-general 6f Canada 
j rt ‘ vr in council of Newfoundland, before the same are 
ex i i 
ARTICLE XV. 
Whenever the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oil 


ROA , 


and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil), being the produce of 
tisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland, including 
Labrador, as well as from the usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans and | 


coverings containing the products above mentioned, 
products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of 
ted States,as well as the usual and necessary coverings of the same, as 
abov cribed, shall be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada 
and Newfoundland 

And upon such re 


other usual 
the like 
the Un 


e ade 


ind necessary 





al of duties, and whilethe aforesaid articles are allowed 
to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re- 
imp privilege of entering the ports, bays,and harbors of the 
afore anadaand Newfoundland shall be accorded to United States 
fishing vessels by #, free of charge, for the following purposes, 


nov 


on, tine 
r¢ 


sed ther« 
said coasts o 


annual licens 


TAMeEY 
1. The purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies and 
outfits 
lrransshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance. 


Shipping of crews. 
Supplies may not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained, 
The like privilewes shall be continued or given to tishing vessels of Canada 
and of Newfoundland on the Atlantic coast of the United States, 
ARTICLE XVI, 
d by the President of the United States, by and with 
and by Her Britannic Majesty, having re- 


This treaty shall be ratific 
the advice and consent of the Senate 


ccived the assentof the Parliament of Canada and the Legislature of Newfound- 
land; and the ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington as soon as possi- 
ble. 


in faith whereof, we, the respective plenipotentiaries, have signed this treaty, 
and have hereunto affixed our seals 

Done in duplicate, at Washington, this 15th day of February, in the year of 
our Lord 1838, 


T. F. BAYARD. [SEAL. 


WILLIAM L. PUTNAM. SEAL. 
JAMES B. ANGELL. SEAL 
J, CHAMBERLAIN. SEAL. 


L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. [sea. 
CHARLES TUPPER. SEAL, 
Are there further amendments to 
If there are none, it will 


; 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the treaty as in Committee of the Whole? 
be reported to the Senate. 

The treaty was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the resolution of ratification be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The treaty is still open to amend- 
ment in the Senate. If there be no amendment in the Senate, the res- 
olution of ratification will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein), That the Senate 
advise and consent to the ratification of the treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 
20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution may 
now be acted upon. 

Mr. FRYE. That was agreed to before. 

(he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of ratification was in- 
cluded, the Chair thinks, in the original agreement. 

Mr HARRIS. Under the rule it requires unanimous consent tocon- 
sider it the same day on which it was reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the same day on which it is pro- 
posed. The question is on agreeing to the resolution of ratification 
which has just been read. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays will be entered 
upon the Journal. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 
should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I should vote 
** vea.”’ 

Mr. FARWELL (when Mr. CULLoM’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. CULLOM] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gibson |]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana |Mr. TurpPre]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u], I have arranged with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] that I transfer that pair to the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], with whom the Senator from 
Minnesota has been paired, and I therefore announce the pair. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if here, 
and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
I record my vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). As I stated before, I 
was paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], and he would 
vote ‘“‘nay’’ while I would vote ‘‘ yea’’ as to this treaty, but my pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], and 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I was paired with the 


Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). 
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Senator from West Virginia |Mr. KENNA], but the pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILL], and I therefore 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] and 
myself were paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. MorrILi] on 
the vote on the resolution of ratification. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs], as the Senator from Tennessee 
has transferred his to the Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Kenna], 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. [rise to announce that my colleague [Mr. SAULsBURY] 
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I announce the pair between my colleague 
[Mr. PAppocK] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. Ifmy 
colleague were present, he would vote “‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 


Bate, Coke, Hampton, Pugh, 

eck, Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 
Berry, Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, Vest, 
Blodgett, George, Morgan, Walthall, 
Brown, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gray, Payne, 


NAYS—30, 


Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Chace, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Teller, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sabin, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—19. 

Bowen, Davis, Morrill, Stanford, 

jutler, Eustis, Paddock, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Palmer, Vance, 
Cameron, Hearst, Riddleberger, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Kenna, Saulsbury, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The requisite number not having 
voted therefor, the resolution of ratification is not agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN., I move that the President of the United States be 
notified of the action of the Senate upon this treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered under the 
rules. 

Mr. HOAR. It requires no order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair awaits the pleasure of 
the Senate about longer continuance in open executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TI suppose that order has exhausted itself. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senate 
will proceed to the consideration of legislative business. The Chair 
lays before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, the unfinished 
business, being the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admis- 
sion into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Pending that I desire to present morning busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will receive morning business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. When the Senate went into open executive ses- 
sion it had under consideration the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on House bill 1761. I ask that that be proceeded with now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the consi(l- 
eration of the conference report will be continued. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report submitted 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is in order, but the 
Chair will receive morning business, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield for morning business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3304) to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the twv 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 899) for the re- 
lief of Mary M. Briggs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the counsel of the Thomson 
Houston Electric Company, of Boston, Mass., in which they say they 
have a principal place of business at Boston, and a manufacturing es- 
tablishment at Lynn, Mass., where they employ some fifteen hundred 


If there be no objection, the Chair 

















hands in addition to a large number of persons who are employed in 
construction all over the country; th v ] 

with the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, a street 
railroad corporation in the District of Columbia, to furnish said com- 
pany with electrical apparatus complete and necessary to furnish 
needed motive power for the construction of its road; that the appa- 
ratus which is proposed to be furnished is absolutely safe and incapa 
ble of destroying human life or inflicting any serious injury ¢« 
human body; that the charge of electricity which it is to contain is 
not to exceed 400 volts or electric units; that the electrical apparatus 
and wires, including the wire for conducting the electricity, have been 
furnished by them to various corporations in various parts of the United 
States and other portions of the world; that the managers of the pe 
titioning company and persons in their employ and other persons ar 
in the habit of frequently handling such wires when fully charged 
without the slightest injury; that a much more powerful charge of 
electricity than is ever used in that apparatus would be absolutely 
harmless to human life or health; that the interference by the author- 
ity of the Senate with the execution of that contract would not only 
cause them damage and loss in the particular instance referred to, but 








if it is put on the ground that their apparatus is dangerous, it is likely | 


to be a serious injury to their business elsewhere in the country and 
all over the world. 

They state that they are ready to prove all the facts herein alleged 
to the satisfaction of the Senate. 
orable body will cause the facts herein set forth and all other allega- 
tions which shall be made before them bearing upon the subject-mat- 
ter of the petition to be promptly investigated by some committee. 
To these statements the young gentlemen, who are the creators and 
managers and principally interested in this matter and who are com- 
mended to me as citizens of high character and intelligence, make afti- 
davit. 

I move that this petition be committed to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with instructions to grant the petitioners the hearing 
they pray for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not know why every petition 
or every resolution that is to be sent to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia should be accompanied by instructions from the Senate. 
That committee will give, without being formally instructed by the 
Senate, a proper hearing to whatever interest is entitled to it. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a prayer for a hearing, and therefore it is not 
an ordinary bill or resolution. It is the prayer of these gentlemen for 
a hearing, and therefore it seemed appropriate that this course should 
be taken without any disrespect to the committee, so that some com- 
mittee should be designated with instructions to grant the hearing. 
Of course the Committee on the District of Columbia is t 
mittee to take charge of this subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. It properly goes to that committee, but that com- 


proper com- 


mittee has always granted on proper occasions hearings without any in- | 


struction of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
instructions added to the motion to refer? 

Mr. HOAR. 
has no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5059) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Watertown, in the State of New 
York, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3389) to erect a public building at Yonkers, N. Y., reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Samuel Anderson, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 78) appropriating $100,000 for 
the prevention and extirpation of yellow fever in the United States, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the joint resolution was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection in 
the interstate commerce of the United States, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the consent of the Senator from Oregon { Mr. 
MITCHELL] to consider at this time the joint resolution just reported by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Florida that the 
conference report in my charge has been read and I think the Senate 
is ready to vote on it. It will take but a moment. 





I think that would be the proper way, if the Senate | 


The petition will be referred to the | 


They therefore pray that your hon- | 
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Mr. PLATI I t luce a bill i] y in a word t 
the bill is [t : | iply to } vido soldiers v 
out reterence to tne « of the d ti i i pro ided they we 
married dur rvice t ( ttotheat - 
ion of the Committee on Pens } it lating to pen- 
sions, which, it seems to m« UX Pp When v e l- 

| corporate in a bill a number of features relating to pension legislation, 
| and it goes over to the other wing of the ¢ 1, it sleeps the sleep of 
death in that legislative cemetery. It is p : that a single n 
ure of this manifest justice, if passed here by itself, might be « 
sidered and become a law. 

The bill (S. 3468) relating to the pensions of widows was read t 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3469) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth T. McRitel vhich was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a ] 7 t é Ve 
abilities of Henry A. Ramsay; which was read twice 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Comr 
diciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a b S. 3471) to au 
struction of bridges across the Kentu y River and 
the Louisville Southern Railroad ‘ t whicl 





its title, and referred 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3472) to authorize th 
pany to Jay conduit piy ver: 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Comme! 
He also introduced a ; for , 
Line; which was read twice by its title, and referre 





i to t ( te 
on Claims. 
AMENDM ) 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment inte 1 to be proposed 
| by him to the bill (H. R. 2962) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the I I 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of t wtot March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman r t ( i 
mittee on Ciai nd ordered to be printed 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment inte € pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation l: w yas 
ordered to be printed, and, with thea mpan gy pay ret i to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Road 

Mr. VANCE submitted an amendment intended to be p 

| him to the general deficiency appropriation bi vhichw 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and lered to be } 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to | l 
him to the general deficiency appropriation whic referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be ] ted 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. McPHERSON submitted ame ents in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the fortification appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Com t m Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be p: sed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to printe 

CLAIM OF THE THINGVALLA LINE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the folloy yx ition; 1% h was 
referred to the Committee on Claims 

Resolved, That the claim of t} Thingvalla I i { w snow 
pending for “ head ney paid by said par ind 
the same is hereby, referred to the Un - es ¢ tof ¢ t heard 
under section 14 the act approved M 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I move that the memorial of J . H e}! 
relating to armament of fortifications and the use of « ammite ct 
iles in multi-charge guns, referred to the Co! ittee on Appr ns 


) i i 
on the Ist of August, be printed for the use of the Senat 
The motion was agreed to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
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tion of the report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 
1761) for the relief of the First National Bank of Portland, Oregon, for 
money advanced the Oregon Iron Works, the contractor in building the 
United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin, which has been read. 
Is the Senate ready for the question on agreeing to the report ? 

The report was concurred in, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of privilege, and send to the 
Seeretary’s desk a copy of the New York Herald of August 20, and ask 
the Secretary to read first what is marked on page 4. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Secretary will read the extract 
indicated, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A DUTY FOR SENATOR STEWART. 


Our Washington correspondent tells us that during a debate on the sundry 
civil bill Senator STEWART, of Nevada,offered an amendment, apparently formal, 
which was passed. Innocent on its face, it now appears from a statement of 
Land Commissioner Stockslager that it was in the interest of mining corpora- 
tions—that its effect would be to invite a complete denudation of the public 
timber. The Land Commissioner has communicated these objections to Con- 
gressman Guanes, of Missouri, who will be expected to defeat the amendment in 
the House. 

The Land Commissioner apparently has done a wise and proper thing. But 
Le has either done Senator STEWART a great wrong or that Senator has de- 
ceived the Senate. To impose upon his fellow Senators, under the pretense 
that it was ‘“formal’’ matter, an amendment of so grave an import, depriving 
the people of their rights and in the interest of a rapacious corporation, is the 
gravest possible violation of duty and honor. Senator StewarrT should not 
rest under this imputation, but should meet it inthe open Senate, and show that 
his amendment was as innocent as he claimed it to be. 


Mr.STEWART. Iwillnowask the Secretary to read the telegraphic 
dispatch contained on the eighth page of that paper, which is the basis 
of the editorial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A SIGGER IN THE WOODPILE 


PUBLIC 


PROPOSED LEGISLATION THAT THREATENS TUE 
TIMBER LANDS. 


[By telegraph to the Herald.} 


HERALD BUREAU, CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G Srreets, N. W., 
Washington, August 19, 1888, 

Senator Srrwarrt offered an amendment to the sundry civil bill a few days 
ago, which the Senate adopted under the impression, apparently, that it was 
little more than formal. The amendment provided “that no part of the money 
appropriated by this act shall be used in the investigation of any case, or the 
prosecution of any person in the mining regions of the United States for eut- 
ting for mining or domestic purposes dwarfed or scrubby timber unfit to be 
sawed into lumber of commercial value,” 

Land Commissioner Stockslager,who usually knows what he istalicing about, 
said to-day to the Herald correspondent that in his judgment the amendment 
is extremely impolitic and prejudicial to the welfare of the residents of the 
Western country and to the interests of the country at large. If allowed to be- 
come # law it will, he says, open the way to a complete denudation of the pub- 
lic timber lands, and thereby result not only in depriving the settlers upon the 
public domain of the timber legitimately needed for their mining claims, farms, 
and ranches, but also in irretrievable injury to the soil and climate in all the 
mining sections of the public domain, 


IN THE INTEREST OF RICH CORPORATIONS, 


“The proposed legislation,” says Mr. Steckslager, “‘is purely in the interest 
of large and wealthy mining corporations, foreign as well as native, atid also in 
the interest of railroad corporations who have in many portions of the country 
monopolized the cord-wood eutting and charcoal industries, I am warranted 
in stating that it originated in the desire to prevent the prosecution of antici- 
pated suits which have since been ordered, upon the recommendation of this 
office, against the Richmond Mining Company and the Eureka Consolidated 
Mining Company,owning mines in Nevada, for the recovery of $9,517,461. The 
total value of wood and charcoal derived from timber cut by and for these com- 
panies upon the public lands aggregate, 1,305,964 cords of wood, from a portion 
of which were derived 28,704,662 bushels of charcoal. 

TIMBER LANDS DENUDED. 


‘‘ These two companies alone have literally laid bare the hills, mountain ranges, 
and canyons within a radius of 35 miles from Eureka, not sparing the under- 
growth, but taking everything from 3 inches and upward, not simply ‘dwarfed 
and scrubby timbers,’ but mahogany, cedar, and pine trees. Even the stumps 
of the trees have been removed. These depredations are rendered the more 
aggravating by the fact that the Richmond Mining Company is exclusively a 
foreign and British corporation, organized in London, England, having for its 
manager an alien, who is a British nobleman connected with the Duke of 
Northumberiand. 

‘‘l am convinced that the effect of the proposed legislation will be inimical 
to the public interests involved in the preservation of the public lands and pro- 
tection of the timber thereon in every State and Territory where there are 
mining landsand minesalready opened, and will be a great injustice and hard- 
ship to the large class of honest, thrifty, and hard-working settlers endeavoring 
to make homes for themselves and posterity, and who, in order to enable them 
to remain and work out their laudable purpose, must have the timber, of how- 
ever inferior character, saved to them for fuel and other domestic necessities.”’ 

Mr. Stockslager will send a letter embodying his views to Congressman 
Burnes, of Missouri, who has charge of the bill in the House, and the House 
will probably refuse to concur in the Senate amendment. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the amendment to which reference 
is made in the extracts which have been read was offered by me in the 
Senate to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and reported by that committee. It reads as 
follows: 


That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region 
of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial value. 

This was offered as a limitation upon the vast appropriation con- 
tained in the bill for lawsuits, spies, and detectives to harass and per- 
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secute all the people in the West who are endeavoring to make homes 
upon the public land, the innocent as well as the guilty. The follow- 
ing items are in the bill for that purpose: 


Protecting public lands: For the protection of public lands from illegal and 
fraudulent entry or appropriation, $100,000. 

Expenses of hearings in land entries: For expenses of hearings held by order 
of the General Land Office, to determine whether alleged fraudulent entries 
are of that character or have been made in compliance with law, $30,000, 

Settlement of claims for swamp land and swamp-land indemnity: For sal- 
aries and expenses of agents employed in adjusting claims for swamp-lands, 
and for indemnity for swamp lands, $20,000: Provided, That agents and others 
employed under this and the appropriations for “* Depredation on publie tim- 
ber” and “ Protecting pase lands,”’ while traveling on duty, shal! be allowed 
per diem, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not exceeding $3 per day, and for act- 
ual necessary expenses for transportation. 


Then there is an appropriation of $100,000 for surveys, with a pro- 
vision that $20,000 shall be used for various investigations, making 
with other items in this bill for investigating the wrong-doings of the 
people of the West about $350,000, 

The system adopted, and which has grown up, I suppose, is more 
abominable in character—I speak of the system—than anything ever 
heretofore done in the United States, The idea of having a system 
costing $350,000 a year for the purpose of sending spies into the coun- 
try and trying men without a hearing! The Western country is in- 
fested by innumerable spies. They make their investigations and they 
make their reports secretly. They are not called upon to make them 
in the open daylight, but they send them to the Department and their 
names are concealed, and there is plenty of time, and rarely a lack of 
opportunity, after they have made the investigation for those who are 
really guilty to buy their peace; and it is the universal testimony of 
all my eorrespondents that the rogues buy their peace and the inno- 
cent settlers are persecuted, so that no settlement can be made there. 

The whole appropriation of this vast sum for this mode of persecut- 
ing the people of that country is abominable. I did not attack this 
system; but I thought I would save my people from special persecution. 
it isalleged in the article which has been read that I offered thisamend- 
ment on account of some investigation started by the Department here 
against rich corporations. The statementis unqualifiedly false. That 
was not the motive; it did not come from that. 

lor nearly the last forty years the miners have been permitted to 
cut this scrub timber, and there was no other way to mine without 
this timber. Those crags and peaks from which they got it were not 
in the market, and could not be brought into market. There was no 
way of mining at all without it. It has been recognized as right and 
proper from the very beginning. Nobody ever regarded the scrub 
timber in these interior Territories as timber to be protected by law, 
and it was regarded as legitimate and proper for the miners to take it 
and develop that country; and in doing that on their account they have 
poured into the Treasury of this country hundreds and hundreds of 
millions of dollars by their hard toil; and now it is proposed to go 
back and prosecute them as criminals, 

There is not in my State east of the Sierra Nevada Mountains an acre 
of legitimate timber land but there are scattered pines, cedar, and 
manzanita bushes, sometimes called mahogany, in the clefts of the 
rocks that poor men get and sell to miners. It is all used, not wasted. 
It is stated that they dig up the stumps. Yes, they do, because it is 
absolutely essential to have timber to mine at all, and by it the min- 
ing companies have produced millions of dollars to the Treasury. It 
is true that one of the companies mentioned in the articles read is 
a foreign corporation; and Mr. Probert, its manager, is denounced, 
though not by name. Although he and I have not been on good rela- 
tions—I have been employed as an attorney against his company—I 
must say of him that he has been an enterprising man and has been 
concerned in many new processes for the working of mines that have 
been of vast benefit to my State, and the attack on him is entirely un- 
justifiable. 

In order that my motives in acting in this matter may be known, | 
will call attention to some correspondence that I had early in tke ses- 
sion with regard to the question. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter 
to me from a gentleman who is highly respected in my State. He is 
a Democrat and Iam only going to have Democratic evidence read. 
Democratic evidence is good enough for me. The Democrats are my 
constituents and my friends, the same as the Republicans, and as citi- 
zens I rely on them as much asI do on Republicans, and represent 
them all the same. 

Although I have many letters from Republicans uyon this subject. 
and although the Republican newspapers have commented upon it 2t 
length, I shall confine myself to Democratic evidence; but will print 
in my remarks a very able and pertinent letter from one Republican, 
Hon. Thomas Wren, to the Eureka Sentinel, an ex-member of Congress 
from Nevada. I send to the desk a letter to me from J. H. MacMillan, 
an attorney and counselor-at-law, of Winnemucca, Nev. Mr. MacMil- 
lan was the last Democratic candidate for Congress, and was beaten 
not because he was not a good man but because there were more le- 
publican votes than there were Democratic votes in the State at that 
time. My attention was first called by the letter I send to the desk 


to the fact that there had been inaugurated a new policy and that a 
persecution had been commenced which had never been heard of or 
dreamed of before in that region. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatr in the chair). The letter | fixing the penalties, et On uli thes 3 e1 r 
cs . s . . Re mining mpanies goes to the rmer <« In mers 
will be read, if there be no objection. Who is the happy informer, or the happy informers? What lucky dog living 
The Secretary read as follows | amongst us is the prospective millionaire. Can any one guess? What fun it 3 
Winnemucca, Nev., February 28, 1888 is to be the fortunate fellow, no doubt, but it w be rough on the companies i 
DEARSIR: The United States attorney for Nevada has brought criminal actions vo Save 10 pay & a of Cm oa ms as y alae — ti 
against six Italians for cutting wood in Bullion mining district, Lander County, 4, * ’ 2 1 oer digas tlheeg ; ener ; Bee ik 
all of which wood was used for mining and milling purposes. Idonotthinkany | ”“* ; ; ft ay” “a : = ao or 
crime has been committed,and the mining companies are very indignant and oe ; . a ; , ; 
say, very truly, all the mining industries of Eastern Nevada will be paralyzed ao po ‘ . ee 3 : 
if such a construction can be placed on the act of Cong s of June 3, 1878. . . i 
What I desire of you is to send me decisions, instructions, and regulations of : ; , he 
the General Land Office from Secretary Teller’s time down to the present. Mi i . : ; ig 
Teller wrote a very able letter of instruction to Commissioner McFarland, inter- | __, WW bo 
preting the act in question, and which shows clearly that the defendants a - a 
guilty of no crime whatever. : 7 i 
You may hear further from me on this subject at an early day : 
Yours, truly, : 
J. H. MA LLAN 5a 
’ < und w 3 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, : i 
Washington, D. ¢ . ra 
ppro] 5 E 
Mr. STEWART. I replied to that letter and commented uy the 
statute. Itold Mr. MacMillan the un mi uctio t tu 7 
had been that the cutting of timber in the mining r n of the char 
ter that these Italians were cutting was lawful. T) 1e Sena 
judge of the statute I shall read it again: 
That all citizens of the United States and other ; vf 
the State of Colorado, or Nevada, or either of th j t sof N 
Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montans d all ot ! . 
districts of the United States, shall be, and are | e ithorize ind perm ‘ 
ted to fell and remove, for buildi: agricultural, minin »r other domestic} ‘ 
poses, any timberor othertrees growing or being on the publie lar 1 i 
being mineral, and not subject to entry un xisting law the { , 
except for mineral entry, in either of said States, T ries, o1 5 I 
such citizens or persons may be a bona 1 lents s : 
rules and regulations as the Secr » Inte r May preserib t ; 
tection of the timber and of the uu vt ving upon such lands, and 
other purposes: Provided, The provisions of this act shall not extend tora ul 
corporations, 
This law has been uniformly regarded as a sufficient warrant for « ‘ 
ting what was necessary for mining purposes of this scrubby timberin 
the mining region. I wrote to Mr. MacMillan my view upon it, and 
shortly thereafter I received another letter from him, which I send t 5 
the desk and ask to be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER he letter will | ud, if there be . ' 
no objection. ae 
The Secretary read as follows: vho 
Winnemucca, Nev., Apri U1, i8 ng ps s. Ift 
Dear Str: Yours of the 3d instant received and noted, for which many thanks 7 zed a ; —' 
The defendants in the wood chopping cases were tried before Ju Sabin : coe . : ; 
the 2d instant, and were acquitted on the grounds that the proof failed to show ny ae 
they had been guilty of cutting any timber under 8 inches in diameter nn 
rhe judge declared the law to be that no timber of less than 8 inches . — 
ameter of any kind can be cut without committing a misdemeanor under the } } ‘ rt 
United States laws. This is going to work a great hardship to miners rr 7 . ¢ ; : : 
scrub cedar, nut pine, and mountain mahogany v h grow on our mo tin | Da] mt re v4, 200 Ds S 
tops, very seldom get to be of that diameter and are entirely useless except for | t} ecret t it! ) w h | nd to t 
fire-wood, and should be taken out of the provisions of the act of June i ‘ir. BEC ‘ nd t 
Thanking you for your courtesy, I remain, yours, truly, ae aie : on ; 
J. H. MACMILLAN sT I isa qu m Ol } 
Hon. WitiiaAM M. STewarrt, BECK \ it ‘ S 
Washington D, C. STEW RT Yo 
Mr. STEWART. In reply to that I stated to Mr. MacMillan that | Mr. BE Upon the comy . 
at the first opportunity I would offer an amendment making the Jaw | ten [ F the Col le | ‘ 
plain and prevent these vexatious prosecutions. To carry out my tt tte the | se of J enta 
promise I offered and had adopted the amendment in question. After M i t if yo cat 
the amendment was adopted I received another letter from Mr. Mac- He 
Millan, which I ask may be read. Mr. BEt House, | D i to t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read if there be no | ! t it t 
objection. WART If 1 will ttle 1 I ge 
ry ° - } + } 7 
Ihe Secretary read as follows: y < xe to have t ‘ read 
ar jy, + 
Wixyemvucca, Nev., August 14, 18 ‘i bk 1 er! 
* oi S Z AT, SS \ + 
DEAR Sir: Yours of 7th instant in relation to the * wood chopping” matter ous ’ : 
received and noted. I desire to thank you on my own account and on that of hav 
every miner and mill man in Eastern Nevada. Mr. BE ( 
I can not Jet this opportunity pass without saying that the State of Nevada The PRI Ny } ! 
has in you a representative, of whom all her citizens, without distineti pee’ ; ’ 
party, can feel proud. if there be no 
Yours, truly, The Se tary Las fi 
1. H. MACMILLAN, i 
Iion. Wini1amM M. STEWART [From t i Ir vendent, a Demo : of i 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 1 
Mr. STEWART. The following is the letter of ex-Congressman | ro t 3’ bein sted ut part « > 
Wren to which I referred, published in the Eureka Sentinel of Au- eee a ent oo 
- € - 9 ‘ ! alr , 
gust 11: ; 
MR. WREN’S OPINION REGARDING THE ALLEGED UNLAWFUL CUTTID v ” a . 
ERNMENT TIMBER. ~< os ® 
p ood : 
Epiror SENTINEL: For some weeks past our community has been somewhat mull 
exercised over the report of a timber agent sent out here to spy out timber | in } ‘ i 
depredations, and his ridiculously absurd report that our two principal mining | tin 
companies had purchased and were liable for wood cut upon the public land I ab« ' 
valued at several millions of dollars. Many, no doubt, have been at a loss to g tica I 
understand how it happened that a timber agent was sent here at al! 1ich fort t s 
A reference to section 4751 of the Revised Statut he Ur 1 States re: mountains tru 
as follows: whic a lit i 
“All penalties and forfeitures under the provisions of sections 2461, 2462, and | of stunted « 
2463, title ‘The Public Lands,’ shali be sued for, recovered, distributed, and ac- | for the furna 
counted for under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy,and shall be paid | fencing and 4 
over, one-half to the informers, if any, or captors when seized,” et | from Gove 
Sections 2461, 2462, and 2463 relate to cutting timber upon the public domain ber lands” « 
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But suppose this ‘timber act"’ were construed as applying to the scraggy 
growth found upon the mountains of Kastern Nevada and persons prohibited 
from using {t; the result would be that the furnaces at Tuscarora, at Bullion, 
and other places would have to shut down, mining would necessarily be sus- 
pended, ranchmen would have to abandon fencing, the people would be de- 
prived of fuel, and the consequences would be disastrous to every industry in 
our State. 

The law is intended to protect forests of valuable timber, and as such it is a 
good one and should be enforced; but the attempt to apply its provisions to the 
greasewood, sage-brush, etc., of Eastern Nevada is a farce, and we trust that 
the authorities will take a proper view of the matter and abandon the prosecu- 
tion of ‘* Nevada timber thieves,” proceedings against whom were evidently in- 
stituted for selfish motives by persons who expected to be pecuniarily benefited 
by their arrest and conviction. 


[From the Silver State of February 28, 1888 
i > 
ALLEGED TIMBER THIEVES. 


The United States marshal has arrested six wood-choppers on Bullion Mount- 
ain, Lander County, for alleged timber stealing. It is charged that they have 
been violating the laws of the United States by cutting timber on the public 
domain and selling it for mining and domestic purposes. If that is a crime 
everybody in the country who hauls a load of wood to town and disposes of it, 
is guilty and liable to be arrested. Thisis the second time the men have been 
arrested, Justice Parks, of Battle Mountain, having discharged them the first 
time. They will now be taken before Judge Sabin, of the United States district 
court, at Carson. 


Mr. STEWART. I now call as a witness Mr. Cassidy, who repre- 
sented the Democratic party in the other House for two terms and de- 
clined to run at the last election. He is nowa candidate for re-election. 
He is a gentleman who may be known to a good many here. He cer- 
tainly has the reputation in Nevada of being an honest man, devoted 
to his constituents, and he was a useful, active member. He is the 
editor also of the Eureka Sentinel, published at Eureka, where he re- 
sides, and these alleged enormous frauds occurred about that town. 
Both the Richmond and Eureka companies are located in Eureka. I 
send to the desk a letter on this same subject written by him since the 
adoption of the amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Los ANGELES, CAL., August 12, 1888. 


My Dear Senator: Yours of July 26, as to timber cutting in Nevada, reached 
me here. I was at home in Eureka when one Temple, a special agent, came 
there. He had no conversation with me. I heard after he left that he had told 
others that certain parties had cut about six millions’ worth and converted it 
into charcoal forsmelting purposes. Based onthatinformation I wrotea humor- 
ous paragraph Sor may pees. the Sentinel, directing attention to the fact that the 
law permits the use of timber for mining and domestic purposes in certain of the 
Western States and Territories, and holding that charcoal for smelting the min- 
erals from the ores was as essential to the business of mining as the timber used 
in the mine to prevent its caving, or the logs and boards which are used in the 
miner's cabin, or the sticks with which he cooks his pork and beans, I regard 
the alleged investigation of the special agent and his findings as nonsensical in 
the extreme, and that it could result in nothing more than to harass people who 
had been guilty of no infraction of law, fairly construed according to the spirit 
of the statute as we of the mining regions have always construed it, I do not 
know from whom this special agent drew his inspiration while in Eureka, but I 
havea suspicion that it — have been from persons who would likely be bene- 
fited by litigation with the leading mining companies there. 

i think your idea a good one, to lodge with the courts the whole subject of 
investigating trespass on the timber lands of the West, especially in those cases 
where the statutory exception runs regarding the use of public timber for min- 
ing and domestic purposes. It is my recollection that this agent had visited Eu- 
reka before you made your speech on the question. 

\m here on business and hope to get home in about ten days. 
supply you further information, command me, 
Sincerely, your friend, 


If I can then 


GEO, W. CASSIDY. 
Hon, WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. STEWART. I now send to the desk the article from the Sen- 
tinel of which Mr. Cassidy writes in the letter. 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Eureka Sentinel, a Democratic paper, of July 6, 1888, written by 
George W. Cassidy.) 
A STUMP DETECTIVE, 

The Eureka Sentinel of the 14th instant says: “‘ During the week George T. 
Temple, a timber inspector of the Government, has been pect oe me, es 
on the Base Range. We understand that he found that depredations had been 
committed on Government timber in this county by R. Sadler, John Torre, 
Pete Hansen, and other coal-burners, to the enormous amount of six millions 
and a half dollars. We knew the above-named gentlemen possessed large 
sacks, but we had not rated them quite so high. We had been sizing them at 
about a million each. This Government agent can hardly be familiar with the 
law. The use of timber for mining and domestic purposes is ay per- 
mitted in the United States Statutes. The charcoal for smelting the ores is as 
much an adjunct of mining as the cabin the miner lives in.” 


Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Kentucky will read the let- 
ter from Mr. Stockslager now I will conclude my remarks after the 
letter is read. 

Mr. BECK. I did not know at first what was the question pending, 
but it grows out of an amendment in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill in which the House of Representatives has refused to concur. A 
letter was written by Mr. Stockslager, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, to Hon. JAMES N. Burnes, of the House of Representa- 
tives, and a copy was sent to me, I suppose because I was one of the 
conferees, It is well for the Senator from Nevada first to know the 
ground on which the House rejected the amendment, and next to be 
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advised after the reading of the letter what steps to take to fortify 
the position that he thinks is right. Mr. Stockslager writes as follows 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFricr, 
Washington, D. C., August 18, 1888. 


Sin: In reply to your verbal request for my views upon the advisability of re- 
taining in the sundry civil bill (H. R. 10540) the amendment introduced in and 
passed by the Senate, to wit, * that no part of the money appropriated by this 
act shall be used in the investigation of any case or the prosecution of any per- 
son in the mining region of the United States for cutting for mining or domes- 
tic purposes dwarfed or scrubby timber unfit to be sawed into lumber of com- 
mercial value,”’ and desiring such information upon the subject as this office ean 
furnish, I have the honor to state that the amendment is, in my judgment,ex- 
tremely impolitic and prejudicial to the welfare of the residents of the western 
country and to the interests of the country at large. If allowed to become a 
law, it will open the way to a complete denudation of the public timber lands 
and thereby result not only in depriving the settlers upon the publie domain of 
the timber legitimately needed for their mining claims, farms, and ranches, but 
in irretrievable injury to the soil and climate in all the mining sections of thy 
public domain. 

The proposed legislation is purely in the interests of large and wealthy minine 
corporations, foreign as well as native, and also in the interest of railroad eor- 
porations who have in many portions of the country monopolized the cord- 
wood cutting and charcoal industries. 

I am warranted in stating that it originated in the desire to prevent the pros 
ecution of anticipated suits which have since been ordered upon the recom- 
mendation of this office against the Richmond Mining Company and the Eu- 
reka Consolidated Mining Company, owning minesin Nevada, for the recovery 
of $9,917,461, the total value of wood and charcoal derived from timber cut by 
and for these companies upon the public lands, aggregating 1,305,964 cords of 
wood, from a portion of which were derived 28,704,662 bushels of charcoal. 

These two companies alone have literally laid bare the hills, mountain ranges, 
and cafions within a radius of 35 miles from Eureka,not sparing the undergrowth, 
but taking everything from 3 inches and upwards, not simply “‘dwarfed and 
scrubby timber,’”’ but mahogany, cedar, and pine trees. Even the stumps of 
the trees have been removed. 

These depredations are rendered the more aggravating by the fact that the 
Richmond Mining Company is exclusively a foreign and British corporation, 
organized in London, England, having for its manager an alien who is a Brit- 
ish nobleman connected withthe Duke of Northumberland. Itsstock isowned 
in London, where its dividends, amounting to many millions within the last 
seventeen years, are declared. The only citizen shareholders are among the 
employés of the company, to whom a few shares have been assigned to give 
the organization a show of legality. Thus do the profits of our American pub- 
lie domain go to enrich the already wealthy lords, noblemen, and gentry of 
foreign lands at the expense of our own citizens, actual settlers and their chil- 
dren, for whose benefit the public Jands should be saved in all their richness 
of soil and wealth of timber, agricultural, and mineral products. 

The Eureka Consolidated Mining Company is a corporation resident in Cali- 
fornia and reaps all the benefits of the timber in Nevada. 

What these two companies have done is being done by other mining com- 
panies in Nevada and their attendant charcoal burners and smelters, who have 
been for the past ten years or more, and yet continue, felling the timber upon 
the public lands, sweeping clean large tracts of every vestige of timber, “* sinall 
and scrubby” though it be. \ 

Complaints against this class have frequently been sent to this office by the 
honest bona fide settlers, among them appeals from the most respectable and 
worthy citizens of that State; and upon these complaints and appeals for the 
aid of this office towards suppressing such complete havoc of their supply 
timber, which, though small and inferior, is all they have to depend upon f 
fuel and other domestic needs,and its frugal use is therefore rendered ali thx 
more essential, I directed a special agent to look carefully into the matter and 
report thereon. What he found and reported has, in substance, been above 
stated, and fully justifies all the complaints which have been made; and is also 
corroborated by facts personally communicated to me by a reliable rentleman 
of high character and standing in Nevada, who reports that these depredations 
and others of like character are being daily perpetrated. 

He refers also to the very same amendment that has been offered, and stat 
that “it is occasioned by the contemplated action of the Government against 
these several companies’ herein mentioned. He states further that “as a re- 
sult of these and other depredations of a likecharacter”’ in Nevada where * tim- 
ber is very scarce,” “ and all is very inferior, the agricultural settler often find: 
it difficult to obtain the necessary quantity for fencing and other domestic pur- 
poses,”’ and that “ such legislation is manifestly in the interest of large corpora- 
tions, including several railroad companies who have for many years made it a 
large portion of their business to purchase quantities of cord wood and char- 
coal and timbers along the lines of their roads and transports and sell the same 
in various places, and in some instances these railroad companies have me nop- 
olized this line of business.” 

“The country has been denuded in large tracts ;” “‘ the Government lands 
have become valueless,” ‘“‘and the settler either upon arable or mineral lands 
finds it devoid of one of the essentials to his occupancy. The timber, although 
described as ‘dwarf and scrubby,’ attracts moisture, and in many localities is 
followed by and lays the foundation for better soil, more rainfall, and a bette: 
and more valuable growth of larger timber.”’ 

With the communication above referred to was inclosed a clipping, which 
the writer states is from one of the most influential Republican newspapers it 
Nevada, which is alament upon the destruction of the former “splendid growth 
of nut-pine trees” which once covered “the Palmyra Mountains, Como di» 
trict,” states that this species of pine “is native to the soil and flourishes with- 
out artificial irrigation.’’ Reference is made to a ‘sparse growth of young pines 
now springing up all over these mountains,” and urges that * this sort of grow(|: 
should be encouraged in all parts of the country if the mountain tops are ever 
to be covered with rain-attracting foliage.” 

Official reports from the mining States and Territories show that timber for 
smelting purposes is not an absolute necessity, in view of the fact that coke ani 
coal can Be i ad, and that it is only a question of time before wood and char- 
coal for smelting purposes and reduction works will give way entirely to coke 
and cos! 

Iam convinced that the effect of the proposed legislation will be inimical to 
the public interests involved in the preservation of the public lands and pro- 
tection of the timber thereon in every public land State and Territory where 
there are mining lands and mines already opened, and will be a great injustic: 
and hardship to the large class of honest, thrifty, and hard-working sett:cr: 
endeavoring to make homes for themselves and posterity, and who, in order to 
enable them to remain and work out their laudable purpose, must have th: 
timber, of however inferior character, saved to them for fuel and other do 
mestic necessities, and for an aid in promoting the moisture and fertility of their 
lands. 

I earnestly hope, therefore, in the interests of good government and for the 
general benefit of all classes of our citizens—miners as well as agriculturists— 
that earnest endeayor will be successfully made to defeat the amendment now 
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proposed mainly inthe interest of y wealtha ens, and i agreed 
te » by the House, will result in rendering u rd \ ess ia I 
tions of the publie domain 
Very respectfully, 
Ss. M. SI ay 
Hon. James N. Bure 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam delighted that that letter has been read. 

Mr. BECK. Itis avery valuable letter, if it is tru 

Mr. STEWART. It is only valuable for one purpose, to show what 
enormous cases can be made by ex parte spies. In the main the letter 
is entirely false from beginning toend. Of ec 1 long state t 
would drop on facts occasionally, but as a rule Ise 


I denounce as willfully false any insinuation 
had any reference whatever to the Eureka or 
I have given the history of it. It came from what I regarded as a 
wicked attempt to persecute a lot of poor people who were cuttin 
scraggy timber on the mountains. ] 


The Commissioner talks about ma- 
hogany and other kinds of timber, calling them by name. I do not 


suppose Mr. Stockslager ever saw any of the classes of timber that he 
describes. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no mahogany in this country. 

Mr. STEWART. It is sometimesgalled mahogany. It is a littl 
scrubby thing, better known as manzanita. 
tree. I do not think that the Commissioner has any m 
tion. No man under this system of spies can be possessed of any cor- 
rect information. ‘Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars will buy 
great deal of false information from spies and informers, enough to con 
victallthe world. What Senator would like to be tried by these spies? 
The Commissioner attempts to convince me and my constituents by 
them. 

I appeal to every citizen of Nevada, if a greater outrage could bx 
conceived than a general prosecution of the persons who have cut tim- 


my amendment 





; 
mona companies 


It is a bush, and not a| 


ans of informa- | 


ber for mining and domestic purposes from those hills. I appeal to | 


Tt 


the Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT], if I am not right 





would not be a most unmitigated outrage to prosecute those poor pec 
ple who have cut timber they could getin no other way, and who have 


done it to enrich this country; and to arrest them and take thema] mr 


long way from their homes, as they have commenced to do here, is cru¢ 
persecution. 
With this $350,000 of spy-money you are destroying that country. The 
people are getting no titles. The evil ones ar 
buy all the land. 

It is only the poor who suffer, who are arrested and dragged a long 
way from their homes for having done what was recognized as proper 
by the Government for forty years, without whic 


not exposed; they can 


h no mining could be 
done. To show that they did not waste it they even dug out the 
stumps and used every particle of timber in that country where there 
is so litile. 

The pretense that rich railroad corporations are engaged in this busi- 
ness is preposterously false. Any man who has crossed the continent 
from Utah to the Sierra Nevada Mountains and looked on either side 
will know himself that the Central Pacific Railroad could get very 


little timber from the surrounding country. He will not see any tim- | 


ber at all back in the mountains, except a little scrub timber. The 
railroad uses timber from the Sierra Nevada Mountains or coal for fuel. 
It is absurd that all this raid isnow made upon these two mining com- 
panies, and that the force of the Government is to be sent against them. 
They have paid out vast sums of money in Nevada. Their dividends 
are small compared with the vast amount of money they have paid 
out to laboring men 

They have built up that country and made it possible for settlers to go 
there and have farms. There is no news so joyful in that region as a 
new discovery in the mines. Every farmer, every settler is delighted 
with it, because it makes a market, and it would be utterly impossible 
for them to mine at all without cutting this timber. 

Mr. Stockslager says they can get coal and coke. That might be 
possible now, but it was not possible in early days when most of this 
timber was cut. Those two companies-have been cutting the timber 
for about twenty-five years—for over twenty years atallevents. ‘There 
were no railroads. They had to pay enormously for this timber, which 
the poor laborers went out on the hills and collected together and 
threw down from the crags of the mountains, and they have been pour- 
ing a constant stream of gold and silver in your Treasury. This for- 
eign company have spent $10 in that country where they have one to 
England. It is wonderful that they have made dividends at all. 

I submit that there are not ten men in Nevada who would not feel 
outraged by this prosecution; and if any man has written here for the 
purpose of advocating it, it is because he is either an enemy of man- 
kind or expects to be employ ed as a lawyer or as a spy to prosecute 
these people. Thestatute never contemplated that those people should 
not cut this timber. In Arizona, New Mexico, Idaho, and Montana, 
and throughout the mining region they are situated in the same way. 

If you prosecute all who have been guilty you will have to prosecute 
in the different States and Territories more than half a million men, 
and you will prosecute them for what has been practiced with the 
sanction of the Government for a generation. You would prosecute 


Can anything more outrageous than that he conceived ? | 











him I 3 

M \ 

rl . Si tate 
his point 
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nun. but th. t to b mit to itat ‘ 
f yt feeling which the Senator from Nevada has about 
te iW is read from the newspapers, esp i ‘ l 
t source i it [ hope he will spare the Senate m tion 
‘ he kind ! proce¢ yw to nister the ter of 
' lp oe 

I Al ] that I ma ve al ed to 7 {in order, 
and I shall call tt ention of t Senator from | sas t e legis- 
lation which m I e the ituation. 

Mr. PLUMB [ suggest that it is not in order I have no doubt 

he value of what is said, but I submit that on a question of personal 
privilege wha ri id shouid be in relation to that which is per 
sonal to the Senator making the explanation or replying to the insin- 
uation or wl ver it may be, and that it does not and ci an not embrace 
ad ission of every conceivable thing under the shining sun, things 
in | g and things supposed to be, and so on, and thus under the shel- 

| ter of a priv allow a person to go generally into the discussion of 
W 1 are not related to the personal aspect of the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While it is undoubtedly true from 
the parlia itary standpoint that questions of privilege and personal 
expl { eunder shoul Id be confined strictly to the subject-matter 

hich the complaint is made, yet it is equally true that there is 

) practical t to debate in the Senate, and the Chair knows of no 
rule « pt t e of propriety that can be applied in any such case. 

Mr. STEWART I shall now call attention to some legislation 
which treats those people as alien enemies who are now trying to make 
home 1 the West for the in cetnation of the Senator from Kansas, 
who is chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. It is this pro- 
vision 

In all cases re any person has contested, paid the land office fees, and pro- 
ured the canc ition of any pre-emption, homestead, or timber-culture entry, 

shall be not l by the register of the land office of the district in which such 

iiss ed h cancellation, and shall be allowed thirty ds iys from date 
1 notice to enter said lands: Provide That said register sha)! be entitled 
» of $1 for the giving of such notice, to be paid by the contestant lt not 
I ved 

Chere is 1 to any person who will contest a homestead or a pre- 
emption entry that he can have theland if he can winit. Hecan own 
the land if he can win it, and complaints have constantly come to me 
of these special agents who are alleged to be instigating persons to con- 
test honest claims of settlers for technical errors. 1 only state what 

|; comes tO me in letters. Many of the spec ial age are suspected of 
| engaging people to find flaws so as to divide nh * them and get the 





lands away from honest settlers. Heretofore when there was any de- 
fect in the entry the register and receiver always corrected it, from 
time immemorial. Now, we have here in 1880 a law on the statute- 
book which gives the man the land if he will get itaway from settlers 
on a technicality. 

I say that this legislation places the whole people there in jeopardy, 
and that the appropriation of $350,000 to be used for investigation will 
bring $350,000 worth of lies. If they did not make false representa- 
tions they would not find business. The business will increase each 
year as long as you have thisex parte proceeding, and as long as you 
continue to investigate those people. 

I tell you the time is coming, and now is, when the name of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Ogice has become a synonym for all that 
is oppressive, all that is crooked, all that deprives a man of getting a 
home. Under your system of spies and of ex parte statements I say 
that you are bringing reproach upon this Government. 

I do not say that Mr. Stockslager is any more guilty than anybody 
else who attempts to administer any such absurd laws. It is no way 
to investigate the titles to land by ex parteexamination. Itis reported 
as official. ‘The reports of the agents upon which the Commissioner 
basis his charges are against the testimony of all the press of Nevada, 
against the Democratic leaders of that State, against the leading citi- 
zens of the State. Here we have an er parte agent who goes out there 
and brings these tales, and it is then given to us as official information 
for the action of a committee 

If these prosecutions are continued you would not get a dollar into 


the Treasury. Many of the companies have exhausted their mines. 
The men who cut the wood and sold it to them are scattered about. 
They are poor men, some of them, and they are all workingmen, and 


u have tolerated it for a gen- 
ssioner of the Gen- 
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eral Land Office making a personal attack upon me and falsely assert- 
ing that I was actuated by any consideration for the mining or railroad 
companies, 

The Commissioner has outraged himself and disgraced his office to 
rely on false information to attempt to brand me thus. If this is to 
proceed, the people of the Western States and Territories will know 
who are their friends, because in those mining States and Territories 
every man who has any regard for himself agrees with me. ‘The names 
of the parties who have written these letters are not given, and they 
would not like to have their names known in that country. No re- 
spectable citizen in that State wants to be connected with the infamy 
of prosecuting every poor man who has cut timber to sell to the min- 
ing companies, or who has cut it to cook his provisions. 

Now, with $350,000 appropriated in the sundry civil bill he does not 
want to confine himself to the timber region where lumber has been 
cut. He is not willing for the coming year to confine himself to that, 
although he says that is enough; he must go to the barren regions 
of the interior to expend this money, and, in regard to this bad legis- 
lation, if he can during the coming year prosecute the people of my 
State who live in that country where there is no timber, properly speak- 
ing, if he can have them dragged up before the courts and punished, 
and also the people of Idaho, Montana, and other sections over there, 
if he can do that, there will be a great deal of damage done. 

I think the Land Commissioner might be ordered to call a halt and 
to have this matter investigated by somebody other than a wandering 
special agent. My amendment simply provides that the present ap- 
propriation shall not be used to prosecute miners, and it is for this that 
he has assaulted me in the Herald and in his official communication. 
He is in great haste; after thirty years of delay he can not wait a single 
year to learn the real facts, but insists upon prosecuting the people of 
my State and of all the Territories for what I know to be false and 
which all the people know to be false; and they will all bear witness 
that it isso. Itis the mere assertion of a spy ora blackmailer upon 
which the Commissioner proceeds. 

If the Commissioner of the General Land Office or if the Administra- 
tion thinks it necessary to prosecute a whole community to get nothing, 
just toshow its virtue, and if it will not discriminate between thejustand 
the unjust, between those that have committed wrong and those that 
have not, it will do very great harm. I have had occasion already to 
protest against the prosecution of the people of California residing upon 
lands patented in the fifties when Thomas A. Hendricks was Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and to protest against prosecuting 
the innocent because frauds have been committed. Can it be the policy 
of the Administration to refuse to discriminate between the innocent 
and the guilty, and prosecute a whole people upon ex parte statements 
of spies, informers, and blackmailers? I can not believe such is the 
vase, but the system in vogue has led the officers of the Government into 
outrageous and unjustifiable proceedings. 

The very name of the Interior Department is being brought into dis- 
repute. It will be regarded as the enemy of the people. Why do they 
not make open charges, and let the Interior Department act upon in- 
formation openly given, and not upon information from these spies? 
Spies will mislead it all the time, and make it odious. 

I say to my Democratic friends that this is not a political question. 
The Democrats of my State take as much interest in it as the Repub- 
licans, and neither party wants the administration of the Interior De- 
partment to be regarded as the most criminal and wicked persecutor 
that was ever inflicted upon men. Why, I tell you, Senators, that in 
all the history of the persecution of these colonies by Great Britain, 
there never was such a system invented as is covered by this appropri- 
ation of $350,000 for compensation to spies in my country, there never 
was such an unjust, unfair proceeding so oppressive and dishonest as 
this is. I do not charge it upon any individual, because the system 
breeds it. Spies and informers in times of war are bad enough, but to 
adopt the principle of using spies and informers in time of peace is all 
wrong. They will corrupt every branch of the Government service, es- 
pecially if they find that a high officer of the Government will rely 
upon them and call their ex parte stuff official information. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEBTEDNESS. 


Mr: MORGAN. I give notice that, after consultation with the chair- 
man of the Select Committee on the Pacific Railways, he not feeling 
at liberty to make the motion I propose to make, to-morrow at the 
close of the routine business of the morning hour I will ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 3401, which has been 
unanimously reported from the committee on the President’s message 
relating to the Pacific Railway companies. 

Mr. STEWART. What has become of the Washington Territory 
bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


I should like to remark that our report is unani- 


mous from the Select Committee on Pacific Railroads, and corresponds 
with what has been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
the bill corresponds precisely with the bill reported unanimously in 
the other House. 

This subject, Mr. President, is one of such magnitude and of such 
pressing demand, the Union Pacific Railway being in such real want of 
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assistance by way of legislative action, that I feel warranted in asking, 
on behalf of the minority at least of the select committee, that to- 
morrow we take up that bill and proceed with its consideration. 
Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask before the Senator takes his seat 
whether it is his purpose to simply address the Senate upon the bill? 
Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I want to bring the bill up for action. 
Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, then, that, for reasons to which I will 


| advert later, when that bill comes up before the Senate I shall have an 


amendment to offer to it. I had not thought that the bill would be 
pressed for passage at this session. I have an amendment to offer, and 
if it becomes necessary when the time comes, I shall ask the Senate to 
let the bill go over for that amendment alone. Besides, I shall desire 
to be heard upon the bill myself. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill will probably occupy a day or two, 
haps two or three days. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rather think it will occupy a longer time, probably 
as long as the fisheries treaty did. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps so. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say a word in reference tothe matter about 
which the Senator from Alabama has given notice. The bill for the 
admission of Washington Territory has been upon the Calendar now 
for a long time as unfinished ogee It has been crowded out of its 
course and place by the fisherieS treaty; and that being over, I must 
insist that that business shall be proceeded with without delay, and 
also that the two bills following, which were made special orders for 
the 24th of May, namely, the bills to admit North Dakota and Mon- 
tana as States into the Union, shall also be disposed of. I think they 
have the right of way. I should insist upon their being pressed to- 
morrow, except that I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] have given 
notice that they desire to take up some matters for the purpose of ad- 
dressing the Senate upon them. But as soon as that is over I must in- 
sist upon going forward with these measures to the excluSion of every- 
thing else. 


per- 


RAILROAD THROUGH FORT LEAVENWORTH RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1992. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
unfinished business, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] moves that 
it be informally laid aside so that he may move the consideration of the 
bill whose title will be read from the desk. 

The SEcRETARY. Orderof Business 1992, the bill (S. 3226) granting 
the Leavenworth Rapid Transit Railway Company the right to con- 
struct and operate its railroad through a portion of the military reser- 
vation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 13 to strike out ‘‘ene hundred’’ and insert 
‘*fifty;’’ and in line 23 to add: 

Andsaid company, its successors and assigns, shall occupy and use said right of 
way and depot grounds subject to removal therefrom, and the revocation of 
the license and authority herein given, whenever the public service, in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of War, may require such revocation and removal. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That license and authority are hereby granted tothe Leaven- 
worth Rapid Transit Railway Company to construct and operate its railroad 
from its present terminus at the south boundary of the military reservation at 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., into and through said military reservation to a point 
and terminus near the military prison, and at its said terminus near said military 
prison to construct a depot and such side-tracks, turn-tables, and other facilities 
as may be necessary for the convenient operation of its said railroad; and for 
the purpose aforesaid the use of a strip of land 50 feet wide for its right of way 
extending from the south boundary line of said military reservation to said ter- 
minal point near said military prison, and the use of a tract of land not excced- 
ing 2acres in area for said depot, side-tracks,and terminal facilities, are here- 
by granted to said railway company: Provided, That the route of said railroad 
through said military reservation and the location of the depot grounds and the 
plans of the depot and all other buildings to be erected by said railroad com- 
pany on said military reservation shall be submitted to and shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War; andsaid company, its successors and as- 
signs, shall occupy and use ——— of ay and depot grounds subject to re- 
moval therefrom, and the rev on of the license and authority herein given, 
whenever the public service, inthe judgment of the Secretary of War, may re- 
quire such revocation and removal. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


COMING OF CHINESE LABORERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3304) to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States, which was to strike 
out section 15 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 15. That the act entitled “An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 
relating to Chinese,”’ a; ved May 6, 1882, and the act to amend said act, ap- 
proved July 5, 1884, are hereby repealed, to take effect upon the ratification of 
the pending treaty, as provided in section 1 of this act. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 


the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate concur in the amendment made by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. VEST. Let me inquire of the Chair if that is the anti-Chinese 
bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. VEST. I would ask the Senator from Oregon whether I am 
correct in understanding that the amendment made by the House of 
Representatives simply causes this act to be operative until the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The amendment is simply formal. The bill itself as 
it passed the Senate provided that its provisions should not take effect 
until the treaty was ratified. By the last section of the bill, the fif- 
teenth section, existing laws are repealed. I think myself that the 
amendment is unnecessary, but it does no harm. It simply says that 
the repeal of the present laws shall not take effect until the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty. 

Mr. VEST. It continues existing laws until the treaty is ratified ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisall. As the bill passed the Senate it would 
not take effect until the ratification of the treaty, but the House thought 
differently and has made the amendment, and I think it should be 
concurred in. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

MACHINERY AND ARMS FOR NAVAL VESSELS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy; which was read: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 14, 1888, 

Sir: By a resolution of the Senate adopted January 25, 1888, this Department 
was called upon for information on various matters connected with the con- 
struction and armament of naval vessels contracted for since March 4,1880, The 
requirements of the resolution are stated therein as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
information concerning all naval vessels, and machinery and armor for the 
same, and all naval ordnance and gun metal for constructing or furnishing 
which contracts have been made by the Navy Department since March 4, 1885, 
as follows: 

‘“*]. Copies in the case of each contract of the advertisement and of the written 
or printed conditions and rules for tests and inspections upon which proposals 
were invited. 

“2. A schedule of the proposals received and awards made. 

“3, A copy of the contract made. 

“4, A statement showing the time within which the contract was to be per- 
formed, and the present condition of the work, and the payments made thereon, 
with copies of the reports and correspondence upon which each payment was 
made. And that the Secretary be directed also to inform the Senate whether or 
not, since said contracts have been made, any of the terms or conditions of any 
of them have been altered, or any agreements have been made for changes in 
the quality of material or work, or any of the stipulations or rules for tests and 
inspections have been relaxed or varied; and, if so, to state the circumstances 
and causes of any such alteration, change, or variation.” 

In compliance with said requirements I have the honor to transmit here- 
with— 

First. A copy of each advertisement inviting proposals for vessels, machinery, 
armor, naval ordnance, and gun-metal, for constructing or furnishing which 
contracts have been made by the Navy Department since March 4, 1880; also 
copies of the written and printed conditions and rules for the tests and inspec- 
tions upon which proposals were invited. 

Second. Schedules of the proposals received and awards made. 

Third, Copies of the contracts made. 

Fourth. A statement showing the time fixed for the completion of the contract 
in each case; the present condition of the work ; and the payments made thereon, 
= copies of the reports and correspondence upon which each payment was 
made. 

In reply to the requirements of the concluding paragraph of the resolution, 
namely: that the Senate be informed, whether or not, since said contracts have 
been made, any of the terms or conditions of any of them have been altered, or 
any agreements have been made for changes in the quality of material or work, 
or any of the stipulations or rules for tests and inspections have been relaxed 
or varied; and, if so,of the circumstances and causes of any such alteration, 
change, or variation, I have to state that the information requested is contained 
in the accompanying copies of correspondence relating to the construction or 
furnishing of vessels, machinery, armor, and armament contracted for since 
March 4, 1880, other than that transmitted with a letter dated July 31, 1888, in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate adopted February 1, 1888,concerning the 
Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin, and that contained in Senate Executive 
Document No. 153, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 


Very respectfully, W.C. WHITNEY 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, J.J. INGAuLs, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the communication and the ac- 
companying papers be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy; which was read, as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 14, 1888. 

Sim: Referring to the resolution adopted by the Senate January 25, 1888, as 
follows, namely: 

“* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
what plans, designs, drawings, or specifications of ships or marine engines have 
been purchased or procured in foreign countries by or on behulf of the Navy 
Department, and from whom they have been obtained, and to state what plans, 
designs, drawings, or specifications so purchased or procured have been adopted, 
in whole or in part, for vessels or engines now under contract or construction : 
and also te transmit to the Senate a statement of the cost to the Government of 
each of such plans, designs, drawings, and specifications, and also an account of 
all expenditures made by the Navy Department since March 20, 1885, under the 
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| appropriations for information from abroad, and for emergencies a1 
| dinary expenses arisi 
} I have the honor t ismit herewith the information thus called 
First. Asto the plans, designs, draw rs,and specificati ro 
cured in foreign intries, which have been adopted, i 
vessels or engines w under contract or construction, t umes 
of the persons or f s from whom the sa were the 
| Government of each of suc! ans, des s raw rs, a t 
rhis information is con ed in 4 1 iying s lule marked A 
| Only three designs purchased abroad for hull and machinery of new vessels 
for the Navy have been adopted by tl Depart t amely I 1 No. 5 
which has been adopted in the construction of cruiser No, 2 (Charleston): de- 
sign No. 27, which has been adopted in the const 1 of ser No. 3 (Balti 
more); and the designs for the armored battle-ship Texas, which 
adopted in the construction of that vessel 
The facts connected with the purchase and adopt 1 of les § and 
“design No. 27°’ are stated in this Department's an report for page 
as follows 
“The Department has,since March, 1885, accumulated a ls } f in- 
formation in the way of plans, showing the latest advances art, which, it 
is believed, have been availed of to a very important extent by techn 
cers of the Department in the work upon the new ships now about to be 
dertaken. I believe it to be the true policy of the Department to gather su 
| information from every quarter and at the same time to depend entirely 
our own resources for the construction of our vessels Che Departn t 
| this time, has keptitself in consultation with the leading ship-buil 
| country, who feel themselves greatly concerned and interested in th« 
| the Department in these matters I Department having in t ‘ 
| efforts purchased plans, including the detailed drawings of t \otive power 
| ofthe two most recent productions of Sir William Armstrong & Co., wasstr 
} recommended by the several practical ship-bu ‘rs who were consulted tor 
produce the machinery in two of the new ships, and mstruct the other tl 
| upon the designs of its bureaus his course has 1 adopted I . 
tion has greatly stir 1 the work of the Department id =] it 
| the 4,00C-ton ship a signed by the bureaus will irk notonly a very creat 1 
vance over the last shi;s designed by them, bu those built on t! 
| plans which have been obtained from abroad 1e necessary for th 
| preparation of the ! I atiently per ery encouragement 
| given to the su : ms 
} The circumstance of the design of t 
Texas are stated yllows 
ANNUAI iT FOR 1586. 
| **Congress at its recent session authorized the construction of two ironclads of 
| about 6,000 tons h rhe subject has been referred to the Bureaus of Con- 
struction, Steam Engineering, Equipment and Recruitin and Ordnance to 





e 
take the necessary steps to prepare plans for the letting. The Department has 
also deemed it wise to offer to all approved naval architects and ship-builders 

| an opportunity to compete with the work of the Department in the designs for 

these new ships, and the sum of $15,000 has been offered as compensation for 
any accepted design for either of the vessels, the working drawings to be 
the subject of subsequent agreement. There are many distinguished architects 
who, of late years, bave had much greater experience in new work than the 
liberality of our Government has made it possible for our own to enjoy, and in 
starting upon the creation of a new navy the Department has no embarrass- 
ment in desiring to avail of the best talent anywhere to be found in placing the 
new work upon a par with the best of other countries, from which point it ig 
entirely safe to predict that the ingenuity and talent of our own countrymer 
will suffice to keep us in the front rank for future work. 

* No time will thus be lost, even if no designs are submitted or accepted, for 
the process of preparing necessary plans is going on simultaneously in the De- 
partment 












"ANNUAL REPORT FOR 1587. 


| As explained in the last annual report of the Department, it was decided to 


invite the submission of plans for these vessels by naval architects in civil life at 
home and abroad, and a prize of $15,000 was offered for any accepted design 
Plans were received from various sources and much interest was elicited. A 
board of naval experts was appointed to consider the same and the award was 
unanimously made tothe Barrow Ship-building Company, of England, for plans 
prepared by the eminent naval architect, Mr. William John. One of these ves- 
sels will therefore be built upon the plans of the Departmentand one upon those 
of the successful competitor. 

In this connection it is proper to state that on the adoption of the plans, 
designs, etc., for the armored battle-ship Texas, and the award of the prize 
of $15,000 therefor, it was deemed for the advantage of the Department to have 
the working drawings prepared by the same parties whose design had been 
adopted. The amount to be paid for such drawings was, after mutual consid- 
eration, agreed upon at $6,900, and it was made a condition of the award that 
satisfactory drawings should be furnished at that price, payable on the comple- 
tion and acceptance of the drawings. Thissum yet remains to be paid, the de- 
livery of the drawings, although in progress, not yet having been completed. 

Referring to so much of said resolution xs calls for information concerning 
plans, designs, etc., purchased or procured abroad by the Department, I have 
to state that, while it is the duty of this Department to advise itself fully as to 
the naval strength of other maritime powers and to be prepared to inform ils 
own officers, in time of war, of the characteristics of every vessel which they 
shall chance to meet, such information being necessary to enable an officer to 
form a reliable judgment as to his own course, and while it is also the policy of 
the Department to advise itself of the improvements making from time to time 
in the plans of ships of war, for the information and use of the Department, and 
while all information on this subject possessed by the Department is made 
available to its own officers, it is largely received through confidential sources 
and it is not, in my judgment, compatible with the public interests that such 
information should be made public to the extent of designating all plans, de- 
signs, ete., purchased or procured in foreign countries, or the persons from 
whom they have been obtained; and the Department asks to be excused from 
making further answer to said resolution except as to the plans, designs, draw 
ings, etc., which have been adopted by the Department, as before stated 
Secondly, referring to the remaining part of said resolution, which calls for 
“an account of all expenditures made by the Navy Department since March 
20, 1885, under the appropriations for information from abroad, and for emergen- 
cies and extraordinary expenses arising abroad,’’ I have the honor to transmit 
herewith an account, marked B, of expenditures under the appropriations for 
“information from abroad,” since March 20, 1885, and to state that during the 
same period there were no expenditures under the appropriations for “ eme 
gencies and extraordinary expenses arising abroad. 

Very respectfully, 











Ww. C. WHITNEY 
Secretary of the Vary 
Hon. J. J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore United States Sen 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The exhibits accompanying these 
various communications are lying on the floor at the right hand of the 
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desk, 
might be well to have them referred to the Committee on Printing for 
examination. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
on Printing. 

I desire to state that the answer of the Secretary of the Navy to the 
resolution in reference to the foreign plans, the plans procured abroad 
for vessels, is not long, and that was the communication which I sup- 
posed was being referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and was 
ordered to be printed. I make that motion now with reference to the 
communication which has just been read by the Secretary. The other 
two communications are those which are accompanied by the very 
bulky documents. I desire that this be referred to the Committee on 
Printing before the order to print is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communications all bear the 
same date, but refer to resolutions adopted at different times, and the 
Chair had them read in the order of the priority of the times at which 
the resolutions were offered. The first one read with the accompany- 
ing papers will be referred to the Committee on Printing. The one 
last read will be referred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs and printed. 
The one that is now submitted with the accompanying documents 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The communication was read and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, as follows: 


I move that they be referred to the Committee 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 14, 1888, 

Str: In accordance with the following resolution of the Senate, adopted Feb- 
ruary 1, 1888, namely: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chicago, Boston, 
Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in a communication from the 
ore Departinent to the House of Representatives of February L1, 1585 (constitut- 
ing House Executive Document No. 220, Forty-eighth Congress, second session), 
and ina communication from said Department to the Senate of May 24, 1886 (con- 
stituting Senate Executive Document No.153,Forty-ninth Congress, first session), 
together with the cost of such additional changes in each case; and that the Secre- 
tary be directed also to furnish the Senate with copies of all documents and cor- 
respondence on file in said Department written since March 5, 1886,in any way 
concerning the aforesaid vessels, which are not contained in the annual reports of 
said Department, including allreports of boards and of commanding officers and 
engineer officers, and all log-books kept while the vessels have been in motion 
since said date, and all the evidences of settlements and payments made since 
said date by the United States,and of any unsettled claims on account of said 
vessels; and that the Secretary be directed further tostate the present condition 
of the Atlanta, Boston, and Chicago, and the reasons for the delay in their com- 
pletion and reception into active service, together with the reasons of the ac- 
tion of the Department in each case reported under this resolution, and those 
passed by the Senate on ths 25th of January last; ard also to state the presen 
condition of the monitor Miantonomoh and her armament ’’— t 

I have the honor to transmit herewith the following information, arranged 
under the several heads of inquiry specified in the resolution, namely : 

1. “A statement of the changes made from the original plans of the Chicago, 
Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin in addition to those specified in a communication 
from the Navy Department to the House of Representatives of February 11, 1885 
(constituting House Executive Document No. 220, Forty-eighth Congress, sec- 
ond session), and in a communication from said Department to the Senate of 
May 24, i886 (constituting Senate Executive Document No. 153, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session), together with the cost of such additional changes in each 
case,”’ 

‘The answer to so much of this requirement as relates to “‘ cost of such addi- 
tional changes in each case’ is included in the statement showing the actual 
cost of each additional change from the original plans of the Chicago, both hull 
and machinery, and from the original plans of the machinery of the Boston and 
Atlanta; also the aggregate cost of all the enumerated changes from the orig- 
inal planus of the hulls of the Boston and Atlanta, respectively, it being imprac- 
ticable,in consequence of the destruction, by fire,of the detailed accounts of 
such expenditures, to furnish an itemized statement of the cost of each change 
from the original plans of the hulls of the two vessels last above named. There 
were no additional changes from the original plans, either of hull or machin- 
ery, for the construction of the United States steamer Dolphin. 

2. ‘Copies of all documents and correspondence on file in said Department 
written since March 5, 1886,in any way concerning the aforesaid vessels which 
are not contained in the annual reports ot said Department, including all re- 
ports of boards and of commanding officers and engineer oftficers,and all log- 
hooks kept while the vessels have been in motion since said date,’ and to and 
including April 30, 1888. 

3, Copies of “all the evidences of settlements and payments made since said 
date (March 5, 1886) by the United States, and of any unsettled claims on ac- 
count of said vessels’’ to and including April 30, 1888. 

Referring to this requirement, I have tosay that the statements of actual cost 
of changes, as herewith furnished, indicate two classes of expenditures connected 
with the construction of said vessels, namely: 

1, Changes, the cost of which is properly chargeable to the Government. 

2. Changes, the cost of which remains to be charged either against the Gov- 
ernment or against the contractor, which question having, when the changes 
were made, been left open for further cumbienalion: no final action has yet been 
had thereon, These cases constitute “ unsettled claims,”’ the “evidence” relat- 
ing to which is embraced in the copies of a herewith transmitted. 

iV. “The present condition of the Atlanta, Boston, and Chicago, as shown 
by the reports,”’ copies of which, marked A, B, C, D, and E, are herewith trans- 
mitted. 

V. ‘“*The reasons for the delay in their completion and reception into active 
service, together with the reasons for the action of the Department in each case 
reported under this resolution and those passed by the Senate on the 25th of 
January last.” 

The reasons alluded to, so far as they relate to the three vessels last above- 
named, will be found in the several reports and correspondence transmitted 
herewith—and when not fully appearing will hereafter be communicated if, 
upon consideration of the whole matter, the same shall seem necessary. So far 
as the requirement relates to other vessels, the answer thereto will be embraced 
ina separate communication, 

VI. “The present condition of the monitor Miantonomoh and herarmament”’ 
is stated in reports from the chiefs of the Kureaus of Construction and Repair, 
Steam Engineering, and Ordnance, dated, respectively, June 29, July 3, and 
August 7. 1888, copies of which are herewith transmitted. 

Very respectfully, W. C. WHITNEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. J. J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 
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and the Chair thinks that perhaps before they are printed it | 
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“ EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEYS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer a resolution to be read and to lie on 
the table until to-morrow, when I will ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thea resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas will be read for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the waters 
of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributarjes in Colorado, for irriga- 
tion or other purposes, affects the flow of the water ofthose streams in the lower 
valleys, and especially during the growing season ; and whether the title con- 
veyed by the Government to lands fronting on said streams covers the privi- 
lege of diverting water therefrom beyond that necessary for use thereon for ir- 
rigation and mining purposes, and to report what action is needed to protect 
the rights of riparian owners along the course of said streams in the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and be printed. 


The resolution will lie on the table, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I present the report of the conference committee on 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair willreceive it. Does the 
Senator from Maine desire to have the report acted upon now ? 

Mr. HALE. I so desire. 

Mr. VEST. If that will lead to much debate will the Senator pe1 
mit me to make a report from the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. HALE. This will be out of the way in five minutes, I have no 
doubt. 

The Secretary read the report of the committee of conference, as fol- 
lows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 10556) *‘ making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,1889, and for other 
purposes,’’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 
27, 28, 29, 46, 47, 48, 55, and 56. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, 15, 18, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 49, 51, 57, 59, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 72,73, and 74 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the sam with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word ‘‘same”’ in line 9, page 4, of the bill the following: “‘and to 
enable the Naval War College to be conducted at said island up to January 1, 
1889 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at 
the end of said amendment the following: ‘“‘ after said date ;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘* $625,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments ofthe House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $1,367,156.47 ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $67,325.53;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $825,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 53, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 20, 
page 26 of the bill, strike out ‘‘fifty-one”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘“ seventy- 
one ;”’ and in lines 21 and 22, same page, strike out ‘‘one hundred and ninety- 
eight’ and insert in lieu thereof “two hundred and eighteen ;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licuof 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $17,494.20;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu otf 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $674,080.20; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $917,213.77; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 63 and 64,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | 
lieu of the matter inserted and stricken out by said amendments insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“One armored cruiser of about 7,500 tons displacement, to cost, exclusive of 
armament, not more than $3,500,000; and three gunboats, or cruisers, neither oi 
which shall exceed 2,000 tons in displacement nor $700,000 in cost, excluding any 
premium that may be paid for increased speed and the cost of armament said 
three gunboats, or cruisers,to be built either wholly of steel or with stec! 
frames.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 5 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe Tio 
to the Senateamendment numbered 69, and agree to the same with amend i 
as follows: Substitute for said House amendments to said Senate amendn 
the following: ya 

Page 33, line 26 of the bill, strike out the word ‘‘on” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘“‘and.” . 

Page 33, line 26 of the bill, after word ** Congress,” insert the following: “Ww! 
their engines, boilers,and machinery.” es : 

Page 34, line 1 of the bill, strike out the word “on” and insert in lieu thereo! 
the word “and.” 








¢ 


Page 34, line 3 of the bill, strike out the word “ on” and insert in lieu thereot 
the word “and.” 

And the House agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follow s: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the following: “ Vessel or ves- 
sels;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 








That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the House 
to the Senate amendment numbered 75, and agree to the same. 
EUGENE HALE, 
Cc, B, FARWELL, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


H. A. HERBERT, 

WM. McADOO, 

JOHN R. THOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would liketo have the Secretary read once more 
the amendment which was agreed to in the conference committee to 
Senate amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read what is de- 
sired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
ments 3 and 4. 

The amendment to Senate amendment No. 3 was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would like to ask the Senator from Maine rep- 
resenting the Committee on Naval Affairs whether it is the intention 
by the language used in that amendment to limit the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy as to the location of the naval war college ? 

Mr. HALE. Not inany way, Mr. President. TheSecretary of the 
Navy under the law has the power, without any command on the part 
of Congress, to consolidate the two. He has had that in his mind for 
some time. This amendment was suggested by the House conferees as 
a matter of precaution, so that nothing would be done that would touch 
the duties now being performed in connection with the war college, and 
that was agreed to, as was the next amendment in connection with that 
college, and it was not intended to affect it in any way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That explanation is satisfactory to me. 
of Newport are very much interested in the war college, and if it were 
intended to commit Congress to its removal I should desire to enter a 
protest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
desire to have the amendment to Senate amendment No. 4 read ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine whether 
there are any changes made in the appropriation for navy-yards and 
docks on the Pacific coast—whether the appropriation for that purpose 
remains the same ? 

Mr. HALE. The appropriation remains the same. 

Mr. BECK. There is only one thing that I desire the chairman of 


Simply the amendments made to Senate amend- 
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The people | 


Does the Senator from Rhode Island | 


the committee of conference to explain to the Senate, and that is in re- | 


gard to the provisions that we in the Senate inserted and the provisions 
that were struck out in the Senate, and what changes have been made 
by reinserting? That is the only important question, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. The only agreement which could be reached without 
a protracted conference was to adopt the propositions of both the House 
and the Senate and embody them both inthe bill. They are both here. 
The House would not agree to the Senate proposition alone, the Senate 
would not agree to the House proposition alone, and, in the end, in the 
interest of the increase of the Navy, both propositions were adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


COURTS IN MISSOURI. 
Mr. VEST. I desire to make a report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. I report favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary 
Senate bill No. !604 with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
I will ask the Senate to consider the bill now. It simply changes the 
terms of the Federal courts in Missouri, and there is only a very short 
time intervening now before the first of the terms will be held. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be reported by its title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1604) to change the time ofthe sessions 
of the circuit court of the western division of the western district ot 
Missouri. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bili. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the terms of the circuit court of the United States for the western di- 


The report will be received, if there 


vision of the western district of Missouri shall be held at Springfield, in said 
State, on the third Mondays ‘tn May and October annually All acts or parts 
acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed 

Src, 2. All process issued from the clerk's office of said courts when t 
takes effect shall be taken and considered as returnable to the term or te 3 
hereby established in lieu of the term or terms existing at the time such process 
was issued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing 


to the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendn 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to change the times 
of the sessions of the circuit and district courts for the western divis 
of the western district of Missouri.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and ask 
for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate insist upon its amendment and ask for a conference 
with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorize 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. COKE were appointed 





BRIDGE BETWEEN EL PASO AND PASO DEL NORTE. 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to call up Order 
of Business No. 2115, House bill No. 11118. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the con- 
struction and operation of a street-railway and wagon bridge across the 
Rio Grande between the city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, 
Mexico, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M. BRIGGS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to present a conference report. 

The PRESI DENT pro te mpore. The report will be rec eived if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted the following report 

Zz otes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 899) for the 
lief of Mary M. Briggs having met, after full and free conference have agre« 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendmer 
follows, namely Before the word “ pension’’ where it last occurs insert 
word “ widow's and the Senate agree to the same 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 


Managers on the part of the Senate 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
A. C. THOMPSON, 
€ he part of the House, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing v 





The report was concurred in. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of private pension bills favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota [ Mr 
DAVIS] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be inform- 
ally laid aside so that he may move the consideration of private pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar to which there is no objection. 

Mr. BROWN. If all the private pension bills are to be taken up 


| under that motion I ask the Senator from Minnesota to be kind enough 


vision of the western district of Missouri shall begin and be held at Kansas | fi 
ever. 


City, in said State, on the first Mondays in March and September annually. 


That the terms of the district court of the United States for the western di- | 


vision of the western district of Missouri shall begin and be held at Kansas 
City, in said State, on the first Mondays in May and October annually. 

That the terms of both the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the Saint Joseph division of the western district of Missouri shall begin and be 
held —— Joseph, in said State, on the first Mondays in April and November 
annually. 

That the terms of both the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the central division of the western district of Missouri shal! begin and be held 
at Jefferson City, in said State, on the third Mondays in April and November 
annually. 

That the terms of the district court of the United States for the southern di- 
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to allow me to have one bill considered before he t 
is a very short bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. Without prejudice to my 

Mr. BROWN. Without prejudicing the requ 
Minnesota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I‘did not hear the request of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator from 
Minnesota is that the Senate proceed to the consideration of private 
pension bills favorably reported on the Calendar to which there is no 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. « Favorably reported; very 

Mr. CALL. I should like to appeal to the 
to allow me to ask the Senate to take up the 
the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, for the 


es them up. If 


re ues 
I ju 
of he “( nator from 





Mr. BROWN. 
Florida did. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I think I addressed the Chair before the Senator from 


The Senator from Georgia has the 


| floor. 


Mr. BROWN. I understood the Senator from Minnesota to consent 
that I have a short bill disposed of before the pension bills are taken 
up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senate has not yet given 
its unanimous consent for the consideration of the private pension bills. 
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The Chair was about asking whether there was objection to the con- 
sideration of the private pension bills on the Calendar to which there 
is no obje whion,. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not like to object, but I will ask the Senator to 
withdraw his request in order that this yellow-fever matter may be 
taken up. 


Mr. DAVIS. It will not take half an hour to go through the pri 
vate pension Calendar of unobjected cases. I would alittle rather pro- 


ceed how. 

Mr. CALL. 

Mr. BROWN. 
House bill 3480. 

The PRESIDENT pro te 
from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 2066, being the bill (H. R. 3480) 
for the relief of John D, Munnerlyn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this bill? 


Very well. 
The bill I desire taken up is Order of Business 2066, 


pore The 


» title of the bill will be reported 


jOHN MI 


D, NNERLYN,. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $1,496.21 
for the payment of the salary of John D. Munnerlyn, of Georgia, for 
services as assistant assessor of internal revenue from December, 1865, 
to September, 1866, for which he has never received the pay allowed 
by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the first 
private pension bill on the Calendar favorably reported. 

Mr. DAVIS. On conference with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
CALL] I feel that I ought to yield to the urgency of his business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order is then revoked, and the 
Senator from Florida {Mr. CAL] asks unanimous consent that the un- 


OF BUSINESS. 


finished business may be informally laid aside for the purpose of con- | 


sidering the joint resolution reported this morning by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS }. 

Mr. CALL. 
Cases, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in the hands of the Secre- 
tary, not yet baving been sent back from the Printer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better go on with the pension bills, then. 

Mr. CALL. Before that is done 1 desire to thank the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions for his kindness and consideration in this 
matter, 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. The first private pension bill on the 
Calendar will be reported by its title. 

ELIZA A. WILLIAMSON, 

The bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 

he pension-roll the name of Mrs. Eliza A. Williamson, widow of Eus- 
tace Hunt, an ensign in the Fifth Regiment Virginia Militia, who 
served in the Army of the United States in the war of 1812, notwith- 
standing her marriage to George Williamson, now deceased about 
thirty-two years, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report read in that case 
which has just been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
August 1, 1858: 

Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9672) grant- 
ing « pension to Eliza A. Williamson, have examined the same, and report: 

ihe committee concur in the House report upon which the bill was passed, 
and which is as follows: 

Mrs, Eliza A. Williamson is an old lady,in greatly reduced circumstances, 
She has now been a widow about thirty-two years. Her first husband, Eustace 
Hunt, was an ensign in the Fifth Regiment Virginia Militia, who served in the 
war of 1812. But for her second marriage to her late husband, George William- 
Bon, she would be entitled to a pension under the general law. 

** Your committee think, under all the circumstances, that Mrs. Williamson's 
name should be placed upon the pension-roll; and therefore recommend the 
adoption of the accompanying substitute, and that the original bill (H. R. 6494) 
lie upon the table.” e x 

rhe bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire if there is not quite a 
large number of such widows, and if this applicant does not come 
within a class of widows that ought to be provided for by general law 
and not by special legislation of this kind? Is there any difference 
between this widow and probably fifty or one hundred or five hundred 
other widows who married soldiers of the war of 1812, whose husbands 
died leaving them widows, and who afterwards married and their 
second husbands have died? Is there nota large number of that class? 

Mr. SAWYER. if sol am not aware of it. The committee have 
I 


universally made it the rule in cases of that kind to report a bill. 
think there are very few such cases. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The bill has passed. 


It was reported from the Committee on Epidemic Dis- | 
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MRS. CATHARINE REED. 

The bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine Reed, the widow of Eben | 
S. Reed, late of Company D, One hundred and second regiment ot 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the n Ww I asked to be 
considered a moment since has beer I now th - 
man of the Committee on Pension wit to be I ht up 
for consideration ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Let this bill pass, and then I will yield very willing], 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm . 1 te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER O! INESS 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator f Flor het 
he wishes to act on that resolution in the absence of the chairman « 


the Committee on Epidemic Diseases ? 

Mr. CALL. Iam anxious to have the resolution con 
very earliest possible moment. Certainly if I can not] 
not wish to interfere with the pending business. I with 
plication for the time being. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on with pension cases, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuHAceE in the chair). 


idered at th 
-itdone ld 


lraw the ap 







The 


retary will report the next pension bill on the Calendar. 
ANDREW MUCKLIN. 
The bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


[t proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Andrew Mucklin, late of Battery C, Fifth 
‘Regiment United States Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THERESIA FICHTER. 


The bill (S. 3269) granting a I 


pension to Theresia Fichter 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t 
pension-roll the name of Theresia Fichter, widow of Paul Fichter, late 
of Company E, of the Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volun- 


teers. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Quay 
July 26, 1888: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was refer 


red the bill (S. 326 





)) granting 


| a pension to Theresia Fichter, widow of Paul Fichter, having had the same un- 


der consideration, respectfully report as follows : 

The committee report that it appearssaid Paul Fichter was a private of Com- 
pany E, Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, from 1861 to 1864, 
and was honorably discharged; that while in said service and line of his duty 
he was badly wounded and injured by being struck by a shell, and also had his 
health and constitution destroyed, from the effects of which he became para- 
lyzed, and died May 29,1870; that his widow, the said Theresia Fichter, claimed 
a pension, and her claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground, as 
alleged, that the cause of said soldier’s death was not due to his military servic 
that it appears the physician who attended him at the time of his death, a Dr. 
Smith (since deceased), not only made a mistake in returning the cause of hi 
death as apoplexy, but also in his occupation, and even in his name. 

The following is a synopsis of the evidence filed in the case, show 
said soldier's death resulted from his military service: 

William Rosinsky testified that he was orderly sergeant of said soldier's com- 
pany, and that about June or Ist of July, 1864, on the Weldon Railroad, Vir- 
ginia, said soldier was badly wounded and injured by ashell which struck him in 
the right side, which carried away a portion of his clothes and made him, from 
his thigh to his waist, as black asa black felt hat, and by reason of which wound 
or injury he was disabled for further duty. Saw him a year or so after his dis- 
charge, and he was complaining of his wound. 

William Friebold testified that he was a private in his company and corrobo- 
rates the former witness as to said Fichter being out on the Weldon Railroad, 
Virginia, on a raid; and this witness saw him when he came intocamp wounded 
in right leg, from his groin down, which was black and blue, and he had to 
helped, and his clothes were shot away on that side, and he }was totally dis- 
abled for any duty afterwards while in the service. 

Isabella Sands testified that she saw him at about the time of his dischar 
from the Army in 1864, and he was then sick all over and complained of bei: 
sick and feeling bad, and of pains in his side from wound in his side and } 
She lived near neighbor and saw him from the time of his discharge to his death, 
and he complained of pains in his head, and in his shoulders, and in his hi; 
thinks he had rheumatism from his wound. Was notable to do but little work 
after he came from the Army, only a day or two, once in awhile; thatsoon after 
his discharge he was attended by a doctor who said his condition was caus 
by exposure in the Army and from his injury; that she is certain his death was 
caused by his army service,as he was never any good after he came from t! 
Army; he was bed-fast for several weeks before he died, and was paralyzed « 
one side, and for two days before he died he could not speak, though conscious 

Robert Harris testified that he saw the soldier about the time he came from 
the Army at the time of his discharge in 1864, and he looked all broke up, and 
he got it in the Army; and his disability appeared to be greatly from a wound 
or injury of his side, but he was sick and all broken in health; and a Dr. Smith 
attended him soon after he came home, and continued to attend him more or 
less till he died; and he was not able to work but very little after he came home 
from the Army; only able to work a day once in a while, and was always com- 
plaining of his injured side, thigh, and hip, which made him lame; and was 
paralyzed on that side, as was stated by the doctor who attended him, who has 
since died. ; 

Rachel Fichter testified that she saw him at discharge and return home in 
1864, and he was then sick, and was lame froma wound of right side or leg, and 
he showed her his blouse and pants torn and blackened by the shell that struck 
him, and a piece of the leather of the saddle that was shot away when he was 
wounded; and he seemed to have a cold also when he came home, and he was 
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The bill S. 3086 I ntit 2 a pension to Victor, Gertrud 5 Mar yraret, I » |} e 
and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire, was consid- : 5 i i 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- | t 1e 7 
sion-roll the names of Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, Helen, the | to st: ; 
minor children of George R. McGuire, late a lieutenant of Compan yn t 
I, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ; 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. F. ST. SURE LINDEFELT. ay “7 

The bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt | 4 am , = 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directstheSecretary or ‘7 
of the Interior to hear and determine the claim of A. F. St. i 
Lindefelt, late surgeon of the Fifteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, for pen- 
sion, and upon proper case made, to pension him the same as if he had Che bill ( 
been regularly mustered as assistant surgeon of the Twelfth Wisconsin | third tim i pas 
Volunteers, May 1, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to The bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to M1 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. was considered in Committee of the Whole It proposes to } 

GEORGE L. SANDERS. | the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Helen B. ] yw of ¢ 
| . 

. : ‘ - . . ‘ ’ | — dec j ite a private of ( : ( 

The bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to George L. Sanders was con- | H. Brown, deceased, late a private of pan ! ; 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the | Volunteers. 

. — ’ ‘ The hill * es renortesc st Soy té 1 ¢ 
pension-roll the name of George L. Sanders, Company A, One hundred he bill was reported to the nD } red 
i : " hir ] > vaad tha think 4 : : ' 
and twenty-first Pennsylvania, and Company I, Two hundred and | ? third reading, read the third t — | 


second Pennsylvania. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a thi padi 6 i i sSe ry 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to } 


JULIA M. EDIE. pension-roll the name of Lucy A. Jordan, widow of James W. Jor 
The bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie | late of Company C, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
the pension-roll the name of Julia M. Edie, widow of the late Capt. | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| LUCY A. JO AN. 
| The bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan 
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ALMERON J. PATCHIN, 

The bill (IT. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to grant to Almeron J. Patchin, late of Company E, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, a pension of $45 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY CROTSLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of Henry Crotsley, late private of Company H, 
Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA MATILDA SELFRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to Emma Matilda Selfridge 
was considere ea as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Emma Matilda Selfridge, widow of James 
L. Selfridge, late colonel of the Forty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteers 
and brevet brigadier-general, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT O, ROBB, 

The bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Albert O. Robb, formerly a private in Com- 
pany K, Twenty-third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHANIEL FRANCIS. 


The bill (H. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension- 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to re- 
instate on the pension-roll the name of Nathaniel Francis, late private 
in Company D, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE BUSSEY. 

The bill (I. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Bussey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catharine Bussey, widow of Frederick Bussey 
late a private of Company K, Fifth Kentucky Infantry, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH A. SOUTH. 

The bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth A. South, the widow of John B. 
Wills, late private in Company B, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteers 
in the Jate civil war, as though she had not again married. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. MOORE. 
The bill (S. 3339) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Charles H. Moore, late private Company H, 
Eleventh Connecticut Volunteers, to $25 a month, in lieu of the pen- 
gion now paid him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN A. STARKWEATHER. 

The bill (S. 3426) granting a pension to Susan A. Starkweather was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Susan A. Starkweather, widow of Wallace 
Starkweather, late of Company A, One hundredth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN CORR, 

The bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John Corr, late a member of Company K, Fifth Regiment 
United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. HARWOOD. 

The bill (S. 3114) granting a pension to Joseph H. Harwood was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

msion-roll the name of Joseph H. Harwood, 


It proposes to place on the 
late of Company I, 


Twenty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Cc. T. MAPHET. 

The bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the rs n- 
sion-rolls C. T. Maphet, he having been a private in Company D, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, and now living at Olcott, in Reno 
County, Kansas. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER J. COLLINGE, 


The bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Alexander J. Collinge, late a member of 
Company A, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF ORISON 8. BALDWIN. 


The bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of 
Orison S. Baldwin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place upon the pension-roll the names of the minor children 
of Orison S. Baldwin, deceased, late of Company G, Fourth Illinois 
Cavalry, at the rate prescribed by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeit, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH WILSON. 


The bill (S. 3201) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Wilson, widow of Henry H. Wilson, 
late captain of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS STRODDER. 


The bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of Thomas Strodder was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the words ‘‘Company K,’’ to strike out 
‘‘One hundred and;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, - 
rected to place the name of Thomas Strodder, late of Company K, Fourth Re 
ment United States Colored Volunteers, on the pension-rolls, subject to the lim - 
itations and provisions of the pension laws 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 

The bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Washburn, late major Sixteenti Connecticut Volunteers, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘rate of,’’ to strike out **o 
hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of George A. Washburn, late 
major of the Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in 
lieu of the amount ($45) per month he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H, MARSTON. 


The bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William I[ 
Marston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘sum of,’’ to strike out “‘fifty’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘forty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized a: 
directed to increase the amount of pension allowed William H. Marston, late 
the Seventeenth Michigan Infantry, to the sum of $45 per month, in lieu of the 
amount he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


an 


ne 
Lt 


D. G. RUMMEL. 
The bill (S. 3109) granting a pension to D. G.Rummel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 0: 
D. G. Rummel on the pension-roll. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES RITCHEY. 
The bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | 


the invalid pension-roll the name of Charles Ritchey, late a sergeant 
of Company K, Thirty-ninth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, at the in- 
creased rate of $40 per month, for the loss of both lower limbs 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear that bill read once more. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Thelossof both lower limbs brings $72a month, does 
it not? I think there is some mistake about the language of the bill. 
I think it was intended to increase the pension perhaps $40 from what 
it now is. My recollection is that the rate for loss of both lower limbs 
is $72. I think the bill had better be passed over for the time being 
until we can investigate it. 

Mr. BECK. Where is the soldier from? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From Indiana, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BECK. The bill was reported by the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TurPIe], and I expect it is right. That is all I desire to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut re- 
quests that the bill be passed over. If there be no objection, that dis- 
position will be made of it. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: With reference to the bill which I 
spoke of a moment ago, I find by the report that the facts are 

That he is now drawing a pension of $16 per month for such disability, which 





is paralysis. He makes application now for an increase of his pension on the | 


ground of total disability in the loss of both of hislower limbs, which occurred 
since he has been drawing his pension, by being run over by a railway engine 
while crossing the track, he being unable to get out of the way on account of the 
paralysis for which he was pensioned. His claim was rejected in the Pension 
Office on the ground that he was drawing all the law would allow for paralysis. 

The committee find from the testimony in this case ut it is reasonably cet 











tain thatif the soldier was not suffering from paralysis he would nm ire< 
by the engine aforesaid 

I still think that the bill ought to have been at the rate of $72 a 
month; but under these circumstances, it being understood and reported 


by the Senator from Indiana, I make no objection to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The consideration of the bill will be 
resumed, if there be no objection, and the question is on its passage. 
The bill was passed. 
NANCY BALDWIS 
The bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nancy Baldwin, widow of Reuben Baldwin, 
deceased, late of Company B, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN SINGLETON. 


Vv 
} 4 


The bill (FH. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Susan Singleton, dependent mother of Dudley P. 
Singleton, late a private in Company H, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE M. STILWELI 

The bill (fH. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Lionsville’’ and 
insert ‘‘ Zionsville;’? so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to place the name of Jesse M. Stilwell, of Zionsville, 
Boone County, Indiana, late of Company A of the Seventieth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $16 a month, subject to the regula- 
tions of the Pension Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA F. LEE. 

The bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Martha F. Lee, widow of William F. Lee, late 
a private in Capt. Isaac S. Vincent’s company of Georgia Volunteers. 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL PIERCY. 

The bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Piercy, who served in Company E, 
Ninth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, in the late civil war. 
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MARGARET J. M’QUARY. 

The bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pen M et J. McQuary 
was considered as in Committee of t ple t proposes to place t 
name of Margaret J. McQuary, daughter of Perry McQuary, late a 
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bill (H.R anting a pension to Eliza A. Woods was con- 
Bi la 1 Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
p rolls the name of Eliza A, Wood , widow of Richard Woods, 
who wa 1 ensign and lieutenant in Captain Jones’s company, Colonel 
Anderson’s regiment of United States Infantry, war of 1812. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
‘ 1 read | the third time l passed. 
RACHEL MORGAN. 
bill (If. Rt. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan was 
ee red as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Rachel Morgan, mother of Louis Dixon, 
who is shown by the report of the War Department to have died of 


wounds received while serving with the Fift h Regiment United State 
Colored Heavy Artillery. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
hird time, and passed. 
NATHAN COOK. 

The bill (11. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roli the name of Nathan Cook, late of Captain Vincent’s Company, 
Georgia Volunteers, Cherokee war, and to pay him a pension from the 
date of his application, at the rate of $25 per month. 
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rd reading, read the tl 
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ordered to | 


the committee. 


he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
2 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY NEWTON. 
The bill (11. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton was considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of Mrs. Mary Newton, the daughter and only surviving 


heir of John Jordan, of the Continental Line, in the war of the Revo- 
lution, at the rate of $12 per month. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the report in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAuLK- 
rn August 13, 1888: 


’ 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 9227 
. pension to Mary Newton, have examined the same, and report: 
Upon an examination of the evidence in this case the committee find that the 
facts are fairly presented in the report of the Committee on Pensions of the 
Hlouse of Representatives made the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which 
facts, in the opinion of the mittee, 


; grant- 
it 


con 


relief granted by the bill 

Che committee therefore adopt said report, and recommend the passage of 
the bill 

Che report is as follows 


‘That the claimant, Mrs. Mary Newton, is the only surviving child of John 
Jordan, who was a soldier for three years in the war of the Revolution. She is 
now in her eighty-fifth year, having been born, as shown by the family record 
before your committee, on the 2d day of July, 1804, and in her old age a;plies 
to Congress for relief. 

** it is shown by ther is of the soldiers who served in the Virginia Con- 
tinental line that John Jordan served as bombardier in Colonel Harrison s reg- 
iment of artillery (Virginia quota) for three years from and after the 20th of 
December, 1776. A lat :d-warrant was issued to him by the State of Virg' nia in 
November,}783. It ap pears that during his term of service he was captu:ed by 
the British and confined on board a prison-ship for over three months, 

Phe identity of the soldier who rendered the above-mentioned service with 
the father of the applicant is fully established by the testimony of very esti- 


recor 


mable people, whose affidavits were filed in the pension claim of the widow of the | 


soldier more than forty years ago. One of these witnesses, Jincey Riddl::, testi- 
fied that when she was a small child she well remembers John Jordan came to 
her father’s house in Greenville County, Virginia, having just been released 
from a British prison-ship, and that there wasa great stir among the women 
of the settlement to have some clothes made for the soldier before he went back 
again to join the Army. 

‘*The death of the m 
1847 

‘Your committee return 
that it do pass.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is going further, I think, than the Senate 
has ever gone in these cases. I simply desire to enter my protest 
against this principle of pensioning the grandchildren of Revolutionary 
soldiers, or of any other soldiers. There is neither justice, equity, nor 
right in it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, HOAR subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 


ther of the applicant occurred on the 6th day of July, 


the bill to the House, with the recommendation 


which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary 
Newton. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator from Massachusetts 


‘moves to reconsider the vote by which House bill 9227 was passed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
SIDENT pro tempore 


The PRE If there be no objection, the vote 


are sufficient to entitle the claimantto the | 
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by which the bill w to } I y will » be x wid 
ered. ‘The Chair h n, and t il] open to amend 
men : 
Ir. H Al 1] to he i ( ( 
| relation to that « 
ir. DAVIS. I was not present at the 1 ting of the imittee 
| when that bill was considered and re ted. 1 was not in the city at 
he time. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who 
reported it, is not in his seat. I ask that it be passed over. r 
| Mr. HOAR. suggest that it should be recommitted to the com 
| mittee. All that appears in the report of the committe “ t] 
| lady in question is the daughter of a Revolutionary sold 
born in 1804, and is an aged lady, undoubtedly tled l 
| Sympathy; but the naked statement of that fact certai n! to 





me, suggests no reason for putting the person on the per sion-roll. 

was born long after the war, never a dependent chi a Revolution 
ary soldier; and if we extend the pension-roll to that degree it will 
involve adding enormously to the burden of the pension-roll in favor 
who never had any claim of their own, making the right to 
ion an inheritable matter. If there be any extra ordinary cir- 
cumstances connecte d with this lady, it s: eas to me that they should 
appear in the report, and not merely have the naked facts st: ated whic! 
I have narrated. 

The PRESIDENT 
the bill? 

HOAR. I make that su; t I will not insist upon an: 
disposition as to the mode of proceeding against the wish of the oe! \ir- 
of the committee, 

Mr. DAVIS. It not infrequently happens that the discretion of the 
committee is powerfully appealed to in cases of an exceptional charac- 
ter where, of course, it would be conceded that under any pension leg 
islation now existing the beneficiary is not entitled to relief. 

As I said, I was not in the city at the time this report was made and 
I knew nothing about it, not having been present at the meeting of 
The bill was reported by the Senator from West Vir- 
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pro tempore. Does the Senator move to recomm 


egestion, but 


Dan 


ginia, who is not in his seat. 

Mr. PLATT. He is here now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not observe that he was here. I should prefer 
for my part that the bill be passed over instead of being recommitted 


to the committee as if it had not been properly considere ed. 

Mr. HOAR. Idonot question but that the case has been thoroughly 
considered, but I thought perhaps the grounds upon which the con 
mittee proceeded might be alittle more fully stated inthe report. TT! 
Senator from West Virginia, who made the report, is now here. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten The vote by which the bill \ 
passed and also the vote by which it was ordered to a third readi: 
have been reconsidered. The bill will remain on the Calendar with: 
prejudice. 


ipore, 


THOMPSON D. HATFIELD. 


The bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hattield 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on | 
ment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘month,’’ to a 


only to the legally appointed guardian of said Thompson D. 


ensions with an ame! 
‘*this sum to be pai t 
Ha :tfiel ld 


| an insane person, for the purpose of his amas and maintené nee: 


as to make - bill read: 

Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is 
thorized and dire seted to place on the pension- “roll the name of Thompso 
Hattield, at the rate of $25 a month, this sum to be paid only to the legally a 
pointed guardian of said Thompson D. Hatfie an insane person, for the 
pose of his support and maintenance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as am«¢ 
was concurred in. 

The biJjl was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third time, and passed. 

KATE C. VAN 

The bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum v 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on t 
pension-roll the name of Kate C. Van Arnum, widow of John W. Van 
Arnum, late a private in Company D, Fourth New York Heavy A 
tillery. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY B. M’VEAN 

The bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary B. MeVean, widow of Donald C. McVean, 
late major First Regiment Wisconsin V olunteers. 

The bill was re ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


=) 
WILLIAM S. BRADSHAW. 
The bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William S. Bradshaw was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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| 
of the Mexican war, and late a private in C 1 | 
States Infantry, to $25 per month, in lieu of the pension now received | 
by him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate iout amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| 

| 

| 


The bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jor 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pension-roll the name of Ishmael Jones, of Utica, N. Y., 
Navy. 














ww, read the third nd passed 

The bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to David Myers was considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- | 
roll the name of David Myers, late a private i ‘Captain Whitmore’s | 


company, Colonel Goodwin’s regiment of Florida Volunteers in the | 
Florida war. 





The bill was rep itothesS itamendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a 1 readis 1 the lt d passed { 
HEN \ 
The bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, depend- | 
ent father of Henry M. l, was « is in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes on the pension lt na if Henry 





Alward, dependent father of Henry M. Alward, deceased, 
of Company H, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantr 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 








a third reading, re 0 1d passed 
The bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


pension-roll the name 
tucky, late a private in 
Volunteer Infantry. | 


* John T. Vincent, of Clinton County, Ke 





npany D, welith ixegiment of Kentucky 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM - BROWN, 


The bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown wa 





I 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on th 
pension-roll the name of William J. Brown, late a private soldier in 
Company G, Third Regiment Kentucky Infant: 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I 
[ARY K. RICHARDS 
The bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards was « 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Mary K. Ri widow of Edwin F. Rich 
ards, late captain Company D, Fifty New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate 1out amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





ADALINE A. SMYTH. 

The bill (8. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- | 
sion-roll the name of Adaline A. Smyth, a volunteer nurse in the war | 
of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension during life of $25 per month. | 


e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


ZO. S&S. COOK, 





The bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook was considered as in | 
ittee of the Whole ' 





e bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 3, after the word “ paid,’’ to insert ‘‘ under certificate num- 


} » ‘7 . 7 
bered 8308;’’ so as to make the bill read: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the pension now paid, und 


to Zo. 8. Cook, of Wilcox Co 


r certificate numbered 8308, 


in the war 
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FREDERIK SHAW. 
The bill (17. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
p on-roll the name of Frederick C, Shaw, late Company B, Third 


lilinois Cavalry Volunteers. 
fhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
i reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUNTER, 


. 
ordered to 


JOSEPH 
bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension te Joseph Hunter, M. D., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Joseph Hunter, M. D., late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. TONCRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of 
Tennessee, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-rolls the name of William J. Toncray, late a 
member of Company F, Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry, at $8 per 
month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. FRAILY. 

The bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraiiy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah J. Fraily, as widow of Shepherd Fraily, late 
a private Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GILBERT REED, 

The bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Gilbert Reed, at the rate provided by law for a 
second lieutenant. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FIDEL GATES. 

The bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fidel Gates, latea private in Company G, Ninety- 
third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL PURCELL. 

The bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-rol] 
the name of Samuel Purcell, who was a private in Company A, First 
Indiana Volunteers, in the Mexican war, at $30 per month, in lieu of 
th 


The 


pension he now receives. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD JARDINE. 


. 10525) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Edward Jardine, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general 
United States Volunteers, on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of his present pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. B. 

The bill (H. R. 2908) to inerease the pension of W. B. Stokes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of William B. Stokes, late a colonel of the Fifth Tennessee 
Cavalry, to $50 per month. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H, DOWDALL. . 


The bill (H. R 


STOKES, 


The bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of William H. Dowdall, late of Company I, 
One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, ard passed. 

RICHARD HOGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Hogan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-rolls the name of Richard Hogan, a private of 
Compauy B, First Regiment of United States Dragoons, in the war 
with Mexico, at $30 a month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ELIZABETH EVANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 2120 granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Evans is the next pension bill on the Calendar. 
The Chair is informed that it has not yet been sent in from the Printer, 
and it is therefore not on the files, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. WILKINSON, and Mr. THOMAs of Wis- 
consin managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also annouced that the House had concurred in the reso- 
lution of the Senate concerning the statues of Richard Stockton and 
Philip Kearny, presented by the State of New Jersey. 

WAR CLAIMS OF CALIFORNIA, OREGON, AND NEVADA. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the biJl (S. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of War to ascertain what 
amount of money has been expended by the States of California, Oregon, 
and Nevada for military purposes in aid of the Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. It isa bill unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, merely authorizing an 
inquiry into the claims of certain States. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. REAGAN.  Iask the Senator from Oregon to allow me to have 
a little bill passed for the relief of a postmaster, proposing to pay him 
$53 on account of loss of postage-stamps by his house being burned 


| up, and which is favorably reported from the Committee on Post-Offices 


and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think this bill will lead to no discussion whatever. 
It is a short bill, and the Senate will concur in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Texas afterwards. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The bill (S. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of War to ascertain what 
amount of money has been expended by the States of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada for military purposes in aid of the Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to add: 


And the Secretary of War shall also report the circumstances and exigencies 
under which,and the authority by which, such expenditures were made, and 
what payments have been made on account thereof by the United States ; and 
the money necessary to enable the Secretary of War to comply with the pro 
visions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire how much the last clause of 
the amendment covers ? re 

Mr. DOLPH. Simply the expenses of the examination. There isa 
board already appointed who have these accounts under consideration. 
The circumstances were peculiar. 

Mr. DAWES. It covers nothing more than the expense of the in- 
quiry ? 

Mr. DOLPH. 

Mr. DAWES. 
found due? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; nothing of that kind. 

Mr. STEWART. It only proposes to pay the expenses which may be 
incurred in the inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move torecommitto the Committee on Military 
Affairs the bill (S. 2918) to reimburse the State of Nevada for moneys 
expended on obligations incurred by said State and the Territory o! 
Nevada, and afterwards assumed and paid by said State, in the sup- 
pression of the war of the rebellion, and for guarding the overland 
mail and emigrant route. I will state that the subject-matter is to be 
investigated under the provisions of the bill just passed, but which 
does not provide for the payment of the amount found due. I tesire 
to have the bill in the hands of the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
may be considered at the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


M. M. GIBSON. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate consider 


Nothing more. 
It does not appropriate money to pay what may be 


Mr. REAGAN, 


the bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Postmaster-General 
to adjust and settle the claim of M. M. Gibson, postmaster at Clio, 
Tex., for $53.75, on account of loss sustained in the destruction of 
postage-stamps and stamped paper by fire on the 9th of November, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM COLLINS. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 793) 

for the relief of William Collins. 


Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consic 
bill. It proposes to pay to William Collins $167.80, for a fishery bounty 


due him as master of the fishing schooner Sarah Franklin, hailing from 
Castine, Me. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. WEEKS 
Mr. BECK. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 5516 
for the relief of John H. Weeks. 


] 


i 
tucky, $2,880, being the value of quartermaster’s stores taken from 
him by the United States forces during the late war and appropriated 
to their use, as found by the Court of Claims. 


bill. It proposes to pay to John H. Weeks, of Fayette County, Ken 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SOPHIA B. MOORE. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 3902) for the 
relief of Sophia B. Moore. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pre ceeded to nsider the 
bill. It authorizes the Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the c 
of Sephia B. Moore vs. The United States, with full power and jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine and render judgment for the proceeds of the 
rosin and turpentine claimed to have been seized by the United States 
officers at the capture of New Berne, in March, 1862, and belonging to 
William P. Moore, jr., which rosin and turpentine are claimed to have 
been taken to Philadelphia, libeled, and sold by the marshal of the 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, under the direction of the Federal 
court, and the proceeds thereof deposited in the Treasury of the United 
ptates, 






Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Hi. C. MARKHAM, 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill, which was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 6, to strike out “issue to’’ and insert ‘‘accept 


the resignation of;’’ and, in line 7, to strike out ‘‘an honorable dis- | 


charge from the service of the United States’’ and insert ‘‘ tendered 
on March 27, 1863, as of date April 23, 1863;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion resting upon the military record 
of H. C. Markham, late assistant surgeon Nineteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol 
unteers, and to accept the resignation of said H. C. Markham, tendered on March 
27, 1863, as of date April 23, 1863. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLry, Mr 
MANDERSON, and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 

JAMES H. BACON. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1959) for the relief of James H. Bacon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to suspend and declare null | 
and void the proceedings and sentence of the court-martial in the case | 
of Private James H. Bacon, late of Company A, Second Maine Volun- | 


teers, and to grant him an honorable discharge from the service, all 
pay and allowances forfeited by the proceedings of the court-martial 
to be paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say in reference to that bill 
that I did not want to object to its passage, but I dissent from the view 
in regard to the power of Congress to set aside and annul the proceed- 
ings of courts-martial. 
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Mr. HAWLEY subs q rently moved to reconsider t 



















be furnished him by the chiefs of said tribes, duly approved by them 


ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, an allotment of land equal 
to 200 acres, out of their common reserve,to each person entitled th r 
reason of there being members of said tribes by birth or adoption t- 
ments to be selected by the Indians, heads of families selecting for their minor 
children, and the chiefs of their respective tribes for each orphan child, Ail 











dif noes i ng between 1 bers of said tribes in making said allotments 
sha e set i by the ec} fs of the respective tribes. 

The land #o allotted shall not be subject to alienation for twenty-five years 
from the date of the issuance « of P es re oe ae land so allotte <d and pat- 
ented shall be exempt from |] , taxation forfeiture for a like period 
of years As soon as all the allotme nie or se Scoihen s shall have been made as 
herein provided, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a patent to issue to 
each and every person so entitled, for his or her allotment, and such patent 
shail recite in the body thereof, that the land therein described and conveyed 
sh not be alienated for twenty- five years from the date of said patent, and 
shall also recite, that such land so allotted and patented is not subject to levy, 
sale, taxation, or forfeiture for a like period of years, and that any contract or 
agreement to sell or convey such land or allotments so patented entered into 
before the expiration of said term of years shail be absolutely null and void. 





tin making allptments under this act no more in the aggregate 





‘ *- : v 
than 17,083 acres of said reservation shall be allotted to the Miami Indians, nor 
more than 33,215 acres in the aggregate to the United Peoria Indians; and said 





all be treated in making said allotments in all respects as the extent 
of the reservation of each of said tribes respectively. If, in making said allot- 
ments, any difference shall arise between said tribes, all such matters of differ- 
ence shall be determined by the Secretary of the Interior. After the allotments 
therein provided for shall have been completed, the residue of the lands, if any 


amounts 8 


’ 


not allotted, shall be held in common under present title by said United Peori: 
ami Miamies inthe proportion that the residue, if any, of each of the said al- 
lotments shall bear to the other. And said United Peorias and Miamies shall 
have power, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to lease 
for grazing, agricultural, or other purposes from time to time and forany period 
not exceeding ten years at any one time, all of said residue, or any part 
thereof, the proceeds or rental to be divided between said tribes in proportion 
to their respective interests in said residue. 

At the expiration of twenty-five years from the date of the passage of this act, 





all « of said remaining or unallotted lands may be equally divided among the 
members of said tribes, according to their respective interests, or the same may 
be sold on such terms and conditions as the President and the adult members 


of said tribe may-hereafter mutually agree upon, and the proceeds thereof di- 
vided according to ownership as hereinbefore set forth: Provided, That before 
any division of the land is made, or sale had, that three-fourths of the bona fide 
adult members of said tribes shall petition the Secretary of the Interior for such 
div f diand: P. ed further, That sections 1 and 2 of this act 


ion or. ale Of Sal 
shall not take effect until the consent thereto of each of said emvee ponanase ly 





shall have been signified by three-fourths of the adult male members thereof, 
in manner and form satisfactory to the President of the United States. 

Sro. 3. That any act or part of acts of Congress heretofore passed that may 
conflict with the provisions of this act, either as to land or money, are hereby 
repealed 

S 4. That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claimsto 
hear and determine what are the just rights at law,or in equity,of those Wea, 
Peoria, Kaskaskia,and Piankeshaw Indians,and of their children, or heirs at 





law, or legal! representatives, who became citizens of the United States, under the 
pro’ article 2 the treaty of February 23, 1867, made with the confeder- 
ated tribes of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws in the invested funds 


isions ot 8 of 


and other common property ofthe said confederated tribes. And the exercise of 
Buk urisdiction shall not be barred by any lapse of time heretofore, nor shall 
the rights of said Indians be impaired by any ruling or determination upon such 
rig} heretofore made in the Interior Department. Suit may be instituted 
agaist the United States in said Court of Claims within twelve months after 
the passage of this ac t, but not later,on behalf of said Indians who s0 became 


United States, their heirs and legal representatives, in the name 
The Citizen Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia,and Pianke shaw Indians,’ 
with the practice ofsaid court, for the hearing and determination 


citizens of the 
and atyle of 


in accordance 


of such rights at law and in equity as are claimed for said citizen Indians, or 
any of them, in such suit, which rights or equities arise out of the provisions of 
said treaty, or any law of the United States relating to the invested funds and 


common property of said confederated tribes, Said ‘‘confederated tribes of Pe- 
orias, Kaskaskias, Weas,and Piankeshaws’”’ may be made a party defendant in 
said suit, on petition in that name to be made such party defendant, to be filed 
within three months from the date of the bringing of such suit, but the United 
States, through its proper officers, shall defend said suit on behalf of said In- 
dians, whether or not they shall become parties to the same. Said court shall 


determine what are the legal and equitable rights and interests of the Indians 
who separated from the tribes to which they belonged, removed to the Indian 
Territory,and became citizens of the United States under said treaty, and of 
the heirs and legal representatives of such of them as are dead, and shall ascer- 
tain the value thereof after deducting what has been paid to each of said In- 
dians on account of such invested funds and common property. And suchsums 
shall be paid to the persons who are respectively entitled to the same outof any 
money or funds held in trust by the United States for and on account of said 
confederated tribes of Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea,and Piankeshaw Indians. Out 
of the funds so found due to said citizen Indians, said Court of Claims may al- 
low a reasonable compensation to the counsel or attorneys of such Indians, to 


be ratably apportioned upon and paid out of the sums due them respectively ; 
and a like compensation may be made, in the discretion of the court, to the 
counsel or attorneys of the said confederated tribes, to be paid out of any sums 
to their credit in the Treasury of the United States, if said confederated tribes 
become a party defendant to said suit. 

Src. 56. That the Seerectary of the Interior shall transmit to said Court of 
Claims, upon its request, certified copies of any records, documents, or papers 


that relate to the » rights of any of said Indians involved in such suit. 

Mr. DAWI I move to amend the amendment by striking out, in 
section 1, line 15. the words ‘‘ as to section 6 of said act, and;’’ so as 
to read: 

Ex ept as stherwise hereina fler proy ided. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. After the word ‘“‘land,’’ in line 24 of section 1, I 
move to insert the words ‘‘ by legal subdivisions;’’ so as to read: 

An allotment of land, by legal subdivisions, equal to 200 acres. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In section 1, line 29, after the word ‘“‘tribes,’’ I 
move to imsert ‘‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior;’’ so as to read: 

And the chiefs of their respective tribes, subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, for each orphan child. 

The amendment the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In section 1, line 32, after the word ‘‘tribes’’ 


to 
Imove 
so 


to insert ‘‘ subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior; ’’ 
as to read: 

Shall be settled by the chiefs of the respective tribes, subject to the approval! 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. DAWES. 
following proviso: 

Pro That before any of the allotments herein provided for shall be made 
there shall be set apart not to exceed 20 acres in all for school, church, and cem- 
etery purposes, the location of the same to be selected by the chi efs of said 
tribes, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, in such quantities 
and =: such points as they shall deem best, which together with all im; prove- 
ments now existing or which may hereafter be made by the tribes ther: :on shall 
be held asthe common property of the respective tribes, If in making the selec- 
tions as herein provided for the sites of present school buildings should not be 
retained, then all improvements thereon may be removed. If not removed, 
then they shall be sold after appraisement by the chiefs of the tribes, the sale 
to be ap}; ee by the Secretary of the Interior, and the proceeds placed to t! 
credit of the proper tribe. If any religious denomination, with the consent of 
either or bo th of said tribes, should erect a building for church purposes u; 
any of the land selected for church use, the said building shall be held as t) 
rty = such relis sious denomination as they shall occupy the san 
is or school purposes, 


After the amendment just adk i yve to add 1 


vided, 


1 no 
50 iong 





The 2 amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES In section 1 the amendment, 
word ‘‘sell,’? I move to strike out the word ‘ 
‘convey ’’ the words ‘‘or create any lien upon;’’ 

And that itract or agreement to sell, or create any lien upor 


such land or allotments so patented, entered into be fore the expiration of 
term of years, shall be absolutely null and void. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


line 46, after t 


and insert aft 
so as to read: 


i 
of 
* or 

convey, 


ony col 





Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the third section of the amend- 
ment in the following words: 

SE That any act or part of acts of Congress heretofore passed that: 
conflict with the provisions of this act, either as to land or money, are her 





repealed 
The amendment to the amendment was 
Mr. Ds A WES. 


agr 





eed to. 

Let the subsequent sections be numbered 3 and 4. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerical change will be made b 
the clerks. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 








The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and pa ssed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for allot- 
ment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies, in Indian 


Territory, and for other purposes.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Sen 
House of Representatives on the bill and a 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authoriz 
sppo! int ~~ conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Dawi 
PLATT, and Mr. MORGAN were appointed. 

MATHEW H. FULTON. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideratio1 
the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew Fulton. 

The Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to consid: 
bill. It proposes to pay $337.02 to Mathew H. Fulton, postmaster 
Bucyrus, Ohio, being the amount of money stolen from the 
from registered letters in the post-office at Bucyrus on the night « 
May 9, 1883, and which sum he made good to the claimants from 
own means. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS. 


quest a conference with t 


amnodmant 
nendment. 


ate t 








sate 


ORDER OF 
Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Se 
eration of executive business. 
Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would withhold that motion fo1 
moment. I have been waiting to call up a bill. 
fr. MANDERSON. Ashort bill? 
Mr. HOAR. Yes. 


nate proceed to the c 





Mr. MANDERSON. Very well; I shall withhold the motion. 
M. S. HELLMAN. 
Mr. A 1 I ask that the Senate proceed to the considerai 
of the bill (S. 3358) for the relief of M. S. Hellman, of Canyon ¢ 


Oregon. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consid 
bill. It proposes to pay to M. 8. Hellman, of Canyon City, O 
$5,542.55, the balance due him on a contract of May 23, 1871, wit 
Quartermaster’s Department, for the delivery of grain at Camp 
ney; and also $550.72, currency, due him for flour furnished at o 
Harney, under a contract with ‘the Commissary Department, o 
of July 5, 1871. All claims for damages held by the acaheery | 
partment against Hellman, by reason of his failure to deliver flour at 
Camp Warner, as per contract of date of July 5, 1871, are cancele 
he having been prevented from complying with such contract by r* 
son of unforeseen and unavoidable accident. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHURCH OF ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 2093, being House bill 1073. 
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on Claims to e pnraset ne 
bill that they think objectionabl. I ask unanim« t tl the 
vote by which the bill was passed be reconsiders ind t t 
be laid ove1 esent until we can | ito it 
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Re it enacted, etc., That the et of the Tr S va ) 
establish an additional life-saving station at ) oO unt Island 
Massachusetts, as the ‘ : Supe t le f j Serv 
recommend. 
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he anendment was ag 
he bill was reported to the Senate un led,and the amendment 
Was concurred in. 


1 
i 
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The bill was ordered to a third ud the third time nd 
passed. 
LIGHT-SHIP OI! iRI I I MA ACHUSETT 


Mr. HOAR. Now [ask to take up Order of Business 1976, be 
House bill 10183. 
There being no object 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
Great Round Shoal, near Nantucket, 


J3 





The Committee on Commerce reported the bill with amendments, in 
line 5, after the name ‘‘ Nantucket,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ the 


1 of $60,000,’’ and in line 9, after 
um of $60,000, or so much 
yropriated therefor out of any 
pri 1;’’ so as to make the 


cost of which shall not exce 

the word ‘‘ ship-yards,’’ to insert “‘: 

thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a 

moneys in the Treasury 

bill read: 
Be it enact 

ship, with 


noto 


established a first-class light- 


tof Massachusetts, 


1, etc., That there be co: 
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Che bill was d to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


concurred in. 
; were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


report 
ments wer 
The amendment 
read a third time. 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 
RANSOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
two bills just passed, and ask for a conference on each of them. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
fy unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. FRYE, 
appointed on the bills of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will appoint on the two 
bills jast passed as the conferees on the part of the Senate the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu], 
and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 
Mr. MANDERSON, I now renew my motion. 


EXTIRPATION YELLOW FEVER. 
Mr. CALL. Before that motion is put I will ask the Senator from 
Nebraska to withdraw it for a moment in order that I may ask unani- 


‘ 
if 


t] 


OF 
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Gilman L. Sleeper, to be postmaster at Haverhill, in the county of 





Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
Charles E. Flanery, to be postmaster at Akron, in the county of 
Washington and State of Colorado. ; 


Joseph M. Graham, to be postmaster at Buena Vista, in the c unty 
| of Chaffee and State of Colorado. , 
James G. Peck, to be postmaster at East Providence, in the « unty 


| of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


I suggest that the same conferees be appointed as were | 


mous consent to place on the Calendar the joint resolution adversely | 


reported by the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, so that it may be 
considered to-morrow morning with the joint resolution which was re 
ported favorably. 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution reported by 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] from the Committee on | 
[Epidemic Diseases, being the joint resolution (8. R. 78) appropriating | 
$100,000 for the prevention and extirpation of yellow fever in the | 


United States, having been indefinitely postponed, that order will be 
reconsidered, and the resolution will be placed on the Calendar with 
the adverse report. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON | moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. The question is on that motion. 

lhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. Aftereleven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 22 
1888, at 11 o’clock a, m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 21, 1888. 
PROBATE COURT JUDGES. 


wm, | 


Thomas J. Brandon, of Davis County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 


of probate in said county, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 
1887, volume 24, United States Statutes at Large. 

Pardon Dodds, of Uintah County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice J. A. Glines, whose term has expired, as 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United States 
Statutes at Large. 

John Houston, of Garfield County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice David Cameron, whose term has expired, 
as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws 1887, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

John A. Marshall, of Salt Lake County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice E. A. Smith, whose term has expired, 
as provided by section 19, chapter 397, laws of 1887, volume 24, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Ernest W. Smith, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States 
at Mozambique, to fill a vacancy. 

J. Russell Parsons, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Aix-la-Chapelle, vice L. Austin Spalding, transferred to Brunswick. 

L. Austin Spalding, of New York, now consul at Aix-la-Chapelle, to 
be consul of the United States at Brunswick, vice William C. Fox, re- 
called. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Col. Roger Jones, inspector-general, to be inspector-general with the 
rank of brigadier-general, August 20, 1888, vice Baird, retired from act- 
ive service. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

In accordance with an act of Congress approved August 1, 1888, I 
nominate the person herein named for appointment in the Army of the 
United States, with a view to his name being placed on the retired-list 
of the Army, William W. Averell, late captain Third Cavalry, to be 
captain in the Army, August 17, 1888. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 14, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Thomas Beesley, to be postmaster at Provo City, in the county of 
Utah and Territory of Utah. 


Charles H. Riley, to be postmaster at Dedham, in the county of Nor- 
folk and State of Massachusetts. 

Samuel B. Herdman, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of 
New Castle and State of Delaware. 

Henry Jayne, to be postmaster at Taylorville, in the county of Chr 
tian and State of Illinois. 

Jesse L. Cravens, to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Arkansas. 

Mary E. Winfield, to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the county of 
St. Francis and State of Arkansas. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 21, 188+ 
POSTMASTERS, 

Maxwell Cameron, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of Eric 

and State of Pennsylvania, 


John T. Fitzpatrick, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Tennessee. 
Simon States, to be postmaster at Everett, in the county of Bedford 


and State of Pennsylvania. 
Patrick J. Langan, to be postmaster at Hawley, Wayne County, Penn 
sylvania. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. George O. Webster, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Silas A. Wolf, to be first lieutenant. 
fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col, Nathan W. Osborne, of the Sixth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Robert H. Hall, of the Twenty-second Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel, 





Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. William H. Powell, of the Fourth Infantry, to be major. 


REJECTIONS. 
Executive nominations rejected by the Senate August 14, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 
George E. Mecklem, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
af Orange and State of New York. 
John Duane, to be postmaster at West Medford, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, August 21, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approve‘. 
UNITED STATES PRISONERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting a letter from the United States marshal for the 
district of Kentucky, inclosing a statement of the amounts due jail 
for the support of United States prisoners; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THoMAS, of Wisconsin, for this day, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. MILLIKEN, indefinitely. 

To Mr. OWEN, indefinitely. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. In regard to the leaves of absence. 
Can the leaves of absence that are being granted now be revoked at 
any time? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The House has the power to do it. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, J rise toa question of privilege. Yes- 
terday my colleague, Mr. THompson, during my temporary absence 
from the Hall, in addressing the House, made use of the following Jan- 
guage, which I will ask the Clerk to read from the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill reported to this House by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, through 
its chairman, Mr. BELMONT, which, as has been stated by the acting chairmav 








1858. 


that committee,Governor McCrEARy, was substantially the same as the 
now under consideration, yet was repudiated through the press of San Fr 
cisco by my worthy colleague, Mr. Morrow, who was so anxiousa few daysago 
to rush the pending bill through this House without reference or debate, the 
passage of which, without amendment, as hastranspired, would have repealed 
immediately the restrictive laws now in operation, and opened our ports indefi- 
nitely to an influx of Chinese coolies. This was of course an oversight on th« 
part of my esteemed but in that instance overzealous colleague, and I congrat- 
ulate him as well as our constituency upon the happy escape made from such a 
public calamity. 

Mr. MORROW. I do not believe that my colleague intended to do 
me an injustice in these remarks, but he did not state my position 
correctly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that his colleague is not present. 

The SPEAKER. He is present; but this is not a matter of privi- 
lege. The gentleman asks unanimous conseat to make a personal ex- 
planation. 

Mr. MORROW. The remarks of my colleague misrepresented my 
position on this question. It is true that some months ago I did state 
to a correspondent that what was called the Belmont bill was not suf- 
ficient to prevent Chinese immigration. That bill has not been re- 
ported to this House. There was introduced into this House in April 
a bill by Mr. BELMONT, but a few days later I introduced one myself, 
and a few days after that a bill (S. 2854) was introduced in the Senate 
by Senator STEWART. We had several conferences and compared the 
three bills and took such provisions from each as we supposed to be 
necessary to execute the provisions of the treaty, and that bill was the 
result. Thesame bill was referred to the Senate committee, and was 
by myself presented to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
and was adopted, but the bill which was adopted is not the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. BELMONT. His bill is H. R..9534; the substitute 
bill which we brought to this House is H. R. 10605; and the Senate bill 
is still another bill. 

Now, one word in reference to the matter of this amendment that 
has been suggested as an important addition to the bill. I think the 
history of that amendment ought to be placed upon the record of this 
House. When the Senate bill came over from the Senate I applied to 
you, Mr. Speaker, for permission to ask to take the bill up and have it 
passed. I then went to one of the young gentlemen at the desk, Mr. 
Phillips, and we took the Senate bill and compared it word by word 
with the House bill. When we reached the final amendment, in read- 
ing it over I discovered, as I supposed, a peculiar wording in the amend- 
ment. We did not compare this bill with the expectation of finding 
anything in that particular amendment, but it was with a view of see- 
ing whether or not the Senate bill was identical with the House bill, 
and was done simply in the line of following the ordinary precaution 
which lawyers take in the comparison of papers. When we came to 
the last section I found this peculiar phraseology, and I was led to pro- 
pose thisamendment whichis now deemed to be of so muchimportance. 

I did not see my colleague, Mr. MCKENNA, before calling up the 
bill, but I did immediately afterwards see him, and it was agreed to 
present this amendment. Isaw the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Governor MCCREARY, on his return from his home. I 
presented it to him, and if the gentleman were present in the House I 
should be glad to have his confirmation of a statement of what oc- 
curred respecting this amendment; but he is not present, and I deem it 
improper to attempt to recite what occurred in reference to this amend- 
ment. It is sufficient for me to say that upon the meeting of the com- 
mittee I offered this amendment and it was adopted. 

This is the history of it from the beginning to the end. Whatever 
merit there is in the matter of proposing this amendment, I desire to 
say that it does not come from the Democratic side of the House. The 
first section and one or two others were taken from the Belmont bill, 
as prepared by the State Department. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. I would like to ask the gentleman 
if Mr. BELMONT’s bill that he refers to does not contain the same 
features contained in this bill. 

Mr. MORROW. The first section and one or two others were taken 
from the Belmont bill as prepared by the State Department. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. I send to the Clerk’s desk an ex- 
tract from the San Francisco Chronicle, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BELMONT’S BILL—CONGRESSMAN MORROW PICKS IT TO PIECES—A LOOPHOLE FOR 


THE CHINESE TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF—AMENDMENTS TO THE NEW TREATY 
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE SENATE—THE PRIOR RESIDENCE CLAIM, 


bill 
nh 





(Copyright, 1888, by the California Associated Press. ] 
WASHINGTON, April 20. 


“I would prefer not to express my views concerning Belmont’s bill relating 
to Chinese immigration,” said Representative Morrow to a California Associ- 
ated Press correspondent to-day. ‘Mr. BeLMont’s effort illustrates very forci- 
bly the vague notions prevailing here as to the proper methods of restriction. 
1 am disposed to think that BELMONT is in favor of doing something to remedy 
the evils prevailing under the present treaty and Jaw, but he does not wish to 
£0 to the extent of absolute exclusion, and hence he has draughted a bill that 
would be much worse than the present law. 

*“ Take, for instance, his provision relating to return certificates. Herequires 
that a Chinaman shall apply for a return certificate to the collector of the port 
at the place of his departure at least a month prior to the time when he wishes 
to leave, The collector is required to investigate the circumstances of the case, 
and, if the collector decides toissue a permit to return, he shall sign and give 
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Mr. MORROW. That criticism is correct I moved to amend that z 
by providing as follows: ‘‘And if the collector, after hearing } f and : a 
y pr : SI if 
investigating all the circumstances of the case, shall decide to issue a ‘ 
certificate of return, he shall at such time and place sign and give to i 
the person applying a certificate containing the number and description - 
last aforesaid.’ Every error that is pointed out in that article I called " 
attention to,and the amendments were adopted and are n in the ty 
° a 
Senate bill. F 
Mr. THOMPSON, of California Mr. Speake I repeat t qi 
has never been an anti-Chines easure that « before t E 
from a Democratic source sin this Congress met that the ge { 
has not criticised. 
Mr. MORROW. Yes: and offered amend its to the bills in good 
faith. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to make a s! tate- g 
ment. : 
There was no objection 
Mr. BYNUM. When the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
asked consent of the House for the consideration of this | 
first came from the Senate, he took occasion to speak of th: 
tance of the legislation, and during the two or three minut 
occupied he never once called the attention of the House to the 
that the bill needed amendment. It is certainly a very singular 
} 


that he would urge upon this House the immediate consideration of a 









measure which he had found fault nd should assume to himsceif the 
exclusive wisdom of amending it, instead of wing it to be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Aflal it is very strange, I say, that 
he should ask to have the bill taken up and passed at once when he 


quate to 














knew that it was faulty and inade r the purpose for which it was 
designed, and that its passage would leave us without any law at all 
upon this subject, and at the mercy of the Cl se Government, and 
that instead of having the bill referred to a committee to be carefully 
considered and amended, he shou wsume to be the embodiment of 
wisdom upon this subject and 1 ake to make the an ments 
himself. 

Mr. MORROW. When [asked that the Senate bill should taken 
up for consideration, if I had attempted to explain the p ions of 
the bill the Chair would have informed me that the question before 
the House was not as to merits of the bill t as to % ther it 
should be considered or n¢ With reference to the confidenc: it I 
had in my own sdom on this subject, permit me to say that that 
confidence is not shaken at all now, because the amendment il 
then proposed have all been adopted. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman did not propose any amen t un- 
til after this bill had been referred to the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. Mr. Speaker, as probal I 
ing some explanation of the great interest taken in this question, | 
the reading of the marked newspaper article which I send tot des 

Mr. HERMANN. What is the paper? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, It isah tariff paper 
ported General Butler, I believe, in the last P1 lential elec 

A MEMBER. What is the name of the paper? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Calitor: It is the } York in. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Jobn hurrahs for Harris« A great Repu i r t 
drymen of San Francis 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, that has nothing to do with t ‘ 
ter which I have presented to the House, and I 1g ; 

A MEMBER. Regular ord 

,Y ex, 

The SPEAKER. TheChair lays be 75 
for the relief of the estate of J. J. P d 
ments of the Senate thereto. TheS 
amendments and asked for a conf l t 
the House will agree to the co : 

There was no objection, a Li 

The SPEAKER apnointed as 3 
part of the House Mr. STONE « Mr. \ 

THOMAS of Wisconsin. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ol Id to ent a cont ice report. 


7790 





The report was read, as follows: 

The comm » of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the a nt of the House to the bill (8, 899) for the relief of Mary M. Briggs, 
ha g met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment and agree to an amendment 
ns follows: Before the w« “ pension,’’ where it last occurs, insert the word 


**widow’'s;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


rendme 





CARLOS FRENCH, 
A. ©. THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
©, K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, j 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. This report was presented two or three 
days ago and withdrawn, and I wish to make a brief statement with 
reference to it for the benefit of gentlemen who may not have heard 
what was said at that time 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have read the statement accompanying 
this report, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. No statement has been prepared. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why not? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, This is the bill which was up the other 
morning, when the gentleman waived the demand for a written state- 
ment; and I at that time mude a short explanation, which I desire to 
repeat now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


not insist upon the accompanying 
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In view of the gentleman’s explanation I shall | 
statement in this case; but I think | 


that the rule which requires a written explanatory statement to ac- | 


company a conference report is so well founded that in the future I 
shall insist on the enforcement of that rule. The written statement 
is frequently important in order to explain 
Houses. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of This is 4 bill granting a pension to 
Mary M. Briggs. As it came from the Senate, it proposed a pension 
of $25a month. The House committee amended it by striking out 
**$25”? and inserting ‘'$12.’’ The claimant was an army nurse; and 
we sought to put her on an equality with other army nurses whose 
claims have been before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It now 
appears (the fact not having been known at the time to our com- 
mittee) that this lady is already drawing a pension of $12 a month as 
the widow ofa soldier. But she served as an army nurse during four 


Ohio. 


years-—through almost the entire war. 
Mr. COX. What is her age? 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. She is now sixty-seven years of age. 
Mr. COX. Her name is Mary—what? 
Mr. ‘THOMPSON, of Ohio. Mary M. Briggs. 
Mr. COX. We will all vote for the bill, if her name is Mary. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The billas agreed upon by the commit- 


tee of conference gives hera pension of $25a month—$12 as the widow 
of asoldier and $13 in view of her services during four years as an 
army nurse. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER BUSINESS. 
The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


oF 
The SPEAKER, 
ports. 
Mr. HERMANN. 
The SPEAKER. 


Has the regular order been demanded ? 
It has been by two gentlemen. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees; and I ask unanimous consent that reports may be 
filed with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen having reports to make be allowed to present 
them at the Clerk’s desk for appropriate reference. Is there objection ? 
rhe question is now on the motion todispense 


The Chair hears none 
with the morning hour. 
The motion was agreed to. 
FILING REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
g rey ) 
desk: 


OF 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT PORT ANGELES, WASH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 23) to create a port of delivery at 
Port Angeles, in the district of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed, 

JAMES MILLINGER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 602) for the relief of James Millin- 
ger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


the action of the two | 
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MARY A. VAN BUSKIRK. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


baek favorably the bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Van Buskirk; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
ELIJAH W. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. re. 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of 
Elijah W. Penny; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. ; 


PENNY. 


WILLIAM E. PRINCE. 
ILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
g to grant an increase 


Dp 
Liv 


Mr. MO! 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
of pension to William E, Prince; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany: 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


3608) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 1 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

\ bill (H. R. 11008) granting a pension to John Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 11009) granting a pension to James Calnon. 

A. B. CARTER 





Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11094) granting a pension to A. 
B. Carter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


inted. 


to b pl 
WILLIAM 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11164) for the relief of William 


FISHER. 





Fisher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF A. J. BEALE, DECEASED. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9098) for the relief 
the legal representatives of A. J. Beale, deceased; which was refert 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, a1 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH WELSH. 

Mr, LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, repor 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to 
Joseph Welsh; which was referred to the Committee of the Wh 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying rep 
ordered to be printed. : 

MRS. ALMIRA J. TOWNER. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, report: 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. A! 
mira J, Towner; which was referred to the Committee of the Wh 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re] 
ordered to be printed. 

JENNY BUELL. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension 
Jenny Buell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole H: 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ord: 
to be printed. 

CLARA M. OWEN. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, repor' 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M 
Owen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House « 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
be printed. 

MARY MURPHY. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 1 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3198) granting a pensign to Ma: 
Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House « 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ABBIE L. HAM. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3197) granting a pension to Abbie 
Ham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on t 
Private Calendar, and, with-the accompanying report, ordered to 
printed. 


he 
b 


JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 
Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
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desk; and I ask that a day may b l it ynsideration a 
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Mr. HOOKER. Oh, yes. It is a bill to change the time of the as- | 14 
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hich I si OSE | Ww ne to ¢ é nd } 
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O 
ER he Chair un l nt n f i Mis- 
l only for the purpose of having t bill presented for 1 
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that a day be fixed for its considerat ir. M 























The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks also the reading of the bill. SPI 
, ry .° — . XT, | 
Mr, BLOUNT. IL object. Ido not think we ought to put anything | ar. tut 
in the way of the more important business of the House. i of pe ! 
Mr. HOOKER. Then let the bill be read and refer 2u 
There being no objection, the bill was read, as follows se | or 
311 } : r 4 : P 4} ‘ ° ’ n onanim t ( i 
A vill to change the timeof the assemblage of the Congress of the United States X 
‘Ow l I i t ‘ 
Be itenacted, elc., That the Congress of the United States shall assemble on the —— ‘ ‘ 
first Monday in March in each and every year instead of the first Monday lmpie Fe . : ’ 
December in each and every year, as provided for in paragraph 2 of section 4 of | MIZMt pass, a it ‘ t ) 
the Constitution of the United States. it ae ( 
Sec. 2. That this change in the time of t! ib] , Cx res fth . +4 si af 
United States shall apply to and begin with y-first ( gres the Un l aa —_e ‘pp! 3 . re 
States, . ipiic Mm l that ifa 1lorTrum Was nece i it Oo! 
Src, 3. That this act shall take affect from and after its passage. was eaually 1 essary in the other. But, Mr. tt hich 


; 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask the reference of this bill to the Judiciary Com- | | understand the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. B : how Gesire 
mittee; and I hope that committee will make an early report upon it. | to bring to t I 





The bill (H. R. 11240) was read a first and second time, referred to | bill, is in line wi at } e hee cer t 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. secure action upon L 3 . y iu I A ti are it 
Mr. HOOKER. Iask that the Committee on the Judiciary may | the benefitof ex-soldiers of the Union, ar oat “ stn 


have leave to report this bill at any time. to further obstruct the passage of that bill r so! t men 
The SPEAKER. That has been objected to, as the Chair under- } are to be benefited by its provisions that 11 it be nted as un- 
stands, by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT I]. faithful to them, and to their interests, if by any act of mine I should 
Mr. HOOKER (to Mr. BLountT). Do you object? _ prevent or delay its passage. For this reason, Mr. Speaker, and for 
Mr. BLOUNT, Certainly, I do: why not? d this reason alone, I shall not now raise the point ol »> qu im upon 

i z | the motion of the gentleman from Missouri to proceed to the conside1 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ation of that bill. 

_ Mr. BURNES. Pending the motion that the House resolve itself Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I ask unani- | a brief statement, simply with a view of answering one point suggested 


mous consent that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] be allowed | by the gentleman from lowa, as I think it is unfair to endeavor to shift 







to make an explanation. I trust there will be no objection to this re- | the responsibility for the failure of the evening session of last Friday 
quest, 


for pension bills from that side of the House to this. 


T7192 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


i lennessee? The Chair hears none. 
McMILLIN. The gentleman from Iowa says that on Friday 
last the evening session was lost-—— 
Nix. LYMAN, I object. 


‘ir. MCMILLIN. Dol understand the gentleman from Iowa to ob- 
ject to my making a statement ? 

ir. LYMAN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A more ungracious thing was never done by a 
Representative upon this floor. 


Mr. LYMAN. All right, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman knows that he himself forced the 
House to adjourn on pension night. 

Mr. LYMAN, I demand the regular order. 


‘The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill merely for 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BuTLER], tho 
Chair understands, also desires to introduce a bill, but the regular order 
has been demanded. Does the gentleman from "Iowa insist upon the 
demand ? 

Mr, LYMAN. I have no objection to withdrawing it to enable the 
gentleman to introduce a bill for reference. 


COMMUNICATION OF CONTAGIOUS DISEASES BETWEEN STATES. 


Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11241) 
to prevent the introduction of contagious diseases from one State to 
another, and for the punishment of certain offenses; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11242) 
for the relief of the Mississippi Central "Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The motion of Mr. BuRNES, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of appropriation bills, was adopted. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the farther consideration of appropriation 
bills, and the Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. This bill is before the committee for debate on 
the fourth section, the time for which has not yet been exhausted. 

Mr. BURNES. I will ask how much time remains to each side ? 

The CHAIRMAN, One hour and thirty-four minutes remain to 
those having the aflirmative of the question and forty-seven minutes 
to those having the negative. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I will suggest to my friend from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Drps_Le] that he proceed with the consumption of all his 
time, except that which he proposes to retain for himself. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
charged me to give time toseveral members of the House out of this one 
hour and thirty-four minutes, but the members are not present and I 
do not wish to occupy that time; therefore I will reserve it for one 

_ person only. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes to the gen- 

Mr. SENEY. Iw would like the House to permit me to continue my 
remarks for ten minutes beyond the time yielded me. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that he may continue his remarks ten minutes beyond the time 
yielded him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at this time to 
discuss the question as to the validity or invalidity of French spolia- 
tion claims. This has been done ably and learnedly and, perhaps, 
sufticiently by the gentlemen who have preceded me in this debate, 
and to follow them in the same line of argument would be of no profit 
to the House, I prefer to use the time at my disposal in stating some 
of the reasons why I am unwilling to vote money out of the Treasury 
to pay the demands which these claimants make against the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

It is not necessary tobe learned in the law to understand the nature 
of these demands. The average mind, having no legal education, will 


be sufficiently informed as to their nature when itis stated that ninety 
years ago some American vessels peacefully pursuing legitimate voy- 
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ages upon the high seas were detained, seized, condemned, and contis- 
cated by authority of the Governmentof France. The owners of these 
vessels and those who had cargoes on board and those who held insur- 
ance risks on vessel or cargo, or both, when living, claimed that the 
Government of the United States was, on account of these wrongs upon 
the part of the French Government, liable to them for their losse ‘Ss, and 
these claims are still pressed for payment by parties who claim under 
| the origin: ul claimants. More than this need not be stated in speaking 
of the nature of these demands. 

From this statement it will be seen that the French spoliation claims 
are of very long standing. They are not only old, but very old. A}| 
law books say that such claims are stale, and if not barred by the lapse 
of time the obligation to pay is more equitable than legal. It is true, 
sir, that the Government of the United States has been asked to pay 
these claims year after year for many years, but instead of paying them 
oracknowledging in any way the liability, it has always and ever de- 
niedit. The claimants have insisted that the Government of the United 
States is obligated for a consideration received from France to pay these 
claims. This the United States has always denied. The claimants 
aver that France has admitted the justice of their claims, and that this 
admission makes the United States liable for their payment. 

The United States Government denies this. We have, then, a plain, 
square, and well-defined issue between these claimants and the Govy- 
ernment, and until this issue is determined against the Government 
by high judicial authority no money ought to come out of the Treas- 
ury for these claimants. It is to be observed that the questions pre- 
sented in this controversy are of no ordinary character. I would re- 
mind the House that the proper solution of these questions depends 
largely, if not altogether, upon the construction of treaties made with 
France, the treaty of 1795 with Great Britain, and the proclamation of 
neutrality by President Washington in 1793. 

In addition to these papers we have, bearing more or less upon the 
question of this liability, several acts of Congress; also the action of 
the French Government respecting those alleged wrongs. And more 
than all this, the controversy is seriously complicated by grave ques- 
tions of maritime and international law. When thinking upon this su)- 
ject we must bear in mind that the French spoliation claims aggregat 
many millions of dollars. The report of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, now before me, states that these claims exceed $40,000,000; and 
it states, also, that the number of vessels seized was 2,300. 

In support of this statement the Attorney-General, in his late an- 
nual report, tells us that the petitions filed in the Court of Claims in 
the French spoliation cases number 5,560, representing 2,386 vess¢ 
and about $30,000,000. 

The House will also bear in mind that the bill now before it ty ros 
poses to pay $741,606.63 for what happened to 30 of these vessels, «1 nd 
as to the others, 2,356, the amount to be paid on account of their s seiz 
we will not know until further advised by the Court of Claims. B ut 
if we can judge of the amount to be paid on account of the 2,356 ves- 
sels by the sum the pending bill asks us to pay on account of th: 
vessels, the aggregate amount of these claims will far exceed $10 
000,000. 

3ut whatever these claims may aggregate no one doubts that if \ 
pay those provided for in this bill we will have to pay all which t! 
Court of Claims may, from time to time, report. In other words, au 
appropriation, to-day, to pay a part of these claims means an appro- 
priation, at a subsequent day, to pay the whole. Sir, in a controversy 
involving such a vast sum of money, and involving questions of !a\ 
if not of fact, intricate and difficult to decide, what tribunal, if not t 
Supreme Court of the United States, ought to hear and determine it 

Sir, the judgment of an inferior court, much less the mere findi 
of a local court, having no power except to find and report, are not 
isfactory in matters of such magnitude and moment. Learned and i)! 
as the Court of Claims may be, its findings in the cases reported ha\ 
no force or value, except as mere opinions of five competent lawye: 
Five other lawyers of equal merit and standing might find for the G 
ernment. These findings conclude no one, not even the Government 
or any one of the claimants. They are without any effect as judi 
judgments. In the act of Congress authorizing these findings to | 
made Congress expressly reserves the right to judge for itself as to | 
liability of the Government respecting these claims. 

The Court of Claims, by the plain words of the act, is constituted an 
adviser, not a judge. For the information of Congress the Court 0! 
Claims finds and reports. It will be seen, therefore, that all of 
questions involved in this controversy are still open for are ssi01 
judgment, the same as if no findings had been made in the C! 
Court. 

Whileit is true that these findings show the Government to be - ul 
for the payment of some of the French spoliation claims, still, 
judgment, no payment ought to be made, or liability acknowledy 
before Congress is further advised by the judgment of the Supr 
Court of the United States. In my judgment the Congress of !-~» 
made a great mistake in asking the Court of Claims for advice as 
the validity of these claims. 

It would have been better for the Government and perhaps bette 
for the claimants if the act had authorized the Court of Claims to ren- 
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der judgments instead of making findings, and provided for an appeal in 
all eases by either party to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Sir, it will do no good to stop at this point and place the blame for | 


this mistake. Yetcertain it is that in this legislation these claimants 
secured an undue advantage over the Government. The interests of 
the Government seemingly had no attention when the act of 1885 was 
under consideration in the Senate or the House; but, sir, do you doubt 
that when the bill was about to be voted into a law the corridors of 
this Capitol were crowded with the agents and attorneys of these 
claimants, to aid by their presence, if in no other way, the passage of 
the bill 

In amending the act of 1885 by authorizing an appeal to the Supreme 
Court at the instance of either party, it does not follow that all the 
cases now pending in the Courtof Claims will, after findings are made 
in that court, be transferred by appeal to the Supreme Court. The 
Attorney-General may determine for the Government and the claim- 
ants may detern. -e for themselves as to the cases to be taken to the 
Supreme Court. ‘lhe cases made by these claims admit of classifica- 
tion. All claims affected by the same legal principle may be put into 
one class and those affected by a different principle may constitute an- 
other class, and so on until each claim is classified. From these classes 
selections may be made and appeals may be perfected in these selected 
cases, and all other cases may await and abide the judgment of the Su- 
preme Court in the appealed cases. 

This course no doubt would be entirely satisfactory to all who be- 


lieve that the Government of the United States has rights respecting 
these claims which should be passed upon by her highest court, and it 


ought to be more than satisfactory to these claimants, who, except by 
the grace of Congress, have no rights against the Government which 
they can enforce. But more than all this, Congress in opening the 
door of the Court of Claims to these claimants authorised the Depart- 
ment of Justice to represent the Government in that tribuna!, and that 
Department in a late report tells Congress that, for the protection of 
the interests of the Government, it ought to provide for an appeal in 
these claim cases to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Sir, when the vote is taken upon the pending bill we will know 
whether or not this House will assume a responsibility from which its 
boldest member might well shrink. ‘These views upon this feature of 
this dispute were entertained by me in the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and when I joined my colleagues of the committee in the minority re- 
port, and nothing has occurred in the course of this debate to change 
them in a single particular. Upon the opposite side of this question 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] were pleased to remark that these 
cases would be out of place in the Supreme Court, because the contro- 
versy presents no questions of law. 

‘The only questions involved, say the gentlemen, are political, and 
with such questions the Supreme Court has nothingtodo. My honor- 
able friends differ with the distinguished lawyer at the head of the 
Department of Justice. The learned Attorney-General in his late re- 
port to Congress says that the questions involved in this controversy 
are of a judicial character, involving difficult questions of maritime and 
international law, and this is the very reason the Attorney-General 
assigned for authorizing appeals to the Supreme Court. The gentle- 
man from Maryland says if these cases go to the Supreme Court that 
the delay to these claimants will be long and wearisome. My reply 
to this is that it is only the fewest number of the claimants that ex- 
pect something, and even they would be greatly surprised to receive 
anything. 

‘The gentleman from Maryland and those acting with him speak for 
legal representatives in the third and fourth generations. May I not, 
with equal right, speak for the legal representatives in the fifth gener- 
ation? No matter that the third and fourth are living and the fifth is 
not yet born. By the highest test that can be applied to these claim- 


ants—the test of merit—neither the third nor the fourth generation of 


the legal heirs of the original claimants have any advantage over those 
in the fifth. But there need be no delay. The appeals may be ad- 
vanced for hearing in the Supreme Court, if not by the existing rules 
of that court then by the act authorizing the appeals. 

Mr. Chairman, if there be among these countless claimants one who 
is unwilling that the Government shall be heard, in its own defense, 
before the court of last resort, he can have little if any confidence in 
the justice of his claim, and to him payment should be denied. In 
my judgment nothing short of a liability fixed by the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States will satisfy the people that these 
claims ought to be paid out of their Treasury. It may be, sir, that 
even then they will be dissatisfied. We must not forget that the peo- 
ple understand that every Congress for eighty years, with two excep- 
tions, refused to give to these claimants relief. Once a bill for their 
relief passed Congress, but was vetoed by President Polk. 

Again Congress passed a bill for their relief and it was vetoed by 
President Pierce. ‘These claims are not only stale, but, with the lapse 
of time, they have largely increased in amount. From papers before 
me I judge that when, eighty years ago, payment was first demanded 
of the Government these claims did not exceed $5,000,000; now they 
are $41,000,000. Heretofore all bills before Congress for the payment 
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of these claims limited the appropriation to $0,000,000, and 
provided that this sum should be distributed pro rata ami 
the claimants, and further provided that it should be received in 


all their demands against the Government. 





In the light of present surroundings it would seem incredib! t- 
theless it is true, that until a recent period these claimants valued 
their demands at $5,000,000 and fur many years labored in sea l 
out of season to get thissum allowed. It may be that those who had to 
do with these claims when they were new and fresh knew | ibout 
them than those whose acquaintance began when they were « nd 
stale. Sir, what the people do not now know about French sp n 
claims they surely will be told by the daily press if this 


propriates any money to pay them. 

Possibly our constituents may not call an appropriation of § l- 
000 to pay these claims an oranized raid on the Treasury, or af 
reach for almost half of the surplus, but we must expect tha 
or later it will occur to them that all of the original claimants 
of their immediate descendants are dead, and then, unless me! 
Congress are above suspicion, there may be votes to explain. 
not deceive ourselves. In whose hands are these claims, and t 
will the money we appropriate for their payment go? The 
claimants and their immediate descendants are in their graves 

The remote kindred of the original claimants, those who 
stand in the third and fourth generation from their ancesto 
possibly get a mere trifle of the money. But aside from t 
of descent their claims are without merit, and they out of 
possibly, if not probably, their shares would remain in the 
as an escheat to the Government of the United States. What 
tion of these claims are in the hands of the dealers in stale Gov 
demands, at a nominal cost, or at no cost at all, we will never k 
unless Congress gives these marauders a picnic inside of the Treasury 
vaults. [ Laughter. ] 

What per cent. of the appropriation to pay these claims will be dis- 
tributed among the innumerable horde of agents, helpers 
strikers, comers and goers, who year in and year out for six 
past have infested this Capitol lobbying for the French spo) 
claims? In all seriousness I put the question to the House, what pro 
portion of the money proposed to be appropriated at this tim: vd 
hereafter, as often as the Court of Claims reports, will reach the hands 
of those who hold these claims by inheritance from their ancesto 

Will such claimants receive one-fortieth part of the money? N 
no, never. If it were possible to ascertain at this time the proportion of 
the $40,000,000 which the legal representatives of the original claimants 
would receive in case this and subsequent appropriations are im t 
might be best to pay them that proportion and thus end this lon 
pending controversy. But of course this can not be done. hall 
then waive all past denials, acknowledge the liability, and approp: 
$40,000,000 to pay the claims, when we are morally certain that w 
the legal heirs of the claimants will receive $1 of the money ot! 


whom the Government is under no obligation whatsoever wil! recei 
$19? Sir, we ought not to so deal with great public inter~sis. Che 
money in the Treasury is not under the control of Cong any 


such purpose. 
On yesterday I recei 


+ 


ved a letter from a constituent stat 


wrote me at the request of a certain claim attorney, from 

had just received a letter informing him that if Congress wou 

an appropriation to pay French spoliation claims some money wv 

be coming to him, and urging him to write immediately to | 

ber of Congress to vote for the appropriation. My notion :s t! 

claim attorney has an interest in these spoliation claims 1 - 


sand times greater than my constitu 







Sir, there may be other ise who have rec 1 
similar letters containing is to be he li 
in the interests of rej utable k l not ke p 
fact, but make it known to the H charged that th 


combine in the House to secure the passage of 





na ypropriat Oo j 
these claims, but I do not believe that such a combine exists. ’ 
making this charge call attention to the vote of the House in I n- 
ber last on the resolution to instruct the Committee on Approp1 

to put into the general deficiency bill an appropriation for thes i 
tion claims. When that resolution was under considerat 

stated that what it proposed was without precedent, and t 


doubt it then did, and still doth, appear to be a strange metiiod of 
legislating. The vote on the passage of the resolution was ! 

nays 84, not voting 77. Of this vote it is better to believe t 

ment of some of the gentlemen voting in the aflirmative t 

votes were cast under a mistake, rather than suspect that a 

exists to recognize these claims and order them paid at the Ti 


The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. HookER] in urging the ! 
to pay these claimants used no mild words in speaking of t! 


voted to send them to the Claims Court, but now refuse to vot i 
appropriation to pay their demands. Listening to the remarks o 

honorable gentleman, particularly upon this point, there was i 
to believe that he would explain why he was now on the c! int’s 





side of this controversy, when in December last he voted as 
resolution directing the Committee on Appropriations to report an ap- 
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propriation to pay these demands. But nosuch explanation was made. 
In the speech of the gentleman, which appears in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Rs » of Tuesday last, he gives the names of all members who voted 
for and against and of those not sale for the bill to send these claim- 
ants to the Claims Court, but for reasons best known to himself he 
omits all mention of the names of those who voted for or against the 
House resolution of December last. 

It has been said, if not on this floor certainly elsewhere, that the Rep- 
resentatives who talk most and work most for this bill have constituents 
who expect to receive no small sums of money in case it becomes a law. 
That there is one member of 1 House who is a legal representative 
of one of the original claimants is no secret, and that his vote was cast 

t the House resolution of December last appears in the CONGRES- 

INAL RECORD, page 102. 


An additional honor ember when he votes on the ques- 


awali 





tion of passing the bill, for it is reliably stated that he will vote nay. 
There may be other members who are of kin to some of the original 
claimants, but as to this there are those who are better informed than 
myself, and then the rules of the House provide for voting in such 
casi The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lone] 


in opening this debate told the House that the bill to pay French spo- 
liation claims is not sectional, for it is for the payment of money due 
men who lived all along the coast of the thirteen original States from 


New Hampshire to Georgia, and whose descendants, now scattered 
thr ghout the Union, demand its passage. 

. Chairman, no one doubts that these descendants may be found 
in In numbers in the seaboard cities and towns and in the regions 


aro nd avout in the original States, but how many may be found in 


five otherS 


the twenty tates, to say nothing of the eight organized Ter- 
ritories? We hear of a descendant in Ohio, but he does not demand 
that this bill be passed. The « mly demand of which I have any knowl- 
edge i made by a claim-attorney, whose residence is far distant 





from Ohic o, and not far distant from the seaboard. [ Laughter. ] 
‘aitered descendants th roughout the Union,’’ says the gentleman. 
I beg to inquire what proportion of these descendants live in that part 
of the Union which has been made since these alleged losses occurred, 
or their payment was first demanded from our Government? These 
scattered descendants—now far away from the Atlantic seaboard— 
how many of them know or even care about the bill now before the 
House, and who of them is demanding its passage, or expects to receive 
iy of the money? The bill, sir, may not be sectional as to the States 


ring upon our eastern seacoast, but how isit in this respectas to all 
-of the other States? From the remarks of the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts I judge that he has neither patience with or respect for 
the minority of the Judiciary Committee, or with, or for, their views 
respecting French spoliation claims. 

Still these views, in my humble judgment, can besuccessfully main- 
tained even against the ability and learning of so able and learned a 
gentleman as my friend from Massachusetts. In reading those views 
in connection with the gentleman’s remarks it occurred to me that my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs], who wrote those views, had the 
bettgr understanding of the real merits of this controversy. 

Mr. Chairman, the patience and respect of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts must have been very heavily taxed, and he under very great 
strain, otherwise he would not have gone so far out of his way as to 
say that in one particular these views were a contemptibly, unpatriotic, 
and cowardly admission, which he did not believe would weigh even 
in the days of this Administration. 

Does the gentleman mean to be understood as saying that the pres- 


pore 


ent Administration is unpatriotic, cowardly, and aati, or 
worse? Ifso, my reply is that ih devotion to the people’s interests 
no Administration since the foundation of the Government excels that 


of President Cleveland; and allow me to add that I sincerely believe 
this to be the judgment of the American people. [Applause.] Do 
i’rench spoliation claimants believe that this Administration is op- 
posed to the payment of these claims that their friends on this floor call 
it hard, ugly, and unbecoming names? There is nothing before the 
Hfouse showing whether the present Administration is for or against 
the validity ef these claims, and our responsibility is the same whether 
we know or do not know. 

Mr. Chairman, if there be a place in this controversy for politics the 
gentleman from Massachusetts pointed it out by assailing an adminis- 
tration that has not only the heartfelt support of every Democrat, but, 
to a very eminent degree, in integrity and purity of purpose, has the 
confidence of every fair-minded man in this country. [Applause. ] 

sir, he must be an indifferent observer of the course of political 
events who believes that any political party in this country can stand 
before the people and defend the payment of $40,000,000 to French 


spoliation claimants in the face of an honest denial upon the part of 
the Government for almost a century of all liability. [Applause. ] 


No such # load shall be put on the Democratic party with my consent. 
[ Renewed applause. | 

The spotless record of the present Administration ought not to be 
stained by an affirmative vote of this House on paying French spolia- 
tion claims. Democrats in the pending political contest have no 


scandals to defend against, and they will have none if their Represent- 
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atives on this floor keep the Treasury doors locked against Fren h 
j gait tion claimants. | Appi wise.] Sir, if these demands ar > just, why 

were they not acknowledge ay und paid when tl 1¢ Republican party was 

in control of the Government? Why is it, sir, that French spi ation 

claims met with no favor under the Repul ylican administrations of 

Lincoln, Grant, Johnson, Hayes, Garfield, or Arthur? Surely the ven- 
tlemen who take the lead in advocating their payment at this time 
ought to be able to tell the House and the country why, during the 
twenty-four years rule of these six Republican Presidents, no French 
spoliation claimant was allowed to get within sight of the public Treas- 
ury? 

Sir, if we had no surplus in the Treasury the French spoli 
claims would not be pressed upon the House at a time when the th 


mometer stands at 90 in the shade. Ifa tax for their payment was to 


be levied upon the people the measure would have no disinterested ad- 
vocates, 
Impose upon some articles of imports or upon some articles ot 


own production the $40,000,000 which is demanded from the Go 
ment in satisfaction of these claims, and how many votes woul 


















measure have inthis House? Inmy judgment not one. Sir} if 
House would not levy a direct tax upon the people, or - n al 
they use or consume, to pay these claims, ought money rai d me 
taxation now in the Treasury be a] prop: iated for their pa 
There is but one answer to this question. Sir, the Treasur 
3 e 
belongs to the people. No tieetealites this money is out of 1 
hands and for the time being at the disposal of Cor still i 
I 

money of the people. Taxation took it from thei ckets to pay 

peoy pa, 


the Government says it owes and not to pay what the Governn 
says it does notowe. French spoliation claims ninety year 
their merits were better understood than they are or can 
day, the Government refused to acknowledge their and si: 
Congress again and again refused to appropriate money for th 
ment, and by these repeated refusals said to these claimants and 
to the people of this country and to the French Government that t] 
are unjust demands against the Government of the United Stat: 
Will this House say that it is wiser and better informed r 
these claims than were those who occupied seats upon this flr 
the years which are behind us, and that they in disputing the lia} 


ago, wi 
be at t 
snatica 
justice 


eir 








of the Government acted wrong, and that we in acknowledging t 
validity would do right? We are nearing the close of a ten hours’ 
bate respecting these claims,and all that has been said— ably 





learnedly said—has put no mind in shape to dec side intellige: 
understandingly the grave questions upon which the liability of 
Government depends. Such questions can not be satisfactorily d 
mined in the heat of a legislative debate. In the more cool and 
siderate deliberations of a court even and exact justice is done. 
we need before we commit the Government to the payment of F: 
spoliation claims is judicial wisdom as to the disputed question of ! 
bility. No legislative wisdom can enlighten our judgments upon 1 
oint. 

The liability of the Government upon these claims has been denied 
since the day they originated, now near ninety years ago. This great 
lapse of time might well be used as a complete bar to legislative relief. 
Between individuals a few years bar judicial relief upon all obliga 
tions. Against these claimants time, perhaps, ought not to be used 
in bar of their rights. Let time be waived. They insist, in effect, 
that the Court of Claims shall determine the liability of the Govern- 
ment, while thuse acting in the interest of the Government more than 
in the interest of the claimants insist that the liability shall be deter- 
mined by the Supreme Court of the United States. Into the Supreme 
Court these claimants refuse to go, and for this refusal, no matter for 
what reason, Congress ought not to appropriate a dollar for the pay- 
ment of their claims. 

Mr. Chairman, we hear and read of schemes for emptying the Tre: 
ury of its surplus, but what scheme in audacity is equal to the se hem e 
of the French spoliation claimants? Why, sir, look at their demands. 
Upon their face may be seen one veto by one President and anoth 
veto by another President. Read the Congressional debates for 
enty-five years past and learn how often Congress has refused to have 
anything to do with French spoliation claims. Before us in plain 
view is the refusal of these claimants to submit their demands to t'c 
judgment of our highest judicial tribunal. What, then, ought |! 
Congress to do? Send these claimants to the United States T 
with an order for $40,000,000? They ask the House to do this. 
audacity, what cheek! 

Three weeks ago this House, in response to an imperative d: 
the people, voted to reduce taxation $80,000,000 a year. To-day 
proposed by the friends of this bill to put on the people a tax burd 
of $40,000,000 to pay questionable, if not invalid, demands made P i 
the Government. Those of us who are under pledge to vote no mon:y 
out of the Treasury except to meet the economical wants of the Gov 
ment must be careful of the record we make on French spolia ti 
claims. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], always 
eloquent, but never more eloquent than when speaking for these cl. 
ants, tells the House that the Government did in the long, long ago » ace 
knowledge the justice of these demands, and upon this assumption, to 





— 
VV i) 





re 
i 


W 


mand i 
mana ¢ 








1888. C 





cla i ms. 





the Governmen he United States lial 






spoliation claims, 
ere:l than it can be 


With respect 








atives of the original claimants and refu 





31 





rs TD 








i 


ryt 
tS 


vid 


ippropria 
le part 


nh wa! '¢ 


ONGRESSIONA 


S 


that 


t as lon 


id 


ide Of 


these claimants 


REC 








ar 
Jnited States to have 
no repudiation of these 


udicial tribunal in our land shall adjudg 





ile for the payment of French 


le 


this time whether the 


hy 


iin 


' 
nan 
4 


; 


0 pi y 


chase or otherwise for mere speculative purposes. 





Mr. Chairman, for the legislz 


ls of the le 


those 


> question may be more thoughtfully cons 
duty of the Government 
laims may not be fully and honorably discharged 
by paying such of them as may be in the 








ion of this House the Democratic pa 


is responsible to the country. As an humble and unpretending m 


I> 


hat in my deliberate judgment the ps 


If we do our part the people will do theirs, and a triumpl 


awaits us in the contest before us. But 
opens the doors of the Government Tre: 


vember. [Loud applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of th 
for five minutes, and a similar re: 
side, 


STATUES OF RICHARD STOCKTON 


7 ye ; 
pie are in no temper to 
no time 


Sir, 


t 

the kind of legislation proposed by this bill. At 
has our party been as strong in the confidence of t 
this hour. ‘Chis confidence we must not abuse. 


ie 
if this Demox 


t in the 


t sury to le 

greedy horde known to the country as French spoliation claimants 
take and carry away forty millions of money, it is my humble bel 
that the Democratic party will meet with rebuke at the polls in } 
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rhe committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the ch 
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should award equitable compensations to be paid in the manner prescribed in 
the case of captures, 


Che claims of the United States, as distinguished from those of their citizens, 
for injuries received from the French Republic, or its citizens, should be sub- 
mitted to the same board; and whatever sums they award, France should stip- 
ulate to pay, in the manner before mentioned in the case of captures. 


As the French Government have heretofore complained of infringements of 
the treaty of amity and commerce by the United States, or their citizens, all 
claims for injuries thereby occasioned to France, or its citizens, are to be sub- 
niitted to the same board; and whatever damages they award will be allowed 
by the United States, and deducted from the sums awarded to be paid by 
France, 

if, however, the French Government should desire to waive its national 
claims, you may do the like on the part of the United States. Doubtless the 
claims of the latter would exceed those of the former; but to avoid multiply- 
ing subjects of dispute, and because national claims may probably be less deti- 
nite than those of individuals, and consequently more difficult to adjust, na- 
tional claims may, on both sides, be relinquished. 

All claims for sums due to American citizens, by contracts with the French 
Government or its agents, which may be presented to the board, France should 
stipulate to pay within the shortest periods possible to obtain, with interest, at 
the rate agreed on; or, if no agreement about interest appears, then at the rate 
to be fixed by the board and from the time when the sums were respectively 
payable by contract. Tbis also may be in transferable stock. 


Acting under these instructions, our ministers went to Paris and en- 
tered upon these negotiations. Here are some fifty pages of fine print 
showing what occurred between the negotiators for the two countries; 
and they finally reached this result, as reported by our negotiators to 
the Secretary of State: 

It only remained for the undersigned [our ministers] to quit France, leaving 
the United States involved in a contest,and, according to appearances, soon alone 
in a contest, which it might be as difficult for them to relinquish with honor as 
to pursue with a prospect of advantage; or else to propose a temporary arrange- 
ment, reserving for a definite adjustment points which could not then be satis- 
fuctorily settled, and providing in the mean time inst a state of things from 


which neither party could profit. They elected the latter, and the result has 
been the signature of a convention.— American State Papers, volume, 2 page 343. 


In other words, after every expedient that could be devised by the 
representatives of the United States to effect a settlement of the claims 
‘or spoliations had been exhausted, they were compelled to give up the 
hope of ever reaching a treaty which should cover the complicated 
claims against this Government, and of this Government as represent- 
ing its citizens, against France, and accordingly we find that they made 
the treaty of 1801. 

Article II of that treaty is as follows: 

Arts If, The ministers plenipotentiary of the two parties not being able to 
agree, at present, respecting the treaty of alliance of the 6th of February, 1778, 
the treaty of amity and commerce of the same date, and the convention of the 
i4th of November, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the 
parties will negotiate further on these subjects at a convenient time, and until 
they may have agreed upon these points the said treaties and conventions shall 
have no operation, and the relations of the two countries shall be regulated as 
follows. 

its effect is open to no dispute, and amounts to an agreement that 
these respective claims should be laid aside for further negotiations and 
for settlement by a treaty to be thereafter made between the two coun- 
tries; and that these claims on our sideso deferred weresolely the spoli- 
ation claims is obvious from the fact that in Article V of the treaty, 
which is as follows: 


\nr. V. The debts contracted by one of the two nations with individuals of 


the other, or by the individuals of one with the individuals of the other, shall 
he paid, or the payment may be prosecuted in the same manner as if there had 
Leen no misunderstanding between the two States. But this clause shall not 


extend to indemnities claimed on account of captures or confiscations (American 
State Papers, volume 2, page 296); 


[t is agreed that claims other than for spoliation ‘‘ shall be laid in 


the same manner as if there had been no misunderstanding between 
the two States; but this clause shall not extend to indemnities claimed 
on account of captures or confiscations. 

{ Here the hammer feli. } 

Mir. BACON. Iask unanimous consent for two minutes more in 
which to conclude my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks for two minutes more to 
conclude his remarks without having it charged to the time for debate 
to the respective sides. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BACON. That treaty was transmitted to the Senate of the 
United States by the President with the following message: 

[Executive Journal, volume 1, page 359.] 
Gentlemen of the Senate: 

I transmit to the Senate, for their consideration and decision, a convention, 
both in English and French, between the United States of America and the 
French Republic, signed at Paris on the 30th day of September last by the re- 
spective plenipotentiaries of the two powers. I also transmit to the Senate 
three manuscript volumes containing the journal of our envoys. 

JOHN ADAMS. 

Unirep States, December 15, 1800. 

Aiter discussion running through several sessions the Senate adopted 
by a vote of yeas 22, nays 9, the following resolution: 

[Executive Journal, volume 1, page 377.] 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (two-thirds of the Senators present con- 
eurring therein), That they do consent to and advise the ratification of the con- 
vention between the French Republic and the United States of America, made 
at Paris, the 8th day of Vendemiaire, of the %h year of the French Republic; the 
30th day of September, anno Domini, 1800. 


Provided, The second article be expunged, and that the following article be 
added or inserted: 
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It is agreed, that the present convention shall be in force for the term of eight 
years, from the time of the exchange of the ratifications. 

After this resolution was adopted the convention as thus changed 
was then submitted to the French Government, and the First Consul re- 
turned it to the President of the United States with the statement 
that the Government of France accepted and ratified the convention 
with the retrenchment of Article II, well understanding by this re- 
trenchment that the two states renounced their respective pretensions 
which were the object of the aforesaid article. 

3ecause of that peculiar phraseology the President of the United 
States again submitted the treaty to the Senate, and he did so with 
this message: 

[Executive Journal, volume 1, page 397.] 
Gentlemen of the Senate: 


Early in the last month I received the ratification by the First Consul of Franca 
of the convention between the United States and that nation. His ratification 
not being pure and simple in the ordinary form, I have thought it my duty, i: 
order to avoid all misconceptions, to ask a second advice and consent of tho 
Senate before I give it the last sanction by proclaiming it = aaa ot the land, 

. CFFERSON, 


i 














DECEMBER 11, 1801, 

Thereupon the Senate of the United States having taken the message 
under consideration adopted this resolution: 

[Executive Journal, volume I, page 393.] 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States consider the convention be- 
tween the United States and the French Republic as fully ratified, and there- 
fore return the same to the President of the United States for the usual pro- 
mulgation. 

Yeas 22, nays 4. 

I call the attention of the House to the fact that while the Senate in 
the first case consented to and advised the ratification of the conven- 
tion as amended by it in the other case it asserted that the ratification 
was complete, thus treating the parenthetical statement of the First 
Consul—of his understanding of the effect of the ratification—as being a 
matter which was not in the treaty,which had not been settled in the 
negotiations, and therefore as not taking away from the force of the 
ratification. 

As a result of these proceedings there was no clause in the treaty of 
1801 by which the French Government released the United States 
from claims which the French Government or its citizens might have 
against it, nor was there any provision by which the United States re- 
leased the French Government from claims made against it by citizens 
of the United States. 

Now, as a matter of legal construction of those documents and reso- 
lutions, one of two things must be true: Either there was no ratifica- 
tion of this treaty, or else there was no convention betsreen the two 
governments which waived the claims of citizens of the Government of 
the United States against France, and in either event the citizens of 
the United States have not been deprived of any right which they had, 
nor has the Government of the United States received any considera- 
tion for such an assumption of responsibility as is now sought to be 
charged upon it. 

Mr. Chairman, there remains after an examination of these papers 
no ambiguity in their language or their meaning, to explain which we 
-an safely refer to the subsequent negotiations or to reports of Con- 
gressional committees or to the opinionsof eminent public men. Upon 
their face it is entirely plain that there is no foundation to be found 
in them in support of the excellent and complete statement of the 
cause he was advocating made by the gentlemau from Maine, to wit: 

By the treaty of 1£01, the United States for a valuable consideration released 
France from whatever obligations she was under to pay American citizens lor 
spoliations. 

The only basis upon which the liability of the Government is «s- 
serted appears upon an examination of the original papers not to ¢x- 
ist. This House, even with asurplusin the Treasury, can not, because 
their claims are large, because some of our citizens suffered unjustly 
in the past, because of any feeling of sympathy for the sufferers, or }e- 
cause of opinions favorable to their claimsex pressed by eminent men in 
the past, after what examination and under what circumstances we 
do notknow, take from the Treasury a sum of money and pay it to per- 
sons worthy or unworthy, but not creditors of the Government. _ 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate that this Government is slow, exceedinyly 
slow at times, in paying just claims against it. I favor at all times® 
speedy settlement and payment of every justdemand due fromit. Put 
it is never to be forgotten nor overlooked that the money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States is the property of all its citizens, each having 
an undivided but beneficial interest in every dollar of it, and that the 
representative members of this House have no moral right to take away 
that interest, small though it be, from any citizen and bestow it upon 
any or all others. ; 

I regret, sir, that I am compelled by these ideas of my right soc 
duty, and by the conclusion I am forced to by an examination of ti 
treaty documents which form the basis upon which these claims 








rested, that there is no rule of law, equity, or natural justice whict 
sustains them as valid debts against the Government, to vote ecainst 
the passage of a bill for the payment of a part of these old and long- 
pressed claims. 

I regret it the more, sir, because these claimants have been led by 
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vain hopes, encouraged by careless legislation, and probably careless 


legislators, to carry on a long and expensive struggle to get th 


claims paid. 


There is, however, no other vote which seems to me consonant with 
the discharge of the duty and obligation to the whole people which is 
imposed upon this House and its members, and it is to be hoped that 
it will be emphatic enough to put an end forever to this attempt to get 


money from the Treasury. 
Mr. BURNES. 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs]. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining. 
Mr. ROGERS. 


I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
The gentleman has two minutes re- 


Mr. Speaker, there were two objections to the bill 


reported by the minority of the committee for the disposition of these 
claims, and the discussion seems to have rested finally upon those two 


points. 


ported to Congress are not provided for by the bill. 


That is an error. 


The bill itself as reported provides that the Court of Claims may, in 
those cases already reported to Congress, render final judgment against 
the Government, they, like the others, being subject to the right ot 


appeal. 


The other contention is that these cases are not to be advanced upon 


the docket, and that, consequently, serious delay will occur. 


I pro- 


i 
( 
Co 
t 


The first point is that those cases which have been already re- 


pose to amend that bill in conformity with the recommendations of | 
the minority of the Judiciary Committee, so as to provide that it 
shall be the duty of the Supreme Court of the United States to ad- 


vance the hearing of all such appeals so that every case that may 


} 


appealed, either by the Government or by the claimants, shall be ad- 
vanced and be disposed of within six or eight weeks after it gets upon 


the docket. 


There is one other point that I want to present, 


It is said that this 


is a political question, and that the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court will not put that court in possession of these cases so that they 
will be adjudicated, because it will be a political rather thana judicial 


question. 


This, of course, is denied; but grant that it be true; grant that this | 
is a political question and that the Supreme Court should decline to ad- 


judicate the question at all, what would be the effect ? 


For want of 


jurisdiction these cases would be dismissed from the Supreme Court. 


‘Then how would the claimants stand ? 


Congress of the United States, fortified by the final judgment rather 
than the report of the only court which could pass upon these claims. 
So that, in either aspect of the case, the remedy sought to be afforded | 


by the Judiciary Committee, instead of weakening the case, puts these | the T D 
| 1e reasury epartment a 


parties in possession of a final judgment against the Government of the 
United States if they should be dismissed from the Supreme Court; 
and to that extent their case would be strengthened. 


{ Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. 
BLE] is now entitled to the floor. 
Mr. DIBBLE. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. D1p- 


For how much time? 
For one hour and thirty-four minutes, unless, on 


account of the extension of the time upon the other side of the ques- 
tion, a corresponding extension of time be made. 


Mr. DIBBLE. 
the other side? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


How much time was covered by the extension on 


Seventeen minutes. 


Mr. DIBBLE. As only nine minutes intervene before the coming 
up of the special order fixed for to-day, I submit to the committee 


whether it is worth while for me to proceed now. 


ing to do so. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Iam perfectly will- 


The gentleman may proceed. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. SENEY ] 
who has addressed the committee this morning stated in the opening 
of his propositions that there were two issues involved in this debate— 
one whether the United States received consideration for the surrender 
of these claims to France, and the other whether France had admitted 


them. 


I had supposed the gentleman would go on and discuss those 


propositions; but instead of that, the points which he has raised have 
nothing to do, I submit, with the questions which we have to decide. 


He has said the claims are stale. 


Can the statute of limitations be 


pleaded by the Government of the United States with dignity against 


its duty, if the payment of these claims is a duty? 


If the claims are 


just, their venerable age is no disadvantage, because these claimants 


could notsue their sovereign, the Government. 


The law maxim is that 


to the vigilant, and not to the sleeping, is the assistance of the law 
rendered, These claimants have not been sleeping; but they have had 
no tribunal which could adjudicate their claims against the Govern- 


ment. 


man from Ohio that he represents the United States, and, for the 
United States, is authorized to deny consideration for the surrender 
of the claims, and to deny the admission of their validity by France. 
I claim, in common with every advocate of the payment of these 


claims upon the floor, that when we take them up for examination we 
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the Government | \ hay 
that deficiency. We have « ed. to ¢ 
to settle all these facts. We provide 
United States, with his able assistants, s 
represent the Government as t Gove 
| claimants have been there w their cou! 
idence the facts have been s ‘ vd t 
It may be said that those sho 
Court of the United States I contend, fi 
Court of the United States is concerned, it 
evidence or review the facts. It will onl) 
tions of law Che best irity whichany 
provide has been provided here a ist th 
unfounded claims Both sides are repres 
evidence, in the Court of ¢ 
But even if the proposition of the gent 
RoGERS! should prevail, and these cases sl 
| Court of the United States they would go 
| as found by the Court of Claims, and wit 


They would stand before the | 


States? Why. thev dismissed the first anr 
| on the ground that the Supreme Court, 
Government, would not render a judgme 

anybody, and declined to render judgr 
law to prov de an appro] ition to « 
Che Congress of the United States ; e 
that section which might render t 
vided that the final judgment should 
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the finding as 
established there wa 


sap sion the 
an appeal to the United States Supreme 
should be eertified by the Treasury Depart 
Department to Congress in the estimates 


What did the Supreme Court do in the cas 


and the Supreme Court of the 


govern them in that class of appeals, and took 


among those rules is the rule that the ¢ 
any of the evidence to the Supreme Court 
the errors at law 
Court of Claims finds them: and where 
cludes the evidence the S ipreme Court 
back for amendment. They require of 
findings of fact, and on these fin rs of f 
I cite this, Mr Chairman, to sho 


| United States will not undertake ut 


and that the Court of Claims, with both 
tribunal of the Government for that purposs 
is concerned, it is already accomplished, and : 
Court of the United States will not change 
The opinion of Chief-Justice Tane 
Gordon vs. United States, where the Supre« 
peal for want of jurisdiction, contains the 
Nor can Congress anthorize or require t! co 
case where its judicial power could n be « 
would not be final and conclusive uy} i tl 
| execution awarded to carry it into effect 
} ation will be made or not will depend 
real and ultimate judicia power wit 
epartment, and no y that depart 
| fided it. 


The truth is, Mr. Chairman, I deny the assumption of the gentle- | 


function, to go down into the matters 


Aiter Congress had stricken out the s« 


act. the Supreme Court exercised jurisdic 
of law only; and provided by rule 

The facts so ind are to be the ult ite facts « 
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The CHAIRMAN 
mittee must now 
rhe committee accordingly rose; 
the chair, Mr. SPRING! 


Under the previous order of the House, the com- 
ari 
and 


that 


the Speaker having resumed 


R reported the Committee of the Whole 














House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
general deficiency bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 
PRESENTATION OF STATUES, NEW JERSEY. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the special order fixed for 
to-day at 2 o’ clock. 
rhe Clerk read as foll 
1 ved, That Tues« ay of Al 1 t2o ‘ ’ after: 
” ‘ part Line « ‘ I t tat 
the State of } J 
Ir, PHELI nt of the Hou I will call up th 
Le conctrrent iu 
il PEAKE! If t} eno ovpvje on, ti House 1 
bn la lé na tin « ) 3 taken up for c ide 
Linere wa oO¢ i 
Lhe PrAIKI ( re} t S te! { 
J Clerk read as OV 
} y th Chat 
of ¢ « h ito the pec N 
for es of 1 Philip Kearny, whose 
o ) { r 1 State ¢ l { | 
f < ie TI I 
f ‘ ; at t ’ t 
I t i the aker of the Hou 
j r of New Jersey 
N iful I ) to tn iVitatlo f 1864, N rsey t 
da i to { re ta es of Richard Stockton l Philiy 
Ke } re two of her citizens who are illustrious for their his- 
toric renown, which w acquired by the one in the civil service and 
by the other in the military rvice of hiscountry. As you may imag 
i h vwoked long at the line of heroes that have illustrated her | 
tory befor e could call out from it the fortunate two who shall fo: 
| time represent the Commonwealth of New Jersey at the Capitol. 
She had « ed 1n vin to make the selection had she not determined 
to choose a statesman and a soldier, a citizen of the distant past and a 
citizen almost of the immediate present, that these marble figures might 
tell at the first glance that the sons of New Jersey at all periods and in 
callings had but upreme motive—the welfare of their country. 
Richard Stockton, tl tatesman, was born at Princeton in 1739, of 
the earliest and best New Jersey lineage. He received the best of aca 
demic and collegiate educations; he pursued the profession of the law 
and became the head of the New Jersey bar. For personal improve- 


ment he spent two years in Great Britain, and received there the dis- 
tinguished attention his disposition and talents entitled him to. He 
was presented to the King in London and consulted there with Rock- 


Edin 
freedom of the city, and in Dublin he gave the 


ingham, Chatham, and other good friends of his distant home. 
borough gave him th 





Irish that sympathy his countrymen at this distant day still feel for 
that unfortunate Ireland. Upvn his return in 1768, he was appointed 
a member of the 1g’s council, and six years afterwards one of the 
judges of His Maj supreme court. In June, 1776, he was elected 
{ y the proy ial congress ol ew Jersey to be one of its representatives 


ongress then sitting at Philadelphia. 


Declaration of Independence. 


in the Genera! ¢ 
sentative | igned the 


As such repre- 
In September 
the Legislature, in selecting a governor, divided its suffrages between 


‘ 
him and William Livingston. Upon Stockton’s withdrawal from that 
contest, he was elected a few months afterwards chief-justice. Befor 
assuming these duties he visited the Congressional army as one of a 


Congressional committee on investigation intrusted with extraordinary 
powe! wi 
tend the removal of his family, whose safety was threatened by the ap- 
proach of the Briti e was himselfcaptured. He was impris 
oned in Amboy and New York under circumstances of such cruelty that 
s release, which was made the concern- 


ish army, | 


his health was los After 


ment of General Washington by a special resolution of Congress, he re- 
tired to the ruins of his home at Princeton a broken man, and died 
there aged fifty vea 

p Kearny, the soldier, was born in New York in 1814. He 
received a fair education, and when of age entered the Army as a se 
ond lieutenantof dragoon He fought on the frontier with the Indians; 
he v sent to Europe to report on I’rench tactics, and fought the Al- 
cerines so well as to win the decoration of the Legion of Honor. Re- 


he went te the Mexican war; he was made captain in 1846 for 


‘ try at Contreras and Churubusco; he was breveted major. He 
pu i the {lying enemy into the city of Mexico, and was the first to 
enteritsgates. Inaceomplishing his escape he lost hisieftarm. After- 
wards he rendered service in California, and is entitled to a large share 
‘ credit of adding that territory to our national domain. He 
went to Europe, continued his studies, and served in the Italian war 
in 1839. When the civil war broke out he came back, and May 17, 
1861, took command of a New Jersey brigade. His promotion was 
rapid, won by gallantry in many a familiar field—Williamsburgh, Fair 
Oaks, Centreville. He was a major-general at Warrenton Junction. 
At Chantilly, telling orderly and aids to keep back, he rode forward 


ch were wisely used Returning to his home to superin- | 
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himself to see the position and was killed September 1, 1862, only 
forty-eight years old. 
Could two characters have been more different, or two careers? Con- Pe 
templation and action. Peace and war. Stockton was the model of 
a statesman; fond of study and contemplation; a man fitted at every . 
point for the duties of peaceful society. Kearny was the model of a 
soldier, fond of excitement and action, a man fitted at every point 
for the stern duties of war. Their supreme devotion to patriotic 4 
duty was the only trait in common, ‘They were two most dissim- 5 
ir types of character, and their grouping in equal honor on thi 
ccasion t ies as another lesson that an earnest purpose and n 
il nj n l | that y to make a man 
I to his fellow men. The Quaker blood in Stockton gave |} 
moderation which philosophy says is the one « itial « tat 
The Irish blood in Kearny kindled in him that 
hich gives the courage to desp ( tacles and to ticip 
i ; which areindispensable to military leat ip 
e) ing after x onside ion m a ju it carefu 
l by stud He was th er, t 
( t] prude t man did notla in ¢ lrage, p 
wounded | fough fa rob l 
of London ] t ul priva yt his 
N i} | I 1 to con e | j ] 
‘ red his in é of re 
‘ te and nl pub 
1 naturai yO } ler 
l prec it or would 
« ete de , Ww hi 
lan lmip as in \ A 
: er, Judge, mem of Co und 
f i, 1 amodel. The well-ro te 
y led me of Washington w! I 
cept that xckton’s life and character el 
Wa l ik mblar between tl “he ot 
pe y 1 of tl tique world: courteous, dignified, m« 
never f{ tting themselves, and in justice let me say, never 
setting any one else whom they ought to remember. Just as I 
picture Washington at Mount Vernon, Jerse 
rentleman sitting on the broad acre rand 





father had acquired in the seventeenth century. I can believe he had 
n ater pride than in reealling his stainless and distinguished | 
of ancestry, unless Providence had kindly lifted for him the veil of t 
fatare that might behold his son, his grandson, and his great-gra 





son occupy seats in the Senate by their merits as regularly and 
surely as if they were a Stockton heirloom. 


How different from this picture is the active life and restless 





of Phil Kearny. He cared nothing for details; he ignored them 
that he might concentrate all his energies upon the great principle { 
which he strove. Toward that object he rolled in molten stream 


his future, his memories and hopes, his courage 
lthat there wasin him. Such enthusiasm could not wa 
1e slow processes of reason. He appealed often to instinct, kn: 
that he was a child of genius and that genius was kind to he 
The appeal was often not in vain, and then Indian and 
Mexican and Algerine and Italian and Confederate looked upon hi 

his rapid strategy and magnificent charge as an inspired madman 
and yet when, unwilling to trust to these dangerous gifts, he appeal 
to the ordinary proce mankind, he would show the power to 
nd organize, which is the basis of the most solid military ch: 

His intensity of nature, however, generally controlled him and 
brought with it all its natural advantages and disadvantages. H 
could see only the object at which he aimed, and in pursuit of th 
*t he would ride roughshod over anything in his way—not fi 
ndifference, not from unkindness, but his look was focused on t 
distant object, and if could not be changed. Had this fierce ent! 
asm, this concentration of fiery genius been for an unworthy object 
it would have been inexcusable and baneful. Fortunately it was 
almost always directed to a noble and unselfish end, and those over 
whom he rode healed their wounds and forgave him, knowing that h 
was riding desperately at a common enemy. Brave as a lion, tend 
as a woman, his portrait remains the bean ideal of a soldier, and t! 
picture of that slim, handsome figure riding all alone to its dé 
Chantilly, with his bridle in his teeth and his only remaining arm 
waving his sword, goes down to history as symbolic of the charactel 
and conduct of this gallant leader, the Murat of our volunteer Army. 
Soldier and statesman, hail! farewell! May our country never la 
the unselfish wisdom in her later councils which Richard Stockton 
gave in her earliest, and may she never lack in the execution of them 
the self-devotion which made Philip Kearny, for his country’s sake, 
ride to death as to a festival. [Great applause. ] ; 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, the people of California would unite 
to-day with their brethren of New Jersey in paying a grateful tribute to 
the distinguished character and eminent public services of General 
Philip Kearny. 

The name of Keafny is familiar to our people in the far West, more, 
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perhaps, on account of the conspicuous figure of General Stephen W. 


Kearny in public affairs on the Pacific in that eventful period which 
marked the transfer of authority in California from Mexican rule to 
American occupation d conti But Gen ral Philip Kearny, who 


























was a nephew of our distinguished pioneer, was himself identifi 
some of the important events in the early history of the st. 
He came to California immediately after the close of th 
Mexico, holding an important command in the Arm) In 3 d 
he rendered most timely and gallant rv 3 against the hostil 
dians then infesting Northern California and Southern Oreg 
General Philip Kearny was admired as an able and daring 
and as one of the con picuou heroes who won for this coun ' 
and fruitful territory stret from the Rio Grande to 
ind with Texas including a uin equal to « 
States as large as the State of chu 
It may be that th re W re politi il mot $1 ] 
Mexico that would not now receive popular l 
port, but the results acl ed y ] 
The treaty of Guadal 1pe H oO was ) | 
rreed upon for the cessation of | ities bet n two contend 
armies. It was the necessar nd unavoid readju f 
aries for the United States to accommodate the activities of an ex d 
‘ i ‘ 
d l ( Lil 
»t Gulf « { 
, : 
people, united ir t 
t p ( ( 
Sal ] D 
! 4 
tl = y 
1 ’ 
Wes 1 tl r r 
Ai = 
A fifth shall - : 
i ioblest offspring is 
But through what infinite trials, tribulations, and 
all this was to be I 3] { I l 
Brave men were to face ¢ and ve t yalty to ‘ 
try at the extremest peril. General Kearny was one of the 
men. His country was onthe march and he took commanding se1 
He knew no fear. Asa soldier he V sin the v l ) 
the fiery conflict. wh and the la ya - 
don the assault. ‘ is always in advan¢ H 
was the first man in the American Army to enter the city of Mexico 


during the progress of hostiliti 

rhere were heroes be 
but none more deserving of special distinction for personal bravery 
General Philip Kearny. 


1 
Where was there a more attractive fig 





gure among all the military 
heroes of our late civil war? He was the embodiment of the restless 
patriotism of the Union forces. His coming anywhere on the field of 


battle was an event. He represented the fury of the storm when the 
elements are at war. He was tl t] 
crisis. Such men always comm: 
the respect of their foes. 

** We all knew him and respected him,’’ says General Longstre« 
General Kearny. ‘ 


There is something grand in the lofty spirit 


1e moment of a 


ir friends and 












pir f y 3 
facing death at every turn and even perceiving | r in catastrophe 
General Kearny lost his left arm at the attack on thé in Antonio 


Gate at the entrance to the city of Mexico. General Howard lost his 
right arm at Fair Oaks in the civil war. Kearny was present when 
Howard’s shattered arm was being amputated. Howar 













Kearny’s empty sleeve, remarked, ‘‘ We will buy our ves togethe 
hereafter.’ 

The two brave commanders were in accord. 

It is proper that such a brave soldier as Gen e 
honored by his native State, : t his spl Li d 
be placed in this Capi re id the coming 





the distinction the Republic wor 
and loyally serve her cause. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thefewscattered settlements along the Atlantic 
seaboard had grown into vigorous and thriving colonies. Covenanter 
and Quaker, Huguenot and Catholic, Roundhead and Cavalier, the 
shamrock and the thistle had here mingled, and from them hadsprung 
& new people, hardy in body, stron 
pose, and tireless in industry. r 


uld confer upon 


in mentality, indomitable in pur- 
> stern austerity of the Pilgrim 


, 
re 


father had yielded to the mellowing touch of association with those of 


less rigid mold, but in turn he had imparted to them his love of right, 
his devotion to duty, and his sturdy love of self-government. The 


mother country had viewed with apprehension the rapid growth of her 
vigorous child. Her Parliament had sought by successive enactments 


to bind its young but sturdy limbs, oppressive taxes had been levied 
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} tive; asa Christian 





Z 





As a law}3 t l emin t sa 
lucid; as a statesman able, discre« and 
devoted; as a 
peaceful, and ¢ I 
band kind, s 





brave; and as a whole 
and a blessing to m 





Philip Kearny was a soldier. 
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smoke of battle was sweet incense to his nostrils and the shriek of the 
shell was music to his ears. He knew, absolutely, no fear. Where the 
fight was thickest he was to be found. In a charge he was in his glory, 
and a hand-to-hand engagement gave him intensest joy. Having lost 
an arm in the Mexican war, he was exempt from service in the war of 
the rebellion. But no disability could keep Kearny out of the Army 
when a war was in hand, and no assignment of forces could keep him 
out of a fight when once within the Army. Toothers hasbeen allotted 
the task of speaking in detail of his achievements, and I but simply 
allude to this dominant trait in his character. September 1, 1862, at 
Chantilly, Va., while in advance of his forces he came unexpectedly 
upon a detachment of the enemy, and wassummoned tosurrender. He 
knew not the meaning of the word, and dashed off—the rifles rang out— 
and that fiery spirit left the body forever. 

To-day, in response to the invitation given by this Congress for each 
State to place within Statuary Hall the statues of two of her most 
eminent citizens, we have placed in that hall the statues of Stockton 
and Kearny, and now tender them to the nation for acceptance. In 
their persons and in their lives these two men typify the dominant 
traits of the American character, wisdom and courage. The one was 
a statesman, the other a soldier; the one by wise counsels aided in the 
formation of the Government, the other drew his sword for its preser- 
vation. Both gave their lives a sacrifice for it. One represents well 
the patriotism and statesmanship which led his State thus early to de- 
clare the government of King George at an end, to join in the subse- 
quent general Declaration of Independence, to sign the Articlesof Con- 
federation, and to be among the first to ratify the Federal Constitution. 
The other speaks as truly for that heroism which gave the Jersey troops 
to the Continental Army, which reddened the snows of Princeton, 
the grasses of Monmouth, and theslopes of the Assanpink, which poured 
out its blood in the war of 1812, and which gave from that State alone 
an army to the Union cause in the late war. 

The statue of Stockton is of marble, that of Kearny is of bronze, a 
union of purity and of strength. They stand in their places teaching 
to us the lesson of these two lives, a lesson of patriotism, of courage, 
of sacrifice. 

And as others come after us, to fill the places we occupy here and 
whose mission it shall be to take up the work of legislation where we 
lay it down—as they pass and repass among those reminders of other 
men and other days, of great deeds and of noble action, of wise states- 
manship and of heroic courage, may the God of nations. the God of 
battles give them to see and to apprehend something of the spirit of 
wisdom and of statesmanship in which our fathers laid the foundations 
of the Republic, and something of the spirit of devotion to the Union 
which gave life and everything to its preservation, and so seeing and so 
apprehending may they discharge most wisely and in His fear the du- 
ties devolved upon them. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the distinguished soldier and statesman, 
General Schenck, on his return from his Brazilian mission, made a re- 
mark to a Boston audience which is as full of beauty for the natural 
selection of the illustration as for its appositeness. 

He said that while in a foreign country he had forgotten all party 
allegiance, bitterness, and association. His beloved country looked to 
him like one forest in its garniture of green, and its waving line upon 
the remote horizon. He could not and he would not distinguish any 
particular tree of the forest. Whether hickory, orash, or what not, 
they were all one to his patriotic observation. It was one and only 
one cluster of States that he saw, and therefore he was enabled when 
peril came to our country to contend for its unity both in the field and 
forum. 


s UNPARTISAN AMERICAN SPIRIT. 

I may not, Mr. Speaker, from my short absence abroad, have learned 
the liberalities of philosophy and politics with such nice heed and 
courageous devotion, but certainly absence as well as the lapse of time 
has rounded the angles and smoothed the edges of asperity. It has 
made our country seem like one vast and beautiful scene of blended 
land, water, and sky, having one flag, with its patriotic motto, ‘‘ Many 
in one.’”’ 

When some one asked the author of ‘‘ Hail, Columbia,’’ what was 
the inspiration of that national lyric, he replied ‘‘that it was to in- 
spire an American spirit which should be independent of and above 
the interests and passion and policy of parties, so that we might look 
and feel exclusively for our honor and our rights.”’ 

This song, which, I may say with some pride, was penned by one of 
my own blood, although written for a theatrical representation in Phila- 
delphia, had much to do with harmonizing the American spirit and 
the American Congress, which was sitting in that city at the time. It 
is even said that it was sung by members of Congress in the streets at 
night, to show their devotion to the one great thought of American 
unity. 

Such occasions as the present give cogent emphasis and untarnished 
beauty to the undivided patriotic sentiment of the American people. 
And no one State, sir, so illustrates what my friend from New Jersey 
[Mr. PHELPS] calls the self-devotion of these martial and civic heroes 
whom we honor to-day, as the State of New Jersey. 
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New Jersey stands out into the vexed Atlantic as one of the most 
prominent parts of our coast, to beat back its storms. 

The colony of New Jersey stands out in our history as a barrier upon 
which our Revolutionary contests broke with unexampled fury. 

The Balkans have been considered the battle-ground of the Oriental 
question, as Belgium of the European question. 

New Jersey was the battle-ground of our Revolutionary strugyle. 
Our history is full of the brave contests of the Whigs , 
New Jersey against the British and hired Hessian foe. 

I am not to speak to-day of the soldier, only of the civilian. No 
poor rhetoric shall tarnish the martial laurels of the gallant Kearny. 
If I were entirely frank I should say that I welcomed with more heart 
ness the civilian within the precincts of the Capitol devoted to legisla 
tive and peaceful methods. I am called upon to speak as to only on 
of these Revolutionary heroes. ‘The accomplished member from Ney 
New Jersey [Mr. KEAN], the successor of my grandfather, General 
James Cox, in Congress from the Monmouth district, along with my 
friend [Mr. PHELPs], has tendered to me that honor. I appreciate it 
as a conspicuous honor, because almost every household story of my 
younger life, and much of the fervor which belongs to my later years 
in behalf of our beloved land, are imbound with associations connected 
with my ancestral State. 

It may not be improper to say that among those who signed the 
Declaration of Independence, two of them at least, Francis Hopkinson 
and Governor McKean, are those to whom these ancestors were related. 

‘*There were giants in those days.’? What a company of splendid 
scholars, statesmen, and patriots composed that Congress of 1776. The 
Adamses, the Carrolls, the Franklins, the Lees, the Rutledges, the Wo! 
cotts, the Witherspoons, the Gerrys, the Jeffersons, and the Harrisons 
of that day had sympathetic association with the man whose statue 
we to-day place within our Capitol. 

It is a proper subject of satire and irony when those who are degen- 
erate boast of their ancestry. But the present attorney-general of 
New Jersey, ex-Senator John P. Stockton, and his gallant son, who is 
a representative of our country abroad, Richard Stockton, and the five 
others of that name, who are impearled in our history, have a right to 
boast of the man whose effigy we add to our pantheon. 

In the court of bankruptcy, in which we all appear sooner or late: 
especially when we pay the debt of nature, it may be well to remem! 
that— 


and patriots of 


Those who on glorious ancestors enlarge, 
Produce their debt, instead of their discharge. 

But the Stocktons of our later day have discharged their obligation. 

The Senator, who even as a Federalist shone in Congress during oui 
last war with Great Britain, was the worthy father of that naval oflice: 
who served on the Guerierre, who aided in the defense of Baltiim 
against the British, who fought the Algerian pirates in the Mediter- 
ranean, and whose name, connected with a beantiful city of Californi 
is forever associated with our golden coast and the organization th: 
of our first civil government, have fulfilled every obligation implied 
in the maxim ‘‘ Noblesse oblige.’’ 

The chief among these worthies of this historic name is that Richard 
Stockton who signed the Declaration of Independence. The gent 
men from New Jersey have eloquently spoken upon his merits. 

It is sufficient for me to say that he was born within their own clo- 
main, and which is now included in the classic precincts of Prin 
ton; that he was a lawyer of great reputation; that after acquiring « 
competency in his profession he visited the old country, where he re- 
ceived many honors and where he endeavored to remove the gross 
norance then prevailing in Great Britain regarding the American « 
nies. Itwas his grave and thoughtful pen that dictated to Lord Dart- 
mouth, on the 12th December, 1774, a paper entitled “‘An expedie: 
for the settlement of the American disputes.’’ He was a calm ani 
dispassionate but defiant opponent of the English arrogance and ): 
rogative against parliamentary and colonial privilege and human 
erty; and although, by the testimony of Dr. Rush, he was not forw« 
at first in the debates in the Continental Congress which looked tow: 
independence, yet, sir, when the time came he gave his reflective anc 
hearty concurrence to the final vote and to an energetic address in 1ts 
behalf. 

There is one episode in his life which his family and which thos 
come from the old Monmouth patriotic stock never can forget. \Vh 
Mr. Stockton was sojourning in Monmouth County the barbarous !o 
alists of that region captured him in his temporary home. Tliey 110- 
mured him in the common prison in New York. There he was treatc(! 
with such indignity and cruelty that his health was broken, and 
life was ended at the early age of fifty-one. : 

This rare lawyer, this accomplished scholar, this ardent patriot 
nursed in a school of active life. It gave him, as his biographer has 
written, great courage and agility, both as a horseman and a swords 
man. i 

It may be a trivial matter to record, but it is a fact, that to the tit! 
Richard Stockton it was my pleasure tosend a medal for saving life 00 
the Monmouth coast at the peril of his own. . 
But above all, we remember Richard Stovkton as the signer of tie 
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Declaration. We place his statue in our gallery, among the foremost 
men of the Republic, because he was imbued with those virtues by 
which our Republic was made possible. Out of such brains the Re- 
public leaped forth, as if born in a moment from the goddess of wis- 
dom. He was representative of a State settled by the Dutch, Swedes, 
and English. They were of a tough Teutonic and Norsestock. They 
dared the unknown sea for new adventures in a new hemisphere, and 
they had the intrepid virtue to make sacrifices adequate to the mo- 
mentous occasion of our independence. 


Richard Stockton was born in America. Indeed, all the signers of | 


the Declaration were natives of America, except eight. The majority 


of them were men of refined education. They understood how to draw | 


on ancient models and cotemporaneous teaching, so as to imbue our 
young Republic with the instinct, genius, form, and structure of our 
peerless polity. 

Besides, sir, they were men ofmeans. They used their means to build 
up the fabric of our Government. They used their means without 
stint and with great wisdom. 

The members of that Congress of 1776, who signed the Declaration, 
were men of affluence, and the more afiluent they were, the more un- 
selfish. From the oldest member—Benjamin Franklin—to the young- 
est —Edward Rutledge—they kept their faith when they’ pledged their 
lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor.” Not one of these signers 
was false to his pledge. Many of them were called to high offices after 
the success of their republican experiment. Twoof them—Adams and 
Jefferson—became Chief Magistrate. All of them cluster as a grand 
constellation so brilliant and serene, pinnacled in a splendid heaven 
like the Milky Way in the heavens—we can hardly distinguish the 
exceeding great magnitude of one from the other; or wherein one star 
in our early firmament differs from another starin glory. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, New Jersey to-day, in response to the 
invitation of Congress to each of the States, presents the statues of two 
of her distinguished sons, one a leader in the struggle for the founda- 
tion of the Union, eminent as a jurist and statesman, the other distin- 
guished for his bravery, dash, and military accomplishments in the 
war for the preservation of the Union. 

It is not my purpose, nor is it my hope, that I may be able to add 
anything to the eloquent words of my distinguished colleague and the 
distinguished gentleman from New York, or to the distinction of the 
illustrious Stockton and brave Kearny, whose statues we unveil to- 
day. 

‘The lives of these men, although brief, were none the less eventful, 
as has been so well told by my colleague. Both died before reaching 
the age allottea to man—Stockton before the end ot the great struggle 
in which he had taken and was taking such an active part, and with- 
out knowing the blessings which his act on the 4th day of July, 1776, 
had given to mankind; Kearny before the successful termination of 
the cause for which he had contended and for which he yielded prema- 
turely his young life. 

I shall not attempt to analyze their characters. In the old Hall of 
the House of Representatives we place the statue of Richard Stockton 
by the side of his companion, George Clinton, of New York. His mem- 





ory lives not alone in marble, but will live in history long after that | 


marble has crumbled, “‘ for the name of the legislatur is engraved on the 
everlasting monuments of antiquity.”’ 

In that hall where stands the statue of Greene, of Rhode Island, we 
place that of Kearny, of New Jersey. Greene fought for national inde- 
pendence and the establishment of the Union, Kearny for the preserva- 
tion and perpetuation of the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, with the progress of time an increasing interest will be 
felt in the lives and forms of those illustrious statesmen who laid the 
foundation of this great American Republic and of those brave soldiers 
who in the hour of their country’s peril sacrificed home, fortune, and 
life to preserve it. The one object of the placing of these statues in the 
old Hall of the House of Representatives is to demonstrate and quicken 
the reverence and love of the American people of all orders for the 
founders and preservers of our liberties—the one who laid the founda- 
tion of that great charter which has conducted us from the weakest to 
the strongest of civilizations, the other the soldier who assisted in add- 
ing to our territory a vast empire, and when civil strife threatened dis- 
solution gave his lifethat it might be united. Let these names descend 
with the years, and their memories and brave deeds ever be remeinbered 
by their countrymen. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PHELPS. I now move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House en the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
DIBBLE] is entitled te the floor, and has occupied ten minutes of his 
time. One hour and twenty-four minutes of the time yet remains, 
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[Mr. Drepie withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. | 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, this is the conclusion of the nine 
| hours of general debate. Under the rule I suppose that, having been 
| in charge of the bill, I would be entitled to an hour, but it will not 
| be expected that I shall commence what I have to say this evening. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As to the hour which the gentleman claims, I pre- 
sume he alludes to the hour which he will have in the House after the 
committee reports the bill to the House. We do not concede that he 

| has an hour in committee. On the general debate, which was closed 
before this special debate was entered upon, the gentleman did occupy 
his hour and gave it away to other gentlemen on the floor, but we do 
not admit that he can now come in with another hour at the close of 
this debate. We concede that when the previous question is ordered 
in the House he may have some time at his disposal as the member in 
charge of the bill, but we do not concede that he has any such privi- 
lege in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg that the gentleman will not press the consid- 
eration of his point of order now, because it was not my intention to 
urge that issue at this time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I havesimply made this statement lest silence should 
seem to give consent. 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I shall make that claim to-morrow. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, in a spirit of perfect fairness to gentlemen on bothsides 
of this question and on both sides of the House, I desire to say that, 
having reached the limit prescribed for general debate, I propose to sub- 
mit a point of order against allof these propositions inserted in the gen- 
eral deficiency bill for the payment of French spoliations. The point 
may be considered as applying to each particular item or to the whole 
in general if we consider it in that way. I make this announcement 
and I make the point of order now, in order that gentlemen may have 
an opportunity to consult the authorities and to be prepared to present 
their views with regard to this proposition when it shall come up for 
consideration either in the House or in Committee of the Whole. I 
shall make the point of order, and it may be considered as made now, 
as there may be some doubt as to when it ought to be made, that there 
is no law authorizing appropriations for the payment of these claims; 
that the claims are not germane to this bill; that the insertion of them 
in the bill is in express violation of several rules of the House of Kep- 
resentatives, amongst others clause 3 of Rule X XI. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Willthe gentleman mention the otherrules? ‘‘Sev- 
eral ’’ is rather a comprehensive word. 

Mr. BURNES. I may not be able to refer to them all at this mo- 
ment, but I will mention Rule XI, clauses 30 and 31, which requires 
private bills to be referred either to the Committee on Claims or the 
Committee on War Claims; Rule XXII, clauses 1 and 2, which directs 
the manner in which private claims shall be presented to the House; 
and also clauses 3 and 5 of Rule XXI. Clause 5 of that rule requires 
that all private bills shall be referred to one of the three or four com- 
mittees having private measures under consideration. But the greater 
includes the less, and the principal point I make is based on Rule X XI, 
clause 3. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN. I suppose the gentleman will be perfectly will- 
ing that when his point of order is made, points of order may be pre- 
sented against his right to make the point. 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly. I presume, however, that the gen- 
tleman does not mean that he has any right to object to my making 
the point of order 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido mean jest that. 

Mr. BURNES. Well, I give notice now, so that no snap judgment 
may be taken, and so that every gentleman may be prepared to con- 
sider the questions of law and order involved. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 
in order to correct a name in the bill. I ask unanimous consent to re- 
| turn to page 12, line 12, and I move to strike out the name ‘ , 
and insert in lieu thereof the name ‘‘ 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
| The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
| of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
| 
| 
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| 


H. R. 10896 (the general deficiency bill), and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
| Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the 
case of George B. Houston. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
i On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, general leave was granted to mem- 
| bers to print in the RecorD remarks on the resolutions accepting the 
| Statues of Stockton and Kearny. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 38, noes 16. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly, at 4 o’clock 
and 59 minutes p. m., adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILI INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated b der: 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Mary 
E. McQueen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 11244) for the relief of Charles W. 
Rose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request A bill (H. R. 11245) for the relief of Sal- 
lie Hardmond—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11246) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11247) granting a . pe nsion to Philnura Tappan—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11248) for the relief of 
iE. B. Carter—to the Committee on War Claims 

PI 21C 
e following petitiol and j were Jaid on the Clerk’s des] 

under the rule, and referred as fo 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of cit ns of Galveston, Tex., praying 
that the terms of the Federal courts at that place may not be abridged 
by act of Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Papers in the case of Mrs. Martha A. Bibb, 
of Danville, Ky., for rélief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O-DONNELL: Joint resolution providing for the payment 
of the claim of John H. Hamlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


ul of the St. 


iF Mr. J. 


Uni N 


J. O'NEILL: Memori: Louis Typographical 


n No. 8, in favor of the Chace international-copyright bill—to the 
Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers in the case of the Presbyterian 


church of Murfreesborough, Tenn., for payment of war claim—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m 
Prayer by Rev. A. W. Pirzer D., of the city of Washington. 
The Jourt ial of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Ramsey County, Min- 
nesota, praying for certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Fergus Falls, Minn., pray- 

1g for the passage of House bill 9234, for the relief of William Gaffer 
a others; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Tampa and other places 
in Hillsborough County, Florida, and a petition of the Tampa (Fla. ) 
Board of Trade, praying for the passage of a bill appropriating $200,- 
000 for the purpose of protecting the country against the spread of 
yellow fever; 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. 2696) for the relief of John J. Crooke, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (5. 3448) granting a pension to Charles H. Green, sub- 
mitted an adverse report th« which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH. I 
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am directed by 


the Committee on Public Lands, to 
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whom was referred the veto message of the President on the bill (S. 
1870) granting certain lands in Pierce County, Washington Territory, 
to the city of Tacoma, for the purposes of a public park, to report the 
message back with a recommendation that the bill be passed over the | 
President’s veto. I desire to state that this report is the report of the 


majority of the committee, and that the minority do not concur in the 


report, but I understand do not propose to submit a formal minority 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon de- 
sire to have the report now acted upon? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It had bet » on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT | bill with the message will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom wa ferred the bill (S. 1686) for the relief of George 
S. Fisher, to submit an adverse report thereon. In the absence of the | 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANbDerRson ], who introduced the bill, I 
ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SPC JONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of the Baptist Female College, of 
Lexington, Mo., reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public 
whom was referred the bill ( 


Suildings and Grounds, to 
5. 3431) for the erection of a public build- 
1g at the city of ates Mich., reported it without amendment. 
Mr. DAVIS. I amdirected by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker 
Sheridan, widow of General P. H. Sheridan, to report it with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute. I desire to give notice that at an 
early date I shall call the matter up for consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The bill will be 


1 


placed on the Cal- 





e! 

WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1278) for the relief of James A. Ter- 
rell, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ir. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
erred the bill (S. 2441) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 
of James R. Berry, as late auditor of the State of Arkansas, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


RPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was r 
bill (8. granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. 
ge, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


Mr. Ti 
mitted the 
W oodbrid 


oeid)} 


nereon, 
RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I present a report from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, which I ask to have read. 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. SuermMAn, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitte 1 the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany the resolution of the Senate of February 8, 1888, 


directing the committee to prepare certain information in regard to Canada: 

rhe Committee on Foreign Relations, to which was referred the resolution of 
the Senate of February 8, 1888, begs leave to report that it has been proceeding 
in the execution of the duties imposed upon it and has accumulated a consic- 
erable mass of information, a large part of which was compiled by Henry \V. 


Poor; that the Senate having since committed the same subject to a select co: 
mittee, this committee asks that it may be discharged from the further execu- 


port the docu- 


tion of the aforesaid order of the Senate, and it returns with this re 
ments and papers referred to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion stated in thereport, to refer 
the information I send to the desk to theselect committee of which the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] is chairman. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no p 
objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And the Committee on Foreign Relations will be 


discharged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheCommitteeon Foreign Relations 

will be discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 
GEORGE F. RIDER. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Re solved, That the bill (S. 410) entitled ‘* A. bill for the relief of George | 

tide r,”’ now pending in the Senate, together with all of t) 1¢ accompanying pa 
pers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursua 
of the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled ‘“‘ An: 
to prov ide tor the bringing of suits against the Government of the United Stat« 


approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts bearing uj 
the me rits of the claim, 


including the loyaity of the claimant and all other facts 
contemplated by the provisions of said act. 


LA ABRA SILVER 
Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, report 
the following resolutions; which were referred to the Committee 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations have leave to requiré 
attendance of witnesses hefore said committe a sul ttee thereof t 


MINING COMPANY. 


mimit 
give evidence under oath respecting the claim of La Abra Silver Mining ¢ 
pany against the Government of Mexico; and said committee or subcom 
shall have power to administer oaths to such wit! and the expenses « 


> or ee 





esses: 

















their attendance and other necessary expenses in the exeeution of this « 
shall be paid out of the funds appropri ated for the contingent expenses 
Senate, on certificates issued by the chairman of said committee or sa 
committee. 

i lved, 2. That counsel for or against said claimants shall be authoriz 
appear before said committee orsubcommittee and examine and cross-exa 
avy witnesses under the authority of this res« 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3474) amendatory of an a 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi Riv 
Louis, Mo.,’’ approved February 3, 1887; which was read twice | 
title, and referred to the Commaittee on 

Mr. DOLPH introduce da bill (S. 34 inv the use of ce 
lands in Pierce County, W oikeahi mn 1 Territory, to the city of Ta 
for the purposes of a pub lic park; which was read tw by its t 
and referred to the Committee on P ublie | Lands, 

Mr. REAGAN, Some days ago | introduced a bill defining trusts 
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and providing for the punishment of those connected with them. 1 

found on examination that it needed amendment, and instead of amend- 

ing it I propose to introduce a substitute bill on the subject with an 
additional section relating to the jurisdiction of the United States courts. 
The former bill was referred to the Committee on Finance on account | 
of some previous reference to that committee. I should like very much, 
inasmuch as the bill I now introduce contains a new section relating to 
} 
| 





the jurisdiction of United States courts, t it should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I shall move that it be so referred 

The bill (S. 3476) to « ne trusts and to provide for the punishme 
of persons conne¢ ted with them or carrying them on, and ot 
poses, was read twice by its t , Li red tot Committee on t 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER int duced a bill S. or hé é I 1 rap m to 
nerva Griffitl vhich 1 title l 1 to 
( :mitt 1 Be ) 
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I ask that the bill may lie on the table, so that I can see what 
comes of the amendment I have sent to the Finance C 

Che condition of things is this, as I pa this mornin 
The premium on the 4 per cent. bonds we are purchasing has gone up 
in the last five months from 124} to 129, and the four-and-a-half 
which have less than th ears to run, have gone up from 106 to 





108). The meanin luce taxation and 


have so arranged our laws that we 
$50,000,000 a year more than the ; of the Government require, to | 
provide a sinking fund, which now calls for $50,000,000 a year and 
increases annually, when we have already bought and canceled from 
the principal of our indebtedness over 3700,000,000 of bonds—more 
than anybody pretends the sinking fund calls for, which is only 1 pet 
cent. a year—and when we have only a fraction over $200,000,000 that 
we can by any possibility buy before 1907 without paying whatever 
premium the holders of the bonds ask. We have enough idle money | 
lying in the Treasury to-day to pay off now every one of the 4} per | 
cent. bonds of 1891 without any embarrassment to the Government. | 
Of course all the 3 per cents. have been paid off long ago. 
The pretended requirement of the sinking fund, so called, which has | 
been a fraud for the last ten years, is kept up simply to maintain high 
and needless taxation. I have tried time and again to have it repealed 
so as to enable us to bring taxesdown. The sinking fund is not only 
encouraging trusts and combinations of bondholders to increase the 
premium on our bonds, but our outstanding indebtedness is in such a 
condition now that I can name ten men in the United States who by 
combinations can purchase all our outstanding bonds and hold them, 
and under the law as it now stands force the Secretary of the Treasury | 
under our laws to pay $200,000,000 for every $100,000,000 of bonds he | 


“ 
ae 


obliged to keep up the taxes, 














obtains from them, and he is compelled by law to buy annually over | ad 


$50,000,000 of them even if he pays 100 per cent. premium. 

I insist that the sinking fund now is maintained for no other purpose 
than to put money in the pockets of the bondholders and to enable 
them to combine together, as the Secretary of the Treasury is com- 
pelled to buy bonds under the laws as they now stand at any pric 
they ask. They have already advanced 5 





ver cent. They will advance 


d 5p 
i 
these premiums 25 or 50° per cent. within a year unless we repeal thé 
sinking-fund laws. 
It is an outrage on the tax-payers of the country and an outrage on 


decent legislation to maintain the sinking-fund laws any lo1 
want the bill I have offered kept on the table until I see whether 
Finance Committee will not agree to suspend the operation of these 
laws, which I insist are now kept on the statute-books sim 
a few men of wealth at the expense of the tax-payers of the country. | 
If they fail to report the amendment, I shall urge the Senate to pass the | 
bill. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is it? Is it a resolution? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I have offered an amendment to the tariff bill 





ily to enrich 
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by which I hope the Senator from Ohio will suspend the operation of ; 
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resolution of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNDs] comes oP in ames 


regard to the time of meeting, to move an amendment toit. I ask 
leave to offer the amendment now and have it printed. It is not neces- 
sary to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed if | 
there be no objection. 

Che amendment is to add to the resolution the words: 

Unless a majority of nators p i when the Senate shall adjourn shall | 
vote to adjourn to another hour 

DTI URBANCES IN COREA, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ioffera resolution to be read and ordered printed. 
I desire to submit some observations in connection wiih it before it is 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I shall ask the cour- 


tesy of the Senate to-morrow, immediately after the morning busi- 
ness, for about fifteen minutes, for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 


mit to the Senate copies of all official correspondence between his Department 
and the minister resident and consul-general of the United States at Seoul, 
Corea, and between the Department of State and the Corean envoy extraordi 
nary and minister plenipotentiary resident in Washington, occurring since. 
uary | last, including that relating to the recent dist: irbance s and alleged mas- 
sacre of Cores ins in the streets of Seoul, Corea, on or about June 20, 1888, and 


touching the causes inciting thereto, if any. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the resolution lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie 
and be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to enter a motion to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not ask that the motion be acied on now, 
but if I should be absent when it comes up I wish to have it pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations had heard what I said when I offered the resolution, his sug- 
gestion would have been unnecessary. In submitting the resolution 
I stated that before I should move its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations I desired to submit a few observations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that; but the form of the 
resolution being out of the ordinary course, I did not like to have it 
acted upon without a motion pending to refer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is my intention to move, myself, 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ALi right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and be printed. 








on the table 





The resolution will lie on the table, 


ACCOUNTS OF SUPERVISORS OF ELECTIONS, 


Mr. SPOONER. Some time since I introduced a resolution calling 
upon the Treasury Department for copies of correspondence between 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury and certain other governmental 
officers, and the commissioners and chief supervisors of elections. The 
resolution was laid over, I believe, because of the absence of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Puan], who had suggested a desire to offer an 
amendment to it. I ask that the resolution be laid before the Senate 
at this time, and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SPooNER June 
4, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate copies of all correspondence, statements of accounts, and 


inelosures which, during the incumbency of the office of First ¢ Jomptroller of 


the Treasury by the present occupant, such officer or his deputy has had with 
any United States commissioner, or any chief supervisor of elections, and of all 
replies thereto received by said First ¢ ‘om ptroller ; and also to inform the Sen- 
ate whether the several superv isors of elections appointed by the respective cir- 
cuit courts at and for the election of 1886, at which Representatives in C ongress 
were chosen, or for any registration held prior thereto and for said election, 
were paid for the respective number of days, not exceeding ten, for which their 
accounts were presented, and if such payments were not made the reasons 
therefor, and for what number of days they were not allowed and paid; and 
also to transmit to the Senate copies of all correspondence upon such subject- 


matter had between the First Comptroller of the Treasury and the Attorney- 


General or any United States marshal. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ness, the Senator from Wisconsin moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution which has been read. 
Mr. EVARTS. 


to the United States, of which I gave notice. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 


ator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. CALL. 


in the South. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think this resolution will not take much time. 


I very much prefer that it should be passed upon by the Senate. 
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to refer the | 


If there be no further morning busi- | 


If the morning business is over, I will ask permis- 
sion to call up the resolution covering the gift of the bust of Garibaldi 


The Chair can not entertain that 
motion at this time, a previous motion having been made by the Sen- 


I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw his mo- 
tion so as to allow me to move to take up the joint resolution reported 
from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases yesterday morning, propos- 
ing an appropriation to be expended in the suppression of yellow fever 


It 
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has been on the table for some time. I desire thé information which 
it is designed to elicit, and I desireit at as early a date as possible. If 
it consumes much time, I will say to the Senator from F lorida that | 
shall not want to antagonize his measure. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Strictly speaking, the morning busi- 
ness being concluded, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The 
first bill under Rule VIII on the Calendar will be stated by title. 

The Curer CLERK. Order of Business 1944, a bill (S. 320) for the 
relief of John D. Adams. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill being in order, the Senator 
from Wisconsin moves that the Senate proceed to consider the resolu- 
tion which has just been read, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and the question recurs upon agreeing to the same. 

The resolution was agreed to, 


LOUISIANA ELECTION, 


Mr.CHANDLER. Imoveto postpone the consideration of the Calen- 
dar and to take up the resolution which I submitted on the 19th of July 
for an investigation of the Louisiana election. y 

Mr. MORGAN. I inquire of the Senator from New- Hampshire 
whether he wishes to take up the resolution for action or merely for 
the purpose of delivering some remarks ? , 

Mr. CHANDLER. Forthe purpose of makingsome remarks thereon, 
buat not with the intention of asking a vote to-day if any Senator desires 
to speak or desires that the resolution shall go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution to 
which he has referred. 

Mr. CALL. LappealtotheSenator from New Hampshire to yield -—— 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that both the Senators from Loui- 
siana are absent on account of sickness. The senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] has been confined to his bed for three or four 
days and the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] has been 
absent from the Chamber and from the city for several weeks under 
the injunction of his physician, as I know. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will yield to the Senator from Florida in a 
moment. My attention has been called to the fact that both the Sen- 
ators from Louisiana are‘absent. The junior Senator from Louisiana 

[Mr. Eustis] has been absent for a long period of time and, I am in- 
formed, does not expect to return during the session. 

This subject has been postponed from time to time by arrangement 
between myself and the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson ] 
until such a period that it is impossible for me, without great incon 
venience, to postpone it any longer. I therefore sent word to the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson | that I desired to go on with my re- 
marks, which are“in no direct sense personal either to himself or to 

| the junior Senator from Louisiana, giving him a full opportunity to 
reply at his earliest convenience. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to say that so far as the junior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis] is concerned, I know it is his purpose to 
return to the Senate as soon as he is able to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to say that the junior Senator 
| from Louisiana did not desire to return, but that I had been informed 
| that his health was such that in all probability he would not be able 
to return. Undoubtedly he desires to come here if he can. I now 
| yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire to with- 
draw that motion, and I appeal to the Senate to allow the joint reso- 
lution reported by the Committee on Epidemic Diseases to be consii- 
ered at the present moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that under the rules the question of proceeding to the considerat 
any subject during the morning hour is not open to debate. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to tlic 

Senator from Florida proceeding. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say to the Senator and to the Senate that this 
is a matter of humanity. The necessity for some action on the part 
| of Congress with reference to the epidemic which is beginning to get 
hold of the Southern States is a pressing emergency, one of the great- 
est importance to the country at large; and as a matter of hun 
I appeal to the Senator and the Senate to let its consideration be hi 
at the present time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
taken up and be before the Senate, I will yield to the Senator, 
vided the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] be present; but I d 
not think the subject which the Senator from Florida wishes to ke 
up ought to be considered in the absence of the chairmanof the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent further to say that the Sena 
tor from Tennessee is somewhere about the building. He has had no 
tice of this application, and this dreadful disease does not stay its rav- 
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If the resolution which I have moved shall 
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ages because the Senator may or may not be here. I have no doubt | 
| whether there is any report of the Treasury Department indicating 


he is within the building somewhere. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If my resolution is taken up, I will yield to the 
Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate do now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution which has been referred to, 
touching the electionin Louisiana. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from Florida proceeds I de- 
sire to say that I am very glad to yield to him, as I now see the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee is in his seat; and I have also agreed to yield to 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EvARrTs], in order that he may sub- 
mit some remarks in connection with the reception of the Garibaldi 
statue. After that I shall not be willing to consent to yield for any 
other subject. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not propose to participate in 
any debate about yellow fever or State rights, but to refer toa matter 
pertaining to myself, which is called to my attention. 

I see that the Associated Press saw fit to announce and spread it all 
over the United States that I was absent and not voting yesterday on 
the fisheries treaty. It is nota matter of very great consequence so far 
as the treaty itself is concerned, but for the truth of history I desire to 
say that the announcement was made by the Senator from Missouri right 
in front of me [Mr. CocKRELL] that I was paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The agent of the Associated Press—I pre- 
sume he was in his seat—was within 10 feet of the Senator from Mis- 
souri when that announcement was made, and itso appears in the REc- 
ORD; but that does not help anything, as nobody reads the RecorD; but 
people do read the Associated Press dispatches, so I want to correct the 
statement, and give the press a chance to correct it also, | 

SUPPRESSION OF INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside to enable 
him to move the consideration of a joint resolution the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,- 
000 to suppress infection in the interstate commerce of the United 
States, 

No objection being made, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


appropriated, the sum of $200,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately 
available, to be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States in 
aid of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, to prevent the intro- 
duction of cholera or yellow fever into the United States from foreign countries, 
or into one State or Territory from another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. The only difference of any importance between the joint 
resolution which I introduced and the one reported by the committee 
is in the omission of the words: 


To seize and destroy, under conditions and regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, any infected personal or other property which is 
communicating infection and disease in the interstate commerce, and such con- 
demned property shall be paid for out of the money herein appropriated. 

I desire these words to be contained in the resolution or law that 
shall be passed. The words used by the committee, ‘‘in the discretion 
of the President,’’ are quite as broad as these are. Certainly, unless 
there be some objection in the invasion of the power of the States, the 
discretion of the President would be under the terms used by the com- 
mittee as broad as in this definition and prescription of the duty to be 
performed; but they are not so regarded in the Treasury Department. 


the clothing and bedding of persons who have been in an infected lo- 
cality, the question remains in doubt whether or not it can be paid for, 
and it is agreed by all persons that there is no other method of obtain- 
ing the infected clothing except by a knowledge of the fact that it will 
be paid for immediately. 

Persons either before or after taking the trains and traveling through 
the country with baggage, with woolen clothing and articles which are 
ascertained to communicate this infection, will not disclose it, will not 
produce it unless they can be paid for it, and it is believed in the city 
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Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator simply 


that this appropriation is necessary ? 

Mr. CALL. There is a letter from the Surgeon-General of the Ma- 
rine Hospital Service which accompanied the resolution that I offered 
here. 

Mr. HARRIS. I sent a letter of inquiry to the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the question the Senator from Wisconsin raises, and if the 
Senator from Florida will yield for the purpose I will send it to the 
Secretary’s desk and let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, August 15, 1888 

Str: Referring to your letter of the 13th instant, requesting information as to 
the balance of money remaining unexpended from the appropriation for pre- 
venting the spread of epidemic diseases, I have to inform you that, in round 
numbers, there is about $150,000 remaining of this appropriation. 

You further inquire whether this unexpended balance is sufficient. I have 
to say that at present it is impossible for any one to forecast the necessities of 


the presentseason. The amount of money is undoubtedly sufficient if the fever 
should not extend beyond the limits of Florida, within which State it is hoped 


| it may now be confined. The measures taken, owing to the establishment of 


fumigation stations, the employment of guards, physicians, and other employés, 
will probably require the expenditure of $50,000 within the State. As to the 
amount required for the destruction of property which can not successfully be 
fumigated, no estimate can be given at this time. 

Respectfully, yours, 

Cc. 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary, 
Hon. IsHam G. HArRIs, 
United States Senate, Chairman Committee on Epidemie Diseases. 


Mr. CALL. In addition to that I will state to the Senator from 


| Wisconsin and to the Senate that there is a letter which was referred 


to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, which I suppose is amongst 
the papers from the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service in 
reply to a request which my colleague and I made of him that he 


| would ascertain how far this money might be used for all the purposes 


which, in his judgment, were necessary to suppress this contagious 
disease and prevent its spread into the other States, and for the de- 
struction of property which was communicating the contagion and in- 
fection, which he had recommended should be destroyed. His reply 
to that letter was as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE SUPERVISING SURGEON-GENERAL, 
UNITED STATES MARINE-HosprtTaL SERVICE, 
Washington, August 9, 1888. 


Str: Referring to our conversation of this morning, I have called at the De- 


| partment and conferred with Assistant Secretary Maynard in regard to the 


matter, and have to say that the Department is of opinion that no existing law 
will authorize the destruction of any infected house in a State, but if Congress 
should make an appropriation to reimburse the State of Florida, or the indi- 


| vidual owner, for the destruction of any house deemed infected, so that disin- 


2 — otic . t be effectively per sd, there would be bjectior the 
That in addition to the unexpended balance of the contingent fund heretofore | fection could not be effectively performed, the o ® BO objection to th 


ofticers of this service acting as appraisers to determine the value of the prop- 
erty and superintend such destruction. It would probably be necessary for 
the governor of the State to give the order for the destruction of any property. 
An order for the destruction of bedding and clothing infected beyond effective 
fumigation has this day been given. 
Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN B. HAMILTON, 
Supervising Surgeon-General M. IT. 8. 
Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate. 

That was the response which the Surgeon-General received to this 
application to know whether under the law as it now exists and, as the 
report of the committee allows it to continue, in the discretion of the 
Surgeon-General of the Marine Hospital Service the money could be 
used to pay for contagious or infectious clothing, bedding, or wooden 
houses which were in such juxtaposition to the tide of travel as to com. 
municate infection and contagion to it. 

Mr. President, that is the whole question. Shall we define and make 
clear, so that there will be no trouble in regard to it, the law so as to 
authorize to the extent of the appropriation, in the discretion of the 
executive officers of the Government, the money to be applied to pay- 
ment for such clothing, such bedding, and such infected houses as are 


; A , eee A | communicating disease to the interstate commerce of the country as in 
If it be necessary, in order to prevent contagion and infection, to destroy | 


their judgment may be absolutely necessary ? 
There is no other method of preventing the spread of this destruct 
and fatal disease or of extirpating it from the interstate commerce of 


ive 
ive 


| the country except.by the destruction of the clothing and bedding and 


of Jacksonville, which is now threatened with an epidemic—but for | 
the great purity of the atmosphere there, certainly there would be a | 


very fatal and destructive epidemic which would spread to all the 
great cities—it is believed that it has been brought there by travelers 
and others wearing and bringing their baggage or clothing that had 
been exposed in infected localities elsewhere. 

Mr, SPOONER. May I ask the Senator from Florida a question ? 
Mr. CALL. Certainly. 


the houses in the immediate locality where it commences or finds a 
lodgment. This is the object of this appropriation. Why shall it not be 
made plain and clear beyond all doubt ? 

I have here the law as it stands, and I am only asking in this reso- 
lution that the law as it stands shall be made plain and relieved of all 
doubt. Let us see what itis. The act of June 2, 1879, is referred to 
in the later acts upon the subject. In the act of July 1, 1879, these 
words are contained 

And the board of health shall have power,when they may deem it necessary, 
with the consent and approval of the Secretary of the Treasury,as a means of 
yreventing the importation of contagious or infectious diseases into the United 
States, or into one State from another, to erect temporary quarantine buildings 
and to acquire on behalf of the United States titles to real estate for that pur- 
pose, or to rent houses, if there be any suitable, at such points and places as are 
named in such section, 
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the disease. and that sometimes it may totally perish. asin all like : t : 
cient occupants of the ruined cities in Central Am a have disappeared i- 
leaving any rn, other than their stupendous buildings, of their exis ‘ 
lhe black death, as our forefat! s called it from the dark purple b] p 
j ird on the iwi blood and tissues had become wh« = 
ed through the virulence of the disor r, still lin rsin t East 1 r 
the name of the Levant, or the Oriental plague. Even n we are « asionally 
informedof an outbreak * * where the * *® Purk has reduce “ 
one to squalid poverty and misery ence Europe is again threatened * 
rhe black death visited Christ cl unterbury, every lightly fora ce: 
friars had laid in pure n the hills to the monaster 
j black death st attacked utthe end of 1347 } 
panied by, conv by atmospl { « 
3. Many perso: were zed wi r died instan * 4 
ppeared in Avignon, in 1348; * * * in Plorence, by the I 
April; i’ rane r uny,in August; * * on ist 
in the seaport town of Devonshire, in England; and in Russia in 13% 
he mortality was cnormous and appalling. It is probable that one-t 
the por ution perished. * * The immediate consequence ‘ 
of lab and excessive wages, ‘ 3 rotted in fields, cat and 
roa l at large, and land went out cultivation But the progress of san 
science has put an end to the w ; lisease whi is t 
e than five centuries ago. 
ay 1 +9 : . 
Now, I wish to ask, Mr. President, if any theory of govern 
neglects or forbids the use of the means by which a calamity so w 
spread, involving the existence of whole races of people shall be 
I 
hether it is reasonable or unreasonable, whether it is wi 
rrow and impracticable? But we have here the precedents, t] 
nple, the authority. 
rl he Marine Hospital Service has declared 
the destruction of infected houses where this disease exists in 
cases is an absolute necessity for preventing the spread of the di 
He has declared what is obviously true and what has now becom 
| recognized fact in sanitary science, that the woolen clothing which 


lhat the act of 1, 1879; and the section referred to is the 
third 1 of th ne 2, 1879, and that section is: 
‘ of Health ill co »rate with and,so far as 
‘ ' fi h the execution and 
« i t iatic it UF intro 
t Oo i * ites from ior n } 
Phe pla ref i to the places where it is necessary to acqui1 
b to buy 1 rent houses for the prevention of the in- 
trod { 1 ol Cor } i ] ul from one State to another. Ve 
ha th e, b té is of 1 existing law, authority to 
‘ id t} oney ) real estate, to b 1 hous to « 
h fo uLry of } ting t l of 1 inf 1 from 
‘ tate t t i iy ben sary 
yw, the « he elng p r under this act to own 
this property, if ro} acquired be as » of contagion o1 
fection to inte ‘ does the public safety require its de 
Bt ion 1 isi I er to destroy it? If we have not, or if it 
be a matter of doubt whether under this act we have given the pow 
what reason can be j n the disease is spreading into the inter- 
state com ce of the country from an infected house, what reason 
ca eha fy » the Government to buy the uninfected 
locality fo € purpose of pre it rthe¢ tagi n, for refusing o fa 
ing to de and | hich is spreading the contag 
Mr. Ps l upon the Senate, and for myst ) 
avow my support of a y which requires that the power o! 
the Government t ( tion of epidemic disease shall 
bi rcised, and that it might he point clearly and un- 
equivocally of doi vhat } ee le the law in respect to 
A 1imal industry of the countr and that the contagion shall be 
ari d, if necessary, by t urchase and destruction of property wh 
r it is necessary to prevent the destruction of human life. 
President, I wish the srstand the magnitude of this 
danger W h is threateni ntry; which is not less, but 
gr r, than if an armed force we invading the country from th: 
shores ef the Gulf of Mexico. I affirm that the proposition is true be 
youd all question, ther in respect of property or the protection o1 
the lives of the people of t United States, an epidemic of this, the 
m ital, the most cor is, the most dreadful in many of its forms, 
of all diseases known, i re threatening to us than any organization 
of armed force which could assail the country. 
lo show the possible eventualities in our great towns and cities of 
this disease which is now ining a foothold in the most salubriou 
the most healthy, and the t atmosphere in the world, to show what 
may be the result, as has been in former years in Savannah, in Charles- 


ton, in Noriolk, in New Orleans, along the whole valley of the Missis 
sippi, to present what may be the result of any negligence on the part 
of the authorities of the Government, of any ignorance and narrow 
views, of any defect in our laws, of any failure to do what is possible to 
be done, I wish to read a few lines from a statement in reference to the 
character which this epidemic has assumed elsewhere and which it may 
a in this country. From the consular reports made to the State 
Department, which will be found on file there, I quote the following: 


Sst ic cr 


rhe vomito appeared at San Blas,an island on the Pacific coast of Mexi 


oO 





after the absence of a century, The town had 3,000 inhabitants. One-third of 
th vho rem ed died,says the American consul in his report of March of 
this year. So violent was the disease that in a large percentage of cases death 


occurred simultaneously with the first warning and while the person was fee!- 
ing weli and looking comparatively well. Vomiting generally appeared simu!- 
taneously with the attack, and many are said to have choked to death. It par- 
took more of the nature of pyemia,and attacked the stomach as the objective 
part with more malignity than theordinary black vomit, butata different stag: 
Tixe consul says he is constrained to believe in the germ theory, and that the 
inoculation may have been so fatal that being taken up at once into the circu- 
lation its effects operated precisely as any other deadly poison. 


This is not unprecedented. The small-pox at different times has 
destroyed entire populations. One-fourth, I see in this report, of the 
population was destroyed and the capital of Thibet in the East was 
deserted for three years. We have the history of the terrible plague, 
called the ‘‘ black plague,’’ in Europe in the Middle Ages, which de- 
stroyed whole populations, whole nations, and which made a desert-of 


—) 

many of the most populous portions of the world. 
‘horold Rogers, in his book on Work and Wages, says: 

The black death is alleged to have had its origin in the center of China in about 
the year 1333, and is reported to have been accompanied by various phenomena, 
in the earth and atmosphere, of a very novel and destructive character, such, 
indeed, as were noticed as long ago as in the plagues of Athens and the simul- 
tancous visitations at Rome or the mortality which prevailed in Northern Eu- 
rope near three centuries before our era,and at the terrible pestilence which 
visited the known world in the age of Justinian. So, in later times, the cholera 
and influenza were traced to particular spots in Indiaor China, which had been 
Geso!lated by earthquakes, as Justinian’s plague was said to have had its origin 
at Pelusium. 

Nearly every infectious or contagious disease which has desolated mankind 
appears to have had its origin in the East and to have traveled along thence to 
Europe, although the yellow feveris said to be a product of the West. Itisalleged 
that before it reached the West the black death exhausted itself in the place of 
its origin. Like most other plagues it was infinitely more destructive at the 
commencement of its career than after it had endured foratime. * * * We 
are told that it killedLihe strong * * as with Asiatic cholera when it is 
most virulent; many of those attacked perished speedily,and before the disease 
had developed its most characteristicsymptoms. Itappears, indeed, and the im- 





pression is confirmed by scientific research, that when some new infection or 
contagion is developed the whole population is speedily liable to the assaults of 








| comes necessary for the fire department to pull down and destr 


ths or years, unt 


exposed in an infected locality will carry for mon 


favorable combination of atmospheric forces occurs, the cause, whateve 
it is, of thi sity of the destruction of 
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‘ 
this disease, and therefore the nece 
such clothing or such houses. 


What I ask is that this law shall be made definite and clear, and 
there be a building which is declared by competent sanitary autho 
ties who represent the Government under regulations to be presc1 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that can not be so fumigated 


cl 
that they shall be authorized to burn if, 


ansed and disinfected as to deprive it of its death-giving prope: 
and, if so, to pay for it, 
The only g 


State authority and laws consenting and co-operating. 
tion is whether the State of Florida, or the State of South Carolina, or 


the State of New York, or some other State in which this disease may 
exist should incur thisexpense. Ireplyin regard to that that it would 
be entirely reasonable, so far as its local benefit extends, the Stat 
should pay it, and the cities should pay it, but in so far asita 
the interstate commerce of the country the General Government sh 
pay its proportion of the expenses. 
Mr. SPOONER. Why should it be paid for at all if it has be« ) 
? 
! 


1 
n 
ul 


so infected that the public health and the public interests require 
destruction, any more than you would pay for a building which it b 


yw 


ruc 


prevent the spread of fire? 

Mr. CALL. I will answer the question. Why shall you compen- 
sate any man for his private property taken for public use? 

Mr. SPOONER. But the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided, and it would seem to need no decision, that property destroyed 
in order to prevent the spread of infection is not ‘‘ taken for public use,”’ 
within the meaning of the Constitution, so as to require compensation. 

Mr. CALL. Is not the preservation of the lives of other people a 
public use? The man in the infected district can live in it with im 
punity, and his family who have become acclimated and whom th: 
fever can not hurt can live there with impunity, but other people in 
the trains and in other places who may sit by the side of the man th 
has woolen clothing which has been in the yellow-fever locality ma 
take the fever and die, while the man who owns and wears it escapes 
it has no effect upon him. Now, in whose use is it that the clothi 
should be taken, the public or his? 

Mr. SPOONER. I would not have the Senator from Florida inf 


from my question that I am opposed to this appropriation. I am in 
favor of it. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that. I wished to show the reason of it. 
The taking of the property of the individual when it is not for his 
benefit, but for that of the public, is a taking for the public use. _ . 


There is a reason of public policy which these officers urge in adc 
tion. They say that unless the poor man having little property, wit) 


perhaps but one suit of clothes, with but one bed, knows he will be} 
immediately upon the delivery of the articles, he will escape the law 


and not be where they can be taken from him, and if he does not his 
wearing apparel can not be taken and leave him without clothi 
Therefore some one must pay for it. 

In respect to this existing epidemic which now threatens this coun- 
try, and other piaces more than Florida, there has been no provision 


in the laws of Florida because the existence of an epidemic there 0 
yellow fever or of anything else has been heretofore unknown, W!th 
the exception of one or two localities. With that exception the State 
of Florida has been exempt from epidemics of every kind, and there 
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ildings and get his pay for them. x from Ham} I i r f - 
. CALL. That undoubtedly is true not only of this resolut t} 
but of all other bil!s forthe payment for either property or ser to en intoasd 
$ 


Mr. BLAIR. 


It seems to me the Senator or somebody should un- | p or stri ing f 

















dertake to make a law like that we have enacted to prever ) pl 

of pleuro-pneumonia or cattle diseases, hog cholera, and e 

thing. Ido not see any reason why human life is not 

titled to protection, and why we may not as well } 

withstanding the doctz ite rights, to vent i : 

] ver all over this country as we may pay for t a i 

general distribution of the cattle plague. But it does that ; 

the Senator rather by introducing a measure here t! ) 

his proposition is, to tempt people to come along with old clothes and | need 

all manner of old truck to get pay for it, should make a propos! is 

which would give a chance to exercise some power on the part of i 

nation, which is to pay the money, to quarantine and inspect, an for t! 

take away from people their clothes, their wearing-apparel, when there | be 

is fair evidence that they are infected, and then pay for th¢ has t y ) 
Mr. CALL. I shall be very gladto acceptany suggestion end- that } > fl 

ment which will effect the purposes of this resolution. The P: 1 ) 
Mr. BLAIR. We have not the yellow fever in New Hampshire, but | the law ] t ude « ‘ 





we will pay our share of the money if the Senator will p: iniot 
proper sort of law. necessal 





Mr. CALL. I thank the Senator for his suggestion, and I will very | d 
gladly accept any amendments which may be offered by any one w h | their } I 
will protect the public and secure the properexpenditure of r y ap- [ 
propriated to prevent or extirpate the disease, and also the p1 r ex Zea 


penditure of money in reference to cattle, and in reference to every un 
form in which money can be expended under appropriations. I sup Mr. BL pat 5 






posed that this was already sufficiently protected, first by the discre- | is simply 

tion of the Secretary to establish the rules under which this money | and says t 

should be paid, so that the rags and old clothing which were sought | the clot 

to be paid for should not be paid for unless it was proved that they | old clothe 

were full of contagion and death, and their des ‘tion necessary to | yellow fever « perso 
prevent the passage of contagion from one State into another. the lo 


[ think that is a duty and a discretion that may be intrusted to the | wheth 
Secretary of the Treasury. I should be very willing to intrust it to | dise: 
the Senator from New Hampshire if he were Secretary of the Treasury, | The Senat« 
or to any other man who is fit to be Secretary of the Treasury. I | He still le: to ill « i 
should be willing to give the discretion of making rules by which it | dispose of. ‘1 e is ¥ 0 t to to f 
shall be made certain that the rags and the bedding are really conta-| Mr. CALL. 2ke any such propos 
gions. I think if yo I : 1 traveling 1 he ta 
Mr. BLAIR. Is not power given in the resolution as reported by | ances, who bh y fever or ha contains 
the committee to expend the money necessary, in the discretion of | it, there is no qu n of the power < 
the President, who may use such measures as he may think are calcu- when a man is not t ling upon the cars, | nap n i 
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he is liable to go upon the trains or public conveyances and where he 
probably will go upon them, and where clothing and baggage are about 
to be shipped, but are not yet in the interstate commerce, I think there 
is a region of doubt whether or not it can be seized; but be that as it 
may, I did not say that the President said he wanted power. When I 
applied to him with my colleague and the rest of the delegation from 
lorida on this subject, in response to the request which I shall now 
read, the President said he thought that if there was any doubt on the 
part of the Treasury Department, or in the law, whether the power ex- 
isted of paying for this infected property, it had better be provided for 
by an act of Congress; and I think his opinion is very clearly a correct 
and sensible one, and 1 can not understand how any one can entertain 
a different opinion. 

This resolution provides not ‘‘ that a man coming along and saying 
he has the yellow fever, or cholera, or any other disease, shall be paid 
for his clothes, whether good or bad,’’ but that when the board of medi- 
cal men charged with this duty under the law and under the regula- 
tions of the Department shall say this man and his clothing will com- 
municate in all probability this disease because of recent exposure to 
it in an infected locality, and the public safety and the public health 
demand that this property shall be destroyed—when that safeguard has 
been carefully observed, then I say that the money ought to be paid 
upon the proof of those facts; and it is proper that the law should so 
plainly declare, and it is not in any respect wise or sensible to im- 
pose on any officer the responsibility of interpreting at his peril a 
doubtful law. When Congress makes the law it is its plain duty to 
make it clear and certain, definite and precise in its provisions, and this 
has never been doubted or denied before. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator indulge me there ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now understand the Senator to ask that by this 
proposed statute we give to the President power to interfere with per- 
sons and property before they have in any way become identified with 
the interstate commerce, and that the President would like this mat- 
ter of power cleared up by legislation. 

Mr. CAIA.. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, is this not the difficulty of the Senator in his 
States-rights view of this thing, that there is no constitutional power, 
as he holds, to interfere with this person and this property until they 
have come within the domain of the interstate-commerce clause of the 
Constitution ? 
interfering with that domain, so outside of our national constitutional 
jurisdiction ? 
tutional law to meet a difficulty of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CALL. I do not think there is any great difficulty about that. 
That is an old question which we have argued here time and time again 
in endeavoring to arrive at some legislation which would harmonize 
the different views which were prevalent in respect to State authority 
aud power and the power of the General Government in reference to 


sanitation, quarantine, and the prevention of the spread of epidemic | 
Of course there are those points to be met, but we arrived | 


diseases, 
at a common agreement in the act of 1879, and in the appropriations 
made in different appropriation bills from that time to this, to exercise 
the power of the General Government as to interstate commerce in 
respect to the prevention of the spread of disease amongst animals as 
well as infectious diseases amongst men in the interstate commerce by 
requiring it to be done in harmony with the State laws. The great 
principle of constitutional interpretation in this country is an interpre- 
tation that shall effectuate the powers of the General Government in 
harmony with the powers of the State governments. 

I do not care to discuss that question, and therefere in the amend- 
ment which I introduced I provided that it should be done subject to 


and in accordance with the authority of the State, and the money is | 


appropriated to do those things in the States, which the National Gov- a ee - ora nachicwndl re 
ie Senator to produce a single plausible reason why it is not- 


ernment could not do, and without the exercise of forcible power the 


act to be done being within the domain of State authority, yet being | 


an act necessary to prevent injury to the interstate commerce of the 
country, this power and this duty is recognized in all this legislation. 
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cept to so regulate commerce as to prevent the infection of contagion 
from foreign countries into this country or from one State into another. 
That is the limitation; and it is for that purpose that moneys have 
been appropriated to aid State and municipal boards, and for no other 
purpose. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator will allow me to say that I think I have 
said that every time I have said anything. Certainly that istrue: but 
it does not affect this argu:nent in avy respect whatever. Our sole au- 
thority is to prevent the infection from one State into another. Every- 
body must understand that. But of what import is that to this ques- 
tion? If the doing of a certain act, if the seizing of a man with baggavce 
infected before he takes the car within the limits of a State, if the burn- 
ing of a house which is breeding cholera in juxtaposition to a line of 
travel, a highly contagious form of disease, within a State is necessary 
to the prevention of it in interstate commerce, what concern does that 
have with the question that our only authority is to prevent the infec- 
tion of this disease from passing from one State to another if the burn- 
ing of that house is necessary to do that thing? That is what I have 
asserted, and I have said that in this law, I repeat again, which the 
Senator from Tennessee was largely instrumental in framing, the au- 
thority was given to buy that infected house or any other house in 
express terms already; and shall it be said if, having bought it, it ; 
producing death and contagion; having bought it for the purpose o! 
preventing contagion from one State into another, and it is producing 
contagion, that the Government may not destroy that which is its own 
for the very purpose for which it bought it ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida will allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The authority as to the house the Senator refers to 
was given to build or buy a house to be used as a quarantine siation, 
was it not? 

Mr. CALL. I will read you the law: 


To prevent the infection from one State into another— 


Those are the words of the law— 
of contagious or infectious diseases. 

Mr. HARRIS. That part of the law w¥ich authorizes the buying of 
a house is simply a house to be used as a quarantine station. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not authorize the purchase of houses to be 


If that be so, how is it possible for us to passa statute | destroyed. 


Mr. HARRIS. By no means, nor does it squint at it. 

Mr. CALL. Let us see and let us examine that in the light of rea 
son. The Senator from Tennessee says it is to buy a house for a quar- 
antine station. Now I want to ask him why does the law authorize 
you to buy a house for a quarantine station? Tell me that. 

Mr. SPOONER. For a public use. 

Mr. CALL. What public use? 

Mr. SPOONER. To isolate the persons who are supposed to be in- 
fected. 

Mr. CALL. What do you want to isolate them for? 

Mr. SPOONER. To prevent the spread of contagion. 

Mr. CALL. Exactly so, to prevent the spread of contagion. Now, 
you undertake to say that it is a reasonable proposition to buy a house 
to prevent the spread of contagion, and having bought the house and 
found that it spreads contagion and is a cause of death, there is no 
constitutional power to allow you to destroy it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator make this proposition, that 
the health authorities of the State decide that given premises are i 
fected and that the public health requires that the premises should |e 
immediately destroyed, that is a taking of property for a public use 
which requires the payment of compensation ? 

Mr. CALL. I do. I will state it a little differently. I say that 
the taking of property to protect the public health—and I challen 


taking of private property for public use. 
Mr. SPOONER. In theState of Iowa they passed a law under whi 
certain brewery property was destroyed, and the point was made as to 


h 


I will remark further to the Senator that the laws expressly say in | its constitutionality, that while it was a taking of private property for 


so many words that this money shall be appropriated to do certain 


things in aid of the authority of the State boards of health and of the | 


| 


public use the law provided no compensation, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States decided that property taken in the interest of the 


State quarantine regulations, and this law, which has been reaffirmed | public health, under the police power, was not ‘‘ taken for public use’ 
from 1879 until now, in every case gives this money under the author- | in the constitutional sense of the phrase, and that no compensation was 


ity of the Surgeon-General of the Marine Hospital Service to effectuate 
the State quarantine in those matters where the Federal authority was 
not recognized by law to extend. 

Mr. BLAIR. WilltheSenatorallow me to ask him a question there? 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

Mr. BLAIR. How in case the State authorities should refuse to re- 
ceive the money and this contagious disease, we will suppose already 
so destructive in Florida, should be spreading over the entiré country ? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire and the Sena- 


tor from Florida will allow me, I beg to call the attention of the Senator 
from Florida to the fact that he is somewhat mistaken when he says 
that moneys have been appropriated from the Federal Treasury at any 
time to aid State or municipal boards of health in doing anything ex- 





required to be made. In the ease I supposed a little while ago of a 
fire, if the fire was spreading and it became necessary in the judgment 
of the officers of the city, the fire department or the commissioners, to 
destroy my friend’s house in order to prevent the spread of the fire and 
the utter destruction of the city, that property may be destroyed with- 
out compensation being made for it. It is an emergency, an over- 
whelming public necessity, which is not the taking of private property 
for public use within the legal sense and meaning of that expression. 

Mr.CALL. Weare reasoning now about this, I take it. The Sen- 
ator has given an illustration and I will give one. A war is raging, 


it is flagrant, and men are needed, for what? To protect the soldicr 
and everybody else; but the soldier is taken and my friend and myself 
are left. Why pay him anything? It is the public welfare, it is the 
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pablic protection. Youand | are protected, and he, too, exactly alike; 
and why pay him for devoting his life and his services ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator must refer to a draft, I suppose, 
where a soldier is taken for public use against his will. 

Mr. CALL 
cance of the idea and the reasoning is that you take that which is per- 
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retary of the Treasury. hat isall. The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall say what shall be condemnaticn and what shall not. 


Mr. President, I am of course solicitous that this measure shal! pass, 


al 
| but I wish to place it before the Senate and to assume my own position 


I do not care whether it is a draftor not. The signifi- | 


sonal and you devote it to a public use, which includes the person as | 


much as anything else. 
or not--—— 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to suggest in connection 
with his illustration that the power to take the individual for the pub- 
lic use in war is not a power that carries along with it the right of com- 
pensation on the part of the individual at all. He is given pay for his 
services for the time he is in the field, but he is not paid for his life. 

He has no right to his pension even, except by statutory provision. 
But the innate power in government is to command the force of every 
living individual for the common protection of all, and that, too, with- 
out compensation, as is demonstrated in the case where the individual, 
body and soul, may be taken, even up to death, and then there is cer- 
tainly no compensation. 

Now, is not this the distinction, I will ask the Senator, that wher- 
ever property be taken or wherever property be taken and destroyed, 
which property is not taken for the public use, but taken for the pur- 


I do not desire to argue the question whether 


i 


in regard to it Che justification of this proposed resolution depends 

| on whether it is beneticent or not. Is it authorized under our powers 
of government or not? Can we authorize a veterinary surgeon or a 
Commissioner of Agriculture to seize and destrov thousands of cattle 
and appropriate $800,000 for it within the limits of a State in pursu- 
ance of State law, and shall we hesitate to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to destroy infected property in the States under regula- 
tious which shall be prescribed by him in cases where, like in the case 
of infected cattle, disease and death are being spread? 

That is al Is it beneficent or not, and is it wise? If this epidemic, 
as the Surgeon-General has certified, can only be stopped in that way 
then we should provide the proper means; and I have here a com- 
munication which I shall ask the Senate to print with my remarks 
without reading it. It is time that this body should wake up to a 


pose of its own destruction, it may be for the general welfare, but in | 


that case the individual runs his risk as a member of society, and he 
is not entitled tocompensation. Thatisthe principle. But where the 
thing taken is for the public and is subsequently valuable to the pub- 
lic and continues to exist as property and is property of the public, in- 


stead of that of the individual, then there is the right to compensa- | 
tion; but where for the common good a-thing is destroyed, whether a | 


man, or a beast, or property, there is no right to compensation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to know if I really understand my friend 
from Florida to insist that where the Government calls a soldier into 
the military service it is in the exercise of the power of eminent do- 
main—in other words, if he means to insist that there is any parallel 
in the cases ? 

Mr. CALL. I thought my friend was too good a logician to ask me 
such a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. f think the fault in logic is in my friend, not in 
me. 

Mr. CALL. Ofcourse I am very willing if I am wrong to bear the 
blame. But in my view of society and government, as I understand 
it, dating ‘rom the time of Justinian and the civilization of the Roman 
Empire to this day, as recognized by all enlightened people, rights are 
founded in beneficent use and application. They originate in good for 
mankind. There is no foundation of right but beneficence. Power, 
concession from the people, has its origin in a beneficent purpose and 


use, and therefore I say that when the soldier takes the place of the | 


Senator from Wisconsin, and gives his life and his time and his per- 


sonal ease to allow him or me to do without the sacrifices which he | 


makes, he has a right, not in the naked sense of power or of eminent 


domain, but in the higher and better sense of beneficent legislation, of 


proper action on my part and his, to compensation for that greater part 
which he has done for the public than he or I. 


Mr. SPOONER. The resolution as presented by the Senator from | 


Florida does not discriminate in any manner whatever between the 
property for which perhaps there ought to be some compensation made 
and the class of property or property so situated or infected that any 


lawyer must concede the owner is not entitled to be paid for it. He pro- | 


vides here: 


That the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service is authorized, on | 


the request of the governor of any State, to seize and destroy, under conditions 


and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary ofthe Treasury, any infected | 


personal or other property. 


That is, property already infected which ought to be destroyed in the 
interest of human life— 


Or other property— 


That is, property already injured to the owner, property which it is 
almost a crime in the owner to maintain and permit the existence of— 


realization of the great questions of the age in which we live, to a proper 
sense of the fact that the danger to life, society, and government is 
more in the fatal piagues of disease and pestilence than of armed men 
and organized force. That we have something else as statesmen to do 
besides organizing armies and building navies, and paying for them, 
and providing policemen. We have other and greater ends of 
ment and legislation than these. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator, in connection with 
this very proper and eloquent appeal, this peroration, a question that 
I think goes to the root of the matter, why will he not ask the Senate 
then to strike out of the proposition the words ‘‘on the request of the 
governor of any State,’’ and not leave the whole nation of sixty-five 
millions of lives dependent upon the caprice of the governor of Florida 
or of any other State where this disease happens to be located? If the 
Senator will move to strike out the words *‘ on the request of the gov- 
ernor of any State’’ I shall be very glad to vote for his proposition. 
Then it will read: 





rovern- 
yovern 





That the Surgeon-General of the Marine Hospital Service is author- 
ized to seize and destroy, under conditions and regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, any infected personal or other property which is 
communicating infection and disease in t interstate commerce, and such con- 


demned property shall be paid for out of the money herein appropriated. 


Do you want to leave the lives of the people of the whole nation 
dependent on the will and caprice and pestilential States-rights views 
of the governor of Florida? ‘The worst pestilence there is in this coun- 
try is this States-rights doctrine, upon which theory the Senator has 


introduced his resolution. 





If he will strike that out. we can get alor 


’ 
well enough, and we can control yellow fever and other worse things in 
| this country. 

Mr. CALL. I think I can give the Senator a very good reason for 
that. First, it is impracticabl There is such diff ice of nion 
that we can not make any legislation that will harmonize with his 
views. i hat 1s one reason. Another reason is because the law forthe 
suppression of pleuro-pneumonia, the law for the suppression of con- 
tagion and infection in the interstate commerce, has adopted a differ- 
ent rule. The precedents, therefore, are for this action and not for 
the manner of legislation which he a es. That is the practical rea- 

| son why, whether he is right or wrong, I should n ) it he pro- 
poses to do. 

But I have said that I have made this motion in pursuar f the 
better and established sanitary and medical opinion of the da i 
that we are confronted now with an enemy of the most form 
character, whose power over human life and human happiness, not in 

| one State, but in all the States, has been evid ! the most con- 
vincing manner on repeated occasions, and therefore we are call : 
to do, experimentally and practical whatever may be pre efli- 


which is communicating infection and disease in the interstate commerce, and | 


= condemned property shall be paid for out of the money herein appropri- 
a, 

That is, property condemned must be paid for out of this Govern- 
ment appropriation. Suppose the authorities of the State order it to 
be destroyed and the Government authorities acting in harmony and 
by way of aid to the State authorities concur, must all the appropri- 
ation or payment be made out of the Government appropriation? if 
so, why? 

_Mr. CALL. It does not bear any such interpretation. The resolu- 
tion says the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to say for what 
this money shall be paid, for what property and under what circum- 
stances; that is all. . 

Mr. SPOONER. It says all property condemned shall be paid for 
out of this appropriation. 

Mr. CALL, Condemned under what? Under the rules of the Sec- 
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cacious to stop the advance of this enemy. 
I have this telegram from Jacksonville, signed by gentlem rreat 
intelligence, of eminent humanity, and of the highest int , 


character, who are now devoting themselves in the commer t of 


this epidemic, which I hope may be stayer 


is wise, wili be stayed and extirpated where itis. I have this te 
gram from them: 








JACKSONVILLE, I Aucust 14 ~ 
To Hon. Witxryson CALL, Washington, D. ( 

Iam instructed by citizens’ associ n to urge ‘ ‘ re- 
lief bill, and to make part of the appropriation ava I . 
to suppress yellow fever. 

) | 
Pr ut Ja i 1 1 ? 
J & 4 4 2} 
Senator CALL, Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

We are instructed to communicate to you the following res tion adopted 
by the execut mittee of the Citizen’s Auxiliary Sanitary A t 
thisday, withthe: iest that you adopt such measure as willin you lement 
best promote the t view 

** Resolved, T t lo not feel it necessary to appeal to t y of 
the public at large for the present, at least trusting that our | - 
of self-reliance whicli animates them will furnish means unt r irces 
are exhausted, we realize the importance to the ent S f la, and 
the United States generally, that extraordinarv efforts be made to stamp out the 
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disease which has been 
to other communities 


and to this end it may be necessary to destroy buildings 


which have become foci of the infection, and undertake works of a public nat- | 


ure to remove all possible danger. We feel that the United States Government 
can most appropriately devote such funds as are available for the prevention of 
infectious disease to enable us to carry on these works and thus avoid a long 
and disastrous epid 
beck the aid which has been so kindly tendered to us from many quarters. 
J.J. DANIEL, Chairman. 
J. W. ARCHIBALD, Mayor. 
NEAL MITCHELL, 
President Board of Health. 


Colonel Daniel, who heads these signatures, is one of our most distin- 
guished citizens, both for ability and eminent virtues of all kinds, and 
all these are gentlemen of intelligence and merit and distinction. The 
people of Jacksonville, with commendable liberality, have devoted their 
resources entirely to this great public duty, and have not asked for 





public charity nor for aid from the Government; but seeing that it is | 
| requirements of the city generally, which are in a great measure pec 


possible, with means greater than they have, to stamp out the present 
infection by destroying the places of infection, they have submitted to 
the Government this request that the authority in the laws shall be 
made plain and clear and beyond mistake and quibble. 

Now, here is this epidemic, from which the pure and healthy climate 
of Florida exempts the State generally, but which has extended from 
Key West to the city of Jacksonville on its way to the great cities; 
which has attacked s¢ 
ing at Tampa, which is now co 


mparatively free from it, and pausing 
in Jacksonville—a climate unfriendly to its propagation—this epi- 

n its present is easy to control with adequate means. 
Surgeon-General | and I think it will be found in his report— 


; has stated 
he has stated to me that in the little town of Manatee, which is adja- 
cent to ‘Tampa, some 40 miles distant on the bay, 


demic 


i 
iY 


here was a nest of 
houses, and that all through the winter his expert and accomplished 
physician, Dr. Murray, whose opinion I know the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will state to be valuable, a patient, self-denying, intelligent, 
studious, thoughtful man, laboring in the interest of humanity and 
science, has reported to him that the entire origin of that disease, with 
a guard of fifty men around it, seeking to prevent persons going in and 
coming out, has been from a series of old buildings, where for a space 
of seven or eight months this disease has been generated in that im- 
mediate locality, from those houses, and communicated all through 
the country and now threatening the whole Atlantic coast and all the 
great cities, including Washington. 

Mr. President, I have said all I desire to say to the Senate upon 
this subject. If we are refused this legislation so clearly required by 
the public interest, after having given $800,000 to seize animals and 
kill them, with the consent and co-operation of State authority, to 
prevent pleuro-pneumonia; having given authority to buy and destroy 
property of all kinds in the different States, cattle-yards, places where 
the contagion and infection of pleuro-pneumonia exists, which the 
Senator finds no objection to—destroying cattle-yards and paying for 
them under our laws—why not destroy the houses that are spreading 
disease and death all through the land? I care not for these unrea- 
sonable distinctions upon this subject. I am for the beneficent exer- 
cise of this power harmoniously with the power given to the States, 

I insist that the power of the Federal Government-and the power 
of the States can in all cases be harmoniously and beneficently exer- 
cised-in co-operation, the one aiding the other; and I contend that that 
is the sole principle, the great life-giving principle, of the Constitution 
in respect of its distribution of powers. 
them; but you need to aid them, as all this legislation does from the 
beginning until now, by appropriating money to aid the States in doing 
those things which may afiect disastrously the general interstate com- 
merce of the country, affect the national and public interests in respect 
to the powers and subjects over which the General Government has 
power. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask leave to publish with these remarks a 
paper sent to me by Dr. Souvielle, who- states that he is lately a sur- 
geon in the French army, a member of the St. Thomas Hospital, Lon- 
don, and now of Hot Springs, Ark. While I am not a judge of and 
know nothing about these matters, it seems to me to be a valuable con- 
tribution to the studies of the age upon the subject of yellow fever and 
its prevention, and illustrates the necessity of this action onthe part of 
Congress, showing that this contagion may be prevented. 

The paper is as follows: 

Hot Sprinas, ArRK., August 14, 1888, 

I have learned through the “St. Louis Republic” of the development of afew 
cases of yellow fever in your midst, though I hope the reports of the prevailing 
state of panic among your citizens are somewhat exaggerated. My interests in 
the present case are doub!e—that which I feel for the cause of science, and also 
that which I have in the welfare of the city and people of Jacksonville. 

The generally unknown character of the yellow fever renders it more dreaded 
than it would be were it ‘‘ more familiar grown,” and to make it so should be 
the first care of the scientific physician, for only by the intelligent co-operation 
of the authorities, and of every individual of a community, can his labors to 
combat its inroads meet with the success they merit, and would certainly bring 


about were they thus omeoune, 
The city of Havana, where yellow fever is always present, is never subject to 


panic on its account, for every one knows something of its characteristics and 
treatment but those who are its victims are new-comers who are afraid of it, 
and whose very fears are almost certain to makethemsuccumb. The mind has, 
amore powerful influence toward a good or an evil termination than can be 
fully understood, though well authenticated. 


The | 


I do not believe that you | 
need to coerce the States into the exercise of any authority given to | 
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introduced into our city and prevent its possible spread | 


smic, in which event we would no doubt be compelled to | 


AUGUST 22, 


in a letter to your valuable paper (Times-Union, Jacksonville, Fla.) of the date 
of November 7, 1887, I gave a short account of yellow fever, and its origin and his 
ory, which I will not occupy space to repeat, though of great interest just now: but 
now that it is actually present among you, it is absolutely necessary to meet 
boldly and intelligently. To do this it is expedient to know first what we hav 
to combat, then where to look for lurking danger, and af 
the means, 

That it is a microscopical living organism is well known. That it is carried 
by currents of air, that it is propagated in foul air and follows lines of tray: 
are all facts equally well understood. That it requires moisture in order to ex- 
ist is also true, as in a state of absolute dryness of the atmosphere it is harm. 
less, Impure water andimproper food convey it into the system, and all pro 
ucts and processes of fermentation serve to communicate it, to extend its ra 
ages,and to intensify its virulence. High barometer retards its developm 
and aids towards recovery those who are suffering from it, while a state of |o 
barometer at the sea level is favorable for its propagation and the invasion «; 
new regions. Thelow barometer due to elevation has an exact opposite of { 
for in the dry atmosphere of high altitudes an not develop. 

We have now reviewed a few of the more important general conditions and 
forms in which we have to meet this intangible and insidious enemy. Of t 
uliar ar 
and of the means necessary to be adopted by the corporation, I hope 
< further, and for this I, as an individual, rnust wait for proper encourag 
ment and support, which the authorities alone can render, but to other 
viduals quite as personally concerned as myself I give the following direct 
if those who would benefit by them wi mind the previous porti: 
this letter, the reasons for the precautions and measures to be mentioned be 





terwards to consider 
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| will be at once apparent. 


veral towns along the line of railroad, commenc- | 








| ventilation, prophylactics, and 


As I wish to be understood by those whose means or circumstances or busin 


affairs will not permit them to leave the city, but who must remain to me« 
emergency of the hour as best they can, I shall be very concise and put wl I 
have to say in the simplest and most practical shape possible. They are i 
diately available for every person, while by their careful observation tl 
fourths of the cases can be prevented even after the infection has obtained 
ascendency, and by their timely use it would never become an epidemic 

The subjects requiring attention are food and drink, sanitary regulations 
disinfection, to be considered in their ord 

Only the very freshest gathered and cooked vegetables and freshly killed 
newly cooked meats should be eaten, while no warmed over or left over 
of any kind should be partakem The use of ice and ice-water should be p 
ticularly avoided. From one-half toone ounce of chloride of sodium or cx 
mon salt should be taken with food duringevery twenty-fourhours. This a 
asa prophylactic in the blood, and being extremely important and an ea 
condition to observe it should on no account be neglected. F 

All water which is to be used for drinking purposes should be boiled and kept 
closely covered while cooli or bottled while boiling hot, id never al owe 
to be exposed to the air. Vegetable tar should be put in it, and this with sma 
‘ ities of wine be the only beverage allowed. A half teaspoonful of flow 
‘ ilphur should be taken twice in each twenty-four hours, and tonics of 
kinds are also of extreme value 

Phe air of houses in damp weather and at nights ngust be kept as dry as | 
sible, this being best effected by open fires. Ail sleeping apartments and t 
sick chamber should be in the highest story of the house, and the latter « : 
cially of large dimensions and well ventilated. 

Burn alldejecta of the sick with the assistance of coal or vegetable tar i 
the clothing and bedding suspected of contagion should be also burned), 1s 
these matters are a prolific source of propagation when allowed to remain 
vaults or sewers or buried in the earth. All the water-closets should be dis 
fected daily, and a quantity of charcoal kept under the seat to absorb the evolved 
gases, Ice melting in the receptacle will also prevent the formation of gascs 

Over (or within) each manhole or vent of the city sewers, and over all pri 
sewers, should be placed, suitable in size to the opening, a cylinder or « 
filter of charcoal to absorb the gases escaping therefrom. As charcoal wi! 
tain about one thousand times itsown volume of gases it isalmost a perman: 
saferuard in such situations, The air from below is to be filtered through t 
charcoal, so that the bottom of the cylinder must be perforated, or what is ! 
ter, made of coarse wire or wickerwork or lattice. ‘The whole may be mad 
either of these materiais, and it is to be preferred, 

Dampness must be carefully avoided, and every person suspected of cx 
tagion sponged with alcohol; but above all do not anticipate or fear an atta 

he fatality of yellow fever is always exaggerated in the public miind, as in t 
most widespread of all recent epidemics, that of 1878, the percentage of re: 
ery was eight out of ten cases, and the tendency is generally to a favorab 
sue, unless complications exist. The sick should be all removed by the city 
thorities on steamers to the mouth of the river and kept there in salt at: 
phere, which will greatly aid in recovery. 

The steamers must be disinfected morning and night, and all thesanitar; 
ulations as before mentioned carefully observed. Cities near the ocean sho 
always have their hospitals near the seashore, and those in inland situat 
should so utilize the greatest altitude available. Physicians ought not to v 
from house to house in the ordinary clothing, but should wearlinen or a rul 
gossamer while on such duty. Should the disease become beyond cont: 
which condition obtains when it becomes epidemic, then sulphuric-acid ; 
should be artificially produced in the atmosphere in the following manner 
the intersection of the streets place iron cylinders or other vessels which 
contain about 20 gallons each. hese should have substantial bases and be i 
with the following mixture, which is then to be slowly burned: 

fake coal or vegetable tar, to each gallon of which is added 5 ounces of 
powder, 1 ounce of flowers of sulphur, and one-half to 1 gallon of coal « 
to be continued for several nights or until subsidence of the disease. 3B) 
means ozonification will be effected, and complete destruction of the infect 
thereby secured, ; 

All the processes for the prevention and arrest of the epidemics, and th« 
fication and protection of the air of cities from the exhalations from sewers 
covered by a patent granted to me by the United StatesGovernment, but t 
suffering city of Jacksonville for the present emergency I hereby give 
right té use for her own benefit all my methods, which I have freely descr! 
to relieve her in her hour of imminent danger and affliction. 

M. SOUVIELLE, M. D., 
Late Surgeon French Army and late Member St. Thomas Hospi/a!, _ 
London, England. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Florida will suspend. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the b'!! 
(S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union | f 
the State of Washington, and for other purposes. If there be no 0)- 
jection, by unanimous consent the unfinished business will be laid aside 
informally, and the consideration of the joint resolution continued. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to suggest an amendment to the 
amendment reported by the committee to the pending resolution. The 
amendment reported by the committee seems to provide for the pro- 
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tection of all parts the United States exceot the District of Colum- | the Unit 
bia. It provides this protection: or 

lo prevent the introduction of cholera or ye t United Sta ! Mr. CA } 

gyn countries, or t ne Siate or i I ) Ha 

T snggest as an amendment to the committee’s amendment to add, g ce i 
at the end of that amendment, the foll ing: ce i 

Or into the District of Columbia f: Lany Stat r Territory, or into any Stat } Ol Di t 
or Territory from said Dist | Mr. BI 

Mr. HA RRIS. There can be no obie tion to th ut amendment. p L l - 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resolution is of no value as the com- | a ‘ : ‘ 
mittee have reportedit. Itisidle. The pointisthattheoflicialswho| .**'- 
have the power to spend this money do not consider that it gives them | * reece 
the power to pay for bedding and clothing and infected houses and to | * °°“ 
destroy them. Surgeon-General Hamilton was sent there to ascertain | SP&C®¢ 
this, and he has reported that they thought they had not the power. oe va ; 

In the cattle laws we have provided expressly that the money shall be | ‘ Mr. BL mig: reel aera } 
applied tothe payment for property. Why, then, talk about enacting | tag ~hargeteam ~ne* san tig » UT 

here a law which isa delusion, under which the Departments will not | %* “BY Piate ab A A UMS 

pay the money for the only purpose for which it can be, and you have ep or oe oe ; } to 

amended carefully the cattle Jaws so as to seize and kill cattle in the | ““ understand Alm D : 

States and destroy the infected yards? } tore it com ~ exe 

Why is it that y yu Oppose without neuen Opis habanenianeenery | Mr. ¢ en eee 
amendment in favor of human life? Is it because I have no pow area: the } 
impress so plain and sou ble a thing upon the Senate? That | at — o 
may be true. We have but to look at the cattle laws to see all that}. Mr. BLA 
this amendment provides. Why, then, shall all this objection be made | Isiative aut — 
to making that plain which you declare is intended to be covered by | Tt ° 
the general provision, but which is so general, so obscure, so vague | Not i 
that it may and will be interpreted to mean nothing and will leave the | the S 
money in the Treasury unused, and leave the people to die without | % _ 
assistance or relief? Been erp 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Florida look for a moment | t ate « 
at the substitute reported by the committee? |} 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. | There 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the tor be look at it aj! 
moment? I wish to call hisa tion to the am Mr. ¢ { 

Mr. CALL. I will hear he Ser } question is, « \ l 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not remo by i ting | that in t ‘ ‘ 
after the word ‘‘prevent,’’ in | 9. the words ‘‘by such means as he | state com I f this coun ) 
shall deem best;’’ so as to read: | appropriate and_pay the | 

To be expe ided, in the discretion oft resid of Un 1State in aid of | the Presi i 
State or municipal boards of health, « ro € ise to pre’ t, by su *h mea sas stroyed to prevel Gt conta I 
he shall deem | bat, the int d setion Of cholere ef vel i ver into the Unit Mr. BLAIR. I certainly do 
States from foreign countries, or into one ate or Te rom another, Mr. CALI 7 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him why shall we | lution. If he thinks ‘ 
contine it to that expression? Suppose he says ‘‘I do not consider that | let him t to the 
I have the power under this law ?’’ | putting in the 1 the gov 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator answers my question by asking me | Lic t to-day t M l, 
another. I would be glad if he would answer my question, whether ‘ ‘ : } 
the insertion of these word arly give to the President the | . Fl 
power to purchase property and destroy it if in his judgment it became | ly will é 
n yé ul yd 

Mr. CALL. I think so, and I think he has that power now under | ) i 
the law; and I think his discretion would be wisely aided by that sug- | t t 
gestion of the Senator. I think if the resolution is to pass in this form | I t 
it is a wise suggestion, but I think it would be better still to do what | 1 le th Le ) 
we have done in the cattle laws, to say that you may expend this | for l t V 
money to pay for property. That we have done in reference to pleuro- | United States. Amend it in: way L a 
pheumonia, Mr. BLA [ S ; 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator upon that point seems to be under a mis- | all repel the « ructure 1 i he] l tot 
apprehension. Whatever has been done under our law relating to the | inadequate; it i ird ri um ¢ 
extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia in connection with State authorities | consistency with this, as I said 
has been done in connection with those authorities constituted by leg- | which, notwithstanding it has ; ly ¢ 
islation and existing as a result of the action of the legislative power. | hundreds of thousands of lives, h 

Mr. CALL. What legislative power ? | has continued to remain the in tual « 

Mr. BLAIR. The creation of State boards and the authorization on | relations between the Govern! t 
the part of State boards to seize cattle and destroy them, and they bave | It is just as sure to result in great 1 in f 
gone so far and been so kindly in their relations to the National Gov-| I say the Senator in his effort to ] 
ernment that when the National Government, through them, will assist | trine which is dead and buried or ought to id 
in the extirpation of disease by paying all the expenses, they will ac- | to be as the result of the war, produces h : 


cept the money from the United States. That is the extent to which 
they have gone. But the point to which I call the Senator’s attention 
is this—that the power to seize property and extirpate disease by de- 
struction of the property is one which is exercised in the State by virtue 
of the action of the Legislature, the creation of State boards by author- 
ity of law, and I would like the Senator’s attention, because it is neces- 
sary that the Senator’s views be understood. 

‘The Senator from Florida comes to us with this proposition, that the | 
Government of the United States, upon the request of the governor of 
a State, may step inside the State jurisdiction and exercise a power for 
the destruction of property with no other authority but an authority 
which, on his theory, the United States doesnot now possess—upon no 
other authority save the request of the governor of the State. 

Now, the question I wish to put tothe Senator is this: Can it be pos- 
sible that the mere request of a governor can confer jurisdiction upon | 





upon that theory; and then when pressed to be con 
self or to abandon his theory and to make his resolut 
to be and give the national power the right or t 


| right to go where the disease is which concerns, a 


in New York more than it does those in Florida, b 

many more of them, whatdowe find? A hundred tl 

be extirpated in Fiorida while in New York there are m 
interested in the 1 t of the spread of this disease and in the re 
of this ] slation, i y be, and now he ask e to perfect his re 
tion, and h« the « ent of the governor, whi 

vides for, i t nt, and he admits it is not, to ame to 
necessary the consent of the State Legislature. I do notact 


theory at all. I deny the whole theory. 
The consent of the State in no manner whatever is 
National Government has the right under the nation 
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national defense, to go within the limits of a State and extirpate any | State, burn property and pay for the property. It might be a ques- 
disease which is liable to spread over the remaining portions of the | tion, even if it was found necessary to destroy the property, as to how 
country. It is its duty to do it, and but for this doctrine the Senator | far it would be right or just or proper or lawful to make compensation 


would get legislation which would take care of Florida and all other 
portions of the country threatened by yellow fever or by cholera or 
those diseases which imperil cattle in every direction, he would get 
legislation vastly more for the general good and promotive of the gen- 
eral welfare. 

Mr. CALL. I will say that the Senator from New Hampshire is not 
only courteous, but he is eloquent and he is learned and is not stupid. 
I will accord all those things to him, and I will be willing to be re- 
garded by the Senator as stupidand as ready to propagate a very wicked 
doctrine, although I am nota doctrinaire. I am not at all dogmatic or 
doctrinal in respect to my opinions as to the exercise of power. All I 
want is to stop the epidemic of yellow fever, doctrine or no doctrine. 
All I want is the Senate to say that the President shall have power, in 
his discretion, or the Secretary of the Treasury, or anybody else that 
can be trusted, to pay the public money herein appropriated for houses 
which are places of infection or contagion to the people of this country. 
That is all. And I doit, not because it may be the best thing to do 
for the man who owns the house, but because as a matter of practical 
legislation, property that is infected will be destroyed when it is known 
that compensation will be made, and as a matter of practical legislation 
it will not be destroyed, neither the clothing nor the houses, unless it 
is known that money will be paid for them. It is the practical result 
that I desire, and therefore I have introduced the joint resolution in 
the very likeness and almost the words of the laws relating to the sup- 
pression of pleuro-pneumonia, almost the exact words, and if it does 
not suit Senators in the respects criticised I have not the slightest ob- 
jection to amending it. 

All 1 ask and all I want to do is to make the issue here and now that 
in the dreadful epidemics which threaten this country the power ot 
the General Government, whether in the appropriation of its money to 
pay for property in the State or out of the State which is spreading 
contagion and infection to the whole people, shall be exercised. That 
is all, and I want to make that point. 

It is true I am making it to-day for the State of Florida, which is 
now threatened and is the present source of the danger to all the other 
States, but I am as ready to make it and as ready to vote it in any 
form for Massachusetts, or New Hampshire, or New York, or Oregon, or 
any other State as I am for Florida. 

Thatiswhy I wantthisresolution amended. Itis because the Treas- 
ury Department, that is to spend this money, has said and the Presi- 
dent has said that he does not recognize in that law the clear and un- 
questionable power to pay the money and make the regulations which 
may insure the destruction of property communicating contagion to 
interstate commerce. It is a practical question, and the Department 
is not ready to put that construction on it, and therefore I have asked 
that the law as it is admitted to be shall be made clear. That is the 
question. Is there any difficulty or doubt as to the propriety of mak- 
ing the expressions of the law clear so as to do that thing which it is 
designed to do? If there is, let the Senator from Tennessee give the 
reason why a law should be made obscure and doubtful. That is the 
only point. It is admitted that is the law, and it is also known that 
that is not recognized to be law. Now, let us make it clear and plain. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, 
from the day of its organization down to the present time, has believed 
and held that the only authority it has to deal with contagious or epi- 
demic diseases was derived from the power to regulate international 
and interstate commerce. That committee has frequently asked Con- 
gress to pass bills and resolutions to so regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States as to strip it of contagion, be- 
lieving, as the committee always has believed and still believes, that 
that power is clearly possessed by Congress, and that it is the duty of 
Congress to exercise it whenever and wherever necessary. For the last 
seven years there have been from year to year appropriations made, to 
be used within the discretion of the President of the United States, for 
the purpose of preventing the introduction of contagion from foreign 
countries into this country or from one State into another. To that 
extent legislation has gone. From year to year in the sundry civil 
appropriation acts these appropriations have been made. 

‘The second section of the joint resolution of the Senator from Florida 
requires that upon the application of the governor of a State it shall be 
the duty of the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service to seize 
and to destroy any property, personal or other, which may be so in- 
fected as that it may breed and communicate contagious diseases. I 
undertake to say that under the substitute reported by the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases the President has in his discretion the clear and 
indisputable right to perform any act which may be necessary or to use 
this money in any way which may be necessary to prevent the intro- 
duction of contagion from foreign countries into this country or from 
one State into another. He needs no additional power. 

It is absolutely clear that he can use this money for that purpose, 
and it is within his discretion as to how it shall be used to best ef- 
fectuate and accomplish that p But it does not legislatively 


direct him that he shall, upon the application of the governor of a 


for property destroyed because it was so infected as to be destructive 
to the public health. Indeed, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] has referred todecisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States which clearly show that such property is not to be construed as 
taken for the public use; that it is not to be compensated for as prop. 
erty which is taken for the public use; that itis property which is de- 
stroyed in the public interest and is not to be compensated for. Such 
is the property to which the Senator from Florida refers. 

The Committee on Epidemic Diseases, with absolute unanimity, 
were ready to vote any amount of money which may be necessary and 
which can be constitutionally used in preventing the spread of this con- 
tagion from Florida to other States, or from any one Stateinto another, 
The report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that there is now a 
fund of $150,000 subject to the uses of the President, within his dis- 
cretion, for this purpose; but in order ‘“‘to make assurance doubly 
sure ’’ (for if the necessity arises at all it will be an imperative neces- 
sity, and we can not measure the extent of it in advance), the commit- 
tee consented to add to that fund the sum of $200,000, so as to give an 
amount ample for any possible contingency that may arise. That 
amount is subject to the use of the President, within his discretion, 
for the accomplishment of the only constitutional purpose to which it 
can be appropriated, that of so regulating commerce as to prevent the 
introduction of contagion from one State into another, or from foreign 
countries into this country. 

That at all events has been the construction placed upon the powers 
of that committee and the powers of Congress by the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. To that it adheres. We have provided by the 
substitute which is reported from the committee the additional appro- 
priation of $200,000, which will be added to the $150,000, making a 
sum of $350,000, and it is to be presumed, if not taken absolutely for 
granted, that the President will use it in such a way as is necessary to 
accomplish the object and the only object for which it is legitimate and 
proper to make the appropriation. 

I do not care to prolong this debate. The committee is unanimous 
in favor of making an appropriation of any amount of money which 
may be necessary and which can be used legitimately for the purpose, 
and I take it for granted that every Senator is ready to vote any 
amount of money which can be legitimately used. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Tennessee sits down I should 
like to ask him a question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not perhaps very pertinent to what is now going 
on, but it is a matter of interest to the public and will be to the Sen- 
ate. When this subject was under discussion a few years ago, when 
there was a much more extensive alarm in regard to the spread of this 
pestilence than there is now, there were some eminent physicians here 
from the South, one from New Orleans, I remember, who thought that 
a method of preventing thespread of yellow fever by something akin 
to inoculation or vaccination had been discovered in Brazil, and there 
was some proposition to appropriate a sum of money for investigating 
that matter by our Government. Is the Senator from Tennessee, who 
is chairman of the Committee ‘on Epidemic Diseases, aware whether 
that expectation has been verified or whether anything has turned out 
to be true of what was then believed by those physicians ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not aware of the fact that any commission of 
scientists has been appointed or sent to make the investigation which 
was then suggested and contemplated. My information, however, is 
that it is still a matter of grave and serious doubt in the opinion of 
medical scientists as to whether a prevention or certain remedy can be 
found by the idea then suggested. Yet there are advocates of that 
theory, and there are many scientists, I understand, who believe that 
yellow fever may be prevented by a system of inoculation. 

Mr. REAGAN. In response to the question asked by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I will state that, although I have no official infor- 
mation, I was advised recently by Dr. Davis, of Massachusetts, wlio 
took great interest in that question and in securing the appointment 0! 
the gentleman who was to conduct the investigation, that the pliysi- 
cian so appointed had reached the conclusion that there was perhaps 
nothing in the theory propounded by the doctors in Mexico and one in 
Brazil; but he still thought it worth while to prosecute the investig:- 
tion further to see whether some discovery could not be made. 

Mr. HOAR. The question perhaps was not very pertinent to tls 
subject, but I thought Senators would like to be informed what hal 
resulted from that inquiry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say that I have the 
honor to bea member of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, together 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from Micl- 
igan [ Mr. SrocKBRIDGE]; and I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee [0 
state, if he has not already done so, that from the firstall the members 
of that committee have been not only willing but earnest and insistent 
that enough money should be provided to the Treasury Department to 
enable that Department to stamp out yellow fever on its appearance '0 
this country. I myself called the attention of the chairman of that 
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committee to the necessity of being ready, and it was ascertained that 
there was then subject to the control of the Treasury Department be- 
tween $200,000 and $300,000 applicable for that purpose. I insisted 
that the chairman should make certain that that money was available, 
and he did so. 

It was perfectly well understood that not only the Southern mem- 
bers of the committee, but the Northern members of the committee, 


were willing and anxious to do everything in their power not only to | 
prevent the introduction of the disease of yellow fever, but to prevent | 


its spread in this country if the disease should inake its appearance. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire, I imagine, was 
not in his seat when I distinctly stated that the committee were abso- 


lutely unanimous in favor of appropriating any amount of money that | 


was necessary for the accomplishment of the object. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


ity in the committee in favor of making new and additional appropri- 


preventing the introduction of the disease or the spread of the disease 
if money or the precautions which money would bring could prevent 
its spread. That is where we stand to-day, not only the Southern 
members of the committee, but also the Northern members of the com- 
mittee; and I ask the Senator from Michigan [Mr. StrocK BRIDGE] to 
make his statement on this point, because, inasmuch as the Senator 
from Florida puts himself in the attitude of complaining of the action 
of the committee, it is important that the position of the committee 
should be distinctly understood. . 

If there is any lack of power to-day on the part of the Treasury De- 
partment we want to confer that power. If it is necessary to destroy 
property, and the power is doubtful, we want to confer the power to 
destroy property, and we want to keep the treasury of the officers who 
are in charge of this subject at all times filled with national money, 
so that there shall be no excuse for any neglect whatever. 

The only point on which we differ with the Senator from Florida is 
that we are not willing to appropriate in advance money to go into an 
appraisal of any of the bedding, or any of the furniture, or any of the 
clothing which may be presented by the citizens of Florida to be ap- 
praised and purchased and destroyed by the United States for fear it 
may have about it the infection of yellow fever. I ask the Senator 
from Michigan if he will not state his view on this subject. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, after the discussion which has 
been had on this measure I think it is hardly necessary for me to add 
much to it. I will simply state, however, that with the other mem- 
bers of the Committee on Epidemic Diseases I was in favor of any ap- 
propriation which was thought necessary to be made in this direction, 
but for one I wanted to be careful to have the conditions so applied 
that there should be no complaint of an attempt to infringe upon the 
powers and rights of the States in this matter. As I understand the 
amendment of the committee, it was made with especial reference to 
that view of the case; and the committee were, as has been stated, 
unanimously in favor of the report. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I take it that we are here in this body 
to reason about the subjects which come up before us. If we have any 
function it is that of discriminating as to what is reasonable and what 
is not. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] says that we can do what- 


When the proposition of the Senator from Flor- | 
ida came before the committee the other day there was equal unanim- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


| 





ever is necessary to prevent the spread of the contagion from one State | 
to another; that that isallthe power. I grant that—everybody grants | 


it—but that is not the question here. 
question as that. The question here is, what is necessary go do it? 


Nobody has raised any such | 


What is the specific thing? ‘The Senator from Tennessee says that the | 


specific thing is included in what the committee report. He says that 
a law which provides not what specific thing shall be done, but what 
a specific man thinks ought to be done, is the sort of a law to pass, 
although you have knowledgethat the particular thing that is required 
is in the opinion of that man not the thing to be done. 
makes the proposition that we should make a law as follows: ‘* De it 
enacted, That all our power is to prevent contagion passing from one 


The Senator | 


State into another, and to that end the President shall do what he | 
thinks best,’’ not that which Congress thinks, not the act that every- | 


body thinks is necessary, but what he thinks, and that makes it all 


| and vote with the Senator. 


constitutional; if he thinks a house ought to be destroyed it is right | 


to do it. That is what the Senator from Michigan says. The Senator 
from New Hampshire thinks that that is States rights, to give the Pres- 
ident an unlimited power to do something that he thinks is right. I 
say that is not reasonable; that that is no hypothesis for an argument. 

I have proof here that the opinion of the learned and scientific and 


TSL3 





proposition that in this great scheme of government, of national pow- 
ers and State powers, the national powers are intended to aid the 
State powers, and that they are to be beneficently and beneficially con- 
strued, and not beaten about the bush by the idea that the only power 


| the Government has is to prevent contagion as it affects interstate 


commerce. Certainly that has nothing to do with the purpose in view. 

I wish to avow and maintain some reasonable and useful exercise of 
the powers of Government, I wish to be known as advocating the ap- 
propriation of the public money to the specific purposes within or with- 
out a State as will extirpate and prevent contagion and infection and 
the spread of plague and pestilence. If it be necessary to buy and 
burn houses, I advocate their purchase and the burning of them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly I will. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do you not think that the President, with h in- 


| Strumentalities as he may employ for the purpose of investiga 
tions sufficient to give the Treasury Department no excuse for not | 


exact condition of affairs in any given locality at this moment, is bette 
prepared to decide what step is necessary to prevent the introduction 
of contagion from the State where it exists to another State than we are 


‘ 
to-day prepared to dictate to him that certain property that the gov- 
ernor of the State may request to have seized shall be seized l we 
decide to-day that it shall not only be seized and dest 1} 


be paid for out of moneys appropriated from the Fed: 

Mr. CALL. I agree entirely with the Senator if I had intro- 
duced any such proposition as that here I should abandon it and vote 
with him. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will you let me show that you have introduced ex- 
actly that sort of proposition ? 

Mr. CALL. If I have introduced any such proposition I will aban- 
don it and vote with you. 

Mr. HARRIS. Section 2 of the joint resolution, as introduced by 
the Senator from Florida, provides: 

That the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service is authorized, on 
the request of the governor of any State— 

Mr. CALL. Mark the word ‘‘ authorized.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I mark the words as you have marked them. 

Mr. CALL. The word is ‘* authorized.’”’ Iwant you to emphasize 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then you propose to leave the entire discretion with 
the Surgeon-General. Is that your construction? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. The language is— 


That the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service is authorized, on 
the request of the governor ofany State, to seize and destroy, under « 4 
and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, a: t ed 


personal or other property which is communicating infection, ete., and 
in the interstate commerce. and such condemned property shall be 


of the money herein appropriated. 

If vou ‘onositi loes not mea hat I describe it mean. I 
if your proposition does not mean waat aescTibe 16 tO mean, 

1 


ild like to know what it does mean 


Mr. CALL. 


she 


It is just about as far from what you describe it to mean 


as anv two things on the face of the earth. What you deseribed is 
that I asked for a law that should require property s ifected to be 
seized on the request of the coverm r pointing it out, whereas the reso- 
lution that I have introduced and which you have adv: y re { 
authorizes it to be done, fhe difference bhetw ‘‘authorize i 

require’’ is just the difference between the sun and abs ted 
ness. It authorizes; it permit 

Mr. HARRIS. Then will the Senator allow me 
izes the Surgeon-Geueral of the Marine-li tal S 
quest of the a rnor—— 

Mr. CALL Ye So lar. 

Mr. HARRIS hen, if your construction as you w give it is the 
true construction, you leave the whole « 
eral of the Marine-ilospital Ss ce, or ¢ ‘ Ip 1e 
imperative duty to seize and destroy. Che one or the< rise 

Mr. CALI Iam surprised that so bright a ma md so f lea 


logician should in the presence of the Senate m » that proposit i 
undertake to say that if I have hat I will abandon the resoluti 
hat I have done is just as fa i i 
what he says as it is possible for any two things to b 








I introduced a jaint resolution authorizing the Surgeon-General 
the Marine-Hospital Service, on the request of the governor, uncer the 
| authority and the conditions, and with the consent an rect f the 
President or the Secretary of th sury, which is the ) 
| do those thing, not in the discretion of the Surgeon-G ral, but i 
the discretion of the President and his advisers. You can order 


practical people of this country is that in this contagion and infection | 


the destruction of the infected foci is a necessary fact; that all ex- 
perience has demonstrated that fact. I have asked that that particular 
thing shall be declared the thing for which the public money shall be 
expended; and I am met with the argument that the committee have 
always believed that the only power they had was to strip commerce 
of contagion. 

I want to make my record here. I do not entertain any such opin- 
ions. I do not want to stand upon them. I want to stand upon the 


way you please. 

It is to be done with the consent or request of the governor W hers 
do I get that from? ‘There is no Legislature in session. ‘The Consti 
tution provides that the National Government, in the exercise 
of the most important functions in aid of the State’s well-being, shall 
do certain things. Therefore if Iam wrong I am wrong in the lan- 
guage of the Constitution of the country in assuming that when cer- 
tain matters of internal regulation are to be done the governor shall be 
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the inviting and consenting power when they are to be done in the | freeze out yellow fever and keep it from spreading, because the only 


States 
FOL Loe, 
The difference between the Senator from 
The difference is not in 


But why be so critical ? 
Tennessee and myself is not that difference. 


the appropriation of public money; the difference is in the question | 
| the discretion and the guard of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Marine-Hospital Service to do what they have recommended to be done, 


whether that money will be of any service as appropriated in the 
amendment proposed by the committee, 

I have said that the joint resolution does not extend the power of the 
Government at all. Let that be the point. I have proposed in this 
emergency to apply the former appropriation of $150,000 to do what 
the Senator from Tennessee says, to prevent the contagion from spread- 
ing from one State to another. I want it distinctly understood in the 
country that before I asked the Committee on Epidemic Diseases of 
the Senate to act in the matter I applied to the Department to use this 
money as the Government servants in charge of this business declared 
was necessary for this purpose, and the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the officers there told me they had not the authority under the form of 
language which the committee and the Senate are imposing upon them. 

Mr. President, I want to say just a little more upon this subject in 


reference to what Congress shall do to prevent the spread of contagion, | Service. 
as to what steps it shall pursue, and what that power means in practical! | 
use, not in general affirmation, which, like the text of the Scripture, | 


is applied by every sect in support of their peculiar doctrine. What 
does the power to prevent contagion spreading from one State to another 
in interstate commerce mean? That is what we are talking about, not 
this old saw which covers everything of the latitudinous extension otf 
the power to regulate interstate commerce. Let us see what it means 
in practical application. On the 18th of April, 1879, I find this act, 
which the Committee on Epidemic Diseases themselves recommended 
and which passed the Senate—the same committee that can not now ap- 
propriate this money to pay for the old rags and clothing, not of the 
citizens of Florida, but of the citizens of New Hampshire who are in 
Florida, for we have some there, and very excellent people, and I am 
asking it for your people as well as mine 

Mr. BLAIR. You have no old rags of citizens of New Hampshire 
down there. 

Mr. CALL. 
after awhile. 

Now, let us see what this same committee did—what specific act— 
to prevent the spread of contagion. Bear in mindit is this same com- 
mittee to which my friend belongs who can not find it in their con- 
BCcIeEnCEe 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not know what the Senator is going to 
read, but he looks at me almost as eagerly as he urges this appropria- 
tion. I wish to call his attention to the fact that I was not on the 
committee at that time. 

Mr. CALL. I know, but then you have adopted its methods and 
doctrines now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator then be kind enough to look 
at the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], for instance, when he 
emphasizes his point against the committee? 

Mr, CALL. I look at him as a veteran who believes in this vast 
power to regulate interstate commerce, and I wanttoshow whatspecific 
act he is willing to do to regulate it, and to see how far it goes beyond 
the purchase of old rags and bedding. Let us see: 

a Be it ete, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
L,orizea— 

Just like I propose to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury— 
to contract— 

For what? 
for the purchase or construction— 

You can not only buy, but you can build— 
of such steam vessel— 

And what else? 

And refrigerating machinery. 

If you can freeze yellow fever out, surely you can burn it out. If 
you can build a boat to freeze it out or purchase a boat to freeze it out, 
surely there is no great constitutional difficulty in purchasing a house 
to burn it out. If there is I can not see it. I may be very obtuse, or 
I may be, as my friend says, very stupid and wicked as to States 
rights, but I can not see that, and I am willing to acknowledge it, if 
that be obtuseness. 

Or to arrange with the Navy Department for the use of such vessel as may be 
recommended by the National Board of Health— 

That does not require even the Secretary of the Treasury or the Presi- 
dent; it is the National Board of Health, whose recommendation is to 
build this refrigerating machinery— 


to disinfect vessels and cargoes from ports suspected of infection with yellow 
fever or ether contagious disease ; the construction of the same, if such construc- 
tion shall be recommended by said Board of Health, to be under the inspection 
of an officer of the Bureau of Steain Engineering of the Navy, who may, at the 
request of the Secretary of the Treasury, be detailed by the Secretary of the 
Navy for that purpose; and for the purpose of such purchase or construction, 
the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately 
available, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, 


Here you have the building of a ship and refrigerating machinery to 





Oh, yes, we have, and new rags, too; they all get old 

















| object of that provision is to keep it from spreading in the interstate 
| commerce of the country. 
| tion of $200,000 to do what? 


I have asked Congress to make an appropria- 


Not in the recommendation of a board 
of health to buy or build a house, but in the recommendation and under 


to purchase and destroy houses that are known now to be diffusing the 
yellow fever through the country, and which by such purchase and de- 
struction may beyond all question, not as experimentally here, but be- 
yond all possible doubt destroy the infection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Willthe Senatorallow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I will. 

Mr. SPOONER. The power which the Senator proposes by section 
2 of the joint resolution he introduced to vest in the Secretary of the 
Treasury is a Federal power, is it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Itisto be vested in the Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Haspital Service. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Is it a Federal power ? 

Mr. CALL. What power? 

Mr, SPOONER. The power to seize and destroy, under the condi- 
tious and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, in- 
fected personal or other property. 

Mr. CALL. Why is it Federal power? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why is it vested in a Federal officer, then, by this 
proposed act of Congress, if it is not a Federal power? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell you why. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it be a Federal power 

Mr. CALL. Does my friend want me to answer? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will my friend permit me to finish my question ? 

Mr. CALL. I will. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it be a Federal power, a power conferred by 
the Constitution upon the General Government, to be carried out by 
governmental officers, upon what theory is its exercise made depend- 
ent upon the request of the governor of a State? 

Mr. CALL. I will tell the Senator why, and I am surprised that 
he should ask me that question. It is a good deal like the old argu- 
ment in Shakespeare between the grave-digger and Hamlet. It is a 
distinction without a difference; a play on words. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iwant this measure madeso that there shall be the 
fullest power in executing the provisions of the act. Ifitshall be found 
necessary, in order to preserve the interstate commerce of the country, 
to prevent the spread of the yellow fever or of the cholera, that a house 
shall be destroyed or thata vessel shall be destroyed, I want the fullest 
authority given by legislation upon the Treasury Department to de- 
stroy it; but I do not want the exercise of that power, which is in the 
general interest, in the interest of the whole people, in the interest of 
the entire commerce of the country, to be made to depend upon the 
consent or upon the request of the governor of Florida or the governor 
of any other State. 

My question was not an idle question; it was not put to the Senator 
for the purpose of casting any ridicule upon his measure; and I should 
like to have it answered in the same spirit in which it was put. 

Mr. CALL. I am very glad to answer it. I am always entirely 
courteous to the Senator, and his suggestions I appreciate. It is not 
my habit to answer questions otherwise than in the spirit in which 
they are put. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not put it as an absurd question. 

Mr. CALL. The question is, why do I put what I regard the excr- 
cise of the power, which in this respect and to the extent it can properly 
be used is a Federal power, the seizing of this property, in conjunction 
with the Stute authorities? That is what the Senator asks, I will 
answer it if he will listen to me. Itis because many persons think, 
the Senator from Tennessee thinks, I think, that there are certain 
things within a State, within its jurisdiction and power, which as an 
exercise of power can not be done by the Federal Government. 

Mr.SPOONER. Butthis relates only tointerstatecommerce. W)at 
jurisdiction has the State over interstate commerce to the exclusion of 
the Federal Government ? 

Mr. CALL. There is a very plain answer to that question. 
is a house or here is an animal within a State; it is not engaged in in- 
terstate commerce, but there is the existence of infection and disease 
init. I hope theSenator willlistentome. If he wants me to answer 
I will do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am listening. : 

Mr. CALL. Here is an animal within a State. It is not now tic 
subject of interstate commerce, but the fact of its having a contagio''s 
disease, as pleuro-pneumonia, affects interstate-commerce manit jo'''; 
the Federal Government can not go there and take that property by 20 
process, nor pass a law to doit. That is the opinion of a great m2! 
and I think so, too. Be it right or be it wrong, it is certainly the op'"- 
ion of many persons. There is that house in that locality not epgay” 
in interstate commerce. Perhaps the man who has the yellow fever 
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and the infected house has not and never will have anything to do wi!) 
interstate commerce, but the fact of the infection of the house cr o! (10 
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man’s having it affects the interstate commerce. Yet it is in the juris- 
diction absolutely of the State and the State law. I say with the con- 
sent of the State authorities the power of the Federal Government should 
be exercised to establish a wise system of policy by which that house 
and that man will no longer be asource of contagion. That is all there 
isin it. What does the law say? 

I shall not detain the Senate longer. I had the statutes here in re- 
lation to the prevention of the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, by which 
I wished to show that in all these cases they have acted in harmony 
with the State authorities and the State board of health and all the 
local authorities on the request of the governor. For that reason I in- 
troduced the joint resolution in the form in which it is, and for the 
further reason that there is no other authority in the State of Florida 
existing to-day except the governor which is authorized to represent 
the State in respect to this matter. 

Now, this is a practical question; that is all there is aboutit. Iam 
willing to commit myself to the proposition, and I desire the issue dis- 
tinctly made, that the money of the Federal Government shall be ap- 
plied to the specific thing with the consent of the State authorities to 
do whatever is necessary to be done for the prevention of the spread of 
contagious disease from one State to another, whether it is paying for 
property to be destroyed, the removal and support of people liable to 
the disease, or any other thing useful or necessary to the suppression 
of an epidemic, contagious, or infectious disease. 

I want to make that record, and I want to put in the REcorD, with 
the consent of the Senate, these acts in regard to the prevention of 
pleuro-pneumonia in the animal industries. What I have asked and 
what the Senator from Tennessee now refuses to do for the fever-stricken 
people of Florida and of the Atlantic coast, is the specific thing which 
bas been done in regard to animals in the prevention of pleuro-pneu- 
monia, that is the purchase and destruction of the infected property 
which is spreading the infection, while in this case it is the diseased and 
infected house. In the animal-industry law both can be done. They 
can seize and kill the animal. Ofcourse you can not do that with a 
human being, but they also seize and destroy, with the consent of the 
State authorities, the infected property. ‘They burn and destroy that. 
No man can find a distinction between seizing and destroying infected 
property in the two cases. 

The Congress of the United States and the public policy of this coun- 
try should be bound to do what the Senator says the law does not re- 
quire them todo. When they take a man’s house for the purpose of 
preventing the spread of contagion which would affect the interstate 
commerce, whether itis in Wisconsin or in Florida, the law should 

rovide that the United States shall pay for it, that distinct issue would 
be made. And when they take the clothing from a poor man and 
his wife and children in order that it may not spread a contagion in 
the interstate commerce, although it still continues to clothe the peo- 
ple who are not subject to the contagion, I want the law to say that 
this poor man shall be paid for it, and I want it not only for the ben- 
efit of the sufferer himself, but I want it for the benefit of the people 
of the whole country, because thatis the only possible method in which 
the infected property can be brought to light and destroyed, and to 
such a conclusion have all the authorities in Florida who have been in 
contact with this disease arrived. These are principles of legislation 
which should be recognized. Florida is the healthiest State in the 
Union. This fatal disease will soon pass away from her, but without 
this legislation it will find a lodgment in other cities and other States. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I am very reluctant, after so much 
time has been consumed in discussing this matter, to trespass further 
upon the patience of the Senate and upon the courtesy of the Senator 


from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who has very kindly given | © 


way in order that this measure might be taken up at the present time. 


3ut before a vote is taken I should like to state very briefly the ques- | 


tion that is before the Senate. 


There seems to be no hesitancy upon the part of the committee or | 


upon the part of the Senate as to the wisdom and propriety of making 


this »ppropriation for the suppression and prevention of the spfead of | 
this disease. The committee has unanimously favored the amount | ops oa ; 
| conditions which render them dangerous by affording lurking places 


recommended by my colleague in his joint resolution, and there seems 
to be no unwillingness on the part of any member of the Senate to giv: 
such relief as is needed by the fever-stricken people of my State. The 
question of difference seems to be as to the manner in which the appro- 
priation should be used. 


mt 


from the North were perfectly willing to assist in making this contri- 


bution. That statement, though kind, was certainly unnecessary, for | 


Phe Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] referred to this | 
matter from a sectional point of view. He stated that the Senators | 
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we have been made to feel in the past, whenever any question of this | 
sort has come before the people of the country, and has come before | 


the Congress of the United States for action, that it is one of those 
great subjects which rises superior to all party considerations, superior 
to all sectional considerations, and that whether the scourge is the yel- 


low fever in the South or the cholera in the North the people of all | destruction of an 


parts of the country are willing to join hands heartily in taking such 
means to suppress it as are judicious and practicable. 
Florida in this case is in the front rank of exposure to the epidemic. 


; 











But itisar e to other parts ol the i y < all 
the Sor =a > LILLE it m iit ct} ’ al ‘ ‘ ~ 
t ( Norfolk, or it may t se nd y i 
Memphis. If not successfully resisted its r ay be 
ex nded far and w >, 

The people of é 1 all over t l y 
have been compel] t ey n l 
to abandon thei t 1 Col l to fi , er 
parts of the « rt t % » t is 
not a questi : i r t 1, 
or county is int e sal W } c e whole 
United States are concerned, and though the fight is y upon the 
Florida line it may very soon be removed farther north or west 

We are all agreed as to the necessity of meeting the « 1 re- 
sisting the progress of the disease, and I believe that there is a sub- 


stantial agreement as to the amount of the appropriation, and if the 
question were put at this moment the report of the 
amount would be sustained by the un: 
the question i 


committee as to the 





ous vote of the Senate; but 


~ & 


n is as to the way in which the money shall be expended. 
Without desiring to consume too much time, I should like te call 
attention to the recent action which has been taken with reference to 
this matter in the last Congress. On page 524 of the acts of the Forty- 


ninth Congress this power is given to the President: 












The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threat a 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended bal , 
of the sum appropriated therefor by the act approved August 4, 1885 1 
of State and local boards or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing - 
pressing the spread of the same and for maintaining quarantine and m 
inspections at points of danger; and the President is further authe it . 
of the same unexpended balance a sum not exceeding $10,000 for Irp f 


rt 3 
investigating the merits of the method practiced in Mexico and Brazil for pre- 
venting yellow fever by inoculation. 
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At a former session of the Forty-ninth Congress, on page 247, this 
power is given to the President, similar to the othe: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threatene« 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended balance « 
the sum appropriated therefor by the act approved March 3, 1585, in aid of Stat 
and local boards or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and suppressin 


ining quarantine and maritime inspe« 
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tions at points of danger. 


Under this power the question has been raised whether the destruc- 
tion of property could properly be authorized under that section, and 
whether when the property was destroyed the appropriation now pro- 
posed could be made available to pay forit. My colleague has already 
referred to the letter—perhaps he read it—from the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral upon this very point. I will read the clause of the letter whic! 


1 
refers to this matter. It was written in response to a verbal request 





























on the part of the delegation from my State, Senators and Representa- 
tives, who waited upon the Supervising Surgeon-General and talked 
this matter over with him, after my colleague had talked with the 
President in reference to it, and I think our conferences also included 
one with the Secretary of the Treasury. 
TrREAstrny D L.RTMENT 
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( ED SraTes MARINE Hosprra. SERV 
Washington, Augus 
Sir Re of this ng, I have called at 
partment and confer ¢ nard in regar - 
ter,and have to say tl nt is of opinion that no existir I 
authorize the des ted house in aState, but if Cong h l 
> 2n appropriation to reimburse the State of Florida,or the individual 
r the destruction of any house deemed infected so that f i 
01 not be effectively performed, there would be no objection to the officer f 
I ; ting as appraisers to determine the value of the propert i 
superint i such destruction. 
e - * * << * 
pO B. I TON 
tT VW ‘ rT 
7 iSia 
. ; —_ Diet Rts aul . naintés wit 
It is believed by many eminent physicians who are acquainted with 
this disease that it is often necessary to destroy personal property and 


sometimes buildings where there are decayed timbers exposed orother 


for the seeds of the disease in whatever shape they may exist, and it was 
for this reason that this matter was brought to the attention of the 
Department and the President. 











From the letter just read it seems that under existing law the power 
to destroy houses and buildings is not recognized, and it wast lesire 
of my colleague in offering the joint resolution to put it down in un- 

| mistakable terms, when further aid was rendered to the people of the 

mtry generally for the suppression of those diseases, that this power 

that the destruction of such } erty shall take place under 

he direction of the Government, under proper regulations, whenever 
the necessity for such destruction is believed to exist. 

I find in leoking over the acts of the last Congress, on page 491, t} 
this power has been given and probably exercised with reference to t 

mals to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumoni: 

And the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any part of 
this sum he may deem necessary or expedient such ma is he may 
think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-p mia, and for this purpose to 
employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, and to ex] lany partof 
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this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed animals and 
the quarantine of the same whenever in his judgment it is essentiai to prevent 
the spread of pleuro-pneumonia from one State into another, $100,000 of this sum 
or so inuch thereof as may be necessary to be immediately available. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 22, 


action of the States. We are undertaking here to do that which is 
largely within the purview of the States. Florida, Louisiana, and al] 
the Southern States, of course, have some interest in this matter, and 


Then, on page 103 of the acts of the first session of the Forty-ninth | W& are proceeding somewhat generously, [ think, although necessarily 


Congress, the following appears: 
For carrying out the provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bu- 


and advisedly; but when it comes to enter upon the question of the 
destruction of property, it is entirely within the range of possibility 


reau of Animal Industry, $100,000; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is that old buildings and things of that kind desired to be disposed of 


hereby authorized to use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or ex- | may be unloaded on the United States. 


pedient, and in such manner as he may think best, to prevent the spread of 
pleuro-pneumonia, and for this purpose to employ as many persons as he may 
deem necessary, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and de- 
struction of diseased animals whenever in his judgment itis essential to prevent 
the spread of pleuro-pneumonia from one State into another. 

Mr, President, | do not consider it material as to this argument as to 
what section of the Constitution this power has been exercised under. 
It seems to be the policy of the Government to prevent the spread of 
disease among cattle by purchasing property and destroying it, and I 
do not propose in this discussion to turn to the article or section or line 
of the Constitution under which this authority is exercised or upon 
which this policy is based. 
islating to prevent the spread of disease among cattle there is no reason 
why that same power should not be exercised to preserve human life 
and to protect the people of this country from infectious and contagi- 
ous disvases, 

{ regret that the committee has not clearly expressed this power and 
has not taken some action to incorporate the proposition in the joint 
resolution which bas been offered, so as to give it in unmistakable 
terms in some manner under such regulations as may be necessary. 
‘The form is perhaps immaterial, but it should be expressed in some 
shape that Senators can agree upon, so that it may hereafter be exer- 
cised in accordance with law whenever it may be necessary. This 
power undoubtedly has been recognized as existing in the past, and I 
trust it will be clearly incorporated in our present legislation, either 
by adopting the joint resolution in the shape in which it was originally 
otfered in the Senate or by making some appropriate amendments to 
the substitute reported by the committee which shall carry out the 
design in view when the joint resolution was first introduced. 

The agreement of the Senate is manifest as to the amount, and I 
trust we shall find some way to Jay down in unmistakable terms the 
grant of the power to destroy infectious property whenever it may be 
the means of spreading disease, so that the interstate commerce of the 
country and the postal arrangements of the country and the business 
of the country at large may not be impeded and rendered dangerous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. WILSON] to the amendment of the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
roper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withoutobjection, it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Letit beread. Ido not know that the clerks have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
committee: 

Or into the District of Columbia from any State or Territory, or into any State 
or Territory from said District. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. I move to add after the word ‘‘ otherwise,’’ 
in line 9, ‘‘ by such means as he shall deem best.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator to add the words “ includ- 
ing the destruction of property when necessary.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will not be added; I think that is 
going a little too far. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senatoragree toadda provision for adequate 
compensation when necessary ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I am opposed to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] to the amendment of the committec 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line9, after the word ‘‘otherwise,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ by such means as he shall deem best;’’ so as to read: 

To be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States in aid 
of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, by such means as he shall 
deem best, to prevent the introduction of cholera or yellow-fever into the United 
States from foreign countries,or into one State or Territory from another, or 


into the District of Columbia from any State or Territory or into any State or 
Territory from said District. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. After the word “‘ best,’’ in theamendment justagreed 
to, I move to insert ‘‘ including the destruction of property;’’ so as to 
read: 

To be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States in aid 
of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, by such means as he shall 
deem best, including the destruction of property, to prevent the introduction of 


cholera or yellow fever into the United States from foreign countries, or into 
one State or Territory from another, 


Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that that matter might be left to the 


There is no objection to that amendment. It is 


It is proposed to add to the amendment of the 


I think if property is to be 
paid for it had better be paid for by the States themselves. At all 
events, we had better let that remain until we know more about what 
this measure is likely to result in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Florida will withdraw 
the amendment to the amendment, otherwise it will result in a pro- 
longed debate. When the President of the United States, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the board that has the suppression of yeilow 
fever in charge, are given authority to do anything which they sce {it 
todo, when they are givenabsolute power without any limitation what- 


| ever, it seems to me the Senator had better let that power remain as 


If the last Congress did right in thus leg- | 


it is, and not undertake to introduce specifications, because if you are 
going to introduce one specification, you may as well undertake to in- 
troduce another and another. 

I beg the Senator not to press the issue in a shape which endangers 
the passage of the measure which he and his colleague affect to think 
is an important one for immediate passage, but to leave it where it is. 
With the amplest supply of money, the fullest possible power to do 
anything under heaven the officials in charge see fit to do, I beg the 
Senator not to leave the impression on the Senate and let the impres- 
sion go to the country that they are anxious to have some property in 
Jacksonville, real estate and personal property, or anything else, sold 
to the United States at avaluation. Itrust the Senator, in the inter- 
est of what he is trying to accomplish, and what he and his colleague 
have been urging upon the Senate, will withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment, and not ask the Senate to vote it down, as I am sure 
it will. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
who was upon the committee, whether he understands that the resolu- 
tion now includes the power to destroy property ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in terms. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, in fact? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably in fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then there is no need of the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unquestionably to stop pestilence they can do 
anything they please, and when the Senator from Florida puts in ‘‘in- 
cluding the destruction of property ’’ he is limiting the resolution in 
fact, and by insisting upon it he creates the impression that there is « 
determination down there somewhere to have something destroyed 
that it is not necessary to destroy in order to stop the yellow fever, and 
the cholera if it comes into Florida. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘The necessity for that, I will say to the Senator, is the 
fact that the Department at present does not seem to think that the 
existing law goes so far as to allow it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will either have to speak a little louder 
or Senators will not hear him. I can not hear anything he is saying. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state again, then, that the importance of p!ac- 
ing that clause in the resolution comes from the fact that the Depart- 
ment at the present time does not recognize that the existing law, which 
is nearly as broad as the resolution now reads, gives that power. [ will also 
call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
from Kansas to the fact that that power exists, as broadly as here, in 
the law which I read awhile ago in reference to these cattle, and that 
no harm seems to have come tothe country from the very broad powcr 
that has been given to the Commissioner of Agriculture in those statutes. 

It does not seem to me that there can be any danger of giving too 
much power by putting in such a provision as this. While not will- 
ing to call for the yeas and nays on the subject, I should like to have 
the views of the majority of the Senate with reference to it, and will 
chee?fully yield to the action of the majority whatever it may !v. In 
the other act referred to, power was given to the Executive JDepart- 
ments to destroy property in the shape of cattle without resulting ‘0 
any harm, and I do not think any danger will result by giving a !ike 

wer under this resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Bat there is this very important difference between 
the two cases: In the power which is embraced in the bill calle the 
‘* plenro-pneumonia bill’’ there is a very narrow limitation in rega™ 
to cost or in regard to the price to be paid, which practically prevents 
any possible abuse of the power. 

Mr. REAGAN. And it must be done under State authority. 

Mr. PLUMB. And it has to be done, besides, under the State au- 
thority, as suggested by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. While 
I am willing myself to do everything I can to supply funds and give 
authority to meet the situation as it exists or as it may exist, | lo no! 
believe that it is wise to encumber this resolution now with something 
that is liable to lead to very great abuse, but that we had better pro- 
ceed under the more limited authority, as I think, which is contained 
in the original proposition, until we see that it is necessary, because 
it can not be held that this would add to the efficiency of the proceed- 
ing, but it would only enable somebody to get paid for the property de- 
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stroyed, and offer an inducement to proceed to a length which perhaps 
might not be necessary. It would be entirely possible, of course, by 
the deposit of a single yellow-fever patient in a row of buildings in the 
suburbs of Jacksonville or Tampa to make an assumed necessity for 
the purchase and destruction of the entire property, although it might, 
for all purposes of sale or occupancy, be unnecessary to resort tosuch 
a step. 

While we are on the threshold now of a class of legislation to which 
we have heretofore given very little attention, it seems to me we ought 
not to go into any domain which will leave us in any doubt as to the 
result, or as to what may be absolutely necessary for the suppression 
of diseases. The question of compensation to property owners can 
very well come in later; but I think that very much less cost in that 
matter will arise if we do not provide for it than if we do. 

Mr. HALE. I can add nothing to this discussion,except to say that 
as a member of the committee that reported this measure I gave it 
some careful attention. Let me suggest to the Senator from Florida, 
who offered this amendment [Mr. PAsco], that there are two reasons 
why he should not press it. In the first place any exercise on the part 
of the General Government of its discretion, its authority in the direc- 
tion indicated by his amendment, should be most carefully done. It 
should receive no encouragement in the direction of amplifying any 
such authority. 

I met this morning the gentleman who is at the head of the burea 
in the Department of the Treasury which has charge of this matter, 
Dr. Hamilton, who was journeying South for the purpose of giving 
personal supervision to this most important subject. He asked me, as 
was natural, what I thought was the extent of his power, and referred 
to this resolution as reported by the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 
I was able to say to him, from my own conviction, that if it became 
necessary in order to prevent the introduction or the spread of cholera 
or of yellow fever (we were talking about yellow fever mainly) he 
might under the measure that the committee had reported exercise the 
power of the destruction of property; that in an extreme case it might 
be done under this general authority. I have no doubt that he might 
do that in an extreme emergency: 

But let me suggest to the Senator from Florida that if he insists on 
urging this amendment and its voted down, as I make little or no doubt 
that it will be, he is then confronted with a vote which puts the burden 
on the other side and would render it difficult and perbaps impossible 
for the officers of the Government executing this law to destroy prop- 
erty under any circumstances. He will have got the negative action 
of the Senate on that proposition. Therefore, for that thoroughly 
practical reason [ hope he will not insist on his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLerK. After the word ‘‘best,’’ in line 9, it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘inclucing the destruction of property;’’ so.as to make the 
provision read: 


To be expended in the discretion of the President of the United States in aid 
of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, by such means as he shall 
deem best, including the destruction of property, to prevent the introduction 
of cholera or yellow fever into the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the adoption of this amendment 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] calls for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will vote down this amend- 
ment. That weshould undertake to pay for every house in Fésrida in 
which yellow fever may exist, and that we should undertake to pay for 
all the clothing worn by the people of Florida who may come in con- 
tact with the yellow fever, is, it seems to me, too absurd a proposition 
for argument. 

Mr. CALL. If there is anything that is more absurd than the state- 
ment which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] has made, I 
can not imagine what it is. Nobody asks that Congress shall pay for 
all the clothes that the people wear in the State of Florida nor that 
they shall pay for all the houses in the State of Florida, nor are the 
Senators from Florida at all affected by the idea that the country will 
understand that they are begging the United States to buy some prop- 
erty in Florida. These are very poor suggestions and quite unworthy 
of so important a subject. 

Mr. President, this resolution, if passed, will not probably cost the 
Government of the United States $20,000, and yet the passage of this 
amendment will save the Government of the United States probably 
two millions of lives of people and millions of money, for who can tell 
what day the yellow fever in its most flagrant form may be communi- 
cated to Savannah, to Charleston, to Washington City, to New York, 
and what man stands here to say that he can reasonably guaranty or 
can give even a probable reason for supposing that the infection will not 
spread with the rapidity which it has done in former years and in com- 
munities where they have not the saiubrity of climate and atmosphere 
that we have. 

What an absurdity for men to attempt to predicate legislation, in the 
presence of a danger of such a character, upon such a hypothesis as that 
it will not spread or that the President of the United States will buy 
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| all the clothes that the people of Florida wear. What a proposition 


is that, that you can not trust your executive officers with the ex pendi- 
ture of $200,000 for fear that they will be corrupted into buying prop- 
erty to a large extent in the State of Florida. Why, Mr. President, 
the suggestion is unworthy of this place, of the magnitude of the oc- 
easion, and of the great objec t to be a complishe d. 


I appeal to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLump], whom I sup- 
ported in inserting into the pleuro-pneumonia bill the provision ‘* to 
expend any part of this sum of $200,000 as he may deem necessary in 
the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed animals You 
can buy a diseased animal, and you give only twenty or a hundred dol- 
lars or $500 for it, and I say to the Senator from Kansas t uny of 
these animals so diseased are of greater value than many o e& poor 
houses that will be burned under this appropriation these 
houses are all that some poor people have. Ove ot these cov ded 

| for in the pleuro-pneumonia bill cost* more money and is w MLO 
mouey than the poor houses of some poor peopie that will be destroyed 


in Florida. 

Our people are feeding themselves. We have not accepted the offer 
of rations from the Government of the United States. They are send- 
ing away the people of other States who are themselves too poor to go 


. 


at the expense of the people of Jacksonville; and with magnificent 
liberality and charity they have declined aid forany other purpose than 
that which is absolutely necessary. But they have appealed here by 
these resolutions, and have said, by a consensus of opinion of all the 


people there and of the medical force there, that these houses which 
are the foci of infection, as they term it, ought to be destroyed, and 
they have not the money from private charity to pay for them, nor is 
it right that they should spend their money to prevent infection in the 
interstate commerce. Here is your legislation about animals providing 
that the same thing may be done to save animal property which we ask 
may be done to save human life. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me call the attention of the Senator from Florida 
to the fact that there is no parallel in the cases cited by him, nor could 
there be, unless the bill he read from had provided for the destruction 
of the stables in which the animals were housed. So there is nothing 
in that comparison at all. 

Now, the Senator has undoubtedly got in mind some houses that he 
wants destroyed and paid for. If he would enumerate them, that 
would be a different thing. I do not want to interfere with any par- 
ticular object that the Senator hasin view. If he has any special inter- 
est of that kind to subserve, any constituents whose houses he wants 
taken off their hands, I would feel like obliging him in that partic- 
ular. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to ask theSenator from Kansasif he thinks 
that is an argument that heis making, the suggestion that the Senator 
from Florida has some houses in mind that he wants destroyed in order 
to benefit some of his constituents! I ask him if he thinks that is an 
argument in reply to the statements made by all the medical and ex- 
perienced authorities and laymen who have been in contact with this 
great scourge, who say that they are of opinion that certain houses 
which are ascertained by them—not by the Senator from Florida, but 
by these people—and which may be decided by the President or the 
Secretary to be spreading contagion in the interstate commerce ought 
to be destroyed. Whata reply to that proposition that the Senator 
from Florida doubtless has ‘* some houses ’’ in his mind that he wants 
destroyed to benefit his constituents! 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator said that the expenditure would not ex- 
ceed $20,000, and he must have known where it was to be paid. He 
said the houses belonged to poor people in Jacksonville and were not 
of as great value as a single animal named in the pleuro-pneumonia 
bill. I was therefore justified in saying that he knew where the 
money was to be spent and for whose benefit. 

Mr. CALL. Let me relieve the mind of the Senator from Kansas 
by saying that I do not know of a single house in Jacksonville that is 
the focus of any contagion, nor a single house that ought to be de- 
stroyed any more than the Senator from Kansas has knowledge of any 
cows that should be destroyed under the authority given in the pleuro- 
pneumonia bill, and I would be ashamed to suggest that the Senator 
in his strenuous advocacy of the pleuro-pneumonia bill had for his ob- 
ject the payment to his constituents for some Kansas cows. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida, 
though not in connection with the precise matter he is discussing with 
the Senator from Kansas, what is the reason that the State of Florida, 
like the State of Vermont, is not capable in point of law and able in 
point of means to get rid of a local infection which exists in a partic- 
ular part of her territory, at her own expense? That is a point I 
should like to understand. 

Mr. CALL. I will endeavor to explain that to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps]. In the first place, there is no Legislature 
sitting or which has been sitting in Florida for, I think, over a year— 
that is one reason—and there is no appropriation. Then the State of 
Florida has never before had an epidemic of this fever that has re- 
mained so long and extended so far into other localities. Heretofore it 
has been confined for a few months to one or two ports. On this occa- 
sion it has spread since last summer, when it was an epidemic on the 
coast, one place andin Key West. It has followed the line of railroad— 
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the new lines of communication—to the extreme verge of the northern 
part of the State, stopping in one or two localities. The State of Flor- 
ida has no legislation at this time applicable to the case. Theepidemic | 
docs not stay its ravages for the Legislature to assemble. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How long does it take the governor of Florida— 
I suppose he has the constitutional authority—to call a special session | 
of the Legislature, if you have no general laws bearing on that subject ? | 

Mr. CALL. I suppose it would take the governor thirty days to ex- 
tend information throughout the State and gather the members from | 
the State in aJl directions. I will ask my colleague if he does not | 
agree with me in that? 

Mr. PASCO. Fully. 

Mr. CALL, I will say further that the people of Florida in many 
of these localities are scattered widely and there isa panic through 
the country, so that the times are not favorable for considering ade- 
quate legislation. And further I say, with all the legislation of Con- 


-gress looking to the prevention of the spread of contagion from one 


State to another, voted for by the Senator from Vermont, that in cases 
where the cause of the contagion is being directly communicated from 
the State of Florida to the interstate commerce it is proper that the 
interstate commerce should bear its part of the cost. 

I will add that the State of Florida, under all circumstances, will 
have to pay nine-tenths of the cost of suppressing this epidemic. Give 


them this $200,000, burn every house which it will buy and all the in- | 


fected clothing, and still the State of Florida will have paid its million 
dollars for the prevention of this contagion in the interstate commerce. 
Do all you can, and still the burden will lie there and with cur people, 
and the sorrow and the grief and the calamity will be theirs. No peo- 
ple have ever done more; none have ever shown more beneficence, virtue, 
and generosity, and they need fearno comparison with Vermont or any 
other State for public spirit or personal virtue. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In order to save time, as I believe the amend- 
ment will be voted down, I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to a withdrawal of 
the order for the call of the yeas and nays? ‘The Chair hears none. 
The question recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be 
read. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
ing clause and insert: 

That in addition to the unexpended balance of the contingent fund heretofore 
appropriated, the sum of $200,000 be,and the same hereby is, appropriated, out 
or any money in the Treasury not otherwise ropriated, to be immediately 
available, to be expended, in the discretion of the President of the United States, 
in aid of State or municipal boards of health, or otherwise, by such means as he 
shall deem best, to prevent the introduction of cholera or yellow fever into the 
United States from foreign countries or into one State or Territory from another, 


or into the District of Columbia from any State or Territory, or into any State 
or Territory from said District. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended. 

*The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I doubt very much whether the word ‘* contin- 
gent’’ ought to be there. I doubt very much whether the statute 
makes that fund by legal title a ‘‘ contingent’’ fund, and the use of 
that word might embarrass the President. 

Mr. HARRIS. The statute provided that the meney shall be ex- 
pended upon the contingency of an existing or threatened epidemic of 
the diseases named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but that does not make the fund a contingent 
fund, and if the word ‘‘contingent’’ be struck out no technical disad- 
vantage can result. 

Mr. HARRIS, There can be no difficulty aboutstriking out the word 
** contingent.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed, in line 3, to strike ont the word 
“eontingent;’’ so that the clause will read: 

That in addition to the unexpended balance of the fund heretofore appropri- 
ated the sum of $200,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, as amended, 
Was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint resolu- 
tien to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Prvpen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 2ist instant approved and signed the following acts: 


It is proposed tostrike out all after the resolvy- 
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An act (8. 915) granting a pension to Susan Edson; 

An act (8. 2253) granting a pension to Mrs. Alvis J. Hockey; 

An act (8. 2579) granting a pension to Mrs. Maggie A. Ward, for- 
merly Miss Maggie A. Egan; 

An act (8. 1325) for the relief of John McKernan; 

An act (S. 1609) for fhe relief of James McLaughlin; 

An act (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to Willian Collin 
worth; and 

An act (8. 3248) for the relief of John W. Durr. 

BUST OF GARIBALDI. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had given notice that I should cal] 
up this forenoon the resolution relative to the statue of General Gari- 
baldi, and I now find a protracted debate and another one coming on. 
I propose, therefore, to give notice that in the morning hour to-morrow 
I will make the observations I had intended to make to-day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
; amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropri- 
| ations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 


for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 11062) for the removal of the political 
disabilities of Gustavus W. Smith; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

JACKSON, MISS., MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that to-morrow, after the 
morning business, and at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Evarts] of which he has given notice, it is my 
purpose to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on the Judiciary in respect of the 
municipal election at Jackson, Miss. 

J. W. PORTER. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday afternoon the Senate passed a bill (H. 
R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter. I laid itaside at the time. I find 
that there was a very grave error made in the report made in the other 
House and which was adopted by the Senate committee. I therefore 
move that the House be requested to return the bill to the Senate, and 
I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The CariEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state that it is a pension to a member of 
what is known as Powell’s Battalion of Missouri Mounted Volunteers. 
In the report, which is copied from the House report, there is this 
statement: 

The Adjutant-General further states that al‘hough the battalion was called 
into service under the act of Congress of May 13, 1846 (providing for volunteers 
for the war with Mexico), yet it was used for the purpose of laying out a route 
to Oregon, and did not serve in the war with Mexico. 

That regiment, Mr. President, was not formed under that act at all, 
but was organized under the act of May 19, 1846—‘‘An act to provide 
for raising a regiment of mounted riflemen and for establishing mili- 
tary stations on the route to Oregon;’’ and if the Adjutant-General ever 
made such a report as that it was not founded on the record or on the 
facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the House of Representatives be requested to return to the Senate 
the bill whose title has been read. It will be so ordered, if there be 
no objection. 

THE LOUISIANA ELECTION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to postpone the special order, and take 

up the resolution in relation to the investigation of the Louisiana elec- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That wasagreed to in the morning, 
and the resolution was laid aside informally to allow the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] to call up the joint resolution which has just been 
disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood that, but I also understood that 
it was superseded at the expiration of the morning hour by the special 
order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg pardon of the Chair. The action oi 4 
previous occupant of the chair misled me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the resolution submit- 
ted by me July 19, 1888, with respect to the recent election in tic 
State of Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instructed to in- 
uire (1) into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, held on 
the 17th day eae 1888, at which there were chosen State officers and also 4 
Legislature, w has since elected two United States Senators; and especially 


The resolution will be read. 
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beating him and his family, gave him fifteen days to leave the county under I said that the first fact which will justify an investigation is the face 


p nalty of death, stating that he should never testify against the men who shot 
slim, 

On Thursday night the mob beat the old negro almost to death. Being a 
cripple and old and helpless he fell an easy prey to the disguised demons, who 
never left the house until they were notified by watchmen, whom they had sta- 
tioned around the house, that the alarm had been given, and that the people of 
the town were being awakened. They quietly withdrew, leaving the old negro 


covered in blood and in a failing condition, while his wife and child ran from | 
house to house calling for help as the blood flowed copiously from every partof | 


their bodies. 

There is no account of that bloody deed, I undertake to say, in the 
newspapers of Jackson, Ga., but it was telegraphed to New Orleans and 
published in the Pelican. Donbtless Mr. Sanders will become con- 
verted to the principles of the Democratic party, and vote for Cleve- 
land next November. 

hut notwithstanding the difficulty in ascertaining the facts in rela- 
tion to the frauds, false countings, and political murders at the South, 
there is some obtainable evidence concerning the vote in Louisiana in 
April, as returned or finally counted by the secretary of state. We 
have, first, the statement publis shed by the Senator from Kansas L Mr. 
INGALLS] in his speech of May 1, 1888. That was published in the 
New Orleans Bee of April 24, and. the Senator from Kansas, while giv- 
ing it to the Senate, remarked that the returns ‘‘ were still coming 
in;’’ and they did continue to come in. 

The statement in the Bee gave Nicholls 131,899 votes and Warmoth 
48,699 votes, a majority for Nicholls of 83,200. 

‘The New Orleans Bee is a newspaper printed in the French aa. | 
I have been unable to find the full canvass of the votes of the State ia | 
any Democratic newspaper, but in the Weekly Pelican of May 12, a 
New Orleans newspaper of which John L. Minor is the managing ed- 
itor, I find the following: 


THE VOTE AS RETURNED. 


The entire vote of the State, as counted for Nicholls and Warmoth, and offi- 
cially promulgated by the secretary of state, Oscar Arroyo, is as follows: 

























Francis T.| Henry C, 
Parishes. Nicholls, | Warmoth, 
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Nicholls’ s majority, 84.753. 


of the returns. Ido not know that the Senator from Louisiana or any 
| other Senator will venture to assert on the floor of the Senate that there 
were actually cast 136,746 votes on the 17th of April last in the State 
of Louisiana for Francis T. Nicholls. I doubt whether any Senator 
will say that he honestly believes that that number of votes for Nicholls 
found their way into the ballot-boxes and that the result returned pro- 
ceeds from an honest and fair count. 

Be that as it may, I denounce that pretended vote as false, frauau- 
lent, and fictitious beyond all known records of manufactured majori- 
ties. I denounce it as the result of a deliberate conspiracy of wrong 
and crime on the part of Governor Samuel D. McEnery and Governor 
Francis T. Nicholls, two stupendous criminals against free suffrage, 
two instigators of the intimidation and murder of voters; two guilty 
leaders of thousands of reckless, law-breaking election officers and des- 
perate, cruel, brutal torturers and murderers of black citizens of their 
own State. I denounce this return of 136,746 votes as a crime against 
the Republicans of Louisiana, not only against those who are living, 
but against those who are dead, butchered by bloody ruffians, agents 
of the State governments of McEnery and Nicholls, inorder to make a 
Democratic victory. I denounce it as a crime against republican goy- 
ernment, which it tends to destroy; as a subversion of the Senate of 
the United States, which is to be invaded as one of its results; as an 
| outrage upon humanity, which is being degraded and dishonored by 
| the frauds, forgeries, whippings and killings of innocent citizens of 

our country of boasted freedom and liberty in order that Grover Cleve- 
| land may be again President of the United States, 

Mr. President, compare the apparent result in Louisiana on the 17th 
of April last with the results of elections in previous years in the State 
of Louisiana. 

I have here a statement of the votes cast in all previous elections 
since 1852, which I will insert in the RecorD: 


Louisiana elections. 
PRIOR TO THE REBELLION, 

















































































Years. | For whom vote was cast. | wT pad 4 
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TT ccna American party candidate for ‘auditor... 16, 325 
Democratic candidate... 21, 402 
1859.....000 Opposition for governor . 15, 587 
Democratic candidate..... 24, 434 
1860......... 20, 204 
30, 00 
SINCE THE REBELLION. 
1865........| Wells, for ZOVErMOL........eeseeeereers cchaniesduheiblensiieemebneunnrte 22, 312 
BTIGR -vecemorsapseesessos sone ove 5, 497 
1867.........| For convention....... ba 75, 085 
AGainst CONVENTION... cccceeccsoerererereerereeseees aubuseonbesaseccosee 4, 006 
1868.....:...| Spring election : 
Warmoth, for governor.. 65, 270 
Taliafero, f - 2 iia 38, 118 
Grant .. wesc seceees 33, 263 
Seymour. s slahahiacesi aiid 80, 225 
1870.........| Republican auditor... i 66, 428 
Democratic auditor ... ated 40, 960 
IBTB..cccvses Grant by one count.......... oe 59, 975 
Grant by another count... 71, 653 
Greeley by one count.. i said 66, 467 
Greeley by another count..... . 57,029 
Kellogg, by one count..... .... one 55, 973 
Kellogg, by another count. , 72, 899 
1872.........| McEnery, by one count’........ . 65,579 
McEnery, by another count.. 54, 079 
1876.........| Hayes, by one count...... 75, 315 
Hayes, by another count... 77,174 
Tilden, by one count....... 70, 508 
Tilden, by another count... &3, 723 
Packard, by one count....... 3 76, 624 
Packard, by another count el 76,477 
Nicholls, by one count....... 71,198 
Nicholls, by another count. 84, 487 
| Beatty, for governor .... 42, 555 
Wiltz, for governor.......... mabe 74 
1BBD..0.00000] GOEBORA... cccccresecereee i ‘ 38, 637 
PE Rccnsrcinevesvcinvivrcani poi 65, 067 
1882......000 en Congressional vote. ate 26, 422 
Democratic Congressional Vote..........c.sesscesersesreesesanereeeee 53, S20 
1884.........| Spring election : re 
IL BO OWEN, sen ccaccoscnensrensscsvessocscecessncossee 45, We 
McEnery, for guvermer.. eee 88, 74 
Blaine J 46, 347 
Cleveland... a 62, 5 40 
1886........| Republican Congression: vote.... a 22, Ye9 
Democratic Cengeeastenn vote.... asd 60, 134 
BO scescl Rt Grcncesntensiidustnendbicaalii wl 51, 993 
Nicholls.............. pinntbtaniesbers endian Siiiveerpaibrenntivbeitadinte datiethh veo 136, 746 





I have also a table of the Louisiana Congressional votes from 1570 to 
1886, which I will insert. 
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388. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Louisiana Congressio 







1870. 

| a aan — 

| eg ne. bd 3 

lee 4 ae 2 = 

Districts. So sme i - 

ise Fag 3 = 

1 $9 oe = 2 

Bas | oe9 ¢ = 

| a’? ao = v.) 

|} See) ELE = 2 

\zecisee| & | 

sos}; son Q fo 
a es ci sdenlecsanpenlnainninicbieehs 15,150 | 11,000 | 10,221 | 15,716 
Kecond GiStrict ......cccesrsreccccscccersccosvesrsccccecoscscseseeves 17,282 | 12,717 | 7,640 | 17,512 
Third district..... 15.307 | 19.019 | 8,123 | 13,220 
De IID cxnicevnctsbonsccnssneveceomnesoecaqanevescccucneuseene 13, 871 | 19,240 7,171 11, 786 
Fists GIMCPICh, coccccresccoscesesccccccccesccccses seccccces covcce cocse 11, 188 | 18,875 6,713 9, 521 


I a iaedvincenansicnvessvenicen severetousioumenesanlchsebenrms icons ; 


nal votes, 1870-1886. 











Totals..... 67, 755 








os — ———$$__—__— — 
1830. 
oe =¢ 6 ¢ 
ee ee S S 
og ar > > 
ed | ae | 
Districts. oo = % ° = 
=s Fee | = S 
Si |eBS eis 
-~2é | Oa SS ae 
Ce8 | 828 —o. a 
Se8\5s5| 2 | 2 
Seu | Seo! @ © 
Beoi5oo™| A = 
sittin ts gress | Se 
First district..........c00- Ses cco cgcccececvontessecesscososs coececces 23, 215 10,123 | 15,526 5, 296 
Second district.. «| 24,532 | 10,843 | 10,082 6, 722 
Third district..... | 21,105 | 21,308 7,79 | 13,551 
Fourth district 13,428 | 19,337 | 12,446 1,638 
Fifth district...... ...| 11,398 | 25,535 | 15,305 | 3,318 
I vcs concecsatanesvecuseteboabonsssdisneuneuinieetss 15, 142 | 20,781 8,086 | 4,246 





Total 108, 820 107,927 69,140 | 34,771 








* No op 


Moreover, here is a table which shows how the apparent result of the 
April election was obtained. It contains the returned vote of twenty- 
four parishes, compared with the registered voters. Some of the 
twenty-four cases are already recited in the resolution which is before 
the Senate. 

























1888. 1884. 
a 3 i | Registered voters. 
Parishes. 2 a | 
m= -% | 
-3 2s ! 
| 28 | 82 | i 
aos | = | 4 2° = 
aR Pi Bh he sg = 
Z es ey = 
| 
WOU WETIN... ..ccecsserecaicecccisriocescceseel 1,923 37 | 1,960 840} 2,249 
PIII kicccicinninindicitguasentconsiriecints 4,213 | 95 | 4,308 2,600 3, 602 
GN eka st desticwiecivinnibeneveiinias 4, 802 824 | 5,126 | 4,245; 6,740 
Concordia 4,219 145 | 4,364 | 8,753) 4,201 
De Soto........ 1, 865 | 74} 1,939 | 1,840) 3,524 
East Carroll*.. 2, 680 | 285 | 2.965 9343 2) 576 
East Feliciana... 2, 276 5 | 2,281 1,775| 2,847 
Franklin ........ 987 | 4; 991} | , 306 
Jackson... 963 7) 970 1,114 
Lincoln... 1,273 soot eee 2 540 
Madison"... 3, 530 |. | 3,530 | 3, 360 
Morehouse... 1,584 14} 1,598 | 2, 463 
Natchitoches 3, 373 285 | 3,658 | 4,810 
Ouachita ..... 2,994 5 2,999 | 3.051 
Rapides..... | 4,678) 449] 5,127 | 5,194 
Red River*.. 1, 679 | 78 | 1,757 1,19 
Richland... 1, 287 63} 1,: 97 1,792 
Sabine..... 1,441 2) 1,44 329; 1,502 
St. Mary 2,885 | 1,649) 4,534 4,887, 6,829 
Tensas*, ° Sopeoustescssee cose 4, 627 113 | 4,740 | 3,689, 4,160 
| RLS 2, 369 91} 2,460 | 1,048, 3,127 
West Baton Rouge*. 1,712 454 2,166 | 1,307; 1,811 
West Feliciana...... «| 2,088 377 | 2,415 2,091; 2,648 
FOIE iinicdientnatsitinninsocierennnivins | 1,506 | 325) 1,831 | 1,160; 2,231 





SONAL isclinies seeeereneeneeanncen 60, 904 4, 881 | 65, 785 26,984 | 47,876, 74,860 





* Vote returned larger than the whole number of registered voters. 


It is not, however, necessary to rest the demand foran investigation 
upon the face of the returns, which I have already exhibited, although 
it seems to me that so far as the country is concerned, so far as the 


Senate is concerned, and so far as thecommonsenseof every intelligent | 


citizen is concerned, it must be apparent that an investigation is justi- 
fiable on the presumption that no such vote as 136,746 was ever honestly 
cast and properly counted for Francis T. Nicholls. 














1872. 1874 (redistricted 187 is,8 
« ‘ Me no a .° , J 
aa, he C es > > > > 5 > 
| | } = ~ = 2 S - | S 
= | e = = = ” = ‘ 
} = : e = S = ¢ = 
5 = 5 = = = = : - 
> 3s 61s é ° = : : : 
2 @ & = o o v < . 
oS fom} = . Q & & & OQ 
i — — 
12,225 | 12 5, 1x 14, 000 15,720 | 11,121 14, 87 11,978 | 12 711 
15,453 | 17,068 | 17,000 | 15.000 13.900 | 13.500 | 14.145) 11 di} 
7,724 | 18,¢ 12,370 | 13,600 | 11,921 | 13,273 | 14,695 | 15,782 | 1 
7,752 | 13,78 85 | 14,400 11 ) 7,593 | 12 » 1i,40 14 I 
8,597 | 14, 06 6 1 mw OLE 12,279 | 1 14,428 | 17,2 1 
elec - 12 )' 15,240 | 12,865 13, 1k 15, 5 11,147 | 13 7, GO 
1, 751 5, 824 | 76,981 | 89,630 | 77,224 | 70,9: 84,418 7 l | 78 1,618 
1882 ISS84 18s S54 
> > > > > > ~ £ 2 
| 9 a Yo =| v = ant on 
3 2 = = = = 59 : 
eis = = - a o., : 
3 3 S 3 2 3 z sie 
= a 8 o. = = “Ss a =s 
- 2 © o & - ha -_- 
8, 498 
7, 701 
Pee + Se en © Se See. oe Oe) Oe eee ee eee cnn 
re eae Os en 8 aa 
ee eC ee © ST Bian ce cecuisst ncscabesteenell panthsernccs|socninenanct 
& O02 
58, 825 10, 262 7 51, 993 
position c 


But, in addition, Mr. President, I have here alarge mass of evidence 


which ought to convince any one of th« 
f 


election in Louisiana on the 17th « 
ish of 


BOSSIER 


true character of the pretended 


April. Wewill takefirst the par- 


k 


which gave 4,213 votes for Nicholls and only 95 votes for Warmoth 
according to the returns. there being 1,002 white voters in the parish 


Ward 


| Majority 25 
| 


{ 

| 

| 

| 

| and 2,600 colored voters. 

A statement of Mr. B. F. O’ Neal is as 
} 
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Memorand l 1 of vote at D 
| 20, 1RS8—a closeecontest for ¢ 
i 
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Ward 
| ( r Pr Q 
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Total i 699 
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the Democratic ty proper, 


follow 
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st December, 1887, a full vote was polled, the full strength of 
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The contest was very strong and exciting in the election of Decem- 
ber “21. ’s popular majority in the parish was 25 votes. In 
the primary of the 20th of March Boggs and Curry were run on the 
issue that Boggs wasa Mcknery man and Curry a Nicholls man in the 
contest for governor; and also, if elected, that Curry would support 
BLANCHARD for United States Senator, while Boggs was for Jonas. 
Curry’s popular majority was 31 against 25. The following vote was 
returned and promulgated at the general election as between McEnery 
and Stevenson for governor, April 1884: 


are 2. ke 
NICHOL 


Stevenson 
vote, 


McEnery 
vote. 


‘ard. Total. 





a 
4..... 
iat 
6... 
Total 
Majority...... 
| } 
The full Democratic strength of Bossier Parish is less than 800. The vote 


polled April, 188i (total, 3,031), shows this parish to have 2,231 Republican voters, 
if we admit that all Democrats voted in 1884 who vote in the Democratic pri- 
mary elections. It is openly admitted by the masses of the Democratic party 
that they manipulated the votes in all of the wards except Ward 6. It can be 
seen that Ward 6 is the largest white ward of the parish, and, being the court- 
house ward, has 200 whites and 450 blacks. It voted 526 votes at the general 
clection in 1584, 112 Republican majority, and polled 319 Republican votes out 
of 68 which was returned for the whole parish. Col. J.A.Sniderand Judge R., 
C. Druse were both candidates before the people at the general election in 1884, 
and the Republican tickets were divided between them equally. Out of 6,000 
tickets ordered for the parish, 3,000 were for Snider, judge, and 3,000 for Druse, 
judge, 

: I, was hoped that when these tickets were taken from the ballot-box they 
would be counted for Stevenson as governor, as well as for Snider or Druse, 
whoever was so lucky as to get the Republican ticket voted with his name on; 
but this was not done. The friends of Snider and Druse watched closely for 
Druse and Snider names and counted every one voted for them, whether it 
was on the Republican or Democratic ticket, at some of the boxes, and at 
others they divided the Republican tickets equally between Snider and Druse, 
and threw the Republican tickets out and put in Democratic tickets, These 
facts are made known publicly in contending forthe claims of Druse and Snider 
by their friends. I simply state these facis to show that combination can not 
amountto much for the Republican ticket and a fair count where the Repub- 
licans are so largely in majority and their success so certain, if a fair chance 
is given them, 

Respectfully, ete., 
3. F. O'NEAL, 
This was before the election. 
in April 6 Mr. O’ Neal writes again: 
BELLEVUE, LA., April 6, 1888. 

Drearn Sin: We have lost all hopes of forming any combination with the 
Democrats or indorsing any man as our independent candidate who would as- 
sist us to secure us a fair count of the ballots for the Republican ticket. The 
campaign throughout North Louisiana, and especially here (in Bossier Parish) 
is being conducted by the Democrats on the color or race issue, claiming none 
but known white Democrats shall control the affairs of the local or State gov- 
ernment, ; : . 

The Republicans in this parish have no representation on the registration or 
at any of the voting places, and our success is left entirely to the tender mercies 
of the Democratic party, who claim the whole management to themselves. 
Our sheriff, Maj. R. I. Wyche, and, in fact, every Democrat of this parish, 
epenk out bodly and tell the Republicans that while they counted out the Re- 
publican ticket at last general election in 1884, giving Stevenson but 685 votes 
in this parish, they do not wish to deceive the Republicans by telling them they 
will not do the same thing again, And Sheriff Wyche says that it makes no 
difference whether the negro registers or not or goes to the poll or not the Dem- 
ocrats will vote him all the same, and as to our complaints that we only got 685 
votes returned for Stevenson and the Republican ticket in 1884, he will tell us 
now very plainly that Warmoth may not get as manyallowed him. It depends 
upon what vote his party (the Democrats) want returned from Bossier. 

What they would give Warmoth? They may give him 1,000, or more, as the 
case requires. These are the exact words of Maj. R. C. Wyche, sheriff, and is 
also the true sentiment of the Democracy of Bossier Parish. I state these facts 
so you may fully appreciate the situation here and know what to expect. There 
is a great interest felt by the negroes, and I fear some excitement or trouble 
may occur at any time—though there is no objection to the negro going to reg- 
ister and vote; the Democrats know they have the counting and returning of 
the whole matter to themselves, and therefore they feel no danger of a defeat. 
But if the negroes should become dissatisfied at the result or want tocontend for 
a fair count, they would be put down at once, Re. James Marks called on 
me and left a few tickets. We will want about four thousand more. Send us 
some by mail. They will be given to the voters, whether counted out or not. 

Yours, very respectfully, 





B. F, O'NEAL. 

Hen, ANDREW HERO, Jr., 

Neiv Orleans, La. 

On the 19th of April Mr. O’Neal wrote a letter, which is to be found 
in the speech of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which shows 
the result, as follows: 

BELLEVUE, LA., April 19, 1888. 

Pear Str: I have just wired you the returns of Bossier Parish, Total vote 
returned,4,308. Nicholls, 4,213; Warmoth, 95; total, 4,308, 

There was a large turnout,and a full Republican vote was polled. There 
secmed to be no trouble or hinderance about the negro voting the Republican 
ticket, and it is safe to say at least 3,500 votes were polled for Governor War- 
moth and the Republican ticket, but they were counted out. 

The work and proceedings of stuffing the boxes is no secret here; the Dem- 
ocrats talk plainly and boldly about how they did it, 

Yours, respectfully, etc., 
B. F. O'NEAL, 


Hon, Anprrw Hero, Jr., 
New Orleans, La. 
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AUGUST 22, 





Here is a letter from the same parish from L. W. Williams: 
PANDURA STORE PLANTATION, April 19, 1s 
Mr. Hero: 

I will say one word to you. The Benton ward, Bossier Parish, Louisian 
gave youevery black vote that was cast, and that was six hundred and some i 
and the white people took them all out and put in Democrat tickets and said 
we all voted Democrat ticket; but I will say that they did not cast one | 
erat ticket, and I can give you the names of one hundred right here, not 
from me—you can reach them—and they will say the same thing; and [ wij] 
say if you let that pass I am done. They did the same thing at Kochia, \ 
can write or send some to see and you will find out that all the tickets that 
cast by the blacks are Republican. We don’t want our tickets counted out 
we are not Democrats, Let me hear from you at once. 

L. W. WILLIAMS 


er 


Shreveport, La., is my post-office now. 


Here is a letter from a number of voters of Bossier Parish: 
Benton, LA., April 19, 1 
Governor Henry CLay WArRrMOT!I: 


We want to hear from you at once. Thetickets we voted were for you. 1 
Democrats took them out, and we have some of them at the house. We 
not less than 500 votes at Benton, Bossier Parish, and now they say that we 
thought we were voting the Republican ticket, but it was the Democratict 
and you ask the following if it is true: 
Lewis Williams, West Scruggan, Carrol Scott, Allen James, Poh 
Williams, Bill Smith, Jim Rodgers, Ed. Reed, Hy. Adam, Doz 
Williams, Dick Adkins, Henry Mercuria, Levry Williams, Robt, 
Dickson, G.W. Cooper, Martin Craper, J. 8. Stokes, Willis 
Rochellia, {S. Feller, Carter Williams, L. Hill, Adrien McNeal, 
William Jamison, Bill Escuse, Hy. McNeal, Jim Beck, Mitchel 
Marshall, Hy. Marshall, Geo. Duckett, A. J. Cooper, A. J. Miller 
J. A. Cooper, Bob. Johnson, Luke Ware, Sam, Edward, Lewis 
Thimes, Jeff. Johnson, Mc. Austin, Ben. Escuse, Lewis Bx 
Jeff, Gadser, Buck Garder. 


Now take the parish of 


AVOYELLES, 
which returns 2,425 for Nicholls, 1,310 for Warmoth; there being in 
the parish 2,290 white voters and 2,235 colored voters. I will read : 
letter from Westley Coleman: 


Eoua, LA., April 20, 1888, 


Dear Srr: There were 304 votes polled at Bunkie. We had two men that 
stood near the door to keep an account of every man’s ticket. Every one of 
our voters voted the straight Republican ticket, which gave us a majority of 
196 over the Democrats. Now, after the polls were closed and our two ta! 
men went inside of the building to keep account with the commissioners, th 
were ordered to go on the outside, and were not allowed to look on to see th: 
rights. So they refused to obey them, and they were forced by the sheriff to 
the outside, and the box counted for the Democrats, so it gave them a ma- 
jority of 196 votes over us at Bunkie. 

Yours, 


Hon. P, F, Herwia. 
And here is a letter from Mr. James H. Ducote: 


WESTLEY COLEMAN 


MARKSVILLE, LA., April 19, 1538. 


DEAR Sir: Inclosed please find statement of votes as compiled by the return- 
ing ofticer ef Avoyelles. At three of our strongest precincts the ballot-boxes in 
which the voting was doue was substituted by stuffed boxes prepared befor: 
hand for the occasion, and were counted as genuine. At the Hamburg p: 
cinct, where there are but 23 Democratic voters, they returned 183 votes fort 
Democratic ticket and 21 votes for ours. At the Evergreen precinct ther 
160 Democratic vetes; they returned 320 for their ticket and 54 for ours. 

At the Holmesville precinct an effort was made by the Democrats to pre- 
vent an election taking place, but Judge Cullom held the election and o 
ticket got 150 majority, all of which were counted out by the returning officer. 
Never were frauds so openly and boldly perpetrated. In all the Democrat 
precincts no frauds were committed, and the result shows that one-third of t! 
Democratic voters supported and voted our ticket. Itwasonly by substituti: 
our majorities to their ticket that they defeated us. All of the above are facts 
which can be proven ifnecessary. The vote really cast for governor is as fol- 
lows: Nicholls, 1,907; Warmoth, 1,975. im 

The Republican parish ticket ran 300 or 400 votes ahead of the State ticke! 
Let me know as soon as possible what we should do in the premises. If 3 
wish any more information or particulars let me know. 

Yours, truly, 


JAS. H. DUCOTE. 
Maj. ANDREW HERO, Jr. 


Now take the parish of 
ASCENSION, 
in which the vote was for Nicholls 2,715, for Warmoth 1, 
being in the parish 1,520 white voters and 2,987 colored voters. 


|o4 4) 
ood, 10 


LANE Post-Orrice, LA., April 19, 1588. 


Dear Sir: We write this to you to let you know something concerning our 
election in our ward (ninth), parish of Ascension. First, we had not one co! 
missioner on our side of the house at the box. Secondly, the Democrats hac 
fourteen deputies on their side; we were ignored, we had no say at all. We ¢: 
take a solemn oath that there were 175 cast for Governor Warmoth and J. J 
Sullivan. Now, look at the tally sheet, only giving about 12 or 13 for Warmot: 
and two for Sullivan. Sir, our voles were taken from us, and therefore we 4| 
peal to you and the rest of the State Republican men that are at the front of th 
Republican party. No representation atthe box. The box was placed ba 
into a small room and no one allowed in there but Democrats, Sir, the color 
people of our ward did not sell out as they will allege. We just may as we! 
leave and go out of the State if our voices can not be heard. We never before 
saw the Republicans perform their duty as they did last Tuesday at the box, 0! 
to our surprise we were robbed totally. I would write more but we are ©*- 
cited and do not know what to do. This is the true’state of affairs in this wii. 

HANDY WATSON. 
R. H. BUTLER. 
Mr. VIGERS. 


In the parish of 


WEST FELICIANA, 


there were returned 2,038 for Nicholls, 377 for Warmoth; when there 








re 


PORE ap A ae « 


1A ASS, pcs Speen 


es ines ai 


— 


o 
i 





eet aree 





- 
i 
fs 
° 
i 
3} 


eer 




















ODO i) TAR HC CTASAT | 
1888. i ON URE SSIONA 
were 557 white voters and 2,091 colored voters The following shows 
how it happened: 
Row LANDING, April 21, 1888. 
Dear Sir: I writ know how things went on here 
at Row Landing rt vote yr our ticke 
At the Raccourci ) yt -90 votes from 
the Republicans. ’ 3v 1, ab 70 or 80 of them Re 
publican votes. We had four men from our of the river to work at th 
poll, They worked faithfully 1 ty. One handred and thirteen votes 
were polled, and they gave 2 vote The Democrats stole our votesal 
over the paris! 
Respectfully, 
CLEM. SEWEI CO) . 
Hon, P. F. HERW 
AT ARIS 


Here the vote returned was 4,678 for Nicholls, 449 for Warmoth, 1 
® 455 white voters and voter } } 


9 T2909 eolor 






I ‘ a t n 
from the remarks of the Senator from Kansas in whi Mr. George 
Kelso states the case: 

AT ANDRIA, I { » 18 

Sir: The elect tT gui We being w ) ation 
any of the polls, tl vcrats could make up the returns to suit themselv 


At the Alexandria box it wassituated in a roomin the court-house wit 
opening in a hall, which was easy of access; the box was placed on a tablea 
two or three gentiemen (Democrats) sat upon the table by the box from t 
time that the polls opened until they closed,and when a Kepublican yot« 















nearly every case one of the commissioners would take his ballot to put 
he box; but very few, if any,ever were put in the b rhey were gener 
put on the table behind the box, and towards the closing of the polls the 
under the table was covered with the tic ts taken from the colored voters 





the commissior were | 





‘rs to put in the box, which they failed to do; there 
colored men d to deposit their votes. 

At Cheneyville r. Barrett,the Republican candidate for St : . 
tributed 180 votes to colored men, and they voted the tickets he gave them 
about half past 5 o’clock in th 
water. He was absent from the poll al nutes, and when he 
he saw a small crowd of white men enterthe room where th 
and when he inquired what was the matter he wastold that 









rrett went to geta 








and that the commissior 
























ne ere about to c« ne e the « t 
it was then a few minutes after 6 o’cl I tt staid until 9.1 » 3 
to that time 300 votes had been rs mocrats, and not o1 
ean vote, 
1is Mr. Barrett could not und id, ashe andaf 1 had kept a ta 
day and had been abse but fiv i1utes, and according to t r tally 
60 vot« r nd 18 n; but the « niss ner 
hundred odd Democ though there were not 300 v 
ir At Lamourie, out of 00, they give us but 44. They 
} t 45 voters, but the « e 1 i y! of 
the ne can be said about Wiel’s Store; onl v of « vote voted \ 
Be I am told that the whole poll-list was counted of that ward as ama 
for the D crats. 
iruly, etc, 
GEOR Y. KELSO 
Maj. A. Hero, Jr. 
i come next to 
I \TON ROt 
I insert a letter from I. 8. in, chairman, which shows tl tufl 
ing of the bal where 1,712 votes were retu l 
. 1 
for Nicholls : 
PA! 1 or W ¥ rm Wat 
Ss F Z , April 17, isss. 
We,the undersigned,committee appointed onthe above date to assist or witness 


; 
r 


counting of the votes cast for both Nicholls and Warmoth and the remain- 
ler of the two tickets, declare that the commissioners closed the doors for about 


t 

{ 

fifteen minutes, at which time the ballot-box was stuffed with Democratic 
ti { 

t 








. and they made away with all t can tickets but 34, and counted 








ket 2 
ems sor their State ticket 409, whi« is more votes than are in the ward. 
E. 7 R J. Jadot tallied every vote, both white and colored; we 
there ter lemn protest against the Fourt! rd of the parish afore- 
t . ni t! ers, are willing to e downat y time and swear tothe 
aboy tale { 
Ty 
i r¢ 1, ye 


hairma 


A 
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2,715 votes for Nicholls were returned, 1,334 for Warmoth. At the 

court-house in this parish the count was openly carried on by tall 

25 or 50 votes for Warmoth as so many votes for Nichulls. © 

is just reversed; in the return instead of Warmoth 1.334 
+ 


OF1% ¢¢ chanld he Ware 1° 71S: Nicholle 1 22 
2,715, it should be Warmoth 2,715; Nicholls 1,334. 


In 





[ARY’S PARISH, 


9 QQ 





2 were returned for Nicholls and 1,614 for Warmoth, where there 
are only 1,942 white voters and 4,887 colored voters 
Dr. Chester B. Darrall, ex-member of Congress, well known to many 
Senators on this floor, writes: 
A statement will be prepared showing how the fraud was perpetrated. We 
could only guard the vote at three polls and our vote was the largest ever polled 


We can show that we put in the box over 3,000 votes for our ticket, more than 
half of which they counted for Nicholls. I have the written refusal of the re- 
turning officer to give us any showing in the count. 

I will here insert a copy of a petition of B. F. Winchester, of St. 
Mary’s Parish, who was candidate for judge of the nineteenth judicial 
court, at the election on the 17th of April, in which he shows how he 
was counted out and shows by what means the large colored parish of 
St. Mary’s was made to show a Democratic majority: 





To the honorable the judge of the nineteenth judicial district of the Stale of Louisi- 
ana, holding session in and for the parish of St, Mary: 

The petition of Benjamin Felix Winchester, who resides in the parish of St, 

Mary, raspectfully represents, that atthe general State election held in the State 
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Dear Sre: Herein find postal of C. G. Wade of date April 13, 1838, 
that 231 yotes were cast for Republican ticket at Black Hawk poll, in Concordis 


Parish, 


The Democratic returns only award 145 for the entire parish. 
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The postal card which I have is as follows. 


{t is addressed to— 


Hlon. D. Young, on board T. P. Leathers, lying at Black Hawk, La. 


BLACK Hawk, La. 
Dean Str: Election free and fair. 


TEI WORD: ccsenserccorssesencsosceptbesseinenstontiiimeaadementineddemsadiaian 231 
PINON QOD, ve sis ccicannivisencritsanéciatei initstdinainnitiadiamaisdiediaietmedmminaniiadl 10 
Warmoth’s majority conn ubnnncots sun en snnenstaeuneertpentanasdrapasacowatanmianapes 221 


S, Lemeurier, clerk, will try to have box thrown out, because 37 voters were 
allowed to vote under oath. They are all registered voters, but Clayton left 
their names off the poll-book. Everything passed off peaceably. 

c, G, WADE, 

Arr. 18, 1888, 

Mr. Hero proceeds: 

I send by express three memorandum books, which were kept at three other 
precinets in Concordia Parish by Kepublicans who tallied each ballot as it was 
deposited, and have each signed their respective books, showing at Vidalia: Re- 
publican yote,375; Democratic,5%. At Poll 9: Republican vote, 270; Demo- 
cratic, 37. At Rivers poli: Republican vote. 295; Democratic, 32. And at For- 
est poll the actual vote was: Kepublican vote, 390; Democratic, 12. 


Yours, etc,, 
ANDREW HERO, Jr. 


I have in my hands the three tally-books which were kept by the 
Republicans, forwarded to Major Hero, and sent tome. Here are the 
books. [Exhibiting.] One is as follows: 

RIVERS POLL, THIRD WARD, CONCORDIA PARISH, 
Rivers poll, Third ward: 


Tallies. 
TROT OD cnsncocsctcscanientvevenbeunctineenntaietdeonntestiainnea ee 
BISMEORESS VOC Cisse visnctesnncvesss coy secesescoere chosvatsccsnesbsnesaseueneis vingsemnaaeasenae 32 


T. P. JACKSON. 
JAKE JONES. 
The next is the original tally-book of poll No. 9, and I have madea 


copy of it, thus: 
CONCORDIA, POLL 9. 


Tuesday, April 17, 1888. 





For governor: 
Tallies. 
H. C. Warmoth... asesenee 270 
aes Er TORII o0n.055:060s00nenns0neetpnenntouunsinieaaialeaeeidenti 37 


ALEXANDER BUSH. 
The Vidalia tally-book I have here, and I have made a copy of 


that: 
VIDALIA VOTE. 


Tallies. 
ii. icicedccnda odscatetuicincie intnbnadidtintie tehadinitiscthinininnn eae ae 
Nic holls ee R eee EN ene EE EE EEE EE EEE EEEREE TEESE OOO OREEEE HEHEHE EEE EEOETEEOEORE SEE EES OSES SEEOEE OEE ESR SETHE OEEOES 53 
That is on the cover. 
tepublicans, Vidalia: 
Tallies. 
BS cnnces soncepennnceooees sbecenss soassecoccccsts ccs casosensésetespbonsedpneesaeenee occcceevececcvcececosoneoseesscoses 375 


Cc. H, SHUMAKER, 


These tally-books were forwarded, as Major Hero states, from the 
men who kept them to him, he being one of the candidates on the 
State ticket. And notwithstanding all these proofs which I have 
given of the votes actually cast, Concordia Parish was only allowed by 
the Democratic canvassers 145 votes for Warmoth. 


I come next to 
THE PARISH OF IBERIA, 


The following statement has been furnished me as showing the true 
condition of affairs in the parish which was returned 1,923 for Nicholls, 
590 for Warmoth: 


In the parish of Iberia Governor McEnery made a revolutionary speech one 
week before the election. He said, in substance, that the negroes should not 
be permitted to vote; and if they did yvote,such vote should not be counted ; 
that there was danger of Warmoth’s election, and that the white people ought 
to stand firmly together and roll up a majority against him. 

From the day after this revolutionary speech a reign of terror commenced 
and bulldozers went out every night armed with Winchester rifles belonging 
tothe State militia and terrorized the negroes. This continued up to and in- 
cluding the night before the election. Many leading negroes were ordered 
either to leave the parish or vote the Democratic ticket. 

On the Sunday before election a prominent negro leader, the son of a well-to- 
do negro planter, Joseph Barabin, jr., was waited on at Jeanerette and offered 
money to support the Democratic ticket, which he declined. That evening he 
boarded the up train for New Iberia, and onhis starting to get off the train at 
New Iberia he was met by some eight orten bulldozers, who, after assaulting 
him witha stick, ordered him to get back on the train and leave the parish. He 
went to an adjoining parish, returned to his home the next day, and was again 
visited by the bulldozers,on whom he fired, wounding one of them and killing 
two horses. This caused a stampede, and when the force was renewed Barabin 
had managed to get out of the way, and he is now a refugee from his home and 
family. 

On the morning of the election it was evident that no Republican votes would 
be counted as cast. The returning officers appointed the commissioners of elec- 
tion only the night before election day. These commissioners turned up and were 
only known tothe sapenewnes they seated themselves in they olling places 
on the morning of the election. They were all Democrats and of the lowest 
order. No representation was allowed the Republicans in or around Beges 
places. At the New Iberia poll the State militia, under command of Capt. Dudley 
‘Avery, were present underarms for the ostensible purpose of protecting the Dem- 
ocratic commissioner of election. Voting commenced at 7 o'clock a. m. ; a large 
crowd of negroes were present desiring to vote, The commissioners commenced 
by delaying the voting by taking from ten to twenty minutes to find the name 
of the proffered voter on the poll-book and in many cases by refusing the vote 
on the und that the name was not on the poll-book. This practice was kept 
up until about 100’clock, when yn mane at the poll and negroes 
were clubbed and ab’ and were run off. 

About 11 o'clock, finding that the negroes persisted in trying to vote, another 
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| plan was adopted and effectnally carried out. That plan was this: Some Demo. 





| 


erat would fire off a large fir:-cracker sounding like a pistol-shot in the ecourt- 
house where the polling-place was located, and, upon this signal being give, 
the State militia would rush to the windows of the court-house and point thei: 
Winchester rifles at the crowd of negroes below them. 

rhis conduct, which was repeated several times, had the desired effect, and 
nearly all the negroes left the court-house yard, and were told later in th, 
day by their white Republican friends to go home and not attempt to vote any 
more, Notwithstanding the fact that only about half the registered vote of t}).. 
ward was actually polled, when the count was made it showed a full registered 
vote, all polled for the Democratic State and parish ticket. 

To further illustrate the situation, it may be stated that Mr. Merchant, a 
prominent lawyer and banker. was running on the Republican ticket for State 
senator against Mr, Avery,a planter and Democrat. At the poll above referre;| 
to the commissioners give Mr. Avery 484 votes and Mr. Merchant 80 votes. |: 
can be conclusively shown that Mr. Merchant received more Democratic votes 
than his opponent and a solid Republican vote. 

inthe Fifth ward of Iberia Parish, where Capt. C. T, Cade, another militia com- 
mander, was in charge— 

And I ask Senators who do me the honor of listening to me to mark 
the name Capt. C. T. Cade, for we shall presently hear from his opera- 
tions on Friday last— 
the bulldozers took a colored ward-leader by the name of Robertson Cole- 
man, stripped and whipped him in the presence of the voters who had assem- 
bled to vote, then put him in a chicken-coop, kept him there near the poll wn- 
der guard until evening, when they made him vote the Democratic ticket. A 
negro was beaten nearly to death for offering to distribute Republican tickets, 

This sort of conduct was carried on all over the parish, and the election was 
a complete mockery, fraud, and count-out. 

On the morning after the election Mr. Merchant stated openly that he intended 
to contest and show up the frauds. The evening of that day he was waited on 
at his banking-house by Captain Cade, of the State militia, and some of his 
strikers, and told that he had twenty-four hours in which to close his business 
and leave the parish, Captain Cade refused to give any reason for his act other 
than that he represented others in the matter. 

Mr, Merchant notified the Democrats who had supported him at the election 
of what had occurred, and on Thursday morning they, about forty‘in number, 
armed themselves and went to Captain Cade and his strikers and demanded 
their reason for their conduct towards Mr. Merchant, and upon their refusal! to 
give any they were informed that they must retract their order and apologize 
for their conduct, which they did under pressure. Mr. Merchant has made up 
his mind to close up his business at any sacrifice and leave the State. 

He has held many offices of profit and trust, among others that of postmaster 
at New Orleans, and his rsonal and official record is bavend reproach 
His only crime is that of being a pronounced Republican, and for that he is boy- 
cotted in his business and not given any chance, 

Mr. Merchant has emigrated to El Paso, Tex., and has gone into 
business there. I imagine that he is safe there if he does not make his 
Republicanism very pronounced. If he does, it is most likely that he 
will have to leave Texas as he had to leave Louisiana. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is a white man safe there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think they prefer, as an election method in 
Texas, to hang negroes rather than whites, and that if the Texas Dem- 
ocrats were left to their own minds they would kill negroes in preter- 
ence to white men. I think, therefore, that Mr. Merchant is safe for 
a little while at El Paso, Tex., if he does not meddle with politics. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam surprised at the statement just made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I live in a county where the popula- 
tion is about equally divided between blacks and whites. There has 
never been a disturbance at an election in that county since the negroes 
have been free. Republicans all over the State take their position and 
discuss the issues just as they would do in New Hampshire or any- 
where else, and they are as free from molestation as they would be in 
New Hampshire. If the gentleman knew the facts he certainly would 
not make such a statement as he makes here now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In what county is that? 

Mr. REAGAN. Anderson. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not Washington ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator from Texas does not refer 
to Washington County, Texas. If he does he is entirely mistaken. 
The Republicans of Texas, in a Democratic county which they do not 
try to carry Republican, are tolerably safe from murder, but when- 
ever there is a Republican county which remains Republican in « 
Southern State, enough killing is pretty sure, after awhile, to he done 
to change it from Republican to Democratic. That was exactly the 
case in Washington County, Texas. 

The Senator knows very well that at the last election held there, in 
November, 1886, when there was a large Republican majority, tliree 
negroes, Shadrach Felder, Alfred Jones, and Stewart Jones, were taken 
from jail by a mob and hanged, exactly as Judge Chisolm was put in 
jail and murdered, strictly in accordance with the favorite Southem 
method of getting rid of Republicans, which is this: First get up * 
false charge against the Republicans, put them in jail, and thea break 
into jail and murder them. TheSenator probably did not have Wasb- 
ington County, Texas, in mind when he said that Republicans were 
just as free to make speeches and to vote in Texas as they are at the 
North. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iknow that there was a disturbance in Washington 
County, but I am not advised of the actual facts connected with ''. 
In order that the Senate may understand the recklessness with whic! 
the Senator from New Hampshire speaks, I will state that there are 
perhaps twenty or twenty-five counties in Texas where there are nex!” 
majorities and where they vote majorities habitually at all the elec- 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 


I will ask the Senator how many Republican 


counties there are in Texas that remain firmly and continuously Re- | 


publican counties? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not enumerate them all now, but I will tell 
the Senator some of them. Harrison is Republican by about 1,100 
majority, and there has never been anybody killed or hung or hurt 
there for voting. Andthere are Montgomery, Walker, Fort Bend, and 
Brazoria Counties, and two or three counties below Brazoria. 
recall the names now, but there are more than twenty counties with 
habitual Republican majorities. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How many, may I ask? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not give the specific number, but I tell the 
Senator—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
ties in his own State? 
State? 

Mr. REAGAN. About one hundred and eighty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And of that number there are twenty Repub- 
lican counties. 
there are in the State of Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. 


them. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator through? 
Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator will allow me, I will say that the 
colored population of the State is in a part of the State that was set- 
tled a good while back. 


very limited. In El Paso I suppose there may be some colored people, 
but I do not know whether there are or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The State of Texas, I think, almost comes up in 
its returned majorities to the State of Louisiana. I think the State ot 
Texas returns a majority of about 136,000. I will concede to the Sen- 
ator from Texas that it isnot quite so dishonest as the 84,000 returned 
for Nicholls in Louisiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator is reckless, and falsifies the facts when 
he talks about illegal voting in Texas as a rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
know anything about this Washington County outrage, which has been 
under investigation by the Senate here fora year and a half, I think it 
would be well for him to make an investigation, and then he will be 
able to tell, when he is asked aboutit, all the facts as he understands 
them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I live remote from Washington County, and I have 
never seen a witness or a line of testimony on the subject yet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no idea the Senator wants to, either. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator ought not to exercise such reckless 
impudence in making a speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the bounds of parliamentary propriety and order in debate when he 
applies epithets like those to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam willing to withdraw them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Am [at liberty to reply to the use of the word 
*‘impudence?’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceeds in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
infliction. I am glad that I can not be subject to any worse stigma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Texas to withdraw his language. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; I will yield to anybody from a State 
where negroes are murdered on account of their politics. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say that I have quite an intimate acquaint- 
ance with the transactions in Washington County, which have been 
under investigation by the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. The testimony has been taken by the committee, but it has not 
yet been published, it has not yet been laid with the report upon it on 
the desks of the Senators, and I submit that it is hardly fair to com- 
ment upon the transactions involved in that testimony until it is pub- 
lished and until a report is made upon it. Whenevera report is made 
upon it, and whenever that testimony is laid before the Senate, I am 
prepared to show that the election in Washington County has not been 
such as it is represented to have been by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, and I am prepared to vindicate Washington County and the State 
of Texas against the aspersions that are being cast upon them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I quiteagree to the proposition made by the Senator 
from Texas, that before the incoming of the report from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections in regard to the alleged outrages in Wash- 
ington County, Texas, the discussion of transactions there ought to be 
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The Senator is not, unless he pro- 





I donot | 





Does the Senator not know the number of coun- | 
How many counties are there in the whole | 





Will the Senator tell us about how many colored voters | 


A very large part of the State has been settled | 
since the war, and in that part of the State the colored population is 


As the Senator has admitted that he does not | 


The Senator from Texas transcends | 


I shall endeavor to rest comfortably under the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FTS25 


deferred. I regret that theSenator from Texas did not content himself 
with that statement instead of going beyond that to notify the Senate 
and the world what he would do when the time came by way ot de- 
fending Washington County and the State of Texas against any impu- 
tation upon the fairness of her elections. 


I do not intend to go into any elaborate discussion of the alleged 
outrages—I withdraw from this time forth the word *‘ alleged,’’ which 
by politeness has been used thus fur in connection with the election in 
Washington County, Texas—the outrages | will say But when the 
Senator says he proposes to vindicate that county and State f 1 the 
charge of gross outrages upon the elective franchise and upon the rights 
of citizens, he undertakes to do what no mortal man ean do. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. COKE. I will say, Mr. President, that whenever the testimony 


taken in that investigation is laid before the Senate and a report made 


| upon it, and the Senate is asked to consider it, I can and will show by 


comparison with reports of investigations which have been made by 
the Senate and the House into elections in many other States that the 


| election in Washington County is not more liable to criticism than the 
That I can not say, but perhaps nearly one-third | 
of the voters of Texas are colored voters—more than one-fourth of | 


Massachusetts, in 
I do not pretend to 


ctions in numerous counties in New York, in 


el 
Rhode Island, in Connecticut, and in other States 


| say that I can defend the transactions in Washington County which 
have been investigated, wherein the law is alleged to have beer )- 
lated. I do not intend to attempt a defense of anything unlawful in 


Washington County. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. COKE. But I can show and I shall show that the hands of the 
people of Washington County are as clean in that regard as are those 
of the people of a hundred counties in Northern and Eastern States 
which have undergone similar investigations. 

In other words, Mr. President, I propose to show, and I can show by 
the testimony, that the people of Texas are exactly like other people, 
neither better nor worse, and that the elective franchise in Texas is 
exercised as it is elsewhere, and that the violations of law in this re- 
spect are no greater than they have been in every age of the world, in 
every country where the elective franchise has been enjoyed. 

That is all I have to say until the matter comes legitimately before 
the Senate. Iam willing to put the Texas record by the side of the 
record of New York, of Massachusetts, of Rhode island, and of Connec- 
ticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator mean to be understood as saying 
that there has been any investigation of elections in Connecticut by 


| Congress ? 


Mr. COKE. I think there has been. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 
Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I thought you were through. 

Mr. COKE. I simply say I can show that there is no peculiar wrong 
in Texas that not exist commonly in the States of this Union 
where the right of suffrage is concerned, and that while a few in- 
stances are shown where force and violence have been used in Texas 
elections, I can and will show a great many more instances in which 
fraud and intimidation have been used in the elections in the Eastern 
and Northern States of this Union. Fraud and force are classed to- 
gether in all the law-books. 

Mr. SPOONER. They existed together in Washington County. 

Mr. COKE. They are equally odious. For every instance of f 
that you can show in Washington County I can show twenty instances 
of fraud and intimidation in counties in Massachusetts, in Rhode Isl- 
and, in New York, and in Pennsylvania. A comparison of Washing- 
ton County with counties in these States will vindicate Washington 
County in respect to the charges made against her people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Texas to give notice that when he came properly to speak upon the 
Texas investigation he would vindicate the State of Texas and the 
county of Washington against the charge that the elective franchise 
had been trampled upon and outraged in that State and in that county. 
I understand him now to say that he does not expect to undertake that 
herculean task; that he will not attempt to justify what took place in 
Washington County so far as it constituted an infraction of the law; 
that his attempt will be to show that the State of Texas, including the 
county of Washington, is comparatively decent in its treatment of le- 
publican voters; that is to say, by comparison with other Stat 

Mr. COKE. We do not pretend to be better. 

Mr. SPOONER. That by comparison with other States it will be 
found that the State of Texas is as good as to the purity and peaceful- 
ness of its elections as those other States. The Senator may show by 
a comparison with some other States conditions as bad in those States 
as were shown to exist in Washington County, Texas; but I beg to in- 
form him thatif he succeeds in doing that he will be obliged to limit 
his comparison to States south of Mason and Dixon’s line, 

Mr. COKE. I will say to the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not through yet. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. 


I will not be positive. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says that he will find frauds in the 
elections in Northern States with which he can successfully compare 
the frauds in Texas. I admit it, perhaps. He will find Democratic 
frauds year after year, at clection after election, in the great city of New 
York which I think even Texas will be powerless to excel; but he can 
not compare with any Northern State, or any election which ever oc- 
curred in any Northern State, what transpired in Washington County, 
Texas. That was not simply fraud in the count. I do not know that 
at that election there was any fraud in the count. 
Washington County, Texas. 
County, Texas. 


There was bloodshed in Washington 
‘There was murder in Washington County, Texas. 


Where at any election north of Mason and Dixon’s line can you find | 


theseelements? Ihave knownofnone. In Washington County, Texas, 
three men were taken out and hanged, in the gray of the morning, 
without having committed offense except that they were colored and 
that they were Republicans. Poll after poll in Washington county, 
Texas, was raided and the ballot-boxes and ballots forcibly taken. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator’s statement is not correct. 
negro, perhaps two negroes—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, three negroes. 

Mr. COKE. Three negroes, 

Mr. SPOONER. 
much about itasI do. The Senator does not even remember the num- 
ber of negroes hung; a trifling matter, however. 

Mr. COKE. They were taken out of jail in the town of Brenham, 
in Washington County, and hanged by a mob, not because they were 
Republicans, not because they were negroes, but because they had mur- 
dered in cold blood a white man, Young Bolton, at one of the election 
precincts in Washington County. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has had before him every line and 
word of the testimony which has been taken by the committee, and I 
am astounded that he should assert that those men were guilty, or in 
good faith charged with being guilty, of killing this man Bolton, who 
was shot down, as he ought to have been shot down, and as more men 
just like him ought to be shot down, when he sought at the threshold 
of the polis, when they were counting the vote in a peaceable and quiet 
way, to wrest by force from the officers of the election the poll-listand 
the ballots in order that the latter might not be counted and returned, 
he and his associates being in disguise. 

But beyond all that, sir, murder and the robbery of the ballot-boxes, 
there is more and almost worse. Three men whose names were signed 
to that petition, upon whose prayer this testimony was taken, are to- 
day exiled from the law-abiding State of Texas, one of them living in 
Los Angeles, Cal.; another living in your own State, Mr. President, 
and engaged in business there, succeeding well at Topeka, who could 
not even live in Washington County, Texas. Those men are just as 
completely exiled from that State, precluded from living there with 
their families, as if they were fugitives from justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because they had petitioned? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, because they had petitioned for one reason, 
and next because they dared to be Republicans and to make Repub- 
lican speeches in that county. 

1 did not intend to speak at all upon the Washington County outrage 
matter until the testimony had been laid before the Senate accom- 
panied by the report, and have been led to do so thus briefly only by 
the Senator’s promise in advance of a complete vindication. I have 
been speaking in the time of the Senator from New Hamphire, for 
which J really owe him an apology. I simply desire to say further 
that I hope within a very short time that testimony and the report 
will be laid before the Senate and the country in order that they may 
judge between the Senator from Texas and the committee. I shall 
then present this case with some care, and it will interest the Senate, 
I am certain. 

Mr. COKE. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 

. Shire yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not want to be long ? 

Mr. COKE. Justa moment. I only desire to say that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Wisconsin with reference to the three 
persons who filed a memorial here is incorrect. 

Mr. SPOONER. How is that? 

Mr. COKE. I say that your statement with reference to those three 
persons who signed and presented a memorial upon which the investi- 
gation of Washington County was based is incorrect, when you speak 
of them as being good citizens and prominent men. 

Mr. SPOONER. Every Democratic witness who was examined be- 
fore that committee, brought here by my friend from Texas, testified 
to the good character for citizenship and integrity of one of those men, 
Mr. J. L. Moore. 

Mr. COKE. I know that, as to Moore. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; and I had a letter from him last night lament- 
ing that, being an American citizen, he yet could not go back to his 
old home in Texas and live there. He is with the rest as much a fugi- 
tive as if he had been expelled upon a charge. 
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Mr. COKE. I simply have this to say in reply to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, that this man Moore is absent by his own choice. He had 
been trying to sell his property in order to move to California for more 
than a year before this election trouble occurred, and he is not suy- 
posed by anybody in Washington County to want to go back. Hunp- 
dreds and even thousands of Republicans live in peace in Washiuctoy 
County, and why could not this man Moore do the same ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from New York [Mr, 
EvaArts]. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me, I do net propose to 
trespass upon any of the proprieties in a discussion on what will be un 
doubtedly fully discussed in the Senate upon the report on the W; 
ington County outrage: but I am unwilling that there should go for 
one moment an impression that these unfortunate coiored men were 
hanged by a mob because even a mob thought that they had been en- 
gaged in an act of violence against a white man. 

Five of these colored men were seized by authority of law and im- 
prisoned with no charge at all against them, and then, thus inclosed, 
they were not defended against a mob by the authorities; and three of 
them were taken out and hanged because they proved that Bolton, the 
white man, was not slain in pursuance of any peaceful right of his 
Yor that reason they were secured, and for that reason they were not 
saved from the mob, and for that reason they were hanged, that tl 
might not speak the truth in the evidence that should be given. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I ask the Senator from New Hampsiiire to 
yield a moment? I know nothing about the transaction referred to in 
What I wish to say is that [ have a very exten- 





mitted there, I do not think it justifies the wholesale slandering of 
the State of Texas and charging the whole State with actions ofa partic- 
ular kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Taking the whole State together I doubt not it is 
as orderly, as law abiding a State as there is in the American Union. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
POONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. In this connection I desire to say one thing further 
about this case. The evidence can not be disputed and will not be 
disputed, that these negroes were hanged by a mob. I doubt if any 
man who hears me could read what they said when they were led out 
to die without shedding copious tears, if he has any heart or soul in 
him. 

It appeared from the testimony of all the witnesses, including ex- 
Governor Ireland, who was governor of the State at the time those 
negroes were murdered, and including the county judge, Kirk, in ollice 
then, in office now, who was the boss devil of the whole business, that 
no effort had been made to apprehend the men who committed these 
murders. 

Although the fact had been brought to the attention of the governor, 
no reward, he testified, had been offered for their discovery and convic- 
tion. The testimony showed that in the county neither the prosecut- 
ing attorney, nor any of the magistrates, nor any one had takenany step 
towards the discovery of the men who had hung those colored men, 
towards bringing them to justice. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did the grand jury investigate it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Did the grand jury investigate it? No; it never 
was brought before a grand jury of the county, and no more attention 
was paid to it after a farcical inquest than if three little dogs had been 
shot down in the streets of Brenham, and everybody glad to get rid o! 
them. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, just allow me to say-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; this Texas debate, Mr. President, 
may go on until the end, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not quite through. I sought in the exam- 
ination of a large number of witnesses to ascertain why it was that 
these white men, the petitioners to the Senate. were to be driven from 
Washington County, Texas, why it was that they could no longer live 
in safety there, what they had done, and the universal answer was that 
they had made incendiary speeches to the negroes and had sought to 
hold them to vote the Republican ticket. 

This was a strong Republican county and these precincts which 
were raided were strong Republican precincts. I examined those wit- 
nesses in order to ascertain what constituted in their opinion an incen- 
diary speech, and none of them gave a definition of an incendiary 
speech. I asked them, ‘‘ What did these men say to the negroes at the 
meetings that you consider incendiary?’’ Among other things some 
testified, ‘‘ Why they told the negroes that if the Democratic party suc- 
ceeded their wages and the price of cotton would go down, and if the 
Republican party succeeded their wages would not go down.”’ 

Down there in Washington County, Texas (which, I believe, has the 
honor of being a constituency of Hon. RoGER Q. MILLs, the great 
economic statesman), it is a crime to discuss protection at a negro 
gathering. It is incendiary for a white man, no matter how sincere he 
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This 
ON TRIAL FOR MURDER. 


{Special to the Times-Democrat, ] 


OPELOUSAS, August 17, 
Before District Judge Lewis to-day the case of Deputy Sheriff John W. Seeley, 
Louis Young, Alfred Young, Riviere Richardson (colored), Valle Bellare, and 
Lucien Chapman, charged with the murder of George Anderson and the shoot- 
ing and stabbing of Louis Jackson, both colored, came up for a hearing on a 
writ of habeas corpus to show cause why they should not be admitted to bail. 
At the close of this report proceedings were still pending and will probably 
continue another day. 
According to the testimony elicited before Coroner Dr. Littell and Judge Lewis, 
it transpires that the two men were arrested in Bellaire Cove, near Ville Platte, 
charged with violating the hoodlum act, in other words, disturbing the peace. 


I undertake to say from what I know of such transactions that those 
men were charged with no substantial offense whatever. 


Deputy Sheriff Seeley executed the warrant, and with his prisoners tied and 
bound, and accompanied by Richardson and Chapman, whom he had pressed 
into service, proceeded in a hack on the way to jail at Opelousas. When about 
7 miles from town, on the Ville Platte road, the party was stopped and both 
prisoners shot, Jackson being also stabbed. The wounded men were then con- 
tinued on their way to jail and incarcerated by the deputy sheriff, who gave no 
explanation of the affair or made no report to the sheriff. 

Anderson sabsequently died, and in his dying declaration charged Seeley— 

That is, the deputy sheriff— 
with the shooting, just to please Louis Young. 

The other victim, who is dangerously wounded, in 
Seeley and the Youngs, with whom he about a year 
culty before Judge Lewis. 

son made a clean breast of his share in the bu siness by telling, am« 
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Richard 
other thinys, that he shot Frank Caroline,a colored man, who, w 
they met on the road ina buggy. He sw 
ing to do with it. 

Considerable indignation is felt in this community and the act is severely de- 
nounced, despite the previous good standing of the accused. The idea of pris- 
oners, tied and helpless, being shot while in custody so stirred up the people 
that during last night the jail was guarded for the protection of the accused. 

The attacks on the prisoners is attributed to the combined influences of liquor 
and an alieged old grudge of the Youngs against Jackson, growing out of a pre- 
vious difficulty over a game of cards where Young, senior, got the worst of it. 


118 fam 
ears that the deputy sheriff had not 


rin i 

















| I 

| re er ‘ yr 1 as they y 

} i =) ca w { » wn 

| ish, on August 10, some of the refugees 
Freetown, where the bad negroes agreed to pri 
| They openly: e threats that they w« 

| gees, and would reg ute the bh sift f 

| rhese are the reports whi ied y 


( 
AT 
a 

ar 

? 
) ( 
} \ 

I 

M 
? 
to 

( 
t 
vi ‘ 
y ( 
| < a 

(,Ua \ it 
< ‘ a 

ihe caus i to the 
o Lin { I iculars « ta 
Den D . 
ver ilty w exp < 

So as to clear 
cou i em a } 

gin t ra 1 ol 

Vt « eas atic t 

na ¢ 
1 
Yanda a 
t me 30 \ 4SS v 4 





whites began to feel that it 








oa 
the complaints from Freet e more 
reported that the colored | ple were dr 

*r people's places, ar lin other wa ond 

red very objectionablé rhis wast 
ing letter w ed Captain Ca 

To Capt. C. T. ¢ A 1 I 

“DEAR SIR: We, the undersigned cit 
par sh of lberia, Louisiana do respecttf Ix eur *% 


pany on the nearest future day t 





the negroes. They areall unde 

whites. W assure } thatthey ar i 

in Freetown and at old Tom 8 yns’s place 
“Awaiting to be helped, yours 
Signed by Euclieu Norres, | Ror 


saye, Dema Delaho 
save. Jos. Norris, R. F. I 





Captain Cade, who i 








tial citizens, and aft ter t 

a posse and dé ‘ 

party consisted « t 9! 4 ( 

rhursday, August and reached aj tt 
In passing near Freetown Captain Cad 


£0o0n join hin ‘ 


of armed 1 
posse num 


sulted in a] ‘ ‘ $ 
into town 

It was now ‘ very f 
Thomas Simon, o1 » most respectal 


and he came to t Sir wa ix 


' < t 
ct i i 
. id « 
the 
, ! 
ind 
3 Ww 
‘ ‘ ’ 
) e bat 
I PN 
‘ 
eft I 
ed that 
‘ 
4 } 











Rin Mes yy ae 


0 


TS2s 


fly,and owned property. He was friendly, or pretended to be, to Captain Cade, 
and Captain Cade asked him to eall the negroes out and get them to surrender 
their arms, promising if they did so that no harm would cometo them. Simon 
had a consultation with the negroes, who had congregated in a large two-story 
house owned by Celestin Nore, a preacher. Old Simon returned from his trip 
with theinformation that the negroes had scatiered and could notbe found. He 
said that the posse would have to come some other day if they wanted to see 
the negroes. 

While this conversation was going on one of Captain Cade’s men saw a num- 
ber of powder-horns, guna, ete., in the house, and so informed the captain. 
Simon then left the captain, but lingered in the vicinity. 

A negro named Kokee was then pressed into service. He was sent into the 
house by Captain Cade with instructions to tell the negroes that they would be 
given tive minutes in which to surrender their arms, promising if they did so 
that no harm would come to them, 

‘The five minutes elapsed and then Kokee came to the door with one negro, 
who stated he was willing to surrender. The posse had been in front and 
around the house for over two hours. They had used every effort to get the 
negroes to surrender their weapons, but apparently without effect. 

The one negro who appeared at the door with Kokee held his gun in his hand. 
One of Captain Cade’s men call out to him to drop the gun. He did it, and as 
he did the negroesin the house opened fire. The fire was returned by the posse. 
Volley after volley was exchanged, 

Then the fire became more ragged, but for over thirty minutes was kept up. 
Then the responses from the house where the negroes were surrounded began 
to grow faint and finally ceased entirely. Captain Cade approached the house 
and attempted to push aside a window-curtain so as to see inside. As he did 
so he was fired on, but retreated unhurt. 

Then EK, Payson Smith and Alfred Lasalle approached thedoor. Captain Cade 
ordered them to return, but they persisted. His commands were unheeded. 
and the men boldly rushed into the house to ascertain the result of the fire of 
their comrades, Just as they entered they were fired on. 

A cloud of smoke filled the doorway and Lasalle emerged out into the open 
air, pistol in hand, firing into the house ashe retreated. Smith was not with 
him, and at once it flashed through the minds of the posse that he had been 
killed, Smith’s name was called again and again, but no answer was received. 
Lasalle said he thought Smith had been killed. 

At this moment a number of negroes from the other end of town came upand 
surrendered their guns. They were not molested. One of them, Marshall De- 
gas, was directed by Captain Cade to enter the house and bring out Smith’s 
body. The firing had stopped on both sides and not a sound emanated from 
the building. . 

Degas did notenter. He looked in at the window and saw that Smith was 
dead. He reported that fact to Captain Cade, and, as he was not strong enough 
to carry the body out, asked for help. 

Another negro was sent to his assistance, and they brought the dead body 
out, It was found out that one-half of Smith’s face had been shot off and that 
his heart was filled with buckshot. His weapons had been taken from him. 
The same negroes who had previously entered the house were ordered to go 
back again and draw the curtain, so that the posse could see how to fire into 
the room. 

As the negro entered two negroes jumped out and ran into the field. They 
were shot down as they ran. By this time the negroes, who had been so or- 
dered, pulled down the curtain, and the posse saw that the window was covered 
on the inside by a feather mattress. The mattress was secn to move, and in an 
instant it was riddled with bullets. 

Death, certain and instantaneous, came to those behind it. It was now grow- 
ing late, and the house was still surrounded, but its batteries appeared to be si- 
lenced. Celestin Nore, the owner of the house, arrived at this time and was 
sent by Cade into the house to ascertain if any one was still alive. 

Celestin is a colored preacher, and he entered fearlessiv. He came out and 
said that all were dead. It was not considered safe to believe him, however, 
and he was ordered to take other negroes to assist him and to bring out the 
corpses. This he did, and soon what appeared to be the bodies of five dead ne- 
groes were laid out in the grass. The posse congregated around the bodies. 

One of Captain Cade’s men thought he detected signs of life in one of them. 
He said: “Captain, here is a negro shamming; he ain’t hurt.’’ The body was 
turned over and over and examined carefully, but not a scratch could be found. 

All this time the supposed corpse remained perfectly motionless. One of Cap- 
tain Cade’s men raised his heavy riding whip and it fell with stinging force 
on the body, Unable to stand tho pain, the negro, who had taken such desper- 
ate chances for his life, sprang to his feet and was instantly riddled with bullets. 
There being no longer any doubt as the fate of the negroes, the posse began col- 
lecting the arms, and secured twenty rifles and guns and any number of pistols. 
The negroes who had been captured were given their liberty; they, of course, 
turning over their arms to the posse. 

A list of the killed among the colored is as follows: Sam Kokee, Thomas Si- 
mon, Antonio Michel, alias Smith; Ramson Livingston, jr.; John Simon, Peter 
Simon, and four others, whose names could not be learned. 

Only one negro, Alexis Lade, was wounded, His injuries are not serious. 

In speaking with Captain Cade as to the causes which led to the organization 
of the regulators and to the subsequent trouble, it was learned that shortly after 
tne regulators were organized a colored man was whipped for unbecoming con- 
duet at a point 2 miles from Freetown. 

Then two men, one named Alcee and the other Francois Brouare, were or- 
dored to leave the parish. The negroes then became aroused, Two weeksago 
Captain Cade was asked by old Simon to regulate his own boys, as they would 
not work or doanything. The idea with them seemed to be that they were 
going to be ordered to leave town. Captain Cade assured Simon that he would 
not be troubled, nor would his sons be, 

Of late the blacks at I'reectown, Captain Cade said, had been growing very 
dangerous, and at night they would commit numerous depredations, fire guns, 
etc. They defied the white people residing in the vicinity. This caused the 
letter to Captain Cade, and the row ensued as stated above, Captain Cade hold- 
ing that he was simply acting as a deputy sheriff. 

Freetown is situated on 2 «mall hill. Its population is composed of colored 
poas exclusively. It was founded by Celestin Nore, Thomas Simon, old man 

Yelson, and Romson Livingston and others. Livingston purchased the land 
and sold it to the other colored people who wanted to purchase small jfarms. 
The settlement dates its beginning some time in 1870. Its present population 
is about 300 all told. The voters number from 75 to 100. The seventh ward of 
Iberia Parish includes Freetown, It is about 4 miles from Royville, the same 
distance from Cade Station, and 10 miles from New Iberia. 

During the evening it was rumored that the negroes at Petit Anse had armed, 
and an excursion in that direction at one time seemed to be in preparation. 
Later, during the evening, negotiations were opened with Captain Cade, and all 
the negroes in Petit Anse agreed to surrender their arms, provided they would 
not be molested or whipped. 

Deputy sheriffs will go out in the morning and get the guns and weapons of 
the negroes. 

The coroner's jury late at nightreturnedto Iberia from Freetown. Thereport 
of ten negroes befhg killed was verified. Their bodies, with the exception of 
one, had been buried before the jury, which left New Iberia at 2 p. m., arrived. 

The dead negroes were interred by their friends and relatives. Alexis Lade, 
the ouly one wounded during the fight, stated to the coroner that the firing was 
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He isthe man who came out of the house 
and surrendered when the shooting began. All is quiet here now. 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘‘Old bones,’’ Mr. President; ‘‘ time-worn sto- 
ries!’? Why, the quivering flesh and the fresh blood of these negroes 
This occurred 
but last Thursday, and this murder of negroes was as atrocious almost 
as any one that can be found in all the annals of this bloody business 
of keeping the South solidly Democratic; it is as damnable as the mur- 
der of eight negroes in Spanish Camp, Tex., the facts of which I hope 
will be presented to the Senate at some time by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SpooNER], and I commend to the Senators from Texas an 
investigation, if they want to know what is going on in their State, of 
the bloody butchery, the shooting down, near a cabin where they had 
taken refuge and from which they were driven by setting it on fire, of 
nine negroes, about February 23, 1883, at Spanish Camp, Wharton 
County, Texas. 

Mr. President, these negroes at Freetown, La., were peaceable; they 
were doing nothing wrong, yet they were to be subjected to the pro- 
cesses of what are called ‘‘ the regulators,’’ who are engaged in the 
business of whipping negroes in Iberia Parish in order that they may 
be in such a state of intimidation that next November they will not 
attempt to go to the polls and vote for Cleveland. 

Mr. SPOONER. You mean Harrison. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Yes, for Harrison; but according to the modern 
Democratic theory, they are all dying to vote the Democratic ticket 
certainly a good many of them are dying without doing it. 

Take the facts in this case. This gangof Captain Cade, which is en- 
gaged in bulldozing Iberia Parish, it appears from the statement which 
the Senator from Maine read, killed Thomas Simon, and the meanest 
and most dastardly and wicked thing of all is that they killed this very 
Sam Kokee, whom they pressed into the service and sent into the house, 
Among the list of the killed we have Sam Kokee, Thomas Simon, An- 
tonio Michel, Ramson Livingston, jr., John Simon, Peter Simon, and 
four others. 

Hlere was a settlement of colored people owned by Thomas Simon 
mainly, and these negroes, hunted for no cause, while exercising only 
the rights which they are supposed to have as American citizens, took 
refuge in the house of the clergyman, their pastor, and were shot to 
death, as this Democratic reporter states in the report which he makes 
to a Democratic newspaper, and this is called ‘* raking up old stories!” 
Why, Mr. President, this sort of business is a political movement, a 
perpetual political movement of the Democratic party in the Southern 
States, especially in the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and South 
Carolina, and it is carried on for the purpose of keeping the South 
solid while violating and annihilating the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

I come now, Mr. President, to 

EAST CARROLL, 
which was returned as casting 2,680 votes for Nicholls and 285 votes 
for Warmoth. ~The white voters registered in the parish are 23:3); 
blacks, 2,343. These 233 whites, if the color line was drawn, cast 
2,680 votes, while 2,343 colored voters were only able to cast 285 votes ! 

The following statement as to the condition of affairs in East Carroll 
has been furnished me by a person of the highest character, whose name 
I will give to the committee of investigation: 

If the voters of the Northern States are willing to submit to this condition of 
things, I say their Southern masters ought to take charge of them and make 
them slaves for life. We are powerless to do anything here. There is no pre- 
tense of any honesty in elections in Louisiana, At our election in April there 
was at no one place in this parish any connection whatever between the votes 
cast and those counted—no attempt to influence voters, and no attempt to cis- 
guise the fact that they count out of adifferent box. For instance, in one ward 
where there are about 260 voters, about 11 of whom are Democrats, the Repub- 
licans had tickets printed with red letters instead of black, and the votes weit in 
about as above; but when they took the ballots out to count them there were 
only about 10 red tickets in the box, and the balance, about 250, were straight 
Democratic votes. 

In one little far-back precinct, where there are only 43 registered voters, 2 of 
whom are Democrats, they returned 123 votes for the Democratic ticket and 
none for the opposition. None but registered voters have the right to vote. 
The law requires a list of voters to be brought from each polling-place and de- 
posited with the clerk; but from no one place was this brought in, thoug! de- 
manded of each set of commissioners. 

So, you see, they do not pretend honesty in elections here. You see in the 
papers that the negroes are turning to be Democrats, and some of our local 
papers commented on this just after the election. Those who read such arti 
cles here recognize them as jokes. When my attention was called to some such 
article I remarked that there could be no harm in mixing up a little plain |ying 
with the greater felonies that are being committed. 

There are about 2,500 voters in this parish, 313 of whom are Democrats ©! 1 
the balance Republicans; and the Democratic State ticket received 2,75) vo'cs- 
What I hope for is to see the thing rebuked by a solid North, and the elect’ 
of Harrison. I think this question overtops all others before the peop!e, 4! 
feel that such a towering outrage on popular government can not always 
allowed to exist. 


In my hand I have the Democrat, the “legal organ of the parish 0! 
East Carroll’ and “‘ the official organ of the town of Providence,’’ pub- 
lished in Providence, and dated Saturday, April 7, 1888, which has 
the State Democratic ticket headed by Governor Nicholls at the head 
of its columns. The leading editorial is headed ‘* Dangerous and 
damaging doings.’’ 

DANGEROUS AND DAMAGING DOINGS. 
The threatened “ revolution” has already been inaugurated by driving from 
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their homes several prominent negroes in Madison sh, with the warning 
t tthey must not return unt fter 1¢ election on the I7th of Ay 

The lawlessness of such ings is beyond question, and every law-abiding 
citizen will denounce such high-handed measures as unjust and destructive of 
the best interests of the people. 

Taken from the same numbex of the Democrat, I ask the Secretary 
io read the letter of E. J. Delony, candidate for judge in that judicial 
district, giving the appeal that he makes for a fair election on the ap- 

! 


proar hing 17th of Ay ril, 


The Secretary read as follows: 









TO MY FRIENDS IN EAST CARROLL. 
Ih ulled upon duri: the past few days by several of my white 
iends mber of the lI cratic campaign committee and reque sted 

to wit y candidacy for the lice of judge inthis judicial district. Thes« 

requests ve been based upon the grounds that I would not be given the votes 
which would be cast forme; in other words, that thoughI might receive a large 





majority of the votes cast, they would not be counted for me, but given to , 
as also intimated to me that ir I went to any polling-place and 














ypponent tw 
inte posed when I saw that the ballot-boxes were about to be stuffed or ex 
ghanged, I would put my life in danger. I was also informed that if I did not 
withdraw I would be injured in my private business in the future. 

In answer to the gentlemen who made these statements, I replied that I would 
not withd vy and that I would continue my candidacy,even if I should be 





‘ 
swindled out of every vote cast for me. 

It is certainly a terrible condition of affairs if in this boasted land of freedom 
and under the wgis of th at Democratic party a citizen is not to be al- 
lowed to apply for office unless he does so through a Democratic convention, 
and if he does apply and receives a majority of the votes cast he is not allowed 
them, but they are taken from him and counted for his opponent. And yet this 
seems to be the plan of carrying the election on the 17th of this month by the 
Democrats of East Carroll; and I am informed it is indorsed by nine-tenths of 
the property-owners in the parish, 
it is nothing more nor less than a declaration of political slavery to every man 
who does not yield to the behests of the so-called Democratic leaders of the par- 
ish and vote for and support the Democratic ticket. 

The commissioners of election can prevent fraud at the election if they de- 
sire, and no man or set of men can take the ballot-boxes from them and put 
others in their places unless it is done by violence or their consent. 

herefore I desireto say to my friends and supporters to go quietly and peace- 
ably to the polling places on the day of election and deposit their ballots in the 
box and not allow others to put them in for them, for you have the right to do 
this for yourselves; then when the election is over | want every man who voted 
for me to send me his name and the precinct at which he voted, and I shall en- 
deavor to find out why the votes were not counted forme. I do not intend to 
be robbed out of the votes cast for me without making an effort to expose the 
parties guilty of the robbery, even if I jeopardize my life in doing so. 
Respectfully, 















E. J. DELONY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the time that letter was written Mr. Delony, 
who was an independent candidate for district judge, thought that he 
might be able to run as acandidate, but a little later he concluded that 
it would not be safe for him to run and he addressed the letter, which 
I ask the Secretary to read, addressed to his colored friends in East 
Carroll, This jadicial district consists of the parishes of East Carroll 
and Madison. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To my colored friends in East Carroll: 

It is with sincere regret I announce to you my honest convictions that it will 
be utterly impossible to have a free and fair election on Tuesday next, the 17th 
of this month. 

I firmly believed at one time that our good, intelligent, and law-abiding citi- 
zens would see and appreciate the fact that the deprivation of any voter of his 
right of suffrage, whether by violence or fraud, would be liable to disturb the 
peaceable and quiet condition of affairs which have existed for several years in 
the parish, and they would so openly and positively disapprove and discoun- 
tenance such methods of carrying the election as to deter the reckless and I: 
less persons who might desire to practice them; but I am sorry to say that in 
this I am disappointed, and from all information I have been able to gather you 
are to be deprived of your votes for me or any candidate, and the ballots you 
may cast will be counted against you unless they be given for the nominees of 
the Democrats from governor to coroner. Therefore, under the circumstances, 
it will be utter folly for you to go to the polls and vote; and should you do so, 
you would to some extent be a party to the frauds to be committed by allow- 
ing those who commit them to use your name on the list of voters to fraudu- 
lently increase the vote of the Democratic candidates. 

I know that lam almost your unanimous choice for re-election to the office 
of district judge, but being an independent candidate I am not to be allowed to 
receive your votes, notwithstanding the fact that I am a Democrat, and have 
been eyersince I have been a voter, now about thirty years. 

This is a sad state of affairs, but Iam compelled to recognize the fact that it is 
so, and to say that I am powerless to prevent it without at least the moral sup- 
port of the substantial citizens of the parish. 

Therefore, under these circumstances I shall withdraw as a candidate and ad- 
vise you to remain at home and not go to the polis on the day of the election. 
Be quiet, peaceable, and orderly, and show to the white people of your parish 
that you are law-abiding and will not create trouble even houk you are ‘le- 
prived of your political rights. 

If you do not go to the polls those who would commit frauds and violate the 
law will not be able to do so and in that way you will contribute to an ob- 
servance of the law by removing the pretext for its violation. 

I thank you for the kind feelings you have exhibited towards me, and assure 
you I shall always appreciate the support which you have tendered me (un- 
sought upon my part) during this campaign. 

I address this to you that you may understand why I have withdrawn, and 


that my reasons for doing so may not be misrepresented to you. 
Respectfully, 








.E. J. DELONY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have in my hand the Chicago Daily Inter- 
Ocean of Saturday, July 7, 1888, which contains a letter from W. Her- 
man Dinkgrave, dated at Topeka, Kans. Topeka, Kans., seems to be 
a favorite refuge for Republicans who are driven out of the South be- 
cause of their politics. Mr. Dinkgrave is, I think, a brother of Dr. B. 
H. Dinkgrave, and I desire to state that Dr. B. H. Dinkgrave was one 
of the Louisiana victims. I quote from reliable authority: 


That leading white Republican of Ouachita Parish was Dr. B. H. Dinkgrave, 
anative Louisianian, son-in-law of the chief-justice of the State— 
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lo THE | I swer tk tain questions that } s > 
m¢ sto Situation in tl South ¢g erally 1 I ‘ 
ticular If | can in rable way « 

e n ult ied voters of e nation asto the rea dit 

tt = th, and « ringing them >a re ‘ f the ria ‘ 
doing t luty and ove rowing the political slavery that exists int sx l 
y the nd fraudulent suppression of the Rey can vote, | det 
my duty asa cit mn who believes in the suprema 1 enfor the 
iws to do whatever I can to effect tl result I i frequent asked ‘ 
ports of ballot-box stuffing and bulldozing at the recent election in Lou ine 
are true 

In reply, Iw e give some facts er gt ‘ : 
it being one f ers. and was held 8 

Iam a native of Louisiana and have up to this time lived there a 
At the time of this « om I was a resident and a voter of the parish of | 
Carroll, which is one of the large cotton parishes lying on the M s 
River— 

Which is the same parish from which Mr. Delony wrote his letter 
the voting population consists of about 3,000 negroes and 350 to 4 { 
men. Like all the parishes of the State where the negroes predominate, it is 
by right largely Republican, for | assert without fear of successful contradiction 
that the colored voter is almost unanimously, by conviction, by education, and 
by sentiment, a Republican, and, if not prevented by force or fraud, votes with 
that party. It does not need much reasoning to understand this. He knows 
that it was the Republican party that advocated and gave him his freedom, and 
which favored and passed the laws which at the time were deemed sufficient to 
guaranty and protect hi in the exercise of that right, and he knows, too 
that the De cratic part is always, on every occasion, opposed these meas 
ures, 


The registered vote of my parish (East Carroll) was (in round numbers) about 
3,000, Out 
voted the K 
tend to de 


this subje 





this the whole vote amounted to not quite 400. That the negroes 
publican ticket solidly even the Democrats down there do not pre- 
y, and one of their United States Senators, in the recent debate on 







a 








tin the Senate, could find no other answer to the question except 


“that it was none of the business of the North” how the elections in Louisiana 


were carried. 




















The *‘plan of campaign” d'ffered in different parishes. In some the negroes 
were permitted to go to the polls and vote as they chose,and then thie 
boxes were stuffed and substituted, and the Re ibiican votes counted 
others a system of intimidation was resorted to, prominent negroes were «i: i 
from their homes by armed men, and such a reign of terror inaug it 
the Republican voters would not go the polls at all,and in some counties 
Ouachita—the home of Governor McEnery—they were actually so compl 
terrorized and demoralized that they went to the polls and voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket 

raking East Carro!! Parish for example, after the governor of e State had 
publicly proclaimed that the “law should be suspended until the danger was 
passed,”’ and l issued his now notoriously official letter to turning oft 
cers of the different parishes, to wit Warmoth is devs ping too m h 
strength; see to it that your parish is returned strongly Democratic at al AZ 
ards. No attempt even to conceal their intention to count out and resort to 
fraud was made; in fact it was boldly admitted that they intended to resort to 
such methods, and they did, by counting out the Republican majority of 2.800 
and substituting one for the Democratic ticket of some 2,900 majority. It w 
in this parish that Judge E. J. Delony, a life-long Democrat, at the time district 
udge of the State court and an independent candidate for re-election, gave as- 





tounding evidence of the truth of what I assert by issuing a few y 
the election a letter under his signature, addressed to the colored voters, in 











which he, an officer of the State, a conservator of the peace, makes the start ag 
admission that he is convinced “that a fair and free election can not be he 
advises the negroes to abstain from voting, as their votes will not only not be 
counted as cast, but be counted against them,”’ and frankly says “that while 
such a condition of affairs is to be deplored, he is powerless to prevent it,’’ 
stating further “that he had even been warned that if he p« sted in run or 
as an independent he might jeopardize his life, and announcing for these rea- 
sons his withdrawal as a candidate.” 
It was in this parish—East Carro!!—that a member of tl 

nent citizen and attorney-at-law cf Lake Providence, | 
and the acknowledged leader of the Democratic party 

| stated that the Republican votes would be counted out, an 





tention of the Democrats to do so 
On the day of the election a clergyman of the county seat of my parish called 


|} on me at my residence, and as a friend begged me not to goto the polls and at- 


| tempt to secure a fair count, saying that a 


ned men were then being sent to 





~ 


| that particular box to enforce their programme, “at all hazards,” and I would 


| risk my life in any endeavors to thwart their plans 


The armed men did come 
to this box— Benhams, East Carro|l—and remained until the pretended count 


was completed, and although at this box there were actually cast some 20 or 


290 Republican votes, and but about 15 Democratic ones, the vote as returned 
gave the Republican ticket but 3 votes, and a Democratic majority of about 
255! 

An undeniable evidence of the frauds perpetrated at this box was that the Re- 
publicans voted tickets printed on white paper in red ink, aud yet when the 
box—pretended to be the one in which the votes were gast—was opened and 
counted, there was not one single red ticket in it, and the 35 Re p iblican votes 
found therein were all printed in black ink, thus showing conciusively that a 


stuffed box had been substituted. 





This was done in every ward ofthis parish; and thus a Republican majority 
of 2,800 was converted into one for the Democratic ticket of 2,900 

In the adjoining county—that of Madison—colored men were whipped and 
driven from theirhomes. Armed men were imported into the parish, who rode 
over it and terror i the voters, and though having more than 3,(( red 
voters, not a Repu in vote was returned. 

It is too lengthy py in full, but as part of my authority for this state- 


ment I refer you t ter by H. B. Holmes, the sheriff of that parish, an inde 
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pendent candidate for re-election,and a Democrat, published in the New Or- 
leans Pelican of April 28, 1888, which he-closes thus: “The governor of the 
State proclaimed that the law should be suspended until what that official was 
pleased to term ‘the danger was passed.’” Following this remarkable utter- 
ance of the chief executive of the State armed men were introduced into the 
parish and have been kept here ever since without,so far as I could see, the 
slightest cause or necessity,the negroes being perfectly quiet and seeming to 
seek nothing but to be protected. My only chance to succeed would be to fol- 
low the advice of his excellency the governor of the State and suspend the law 
until after the election,and meet force with force. In short, by bringing on 
civil war, Rather than do this I have concluded to give up my rightsand with- 
draw from the race.”’ 

Now, bear in mind this isa Democrat who wrote the above. 

Vith such a state of affairs is it to be wondered that not a single Republican 
vole was returned? This fraud or violence or both was practiced all over the 
State, especially in all the parishes where the negroes largely outnumbered the 
white voters, and the unpreeedented majority of 53,200 for the Democratic ticket 
was returned. Now, what is the North going to do about it? What are the 
Republicans and the patriotic citizens of other parties, eyen outsiders of the 
Southern States, going to do? 

Will they rest content with Senator Evsris’s reply that it is none of their 
usiness? 

Is it none of their business that the rights of the millions of American citizens 
in these States are denied them and that liberty and freedom of speech is a farce ? 

Is it none of their business that by these illegal and un-American methods a 
Democratic majority in Congress is made possible ? 

Ix it none of their business that the vote of one Democrat in the South calls 
for as much as that of tenin the other States of the Union? 

is it none of their business that by these frauds and this suppression of the 
Republican votes the electoral votes of States like Louisiana, Mississippi, etc., 
are prevented from being cast for the Republican candidates, where they of 
right belong? 

is it none of their business that the guaranties under the United States Con- 
stitution are ruthlessly violated, and the protection which that document is sup- 
posed to cast around each and every American citizen, is, in the South, a vain 
mockery ? 
ator INGALLS believed it was some of the business of the people outside 
of Louisiana, and the spirit manifested at the Chicago convention, together with 
the platform, shows that the nation thinks so, too! 

in closing now, I desire to distinctly say that Ido not wish it to be inferred 
that all the people of Louisiana approve or condone this lawlessness and these 
outrages, On the contrary, there are hundreds, yea, thousands of good law-abid- 
ing citizens,and Democrats, too, who are not in favor of such methods, but be- 
cause they fear that any open opposition will draw on themselves the displeasure 
of this organized autocratic minority and injure their business, or because they 
Jack the moral courage to openly resist, they remain silent and inactive—as they 
did in 1860, when, notwithstanding the State voted largely against secession, it 
was carried out of the Union, 

I believe that this class of citizens will be glad to see a change occur, be glad 
to see law and order prevail, and will be glad to see the time come when a free 
ballot and a fair count shall be had, because they know that this above all other 
inducements will bring to Louisiana’s fair domain that wealth, energy, and en- 
terprise that come with capital and immigration, and which her unparalleled 
soil, her delightful climate, and her unlimited resources entitle her to, 

W. HERMAN DINKGRAVE. 


I now come to the parish of Terre Bonne—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will yield, I 
will move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 23, 1888, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 


— 


men 





ILOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 22, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. T. H. B. Browns, for two days, on account of important busi- 


ness. . 
To Mr. STEPHENSON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 


To Mr. HAYEs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. THomas, of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. BRoweEnR, indefinitely. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
11062) for the removal of the political disability of Gustavus W. Smith; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to make a personal expla- 


nation. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, in replying yesterday to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SENEY], who stated that some member on the 
floor had been attorney for some French spoliation claimants, I stated 
that I ‘represented none of them.’’ I intended to convey the idea 
that I was not attorney for any of them, not that there were no persons 
among my constituency who were interested in the matter. I am sat- 
isfied that some of my constituency have presented claims to the Court 
of Claims under the act of 1885. I know nothing of the particulars of 
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their claims as I have not been their attorney; but'I make this state- 
ment so that my remark may not be misinterpreted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration House bill 5009. 

Mr. MARTIN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees {; 
reports. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to present a conference report, which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. lt. 10234) “ making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recoyp- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

- That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6,12, 18,19, 22,24 and 
27. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the § 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 4. 
and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Insert, after the word ‘‘change,” in line 19, page 5 of 
the bill, the words “or over any of the bond-aided Pacifie railroads ;”’ strike 
out, in line 21, same page, the words “ last-named railroad ”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ railroads;”’ and in lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said Senate amendment insert the following: 

“And provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quarter- 
master’s Department to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to 
transportation in kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accommodatio 
over said free roads, over bond-aided Pacilic railroads, and by conveyance be- 
longing to the said Department.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $42,000 ;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out, in line 5 of said amendment, the wor 
“and increased facilities for their manufacture ;”’ and strike out, in line 12, the 
word “six” and insert in lieu thereof the word “five ;” and the Senate agr 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement { 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 35,and agree to the same withan amen 
ment as follows: Strike out, in lines 12 and 13 of section 2 of said amendment, 
the words “‘ three Army officers and three” and insertin lieu thereof the wor 
“the superintendent of the Military Academy and two; "’ and strike out, in lin: 
20 and 21 of said section, the words ** War Department” and insertin lieu thercot 
the word “Army ;”’ strike out all after the words ‘‘ New York,” in section 3 of 
said amendment, down to the end of said section, and insert in lieu of the matt 
stricken out the words * $700,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ;”’ in 
lieu of the sum named in section 4ofsaid amendment insert ‘' $3,500,000; insert, 
after the word “shall”? where it occurs the second time, in line 8 of section 5 
said amendment, the words “‘ have or;”’ strike out section 6 of said amendny 
change the number of section 7 of said amendment to section 6; and strike 
section 8 of said amendment and insert in licu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 7. The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4, 5, and 6 shall be 
available until expended, and shall be expended under the direct supervision 
of a board, to consist of the commanding general of the Army, an officer of ord- 
nance, and an officer of artillery,to be selected by the Secretary of War; and 
said board shall be under the direction and control of the Secretary of War and 
subject to his supervision in all respects.” 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, 


LEVI MAISH, 

JAMES LAIRD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

W. B. ALLISON, 

P. B,. PLUMB, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Sena'e. 


The statement of the House conferees, submitted under the rule, wos 


read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1023! 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end 
June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the effect of the action recommended on the Senate ameui- 
ments as compared with the bill as it passed the House: 5 

On amendments numbered 1, 2,3, and 4: Limits the pay and traveling ex 
penses of contract surgeons, hospital matrons, and veterinary surgeons to ! 
exceeding $50, $160, and $14, respectively, and reduces the appropriation there 
from $100,000, as provided by the House, to $85,000. 

On amendment numbered 5: Limits the number of paymasters’ messenge! 
to not exceeding thirty. ; 

On amendment numbered 6: Restores the House pore for payment of a 
clerk attendant on the collection and classification of military information from 
abroad, $1,500, and authorizing the officers detailed to obtain the same to rece 
mileage and transportation and commutation of quarters while on this dut) 

On amendments numbered 7, 8, and 9: Limiting the mileage to officers wi 
traveling on duty without troops to cases where authorized by law only. : 
to the shortest usually-traveled routes, and makes the appropriation $!> 
instead of $100,000, as provided by the House. 

On amendments numbered 10 and IL: Provides for limiting the transport! 
tion to be furnished by the Quartermaster’s Department to officers trav' 
without troops to transportation in kind over free railroads and bond-a 
Pacific railroads and by conveyance belonging to said Department. 

On amendment numbered 12: Makes a verbal change only. . : 

On amendments numbered 13,14, and 15: Strikes out the provision provid'!"s 
for commutation in lieu of rations to enlisted men competing in rifle contcs 
at places of contest, and limits the amount for ary of civilian employ ‘ 
the Subsistence Department to $110,000 instead of $120,000, as provided by ' 
House. 

On amendments numbered 18 and 19: Restores the provision of the Hous > 
allowing the hire and transportation of the necessary agents and employes 0! 
the Army. 


L 
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5 On amendment numbered 20: Reduces the amount for Army transportation Mr. BLAND. I desire to make the pei ‘ yrder tha 
3 from $2,800,000 to $2,700,000 roht fir +> } lin mitt ‘ 1 
Onamendment numbered 21 kes out tue following proviso in House bill ; a on pal rea in Vomimitiee o1 the Wi 
it fhat no expenditure authorized by this act from the appropriations made A ile LK] ine pot ol o S er 1 i D18 ‘ 
3 herein for the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army, including the transpor- | ference report. And these a its ] ea een 5 
tation of troops and their supplies,and the expense 3 incident thereto, shal! be Committ eal ' F 
i made except by the Quartermaster-General, under tl irection of the Secr " “age AS OF CUS AM 
§ tary of War, unless ane ency ¢ wists that, ‘ ediate action; andi Mr. BLAND I } 
: such case the expendi necessary to meet t ney may made upon | report be } d ‘ 
: the order in writing of the general commanding Army rup the order M1 re) ‘ 
in writing of a division or department con whose jurisdiction th _— = 
emergency arises; but every su rder fro or departm¢ ‘ inte } ex y 
y that an emergency exists requiring immediate expendi- Mi | ) 
{ gency necessary to be met.” : 
On ame ndments ’ 1 23, 24, and 2 vides under the med - . 
hospital department for ge sanitation instead of | ting to posts I 
includes medical supp! forthe Ar and Na Hospita HotS; Mr. TO v , 
ces the appropriation r Medical Department from $205,000 to$ A = ' 
iits the a t which may led fo in t ~ i i 
5 in amendment n rf ed 3 l propriat > ter I 
: -w i wharf at Vi ts P t, N , [ | 
§ I ibered 27 trik put posed a t 
+ ¢ 4 son old Fort B i 
s for 
Oo ibered P f i re] 
1 sat rmories, instead t p al Arn — S 
On amendm« ibere Provid O Depart { 
ent of all « nd « s i é 
+ District of Col under t tof! be ¢ lit MI \ i 
ppropriation for ** manufact 3, i ; 
priation for 1889 and ther be « t c 
On amendment numbered 31: Provid i 5 guns | 4 1 of 4] Hou i? 
and carriages to be purchased I complet 1 mounted e re ‘. iia } ! 
tor military use. af : ‘ 
On amend nt numbered 32: Exe from ¢ I ati 1 test if. 1 ‘ Li 
5 I e, et vided n al ded ]j lants I 
é et i ice aerial t I loes Ni ( 
‘ idment nu Mak vision for th ] a ’ 
r t inufactt irchase,andt { cannon and « 
two ‘ ig n vered | powe of w ch Mr. SA\ . 
1 also including those for tl eld and ‘ 
ation of carriages on hand to m to imp guns 
projectile »wders, fuses,and implements, their tri and pri for « i 
ments in means of protect ng torpedo lines; for « ! nsation of draughts Mi | \ ‘ ) 
wi yloyed in the Army Ordnance Bureau on ance construct Staak ¢ 1 ‘ 
a f r the necessary expenses of or lar officers while temporarily emp l : ; 
at the proving-ground and absent from the roper stations, atthe rate of 32 
per diem while so employed, $500,000: P. i Chat all purchases of ma : 
; r this provision,excepting samples,shall be of Am in manuf 1 ‘ 
Provided, That of the above sum $10,000 may be used for increasing facilities oe _ — 
the manufacture of projectiles. t re} 
On amendment numbered 34: Provides for an appropriation of $5, 00 : Mr. TOWNSHEND I 
Signal Service of the Army ieu of $3,000 as proposed by the House. f 
‘ On amendment numbered M: s provision for the following pt —— _ ; ; ag 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be er into negot ions f row, sot i 31 t j 
the purchase of the 225 5s acres of land on th Hudson R v directly so of th that so a ' it be made to  ¥ th s 
military reservaiion at West Point, belo e to the estat Ld ws dV. 1s ala 
ley, or so much thereof as he may deem necessary fc r the pi irposes of th oe Be ; . 
oe tary Academy, and to receive offers for the sale of their interest in such land Mr. SAY EAS I would 
from such of the heirs of said Kinsley as are competent and willing to sell suc! for ti a ani ¢ of t } 
i interests; and the Secretary of War is authoriged to submit all offers so mad \Ty yr AT a . 
s and the question of the value of said 225acres to a board to consist of the Super- aa ae . ; 
) intendent of the Military Academy and two competent civilians, who shall MP, OAT Bie 
make due investigation and report concerning said value; and theSecreta: f Mr. BLAND I on y ild ) 
War shall submit said offers and the report of said bx , with his opinion, to | 41, ; hefore nt n Wr ona 
Congress, at its next session. The expenses of said board and compensation at ss : sib : : = ; 
the rate of $10 a day for not more than ten days for each of the civilian men the time that Om pied in 
bers shall be paid from the appropriation for contingencies of the Army. M TOWNSHEND. lam wi that an 
Sec. 3. For the erection, purchase, or manufacture of the necessary buildings Tha @PRPAER > aed : AT ies ‘ 4 ( 
and other structures, machinery, tools, and fixtures for an army gun factory for - : — —— , : : eee 
finishing and assembling heavy ordnance, to be erected at the Watervliet ar unde! ! ) Aree it in ‘ ce as tO 
A senal, West Troy, N. Y., $700,000; or so much thereof as may be necessary. ion. 
¥ Sec, 4, For the purchase of rough-finished, oil-tempered, and annealed steel Mr Sp Ny , : — . 4 
for high-power coast-defense guns of 8, 10, and 12 inch caliber, in quality a: - oa ROL eaee a ; : ie 
dimensions conforming to specifications, subject to inspection at each stag f | Will be pri Lin the ly 
in the manufacture, and including all the parts of each caliber, $3,500,000: Provided, Che SP] R [It will 
4 That no money shall be expended except for steel accepted and delive red. Mr. SPR ) Andtl ne } 
; Sec. 5. The material for the guns provided for in section 4 shall be sg 1 , : a: i - 
in accordance with section 3709, Revised Statutes, for which purpose th e- | Upat any time? ¥ 
tary of War is authorized to make contracts with responsible steel manufact The SPEAKER. The i »« ‘ re 
urers, after proper advertisement, continuing not less than thirty days in th¢ - ! ‘ ‘ 
nono most likely to reach the said manufacturers: Provided, That « , o% , . 
bidder with whom such contracts shall be made shal) have or agree to erect in ly 4 
the United States a suitable plant, including the best modern appliances, ca; : } I f to 
ble of making all the steel required, and of finishing it in accordance with - ie ‘ 
contracts, and shall further agree to deliver yearly a specified quantity of each | ™ = " ae? ; 
caliber, the time of the delivery of the steel for the smaller calibers of heavy ‘ i ct t 
guns to commence at the expiration of not more than eighteen months, and tha th e Frida t. so 1 n ) 7 
for the largest calibers specified in the advertisement, at the expiration of n ti ’ } ite w l ! i 
A as L ¥ = s ¥ ‘ ‘ i ‘ 


more than three years from the date of the acceptance of the « tracts; and that 7 : a 
all the material for said guns shall be manufactured in the United States li lorced to @ vote in the present conait of t the fact « ) 


































Sec. 6. For the purchase of submarine controllable torpedoes or torpedoes ; quo i 10st likely t ‘ 
——— boats controllable from shore and adapted to coast defense, $100,000. | I hone. no . +} 
Sec. 7. The appropriations provided for in sections 3, 4,5, and 6 shall be avail- we = “rh “yi , . 
y able unti lexpended, and shall be « ape nded under the direct supervision of a | CONSIU¢ mn Of t Dill pr iD ne orga t t i 
ia board, to consist of the Commanding General of the Ar ny, an officer of ord- | of Oklahoma That bill 3 been pending for so me lt . 
te nance, a and an officer of artillery, to be selected by the retary of War y + 5 tae Mee ¢ = an . 4 _% ' 
a said board shall be under the direction and contro! of the Secret iry oO - vee : F s 
cs and subject te his supervision in all respects. iggest, ti el , wl t 
p Amount of the bill as passed the House............c....ccccsececeeceeeceeeeeeeseee $24,639,300 | PX on t} \ b ’ ) ) - 
Amount of the bill as passed the Senate paieaniensatdvdbseechabpneteces 1,5 ” | homa bi 
; Amount of the bill as agreed to in conference ; ; g 29, 38 Mr. SAYERS A ra nfer 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, is not this subject to be considered in | in regard to eonsiderat e 4 e1 
Committee of the Whole? f its rat ut 
The SPEAKE it is not. ‘ this r 
Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will agree that be pri 
Ee the an shall b printed and 
a . TOWNSHEND. =I bel th Pi \ t 
The SPEAKE! The gent] rom Missouri has the right to : 
make a point of order. | Phe , \ 
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Texas to indicate what length of time was to be consumed this morn- 
ing, or whether there was any intimation of the time, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The understanding between the gentleman 
from ‘Texas and myself is to the effect that the debate is to proceed for 
a limited time, not to exceed an hour, neither of us having much desire 
to occupy the attention of the House this morning more than to make 
a brief explanation of the views we entertain about the various amend- 
inents adopted in conference, 

The SPEAKER. The geutleman means to limit the time this morn- 
ing? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think my friend from Texas and myself will 
be able to agree upon that without any further controversy, I shall 
make butabrief statement myself. It isagreed between us that there 
shall be debate not exceeding one hour this morning, and the bill then 
go over until to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 

(he SPEAKER. Being a privileged report, it can be called up at 
apy time, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 
desires thirty minutes of the hour this morning. 

‘The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois with reference to the disposition of this report? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed House bills of the following titles, 
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (H. R. 7421) for establishing a light off Pamlico Point, North 
Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 7604) for the establishment of a light house and fog- 
signal at or near Gull Shoal, Pamlico Sound, North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8752) providing for the establishment of an additional 
life-saving station on Nantucket Island, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R, 10183) to establish a light-ship off Great Round Shoal, 
near Nantucket, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham; 

A bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the sessiens of the circuit 
court of the western division of the western district of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory; 

A bill CH. R. 8087) for the relief Thomas Strodder; 

A bill (H. R. 7013) to place the name of Delia Newman on the pen- 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stilwell. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. F. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Bussey; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph S. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R,. 775) granting a pension to John D. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of William Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander J. Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, 
Salinac County, Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton; 

A bill (HI. R. 2908) to increase the pension of W. B. Stokes; 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

A bill (Hl. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Hargain; 

A bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (HL. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 

A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles Webster; 

A bill (HL. R. 5516) for the relief of John H. Weeks; 

A bill (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 

A biH (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray, of 
Tennessee ; 

A bill (HL R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H.R. 
gon S. Baldwin; 

A bill (H.R. 
* A bill (H. R. 

A bill (HL R. 

A. bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
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6501) to grant a pension to Joseph F. Garrett; 

6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed; 
8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 


8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 

8534) granting a pension to Jacob Copes; 

8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; 

8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary; 
8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, a 
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survivor of the Mexican war and late a private in Company D, Third 
United States Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 8835) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 
A bill (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Malseed; 
A bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J, 
Patchin; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 
9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 
9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 
9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Hogan; 
9372) granting a pension to John Dean; 
9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 
9399) gfanting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

A bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen B. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of Charles T. Baker; 

A bill (H. BR. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension-rol!; 

A bill (H. lt. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 

A bill (H. R, 10418) granting a pension to Hannah L, Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 10525) to increase the pension of Edward Jardine; 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. sees} for the relief of Sophia B. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt; and 

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to George L. Sanders; 

A bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth; 

A bill (S. 3047) granting a pension to William Bittinger; 

A bill (S. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky; 

A bill (S. 3085) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James Mon- 
ohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, and 
Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. McGuire; 

A bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer; 

A bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 

A bill (S. 3109) granting a pension to D. G. Rummel; 

A bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H. Mars- 
ton; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 


3114) granting a pension to Joseph H. Harwood; 
3201) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson; 

A bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8S. Bradshaw; 

A bill (S. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. 8. Cook; 

A bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresa Fichter; 

A bill (8. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash; 

A bill (S. 3306) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards; 

A bill (8. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie; 

A bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield; 

A bill (S. 3339) granting an increase of pension to Charles H, Moore; 

A bill (S. 3349) granting a pension to David Myers; 

A bill (S. 3358) for the relief of M. S. Hellman, of Canyon City, Ore- 

on; 
. A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to Emma Matilda Selfridge; 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean; 

A bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum; 

A bill (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of a 
railroad through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas; _ 

A bill (S. 2863) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the town of Smyrna, Del.; and 

A bill (S. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of War to ascertain what 
amount of money has been expended by the States of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada for military purposes in aid of the Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed 00 
the 21st instant bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public building at Jack- 
son, Mich. ; 

An act (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe; 

An act (H. R. 422) for the relief of William Gray; 

An act (H. R. 6110) for the relief of William Lavery; and 
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An act (H. R. 62322) for the relief of Nancy G. Alexander. It is probable tin al r s id roug 18 
The message also announced that the bill (H. R. 10165) for improv- | « trv adja t to these cities the entire po] ition will ¢ 
ing the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, had been pres¢ nted to the ppreciate t i | oO es @ TE i : 
President on the 9th instant, and not having been returned by him to | the anxiety felt as to pos e losses in « inv foreign gov ie 
the House in which it originated within tke ten days prescribed bythe | sending war-ships to 
; Constitution, had become a law without his signature. i can not understand y I eel that here is 
. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. practica Ps e! Were W t » be d vuld 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATr, one of its clerks, an- | ~s ae con ea aig . — 
nounced that the Senate had passed the joint resolution (8. R. 102) ap = me tes “+ on ae be - ae ll rue ri ‘. -- ' 
propriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the interstate commerce = = a : rane eS Pee ; \ 
of the United States. i. one assel ram our px nt 
The message also requested that the House return to the Senate bill a a : w —— s va ' : " 
j H. R. 4792, to pension J. W. Porter. | agai ’ a a a = ot 3 | - 
; ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. of courage on the part of our Governme« No. M ad 
4 Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, at this time I shall sate very | adinit that if t honor of our country is at stake, this very | f 
$ briefly the facts in regard to the amendments which were discussed and | Representatives 1 t eve te to decl \ I ut : 
disposed of in the conference on the Army appropriation bill, so that | discover d: k We d 2 
the House may learn the nature of the amendments and the agree- | (ermany, Kk 1, It furk \ H f 1, 
ments which have been reached in regard to them. Brazil, Japan, and (¢ each ‘ 1 ir 
: This bill when it left the House made an appropriation of $24,639,- | cities, and we could do nothing to el 
300, which is somewhere in the neighborhood of a half million dollars W hat consol would it | »( ire 
z more than the amount appropriated last year. Cuba as an oliset to great disasters? 1 e] 
: The bill as it passed the Senate provided an appropriation of $31;- that could be inflicted upon 
ie 531,800, being an increase of $6,892,500 on the bill as itleft the House. | property could be destr yed worth m 
é The House conferees were successful in securing a reduction of the | City, $100,000, 000; 1 nd, Me ) ( 
amount placed on the bill in the Senate to the extent of $2,150,000, re- 9931,000,000; Balt re, 220,000,000; San I " | ,0 
ducing thereby the total appropriations of the Senate to $29,381,300. | Newport, $24,000 ); Pl ladelphia, $790, 000 ‘ew Orleans, $175,- 
As the bill stands now there is an increase over the amount as it left | 000,000; and in n, Wil : I 1, M ( 
the House of $4,742,000. The increase to which I have referred is en- | ton, Portsm« uth, New Haven, Norfolk, Charl t. Aug 
tirely occasioned by the amendments which were attached in the Sen- San Diego, Portland, Oreg mn, and important poiits on the Great Lakes 
ate relating to the establishment of a gun factory and the purchase of | an aggregate of ab two billions more, making about $6 0 
steel forgings for the manufacture of heavy ordnance. There were | worth of destructible property 
thirty-five amendments placed upon the bill by the Senate, of which | Many will e! that these comparatively smal ints we are ap- 
number four, I think, relate to the question of the gun foundry and | propriating will not give means to « y formidable def M 
the steel forgings referred to. The other amendments relate to the or- | Speaker, we must do the best we « [ have given « ful « 
dinary details of the military establishment, and upon them—thirty-one | tion to this subject and can see that, while a perfect system of fortili- 
in number—the bill as it stands now makes a reduction of $58,000 in | cations would necessitate an expenditure of more t ed l- 
the amount that it carried when it went to the Senate; so that there | lons, it w not require many 1 3 ot 
is practically a reduction upon the bill, outside of the ordnance amend- | St! ents of d e! med § itity to 
ments, of the amount I have named. place our coast var | to make eral 
The ordnance amendments, as I have stated, aggregate $4,742,000. | government t ed to | 
Those amendments provide for the establishment of the gun foundry | demands. ; 
and the purchase of the steel forgings. The Senate appropriated $750, - I want to give some attention to those wl e opponent 
000 in one of its amendments for a gun factory, upon whicha reduction | amendments and who d t the Army Phe assertion is 
was obtained in conference of $50,000. Another amendment that was | the Ord ce Departme courages te enterprise l 
attached to the bill by the Senate provided for the purchase of $5,000,- | ures sho e taken to e tl hs - 
000 of steel forgings out of which heavy ordnance should be fabricated. | dependent of the War Departi ent I find by investis ition that a 
The House conferees secured a reduction of that to $3,500,000. My | years ago the e1 s of the Ordnan epartment stated that bot 
desire, I can say, acting for myself, was that the amount should be re- | Navy and Army were untortunate in not having capacity to dot 
: duced at least $1,000,000 more, leaving the appropriation for this pur- | 0! ne { bling the guns at ¢ rnment ¢ factorie t 
pose at $2,500,000. But the fina] amount agreed upon in conference, | Was tlien asserted that private enter} Was € compet 
after full discussion, was $3,500,000, which is now recommended for | the Government a complete n ae 
S adoption. These establishments, to be sure, wanted a lit help. TI! ed 
I have no desire further to occupy the time of the House this morn- | that the Government issne bond t had d n the cases of e 
8; ing, but will wait until I hear from the gentleman from Texas [Mr. | l’acilic railroads, and that it t ply tf to the pr te )- 
a SAYERS] and others who may participate in the debate. lishments ; 
I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. rhis did not find favor with the ind the ¢ 
TRACEY ]. dry Board, in its report in 1884, page 4 i 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, if we analyze the opposition to the With Government if es est shed for the A 
acceptance of this report, we will find it composed, first, of those who | there will be still n« itl rty co-operat ft 
see with regret that this subject is being intrusted to any other than ee Fhis can not bx ee ees eee en ct 
the Appropriations Committee; second, by those who dislike to vote | ee. “Vivecn, the tiove nh al histo urns against 
; for large appropriations for any purpose; third, by those who believe | such acourse. B 5 wmé end- 
: there is no likelihood of our being attacked, and who think we may | ¢™*. 8¢tion between them can ae aly towards the com- 
be as well trust to the chances of getting on without coast defenses; and, | °" "OP PUrPpe™* 
bi fourth, by those who are willing that largesums be expended, but want Later on, following vigo 3 € 1 Ten- 
Py private enterprises encouraged especially, and who profess to have no | nessee [Mr. WiirrHor? ge I whom end 
s confidefice in the ability of the Ordnance Department of the Army. | from Texas [Mr. Saye! Secures uri on the Navy appro- 
: During the discussions which have already taken place the members | priation bill as enabled the Navy Depart t to give satisfact evi- 
q of the Committee on Military Affairs have called the attention of the | dence that its ordnance oflicers were competent to attend to ities 
House to the fact that the amendments practically originated here, and | assigned them. ‘This once 101 ted, the advocates « en 


are but portions of a bill which early in the session was unanimously 
presented with a favorable report by the House Committee on Military 


| dent private enterprises ceased their attacks aad centered all their abuse 


upon the Army. 


g Affairs. It was further urged that since to that committee were re- It would be quite extra e not ¥ ipted 
F ferred questions of public defense and appropriations, therefore the | to attend to all ordnance duti« Che officers a1 tlemen who grad- 
© House could with propriety permit the committee to at once dispose of | uate at West Point, serve a time in some other branch of the Army, 
s this vexatious subject by settlingitin conference if possible, for these | and after passing a severe competitive examination, are placed in the 
# several amendments certainly have to do with publie defense. | Ordnance Department They are « ed, in iine of their duty, to 
: To the gentlemen who oppose large appropriations, and to those | often report upon proposals made to t Department, give evidence be- 
who think that we should run along taking the chances of no war com- | fore Congressional committees and to faithfully report the result of 
ing on, and to those who, living at a distance from the coast, are dis- | their investigations and tests of new inventions 
posed to feel but little concern about this question as not being one of In the performance of these duties it has not been possibl oid 
interest to their constituents, I extend an earnest request for attention | offending disappointed inventors and persons seeking to force the Gov- 
to the reasons which may be given why their duty to the entire coun- | ernment to adopt schemes which would not vat len 
try calls upon them to accept this report. | rich the proposers. TT equence has been that malici reports 
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have been spread, and even members of Congress have been induced to 
charge waste and inefficiency upon this department. It has been 
stated that many millions have been appropriated during the past 
twenty years and no guns made. ‘The facts are that during the period 
of twenty years from July 1, 1866, to July 1, 1886, there was expended 
by the War Department less than $1,500,000 for the manufacture and 
purchase of cannon, including field guns and all larger calibers. This 
includes the cost to the Government for the procurement, preparatory 
to test, of the very congiderable number of experimental guns author- 
ized by Congress during the period, and also the cost of three hundred 
and eighteen cannon which are now in use or available for service, to 
wit: 

One 20-inch and twenty-six 15-inch Rodman smooth bores; one 12}- 
inch muzzle-loading rifle, tubed; five 11-inch, one 10-inch and two hun- 
dred and ten 8-inch muzzle-loading converted rifles, tubed with wrought 
iron or steel; four 8-inch breech-loading converted rifles; one 12-inch 
muzzle-loading rifled mortar; one 8-inch breech-loading steel rifle; 
seven 3,*;-inch breech-loading converted rifles; twenty-five 3,’;-inch 
breech-loading steel rifles; thirty-six Hotchkiss breech-loading mount- 
ain guns, steel. 

The millions referred to were judiciously expended for the purposes 
to which they were only applicable. The money could not be used in 
any other ways than thosespecifically stated, as I here give thestatement: 


Amounts appropriated in general appropriation bills to be expended under 
the direction of Ordnance Bureau. 


ORDNANCE SERVICE. 


WIE si. cvsesenceresccsseonsncceese . $300, 000. 00 | $110, 000. 00 
{ 200, 000. 00 } 110, 000, 00 
200, 000, 00 110, 000, 00 

150, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 

200,000 00 115, 000. 00 

200, 000. 00 100, 000. 00 

125, 000, 00 100, 000, 00 

25, 000, 09 90, 000. 00 

100, 000, 00 80, 000. 00 











100, 000, 00 
100, 000. 00 I casts sncgiiioas- oon 2, 740, 000. 00 


For current expenses of the ordnance service required to defray the current 
expenses at the arsenals; of receiving stores and issuing arms and other ord- 
nance supplies; of police and office duties; of rents, tools, fuel, and lights; of 
stationery and oflice furniture; of tools and instruments for use; incidental ex- 
penses of the ordnance service, and those attending practical trials and tests of 
small-arms, and ordnance supplies, including payment for mechanical labor in 
the office of the Chief of Ordnance. 





ORDNANCE, ORDNANCE STORES AND SUPPLIES. 








BEEER ceincemitgensomevecsressseientantibe $383, 000. 00 | 1882. $310, 000. 00 
1874 700, 000.00 | 1883.. 395, 000. 00 
1875 370, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 
1876, 370, 000. 00 400, 000. 00 
1877. 330, 000. 00 405, 000. 00 
1878. 315, 000. 00 255, 009. 00 
OT cisceminnneies 315, 000. 00 255, 000. 00 
1880. on 320, 000. 00 _—_—— 
TEBE .occccneeneni 310, 000. 00 i inctadmmabisriinmnacet 5. 833, 000. 00 


For manufacture of metallic ammunition for small-arms. 

For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance stores on hand at 
the arsenals, 

For purchase and manufacture of ordnance stores, ¢o fill requisitions of troops. 

Tor mounting and dismounting guns and removing the armament from forts 
being modified or repaired, including heavy carriages returned to arsenals for 
aiteration and repairs, and other necessary expenses of the same character, and 
for repairing ordnance and ordnance stores in the hands of troops and for issue 
at the arsenals and depots, and for extra-duty pay for enlisted men detailed for 
ordnance service. . 

For infantry, cavalry, and artillery equipments, consisting of clothing-bags, 
haversacks, canteens, and great-coat straps, and repairing horse equipments 
for cavalry troops. 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMS AT NATIONAL ARMORIES, 








eT Rio cocnnrtineninmnnnapenetanes seston $150, 060. 00 

1874.. «» 100,000.00 

1875.. 100, 000, 00 

187¢ 150, 000, 00 

1877 100, 000. 00 

BT Bcveseserses tes 100, 600. 00 

187% 150, 000, 00 | 

1880... 250, 000, 00 

DT svsiasidines deseennbveets . 300, 000, 00 | ROE snccvscnecssccossenstis Gy ee 


For manufacture, at national armories, of the new model breech-loading 
musket and carbine, adopted for the military service on recommendation of the 
board of officers convened under act of June 6, 1872. 


PURCHASE OF GUNPOWDER AND LEAD. 

Nothing. 
TESTS OF HEAVY RIFLED ORDNANCE, 
1873. 
1874 





TOAAL......000c0cniee corcosscecenetessvcnsccs pdense socessunenevoosscees ésvevevecevennepessontete 820, 000. 00 





For testing three models of heavy ordnance selected by a board under act of 
June 6,1872. Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 261. 


TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 
BIFG ..scccnees.'cs remsonncesseasescssccnsece shcossanisceeresasamesen SiSweheenegess sosarnssescenssbonsahiareen $25, 000. 00 


Applied to the purchase of the testing machine now at Watertown arsenal. 
EXAMINATION OF HEAVY ORDNANCE AND PROJECTILES, 
Expenses of the Board on Heavy Ordnance under act of March 3, 1881. 
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MACHINE GUNS. 







IBSA......ccsovsoecssdeeveceenee coceserrcecce G20, 000.00 | 18B7....ensencrccersrsrsrersesssecrsseseseee $4, 246. 57 
1885... va 20,000. 00 itn. 
1886...... 50, 000. 00 i idabibinbncdieseabentinntes 94, 246. 57 





Purcha 
inches, 


se of Gatling guns, caliber 45 inch, and Hotchkiss guns, caliber 15 


ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS, 


. $165,000.00 | 1884. 
175, 000.00 | 1885 
187, 500. 00 | 
182, 500. 00 
400, 000, 00 
825, 000, 00 ee lasia siuilavicansennnisteanae ee 
100, 000. 00 | 


$400. 009. 09 
$00, 000. 05 
450, 000, 00 


38, 219,17 





For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including heavy guns, Gat! 
guns, and howitzers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder 
implements, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident there 

ARMING AND EQUIPPING THE MILITIA. 
[Permanent appropriation. ] 
18%, to and including 1887, twenty-two years, at $200,000 per an- 


Se 





the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of providing a: 
and equipments for the whole body of the militia, either by purchase or ma 
facture, by or on account of the United States.” (Act 23d April, 1808.) 












SUMMARY OF APPROPRIATIONS 1866 TO 1888, BOTH INCLUSIVE. 
Ordnance service...........+ a I ae Ee $2, 740, 000. 00 
Ordnance, ordnance stores, aNd SUPPLIOS...........ccccccesereecesscceeeeeeeeres 5, 833, 00 
Manufacture of arms at national ArMoOTieS,...........ccccecseceeresscsceseeses 4, 101, 000. Go 
Purchase of gunpowder and lead.............. 


Tests of heavy rifled ordnance... 
a OE SEU Te IO icin va ssecreessncemtan cersostornsse 

Examination of heavy ordnance and projectiles.. 
SRN UII. ©... cnsithunittindtaghdntiiecenanasendaduiutmmeseunds 
ae Es titrtttnin been snccnvepersdistkaverceiscinsceandionmoncs 








Grand total............... oecces oncceneccescoconsos scocnssesosccoeses ccoosescesossecsese 20, 76] , 465. 74 


I wish to call to the attention of the committee that the desire of the 
Army is in this matter of gun-making to do precisely what is being 
done by the Navy, i. e., to purchase the steel forgings from manufact- 
urers and to only finish and assemble the guns at the gun foundry. A 
different impression may have been given by gentlemen speaking care- 
lessly in opposition to this bill. 

The extract I read from the Gun Foundry Board report shows tl 
objection is not made to encouraging private enterprises nor to outsi 
establishments finally being allowed to make complete guns; but it is 
of the utmost importance that the Government should be in a position 
not to allow private parties to obtain excessive profits. At times, 
in emergencies, the Government may deem it wise to pay an extra 
amount to obtain necessary work, as, for instance, at present the Navy 
Department is having some guns finished and assembled on trial at a 
cost of $3,600 each, while it does the same work itself at an expense 
of but $2,000 a gun. 

Two draughts of fortifications bills have been pressed upon the Sen- 
ate and House committees. One was introduced in the Senate as an 
amendment to this Army appropriation bill, but voteddown. In both 
these bills among other provisions we find the following: 


That if any gun or guns made principally of steel or principally of cast» ron 
shall be provided which withstand the prescribed test of two hundred rounds 
with the prescribed weight and velocity of the pea at least twenty rounds 
of which were fired consecutively within two hours, all such guns shall, if the 
producer of the gun desires, be further tested at the expense of the Government, 
under the joint direction of the party producing such gun or guns and the said 
board, until it is fully determined which of thesteel guns and which of the cast- 
iron guns are the most durable and serviceable, and that the steel gun so selected 
and the cast-iron gun so selected as the best of its kind shall be contracted for 
by the said board with the party or parties producing such steel gun and such 
cast-iron gun, the contracts to be for fifty of the steel guns and thirty of the 
cast-iron guns. And the test of the trial gun or guns so selected must be suc 
as to make it reasonably certain that firing from service guns made onany suc!) 
system twenty rounds in two hours, of the standard weight of projectiles, wit! 
a velocity of 2,000 feet per second, would not disable the service gun. In case 0! 
two guns of equal endurance, as shown by their tests, that one shall have pre!- 
erence for contract which has shown the best degree of accuracy as determined 
by the test for accuracy at different ranges, while being tested for Rccuracy, 
range, and endurance. The contract for the fifty steel guns to be made at 4 

orice not exceeding $75,000 each, with a carriage suitable for each gun, to be dc- 
ivered therewith, the price of the carriage to be one-third that of the gun, the 
carriage to be bought of the party who produces the gun, provided he or they 
will furnish such carriages suitable in all respects for use therewith. The con- 
tracts to include some projectiles for each of these guns, to be of such kind and 
number as the board shall determine, and shall be furnished by the party who 
furnishes these service guns, on condition that the board can make satisfactory 
contract therefor. 

* * ae * * * * 

That when the tests for endurance of guns, which may be made for test under 
the provisions of this section, have been completed for the guns of any of the 
specified 14-inch, 16-inch, or 20-inch calibers, a contract shall be made by the said 
board with that party or parties who shall have made the best 14-inch, 16-inc!, 
or 20-inch guns, respectively, which gun or guns has been fired at least two hun- 
dred rounds with the prescribed charges, and as shown, by all the tests therev! 
for endurance and accuracy, made as herein provided, that it is superior to 4! 
other competing guns of its class. The contract for these guns of either class 
to be for twenty, which shall be equal in all respects to the trial gun tested, on 
which test the contract is or may be based. And the said board shall also con: 
tract for a gun-carriage suitable for use for each such gun contracted for, and 
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for a few projectiles for each of said guns. The carriages shall be furnished by 
the party or parties who furnish the guns for which they are made, provided 
such party or parties will furnish carriages suitable for use of rguns; and 


that party furnishing any such service gi urnish th 
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; ~ tiles therefor 
provided the said board can make sui ontract with them therefor. So. 
That the prices of said service guns shall be as follows: For 14-inch rifle guns a 
not to exceed $135,000 each; for 16-inch rifle guns, not to exceed $225,000 eacl 
and for 20-inch rifle guns, not to exceed $510,000 each: and the prices of the car- 
; I 
riages for each of these r ective gunsshall b e-third'oft price of t gun | * 
for which it is or shall be furnished. 
° , - 7 , , : . : , I 
It will be clear to all that the gun having b ecepted the make1 
could demand the maximum price. 
The Ordnance Corps having been ¢ l 1 for a cr n of thi i 
draught prod t; and I ng ters lly, 
it gives tne l ing 
I 
Twenty . ‘ ? } ¢ T ‘ 
y rr ~ = I I i ‘ . t 
t ’ 
i st l s. This 
‘ 1 \ i ss i 
‘ ed 24 t al . 
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g 29.5 3 t < } t rets r Italy 
< 1 ~ es of t on a 
‘ . ‘ p 
> 5a ) vr l Lat Lu 
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1 l LT ca rs means i 
i * and i at « t < 
> i of t s us well as tl - < 
er hand d the work b n with the ‘ slibers in 
t of ti t. much outs V K it ‘ I 
: et so thatthe s € Vv 
tr ed an cons 
I ehest price forg ec o 
and allowing about two-fifths of the « f e1 
f sh we « iin for t] i 
eight d the v 
ich, : 1 
Cost 7 293 > | $144,000 GR ) 3 
The pr ces I red in th l are . 135, 000 225, 000 in) 
Dit ren 41 s s - 29 i 
tal difference fi e sixty guns proposed in the bill of $6,867,0% 
h allows about (more) than three times what the Foundry Board 
as necessary for the establishme arate plants for the | 
-el and the finishing of the 
this bill is to compel the Gov ment to erect expensi‘ , 
ste largely for the efit of private manufacturers, be ; . 
I lexpen e of es i ga gun factory f ir the Navy i 
an while it is believed that the creation of the board pro- 
Pp li 3¢ bill is tantamount to the creation ofa new Ordnance Bureau 
ice against the Army is so strong on the part of some mem- 
night be disposed to dispute the accuracy of these fig- ‘ 





ures. I have therefore procured estimates from the Navy Department, made 
and they corroborate the statements of the Army experts. ra 





COMMENTS ON A PROPOSED FORTIFICATIONS BILL, DA JULY 7, 1888. 

































he Navy estimates on steel guns, as based on the manufacture of the 10-inch But th 

steel gun at Washington navy-yard, are as follows: For assembling and finish- | pe rtics 1 

ing gu at the navy-yard gun factory, the steel being furnished at about 33 | about th 

cents per pound—the present price for 12-inch rifle forgings under the Navy | at Woolw 

contract with the Bethlehem Works—in the following quantities, and to | ind the l 

completed within five years, namely : ces for 
R ilG 

7 t 

Caliber. Number. | Cost per gu ve 
ance 
i 

12 inches. 10 Sa) 0) t< ts of 

14 inches, 6 2 | correct] 

16 inches. 6 19 & 1] 

. ; ’ 

20 inches, ; 2 . will 1n¢ 
man il 
had bes 

The estimat d cost, if the work is done by outsi I ste be < | member t 

pro 1 as before at about scents per pound, tl it $1 900,000 of two 1 

and wing the high rate of 6 per cent. int st i be asf 7 

low j t IAS 

= | aue tot 

wii ' the gun 
Cal Number Cost pergun, | 7 : 
tapes. Secenserecccesrseseeessoses seccas ces 10 $69, 800 
poaneoseseoucn’ 6 10€ “ 
penasee suecad ceecnaseisdetenenses } LS 
° dheerosedoovenutestos 3 288 | 








the ordnance ofticers thwarted 








The Ai : on : , given by them a request of 
The difference in cost arises from the fact that the Government is assumed t¢ nd 1 * f +h 
own a plant, with all facilities for working, and te pay no rent, taxes, or in T i tnree mil 





ance; receive no profit or interest on money invested—all of which is dire suitable sum for the proper pla 
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the reverse with private parties. ronference committee did not 1 
The Navy estimate $22,000 per gun as an approximate price for 12-inch breech seeing _ wt di 

loading cast-iron guns, as against $20,000 per gun estimated by the Ordnance 

Department. *This was the bid of umbria 
The estimates for steel guns, furnished by the Ordnance Department to the | the Bethlehem Works bid, in i 








House subcommittee on the fortifications bill, were as follows: the amount of about $3,610,707, mak 
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gentlemen here. We should not deceive ourselves. Mr. Speaker, the | cided in favor of Watervliet. This board was composed of Navy onti- 
Putting aside all question of committee rights, or even cers, and engineer, ordnance, and artillery officers of the Army, and in 


case is clear. 
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wimitting that the Appropriations Committee has the right to include | the same tour of inspection visited nearly all the principal gun factories 


all the provisions they have embodied in their fortification bill, we find lin Europe. 


before us an opportunity, properly and in order, by our vote now to 
ggive the country what it calls for. 

The fortification bill would be a good bill were it not for the fact 
that the point of order striking out the part allowing the money for 
steel purchases to be available until 1893 destroys the bill. I know it 
will be said the Senate can correct this defect; but who can say what 
its fate may be in the Senate ? 
men who declare they will never let it pass unless these private-enter- 
prise schemes are ingrafted upon it. When it comes back here it will 
have been amended; we are sure of that. We can then decide how to 
meet it. The responsibility for failure to avail ourselves of the oppor- 
tunity now presented will rest with members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and those who vote against accepting the report can not 
shield themselves by quibbling about rights of committees and dignity 
of the House. No, Mr. Speaker, they can not escape the consequences 
of, by their action, having delayed the work of coast defense. 

The location of the gan foundry having been fixed in this bill, I would 
make no allusion to it were it not for the fact that I am aware that 
members have been urged to prevent legislation in this Congress so as 
to give an opportunity to have the location changed from Watervliet 
to Pittsburgh. 

I can assure the member from Pennsylvania that efforts of this kind 
will only prevent sales of steel forgings by their manufacturers and do 
no good to Pittsburgh. I will give some reasons for this conclusion. 

Watervliet arsenal, at West Troy, N. Y., is centrally situated, and 
has the immense advantage as a location for machine finishing shops 
on gun work of being located on tide-water. No other Government 
arsenal affords at the same time a place more secure from hostile opera- 
tions and possessing such advantages for both rail and water transpor- 
tation to the seacoastsand the Great Lakes. The Delaware and Hudson 
Railroad passes close by the grounds, and will give an easy grade into 
the shops of the arsenal, Within the distance of a few miles it con- 
nects with the great railroad centerat Albany. The Erie Canal passes 
through the grounds, and shipments can be made direct to or from the 
Great Lakes or pass through the outlet of the canal into the Hudson 
itiver by this cheap means of transportation. In addition to this, the 
arsenal has a wharf upon tide-water in the Hudson River. The finished 
guns can be transported with but little trouble and expense to the test- 
ing grounds at Sandy Hook. 

‘The Government factory to be erected will not include plant for 
forging or casting steel or other metals for guns. These products, it is 
clearly understood, are to be left to private manufacturers. 

The Government factory is to be a finishing shop where the parts of 
guns made at various other places in private shops are to be finished 
and put together. Note, also, that the guns to be made there are prin- 
cipally intended to arm the coasts, Let us suppose a point far in the 
interior, Such as Pittsburgh, to have been selected. Then, the parts ot 
guns made in Massachusetts or New Hampshire, at Cleveland, Ohio, or 
Vhiladelphia, Bethlehem, or Johnstown, Pa., must be transported once 
to Pittsburgh and afterwards back again as finished guns over substan- 
tially the same ground to reach their destination in the forts on the 
seacoast. Even for the material for guns furnished in Pittsburgh it 
can be readily seen that it is much easier to provide rail transportation 
to the seaboard for the separate parts of guns than for the heavy and 
cumbersome weights found in the complete guns, 

t is by no means clear that rail transportation can be used for ship- 
ping the completed guns of the heaviest types that will be called for. 
A 16-inch gun will weigh about 120 tons, and a 20-inch gun (if such 
be ever made) will weigh about 230 tons, whilst the very best equipped 
railroads in the country will not now undertake to carry a piece weigh- 
ing more than 80 tons. 

‘Vhe water-power used at the Watervliet arsenal reduces the amount 
of fuel required for making power, and the Legislature of the State of 
New York has recently passed an act to give such increased water facil- 
ities as may be needed. 

Watervliet arsenal is safe from hostile operations; it has never yet 
been in possession of an enemy, although it has been on the line of hos- 
tile operations in two wars with Great Britain. In 1777 Burgoyne sur- 
rendered at Saratoga, and in 1814 the advance was stopped by our vic- 
toryon Lake Champlain. If we succeeded then in keeping the enemy 
away, how much more easily can it be done now with our organized 
militia and vast population to draw upon? The arsenal proper needs 
no defensive works; we are seeking to fortify our exposed coasts. No 
one believes or fears that an enemy can successfully carry out an in- 
cursion with a field force over a distance of 200 miles into our territory, 
especially along the line from the Canadian frontier to Albany, which, 
on our side, can be so readily covered by the concentration of available 
forces. 

‘The Allegheny arsenal, at Pittsburgh, Pa., and the Watervliet arsenal, 
at West Troy, N. Y., have each been examined by the same board with 
reference to the selection of a site for a Government gun factory. The 
Gun Foundry Board visited both places in 1884 for this purpose and de- 


It has gone there to meet the efforts of 





When the Flagler board was organized in 1887, and again 
chose Watervliet, there was no question of the selection of Allegheny 
arsenal, for it had been passed over by the previous board. The Gov- 
ernment land at Allegheny arsenal comprises but 36 acres, which is 
hemmed in by the environments of a large city and is cut in two by one 
of its main thoroughfares; and great expense would be incurred in grad- 
ing the present ground for a large factory and in purchasing adjoining 
lands for a suitable extension of the present property. This arsenal 
has no wharfage facilities whatever, and must depend entirely upon 
railroad transportation for direct shipments. The uncertain and very 
limited water transportation from the city of Pittsburgh bears no com- 
parison in facilities or directness in shipments to points where the com- 
pleted guns must be delivered with that which is afforded at the Water- 
vliet arsenal. 

Watervliet arsenal is sufficiently near the centers of trade to make 
it unohjectionable on that ground, and is yet properly isolated from a 
large city and gives ample room for building purposes. The arsenal 
grounds comprise over 100 acres. About one-fourth of this land, lying 
between the canal and Hudson River, is subject to partial overflow by 
the spring floods. The present shops are principally located on that 
area, but have been in operation for many years without serious detri- 
ment from any overflow. However, the new gun shop is on the high 
ground west of the canal and the new buildings for an extension of 
the gun factory would also be placed there upon good building sites 
with rock foundations. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I shall not occupy the attention of the 
House but for a very few moments this morning, reserving for to-mor- 
row the remainder of the time to which I may be entitled. For some 
time past the question has been before the House as to whether the 
amendments of the Senate which are embraced in the report under 
consideration should have been attached to the Army or to the Forti- 
fications bill. The decisions of the constituted authorities of this 
House have been adverse to the Army bill, and there has been no ap- 
peal from these decisions. But it would be well forthe House to know 
why it was that these amendments are before us in their present shape. 
A gentleman whose opinions are entitled to the highest credit has— 
elsewhere than in this House—given us the reason, and that, too, in 
a plain, straightforward manner. What he has said upon the sub- 
ject is to be found on page 8376 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] makes a very proper and wise sug- 
gestion, in whichI very heartily concur, concerning the loading of appropria- 
tion bills with legislation that does not pertain directly to expenditures under 
existing laws. But nobody is better aware than one with that Senator’s expe- 
rience, that both Houses of Congress have come to resort to that course in de- 
spair in many cases as the only way of getting important public business done. 
That is not the fault of this branch ; Ido not say whose fault itis, I have known 
a legislative department in which it has been systematically the practice to 
bury things they did not quite like, and not to give their own body achance 
to vote upon them, 

I will suppose a case. I will suppose that these very amendments that I of- 
fered to the Army appropriation bill were pending in the form of an independ- 
ent bill in the other House, and suppose that there was to be no chance what- 
ever for them there as an independent bill and that we here thought that as 
they were entirely germane to an Army bill we would place them, in the form 
of an amendment, on the Army appropriation bill. In an ideal Congress that 
perhaps would not be the wisest way always to let such amendments be consid- 
ered in connection with an appropriation bill, but in a practical Congress we 
have found it a practical way of getting at the result, to put on an appropria- 
tion bill some wise and indispensable legislation because that train was going 
through anyhow and we did not know whether we could catch a freight train 
ornot. That is the vicious way that Congress has sometimes to legislate. 


Mr. SAYERS. This gentleman says he is the author of these amend- 
ments; he makes known his motives for seeking to have them placed 
on the Army bill; heacknowledges it to be a vicious way of legislation. 
At the same time, however, he takes care to throw the responsibility 
upon a legislative department, not the one which he was then address- 
ing. 

But, sir, it is due to this House; ‘it is due to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; it is due to gentlemen upon this floor to say that, at the 
very time these utterances were being delivered, a House bill embrac- 
ing the subject-matter of these amendments was then pending in the 
Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas a question. 
He said that the remarks which have just been read were uttered by 
some one other than a member of this House. I want to know if they 
were not uttered by a Senator ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman knows that that is entirely 
out of order. I have allowed the gentleman from Texas to quote this 
matter and use it in his own way; but now when the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount] attempts to bring out a statement which he 
knows is entirely unparliamentary —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. The unparliamentary course began elsewhere, 
and the only point I want to bring out is the fact that a Senator has 
announced that the purpose is to force this House to the consideration 
of this matter. 











Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, I make the point of order, and I thought that bill and the pending measure, I ask leave to read the followin; 


the gentleman from Georgia had been here long enough to know that 
his question was entirely out of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Georgia has been here long 
enough to conduct himself properly without instructions from the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAy- 
ERS] has the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia has asked a question that is not in order. He 
has inquired in reference to a debate which he says occurred in the 
Senate, and the rules of this House peremptorily forbid the quotation 
in debate here of anything which has taken place in the current ses- 
sion of the Senate. I leave that point for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In determining it I trust the Chair will determine 
whether it is a proper thing for this House to consider a violation of its 
privileges and its dignity by the declaration of a Senator that there has 
been a purpose on the part of the Senate to force the House to the con- 
sideration of a measure which can not be reached under its own rules or 
by a mode of procedure prescribed by itself. I trust the Chair will con- 
sider that view of the matter as well as the one suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to the interrogatory propounded by the gentleman 
from Georgia be not sustained, I am perfectly willing to answer the 
question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I submit that the Chair should rule 
upon the inquiry as to whether it be in order or not. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not desire to keep anything back. I would 
like for the House and the country to be fully informed as to the 
methods adopted for securing the appropriations covered by the pend- 
ing report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, as it is a great secret where these ut- 
terances were made, I will withdraw my question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman has discovered that I am right 
and he is wrong. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule upon the 
point of order, but that is unnecessary, as the question is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. SAYERS. Sir, it is enough for me to call the attention of the 
House to what has just been read by the Clerk. Further criticism, 
even if it were proper, would not be necessary. The language speaks 
for itself. It is tooexplicit to be misunderstood. It plainly discloses 
what has heretofore been but a matter of suspicion. It isa full, a 
frank, and an unsought confession of the motives which underlie this 
extraordinary attempt to secure these appropriations in defiance of and 
contrary to the rules of the House and in a manner wholly at variance 
with a proper method of legislation. It will be remembered, Mr. 
Speaker, that while the fortifications bill was under consideration in 
the House the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] raised points 

of order upon the following provisions in the bill: 
That the sums of money appropriated in this section and in section 4 of this 
act shall remain available for expenditure until and including the fiscal year 
1893, ‘ a . » i 4 - 


That the President of the United States shall appoint a board on defense, ad- 
visory to the Secretary of War, to consist of three officers of the Army, ete. 


These points of order were sustained and the provisions complained 
of were stricken from the bill. 

But what follows? Directly after this action of the presiding of- 
ficer, the gentleman goes to the conference committee between the two 
Houses on the Army bill and assents to if he does not procure the fol- 
lowing amendment to that bill: 

The appropriations provided for in sections 3,4,5,and 6 shall be available 
until expended, and shall be expended under the direct supervision of a board, 
to consist of the commanding general of the Army, an officer of ordnance, and 
an officer of artillery, to be selected by the Secretary of War: and said board 


shall be under the direction and control of the Secretary of Warand subject to 
his supervision in all respects. 


It is proper to say that this provision was not in the Army bill when 
it went into the hands of the conference committee. It has been en- 
tirely an afterthought upon the part of those who are engaged in push- 
ing the Senate amendments through Congress. 

What a demonstration of parliamentary skill ! 

Now, I submit that the House conferees in their deliberations ought 
to have observed the rules of the body which they were representing. 
They should have followed the practice of the Senate conferees, who, 
as stated by the distinguished chairman of the Senate Appropriation 
Committee, are always guided more by the wishes of the Senate than 
by their own individual opinions. 

A few words, Mr. Speaker, as to the amounts involved in this report 
and which will be appropriated if it should be adopted. 

This House, a few days since, passed a fortifications bill, and in order 
that the members may be fully informed as to the difference between 
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Protection, etc., of fortifications............| $100, 000 $1, 000 } . 
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For torpedoes...... 200, 000 | 600, 000 100, 000 
Manufacture and test of cannon, etc.....| 400, 000 | 600, 000 500, 000 
To complete, under fabrication............| 158, 000 | sienna stellen 
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I earnestly invite the attention of the House to the relative merits 
of these two measures, and am quite sure that the fortification bill will 
successfully endure the comparison. 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] has delivered a 
parefully prepared speech, in which he very properly criticised a cer- 
tain bill now pending in the Senate. That bill is not at all like the 


one reported from the House Committee on Appropriations and which — 


has passed the House. It is a very different measure, and I am glad 
that he has brought it to the attention of the House and the country, 
though foreign to the present discussion. 

Now let us see how the pending report presents the matter, and con- 
trast it with the provisions of the fortification bill. It will be remem- 
bered that no fortification bill has passed Congress for four years. ‘The 
fortification bill as passed this session by the House appropriates for 
necessary repairs of fortifications—for instance, at Fort Niagara and 
other places—$100,000. The Army appropriation bill makes no pro- 
vision for that purpose. For sea-walls—such as Governor’s Island— 
the fortification bill, following the estimates sent in by the War De- 
partment, makes an appropriation of $117,000, whereas the Army bill 
as agreed on in the conference report makes provision for an expendi- 
ture of only $2,500 for this purpose. The evident object in cutting 
down or abandoning the appropriations for these particular purposes 
was to preserve as far as possible this appropriation of $5,000,000 for 
the purchase of steel, so that we have now in this report a recommen- 
dation that Congress appropriate $3,500,000 for the purchase of steel. 
Sir, one of the best officers in the Ordnance Bureau, a gentleman of 
high intelligence, of experience, and of industry, has told the Commit- 
teeon Appropriations that if the Watervliet arsenal should be oper- 
ated energetically and to its utmost extent it could not possibly con- 
sume more than $100,000 worth of steel per annum. 

Mr. TRACEY. Only $100,000 worth ? 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred thousand dollars’ worth of steel per 
annum. I call the gentleman’s attention to page 103 of the notes of 
hearings before the Committee on Appropriations upon the fortification 
bill. When Capt. C. S. Smith, of the Ordnance Bureau, was before 
the committee, I put to him this question: 

In the present circumstances, how large an amount in value of steel forgings 
could be used within the next two years, the work at the arsenal being con- 
stant and effective? 

Answer. About $200,000 worth in value of steel forgings. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Texas will allow me to say 
that when Captain Smith made that statement he alluded to the pres- 
ent condition of the Watervliet arsenal. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatisso. But, Mr. Speaker, it will take at least 
three if not five years within which to expend the $700,000 upon 
Watervliet arsenal so as to equip it to manufacture 10-inch and 12- 
inch guns. Congress convenes every year, and when this arsenal 
shall get into a condition to consume a greater quantity of steel, other 
appropriations for the purchase of steel can and will be made 

Mr. TRACEY. How long will it take to prepare thesteel forgings? 
Will it not take just about the same time? 

Mr. SAYERS. No,sir; it willnottakethattime. It may take that 
time to prepare three and one-half million dollars’ worth; but we do 
not want so much. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the appropriation of $3,500,000 for the purchase 
of steel may be a very small matter as compared with the annual reve- 
nues which flow into the Treasury; but, sir, Isubmit thatif this House 
undertakes to adopt this report covering such an appropriation it will 
be knowingly guilty of an extravagance which is entirely unwarranted 
by the circumstances which surround us. The purchase of three and 
a half million dollars of steel, when our appliances, present and for 
years to come, will not permit us to consume effectively more than 
$100,000 worth per annum, will be a reckless and an unnecessary ex- 
penditure. I do not wish to offend the feelings of any gentleman or 
to violate parliamentary courtesy, but I do say that it will amount 
to little less than a robbery to appropriate three and a half million dol- 
lars for the benefit of a few steel manufacturing establishments. 
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Mr. TOWNSHE? r. Speaker, a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Texa At this t thereis but one establishment in the coun- 
try which can furnish 1 e steel forgings 

} SAYICRS Allow me to say to the 


ied hi 


gentleman that when the 
advertisement inviting proposals 


Vir. 
Secretary of the Navy publi 
or bids in this matter, thet 

Mr. TOWNSHE) Y 


were t 


s, I know that. 


npeting establishment 


VD. 


Mr. SAYERS. There were three competing establishments for the 
furnishing of steel to the mnt of $1,000,000, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend, however, will not deny this state- 
ment—that there but one establishment in this country that is 


r these he teel forgings; that is the establish- | 
has already the contract for making | 
rent. If, then, the amount should 


the sum which the forti- | 


equipped for makin 
ment at South Beth! 
steel forgings for t : j 
be reduced to one and a half millic 
fication bill would be practically, as I said the other day, | 
@ vote in favor of putting that sum of money into the possession of the 
it in the country which can produce those forgings. 
reduced to the sum which the gentleman from ‘{exas | 
has insisted upon, it would be practically a vote in favor of creating a | 
monopoly in this country for the manufacture of steel forgings, and 
the Government would be compelled to yield to the demands of that 
monopoly. By offering to purchase a larger amount, which will be 
needed later on, we shall create competition. 

{t requires a cost of half a million to a million of dollars to create a 
plant which will enable these stee] manufacturers to make these heavy 
steel forgings. If your call is only for a million and a half oramillion 
you will keep off the capitalists from establishing new plants to come 
into competition with the one now in existence, whereas if a larger 
arnount of steel were to be purchased instead of to the value of a half 
million or a million of dollars (and it takes half a million or a million 
of dollars to establishsucha plant), then there would bean inducement on 
the part of the capitalists of the country to establish such plants and 
provide competition with the existing establishment. 

Now the object of the War Department and the object of theSenate 
was that the Government might offer for such an amountof steel to be 
supplied as would stimulate other establishments in the country to 
build plants and thereby cause competition between these various es- 
tablishments, and thus enable the Government to purchase this steel 
at « much lower sum than it will be able to do it if we assign it tothe 
amount which the gentleman from Texas demands. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Permit metoask thegentleman aquestion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will not go on and make a 
speech I will yield to him for a question; { wish to close the debate. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I understand thisistogo over and be voted 
on to-morrow, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If one of the competing establishments, by 
reason of superior advantages, can crowd the others out on the margin 
they can make on $1,500,000, they could do thesame thing more cer- 
tainly if the sum is increased and the time extended. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not agree with my friend from Ohio. If 
the amount be three and a half millions of dollars the establishment 
would take into consideration the cost of building up aplant. If there 
is such inducement, the South Bethlehem Works will not be able to 
prevent competition. If these 1:aanufacturers are going to have a large 
demand forthese heavy steel forgings, sufficient to enable them to build 
up new plants, I do not believe that the South Bethlehem Iron Works 
will be able to crowd them out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only want to add a word in addition. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. The object of the War Department, of the 
Senate, of the committee is to avoid putting the Government entirely 
into the pewer of the present plant and to create a monopoly in the 
country in reference to the supply of these steel forgings. What we 
wish to accomplish is to encourage the building up of other steel fac- 
tories. We willthereby prevent jobbery. Talk about jobbery! The 
jobbery is in offering them so small an amount that no other establish- 
ments will compete with the existing establishment. There is where 
the jobbery is. There is the jobbery to-day in the manufacture of 
steel forgings. What we wish todo is to strikedown thatmonopoly and 
to bring about a competition which will enable the Government to get 
its supply at a much lower price. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

. Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will for a question, but not for a speech. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to submit another question or prop- 
osition. The bids for a million dollars’ worth of steel brought into the 
field three competitors. Now it is clear if yousolicit bids for $1,500,- 
000 worth, other competitors will enter the field, in view of the fact 
that additional quantities of steel will be required in the near fature. 
But if at this time you solicit bids for three and one-half millions, 
and that supply will last ten or twelve years, what will there be to 
invite or create competition? Will not the establishment the gentle- 
man refers to crowd out all competitors? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is going over the same road 
which has already been traveled in this debate. 
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It is true at that time the Government only offered to purchase 
$1,000,000 worth of steel forgings for guns, but it was made known 
that $3,000,000 worth more would be bought for steel armor for ships 
And that is the inducement which led two or three establishments 
compete for it. 

The SPEAKER pro le mpore. 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to call attention to another 
fact. I wish it to go to the country. I[ ask only five minutes—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think it is best to let it go over, as the sub- 
iect itself has been postponed until to-morrow, when we can have this 
matter debated on both sides. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I will ask for npanimous consent to extend the 





The time limited for this debate h 


is 


| remarks which I have already submitted when they come to be printed 


in the Recorp. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection to that. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tem 
gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand this report will come up to- 
morrow as unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a conference report, and being 
privileged can be called up at any time. 


yore (Mr. McCreARy in the chair), The 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I submit ihe report of the conference 
committee on the bill H. R, 10556, being the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10556) making appropria- 
tions forthe naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 7,8 
27, 28, 29, 46, 47, 48, 55, and 56. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, L, 18, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, 49, 51, 57, 59, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 72, 73, and 74, 
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|; and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Insert after 
the word “‘same’”’ in line 9, page 4, of the bill the following: ‘“‘ and to enable the 
Naval War College to be conducted at said island up to January 1, 1889;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add to 
the end of said amendment the following: ‘after said date;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered ll, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$625,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert *‘$1,367,156.47;’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $67,325.53;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘*$825,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 53, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 20, 
page 26 of the bill, strike out “ fifty-one” and insert in lieu thereof “ seventy- 
one;”’ and in lines 21 and 22, same page, strike out “‘ one-hundred and ninety- 
eight”’’ and insert in lieu thereof “two hundred and eighteen ;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘ $17,494.20;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘674,080.20 ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘* $917,213.77;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 63 and 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted and stricken out by said amendments insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“One armored cruiser of about 7,500 tons displacement, to cost, exclusive of 
armament, not more than $3,500,000; and three gunboats, or cruisers, neither of 
which shallexceed 2,000 tonsin displacement nor $700,000 in cost, exc)uding any 
premium that may be paid for increased speed and the cost of armament; said 
three gunboats, or cruisers, to be built either wholly of steel or with stcel 
frames.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the Senate amendment numbered 69, and agree tothe same with amendments 
as follows: Substitute for said House amendments to said Senate amenudiment 
the following: 

Page 33, line 26 of the bill, strike out the word “on” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “and.” 

Page 33, line 26 of the bill, after word “ Congress,”’ insert the following: 
their engines, boilers,and machinery.” 

Page 34, line 1 of the bill, strike out the word “on” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “and.” Y be 

Page 34, line 3 of the bill, strike out the word “on " and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “and.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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he Senate amendment numbered 75, and agree to the same. 
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Mr. HERBERT. Mr. 
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mittee. 
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had intended to do that, having 
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me, 
Mr. HOLMAN. t seems to be omitted from the report. 
Mr. HERBERT. The estimates of the Department on which the 


bill was based amounted to $23,003,624.12. The bill as it passed the 
House carried an appropriation of $20,008,074.25; as it came from the 
Senate, $20,188,092.03; and as reported by the conference committee 
to the respective Houses it carries an appropriation of $19,943,225.45 
or a reduction of $240,866.58 from the amount of the Senate bill. 

Now, sir, I am ready to answer 
to ask me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will at least explain—asI gather 
but a faint idea of the bill from the report which has been read—what, 
taking the House bill as it now stands according to the report of the 
conference, will be the extent of the proposed increase of the Navy. 

Mr. HERBERT. The extent of theincrease authorized is four cruis- 
ers and three gunboats, being seven inali. As the bill passed the 
House it provided forthree unarmored cruisers and one armored cruiser, 
being four in all. In the Senate the armored cruiser was stricken out, 
and three gunboats or cruisers of 2,000 tons each added in lien of the 
armored cruiser. The House conferees were very anxious to author- 
ize the armored cruiser, but the Senate conferees insisted upon the 
gunboats. There was quite a long conference and two long sessions 
on this very question, and it was finally determined that the House 
should yield to the Senate and the Senate to the House, and that isthe 
recommendation of the conference committee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, of course I do not wish to delay the 
adoption of the report, and do not suppose that I could if I would; but 
I should be very glad to have the gentleman from Alabama state just 
what took place between the two Houses in reference to the question 
of the armored cruiser, I want to say that according to my informa- 
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Mr. HERBERT. I think it is agreed generally among {naval ex- 
perts that guns can be put on vessels that will penetrate any armor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘That can be floated. 

Mr. HERBERT. That will float. But the power of guns to pene- 
trate armor upon ships, which are perpetually shifting as they float and 
can not often be struck squarely, will probably when fairly tried be found 
very different from their power to penetrate targets. However this 
may be, I can safely say that the general result of the experience of 
experts throughout the world, so far as it has gone, is in favor of arm- 
ored vessels. 

Mr. ADAMS. Armored cruisers? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; and quite a numberof them are now be- 
ing built. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam surprised to hear that. 

Mr. HERBERT. England is building a number now, or rather has 
just built several. 

Mr. ADAMS. Armored below the water-line? 

Mr. HERBERT. All that are armored are armored for some dis- 
tance above and below the water-line. I have examined this question 
with a great deal of care, but I am not an expert and can only speak 
of the general results. My information is derived from the opinions ot 
experts. There are a great many armored cruisers in the world, and 
their speed and sea-going qualities have been tested. We have only 
two armored vessels provided for before this, not counting the monitors. 

The gentleman will remember that when this Administration came 
in we had five monitors, the Miantonomoh, Monadnock, Terror, Am- 
phitrite, and Puritan, Oneof these, the Miantonomoh, was armored, 
except as to her turret; the other four are to be armored. They are 
antiquated in type and not by any means first-class, but the Adminis- 
tration believed that it would be better to armor them than to throw | former years, in one Congress after another, rang out like a bugle in 
them away. this Heuse, and was heard throughout the length and breadth of the 

Mr. ADAMS. For harbor defense. | country, announcing the doctrine year after year that this nation was 

Mr. HERBERT. For harbor defense. They think that they would | great enough, and strong enough, and grand enough without ships and 
make very effective coast-defense vessels. without defenses to protect herself against the other nations of the 

Now we Lave already authorized before this bill two armored cruis- | earth; and I have rarely heard as great applause as met that remark 
ers—the Texas and the Maine. If this passes, we shall have only | on the other side of the House. The trouble isnot that weare getting 
three. | a navy too fast—such a navy as we need—but that we are liable, as I 

Mr. ADAMS. Is this a mate for the other two, or of about the same | believe, in this case to expend upon costly, I was about to say extrava- 


not know about the construction of cruisers would make not only a 
book, but a whole library. But I have some recollection that for many 
years I have sat as a member of this House year after year, and have 
seen appropriations for the Navy opposed and attacked. As to these 
five monitors which the gentleman [ Mr. HERBERT] speaks of, and which 
are now being finished, I recollect that for several years it was claimed 
here that they were totally worthless, fit for nothing except to be broken 
up. I recollect that at one time the country from ocean to ocean was 
electrified with the statement that if one of these monitors, the Puri- 
tan, I believe, should even be launched she would sink. Still, whether 
they are worth anything or not, they are being finished. 

So far as I have knowledge, and I have given some little attention 
to the subject, I believe that after we get our fast cruisers—and in my 
opinion it is not important thatthey should be heavily armored—after 
we get our fast cruisers,and our harbor defenses complete, through the 
best obtainable torpedo system with some good guns and gunboats, 
we shall probably have gone as far as we can go with profit now; and I 
very much doubt the wisdom of expending over $3,000,000 in the build- 
ingofonearmored cruiser. I think the money would be better expended 
in smaller ships less expensively built, but, as I believe, substantially 
as useful. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And fitted to cruise wherever American enter- 
prise goes ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; fitted to cruise anywhere. 

I suppose that this conference report will be adopted. I wanted to 
say this much; and having given expression to my doubts, my fears, 
and beliefs as to this cruiser, I wish to express my surprise at another 
matter. A few minutes ago I noticed sitting on the other side of the 
House the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], whose voice in 





capacity ? | gant, experiments large amounts of money which I fear will be wasted. 
Mr. HERBERT. It is about 1,000 tons larger. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to correct his 
Mr. ADAMS. How nearly complete are those vessels ? impression in regard to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], 


Mr. HERBERT. They are not near completion. There has not | who I see is not now present? The objection of the gentleman from 
been any very great progress made upon them. The armor is to be | Indiana in regard to large appropriations does not apply to anything 
obtained under a contract with the Bethlehem Iron Works. It will | for the Navy, but has application to the Army only. It is only with 
require, perhaps, four years to complete those vessels. It will require | reference to the Army that he apprehends the danger of extravagant 
possibly five years to complete this one. It will be built gradually. | and unnecessary appropriations—not with regard to the Navy. 

‘To sum up, then, in answer to the gentleman’s question, I will state Mr. CANNON. I know not what may be the present state of mind 
that the House conferees preferred that one cruiser to these three un- | of the gentleman from Indiana: but I was speaking of his opinions and 
armored 2,000-ton vessels proposed by the Senate, because these little | expressions within less than six years, as declared in this House. 
vessels will not be as fast and will not be as effective in battle; but Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did not those remarks refer to appropriations 
18 knots an hour can be obtained from these 2,000-ton vessels and that | for the Army? I presume the gentleman from Indiana did not make 
will make them fast vessels. any such remarks about the Navy. 

I have had acaleulation made which shows that in the French navy Mr. CANNON. ‘The remarks to which I refer had reference to naval 
and in the English navy only 9 per cent. of all their vessels will make | appropriations. 

18 knots an hour; so that these cruisers, which the House conferees Now, I believe I have said about all that I wanted to say. In con- 
were really averse to taking, but which they finally concluded to rec- | clusion, let me remark that I do not wish to criticise any proper ex- 
ommend, if they make 18 knots an hour, will be fast enough to escape | penditure; but I do think, at least touching this cruiser, that the ap- 
from 91 per cent. of all the vessels of France or of England, and there- | propriation might well and profitably have been omitted from this bill; 
fore they will be valuable. For myself I would prefer not to build any | and I shall be agrecably surprised if, in the future, when this cruiser 
cruiser that could not make 19 or 20 knots an hour. I believe that, | is constructed, my fears shall prove to have been unfounded. 
commencing now as we do our modern navy, we ought to have the very It is well enough at this time to recollect that homely old story of 
best navy afloat. I think we ought to have less dead material in it | the Dutchman’s calf. He said it was the strangest calf he ever saw. 
than there isin any other navy, and, in point of fact, we shall have | ‘‘ By Chove,’’ he said, ‘‘I had to pull dot calf’s ears off to get it to 
less. This Administration is making every effort to have our vessels | suck, and den I had to pull its tail off to get it away.”’ 

just as fast as possible and fully up to the requirements of the age. I Very slowly did our Democratic friends come to this question ofa 
believe that one of the reasons why we were so successful in the war of | navy. ‘To get them there we had almost to pull the hair and the ears 
1812 was that when the Constitution and her sister ships were being | from their head; but by and by they got there; and nowI am not sure 
laid down under the law of 1794, the very best shipwright in the whole | but that the tail-hold ought to continue a little longer so far as con- 
country, Mr. Rumsey, of Philadelphia, was employed, and they were | cerns this cruiser of doubtful expediency. 


made a little better and a little faster than other vessels of their class. Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, in order to relieve the gentleman’s 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The old Constitution never yet has | doubts as to the propriety of building this eruiser, I will call his atten- 
been excelled in s by a sailing vessel. tion to what other nations are doing and will answer a little more spe- 


Mr. HERBERT. No. The old Constitution once made 13} knots | cifically the question put to me by the other gentleman from Illinois. I 
an hour undersail. Now, as I have said, this Administration is trying | have here (and it was appended to the report accompanying this bill) a 
to build very fast vessels, and I would prefer not to take these small | résuméof the armed vessels built and building by other nations, together 
vessels; but they can be made to make 18 knots an hour, and that, too, | with thespeed thatthey make. I find that England has built or is build- 
without the sacrifice of any sea-going qualities. ing—I shall only allude to those vessels which are fast, effective cruis- 

There are vessels of 1,800 tons, such as he Forbin, of the French | ers, which would be good commerce destroyers—England has seven, 
navy, that make 19 knots an hour; bat they have very little arma- | France two, Italy five, Russia four, making eighteen of these vessels 
ment and very little endurance, that is they can not carry a large sup- | which make 18 knots or more an hour; and Spain is building six, as | 


ply of coal. have said, which make 19 knots an hour. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. My inquiry was as to how many of those smaller And now, sir, as I have answered the gentleman's question, I hope I 
vessels are carried by the bill as agreed upon in conference? may be indulged ina brief retrospect, as this bill closes up the appropria- 
Mr. HERBERT. Only three. tions for our Navy for the first hundred years of our national existence. 


Mr. CANNON. Asingle word, Mr. Speaker. I hesitate even tosay a In the early history of our country there was some difference of 
word on this subject, because I will state very frankly that what I do | opinion among statesmemas to the extent to which we ought to main- 
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tain a navy, but events so shaped themselves as in a few years to form- 
ulate a policy on which all men agreed. 

After our ‘‘quasi war’’ with France and our four years’ war with 
Tripoli came the war ef 1812, followed by another short war with the 
Barbary powers in 1815. From the close of that last war forward no 
party in America has ever dared to question before the bar of public 
opinion the duty of the Government to keep and maintain an efficient 
navy to aid our diplomacy in time of peace and defend our rights in 
war. During all these wars, except that with France, the Democratic, 
or, as it was then called, the Republican party, had been in power. 
In 1816, when peace was assured, sect:re in popular favor, its statesmen 
had ample opportunity for deliberation. 

They all agreed upon the necessity ofan efiicient navy, and when 1820 
had come their plan of gradual increase had matured into a scheme for 
creating and maintaining a force of 12 line-of-battle ships, 14 first-class 
frigates, 3 second-class frigates, and 6 sloops, in all, 35 ships of war, 
besides a proper number of smaller vessels. If any individual Demo- 
crat since that day has ever, for a moment, claimed that we ought not 
to maintain a navy it was simply because he was driven temporarily, 
by shockingly extravagant expenditures, into a state of such exasper- 
ation that he forgot, for the moment, the teachings of the fathers. 
James K. Polk, who was a typical Democrat, expressed the matured 
Democratic theory when, in his message of December 2, 1846, he said: 

It has never been our policy to maintain large standing armies in time of 

ace. They are contrary to the genius of our free institutions, would impose 
1eavy burdens on the people, and be dangerous to public liberty. Our reliance 
for protection and defense on the land must be mainly on our citizen-soldiers, 
who will be ever ready, as they have ever been ready in times past, to rush 
with alacrity at the call of their country to her defense. This description of force, 
however, can not defend our coasts, harbors,and inland seas, nor protect our 
commerce on the ocean orthelakes. These must be protected by our navy. Con- 
sideringan increased naval force, and especially of steam vessels, corresponding 
with our growth and importance as a nation, and proportioned to the increased 
and increasing naval power of other nations, of vast importance as regards our 


safety and the great and growing interests to be protected by it, l recommend 
the subject to the favorable consideration.of Congress. 


THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY BUILT OUR SHIPS. 


There have been many acts authorizing the construction of vessels, 
but it so happens that all the most important laws authorizing new 
ships after this century began and prior to our civil war were passed 
under Democratic administrations. I do not undertake to cite all the 
laws. I mention only those that stand out prominently in the his- 
tory of the Navy. Madison approved the act of April 29, 1816, appro- 
priating for construction $1,000,000 annually for eight years, under 
which were built eight 74-gun shipsand eight 44’s. Monroe approved 
the act of March 3, 1821, appropriating thereafter for construction for 
six years $500,009 per annum, under which were built six 44’s. Van 
Buren approved the act of March 3, 1841, which inaugurated our 
steam navy. 

It appropriated $2,000,000 for ‘‘increase and repairs,’’ and under this, 
aided, however, afterwards by $2,000,000 granted by an act signed by 
Tyler August 4, 1842, were built seven 22-gun sloops, five 10-gun brigs, 
and the Princeton, Michigan, and Massachusetts. 

Polk signed the act of March 3, 1847, for the construction of the four 
first-class steam-ships, Susquehanna, Powhatan, Saranac, and San Ja- 
cinto. Piercesigned the act of March 3, 1857, for the Brooklyn, Lan- 
caster, Hartford, Pensacola, and Richmond, as he had before approved 
the act of April 6, 1854, under which the celebrated six screw frigates 
were constructed. They were the Merrimac, Minnesota, Wabash, 
Roanoke, Colorado, and Niagara. These ships were, in their day, in 
hull, and rig, and machinery, and armament, the finest vessels that ever 
floated on the seas, and when the first one of them anchored in an En- 
glish port, it not only excited the admiration of all who came to see, 
but naval constructors everywhere went to work to emulate and imi- 
tate, even as in later days those still greater creations of American naval 
genius, the iron-clad Merrimac and the indomitable little Monitor, by 
their great combat in Hampton Roads, made Europe to resound with 
the blows of the hammer and revolutionized ship-building all over the 


world, 
AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY USED OUR NAVY. 


And, Mr. Speaker, if in that long period that preceded our civil war it 
was the Democratic party that built our ships, it was still more em- 
phatically the Democratic party that used them to hold high our flag 
among the nations of the earth and to maintain and to defend the rights 
of our citizens. 

It was one of the fathers of the Democracy, James Madison, that de- 
clared war against Great Britain; it was James K. Polk that declared 
war against Mexico; and when in 1853 that gallant naval officer, Lieu- 
tenant-Commander Ingraham, in the presence of an Austrian marine 
force twice his own, cleared for action the decks of the St. Louis and 
saved the political refugee, Martin Koszta, from an Austrian prison, be- 
cause this Austrian had taken his first steps to become an American 
citizen, it was a Democratic Secretary of State, William L. Marcy, and 
a Democratic President, Franklin Pierce, who adopted and defended 
the act, and succeeded by their ability and courage in ingrafting firmly 
upon the stock of international law the doctrine that he who has 
legally declared his intention to become an American citizen is entitled 
to and will receive the protection of the American flag. 
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THE NAVY IN OUR CIVIL WAR—EXHIDBITION OF AMERICAN GENIUS AND COURAGE 


The Navy played a great part during our civil war. To the Union 
its services in blockading and depriving the Confederacy of the neces 
saries of life and of munitions of war were simply invaluable; and it 
those four years of bloody war illustrated beyond cavil any one thing, 
it was the genius of Federals and Confederates, Americans all, in the 
building of war ships and their courage and skill in fighting them. 

It was the inventive genius and energy of the Confederates that raised 
the sunken Merrimac, armored her, sent her forth to destroy the Cam- 
berland and the Congress, and for a time spread consternation through- 
out the land. A ship of war more formidable than the world had ever 
seen had been invented. 

But American genius was on the Union side, too. It was an Ameri- 
can that invented the Monitor; it was American enterprise that built 


her in ninety days; and it was an American naval officer and crew 
that had the courage to go down in her unto the sea that continually 


rolled over her decks, as she made her way to meet and confront and 
halt the proud Merrimac in her career of destruction. 

It was the Confederates who built the Albemarle, and with her fought 
to a drawn battle almost all day long a whole flotilla of vessels; and it 
was an American naval officer, Cushing, who by an exhibition of genius 
and daring which, though it may somewhere in history havea parallel, 
certainly is not surpassed in human annals—it was this typical Ameri- 
can sailor who with a crew of thirteen men passed at night the Confed- 
erate pickets and batteries and unobserved till he had neared the Con- 
federate ironclad, then ran his little boat, amid a storm of shot and 
shell, over the defensive outwork of logs that floated around the Al- 
bemarle, lowered his torpedo, blew up the vessel, and escaped, aiter un- 
heard-of adventures, to tell alone his tale of triumph twenty-four 
hours afterwards to the wondering officers of the Federal fleet. 

It was the Confederates who, with an ingenuity and skill the world 
had never before seen equaled, developed the torpedo, and it was the 
Federal naval vessels that rode over them to victory in Mobile Bay. 
That four years of fratricidal strife demonstrated that our country 
united can make of her Navy just what she will. 

LESSONS OF THE PAST. 

The civil war closed in the spring of 1865. Since then we have been 
at peace with allth world. But gentlemen must not therefore con- 
clude the time has cume, or that it ever will come this side of the mil- 
lennium, when we can count on perpetual peace. We can only judge 
the future by the past. 

During the century of our national existence that is to close on the 
4th of next March our Navy has been engaged in war with France we 
may count three years, with Tripoli four years, with Great Britain 
three years, with the Barbary powers again, and for the last time, 
seventy days, with Mexico two years, and in our civil war four years 
in all sixteen years and more; or about one year in every six. Cer- 
tainly this Government needed its Navy during every one of those 
years. 

There is no fear now of domestic trouble and the danger of a foreign 
war is, I hope, afar off; but, sir, we can remove it still farther from us. 
We have only to prepare ourselves to command the peace. 

What nation is there on this earth that will dare to refuse us our 
rights if only we are ready to maintain them? The moral power of a 
great nation like this is at all times great, but it will be greater still 
when we have arms in our hands or within our reach. Sir, I venture 
to say that this country has not had, in recent years, a diplomatist ne- 
gotiating with a foreign nation—I care not whether it was Lowell or 
Phelps, demanding of England the rights of our fishermen, or Morton 
or McLane or Pendleton, protesting that no American be held to mil- 
itary service by a foreign power—who did not feel that he would stand 
on firmer ground and that he could insist on the extreme measure of 
our right with more of that assurance of success that ought to inspire 
the representative of a great nation, if there had only been a present 
navy behind him. 

France in 1797 drove us to hostilities because she thought she could 
with impunity harass us into a declaration of war with Great Britain. 
Great Britain compelled us to declare war against her in 1812 because 
she had a contempt for our little Navy and believed she could easily 
sweep it from the seas. In these latter days we have grown great and 
powerful on land, but on the seas we are still weak, very weak. Count- 
ing out our few modern vessels, we are far weaker than we were thirty 
years ago, while other nations, formerly almost unknown upon the 
seas, have built up great modern navies. 

In the days of wooden sailing vessels it was possible in some sense to 
improvise a navy to meet anemergency. Both the English and Ameri- 
cans in the war of 1812 built and put to sea good fighting ships from 
timber that thirty days before had been standing in the forests by the 
lakes. But this is the day of steel, and not wooden vessels; of steam, 
and not of sail power. It will scarcely ever be possible to build a mod- 
ern vessel in less than the ninety days which Ericsson took for th 
Monitor, and the slowest steaming vessel in any European navy can 
cross the Atlantic in twenty days. 

Wars in future will be short, sharp, and decisive, whether on sea or 
on land. Prussia humbled the power of Austria in one great battle at 
Sadowa, seventeen days after a declaration of war; the Germans in the 
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Franco-Prussian w 


in Paris within ninety days from the com- 
mencement of hosti and the French fleet destroyed the Chinese 
navy in the Minn River within fifteen minutes. The nation that would 
defend itself in future must hold itself prepared. 

With the close of our civil war closed the era of wooden navies. 
had demonstrated to the w 
built of iron 
by our experience. 

[ need not cite you what these other nations have done. 
of modern navies is the wonder of the world. 
How much money have we spent since the new era of iron-ship build- 
ing began on our Navy and what have we to show for it? I will not 
speak now of the expenditures during the spring of 1965 and the year 
and more that followed till July 1, 1866. ‘The fleets of the Union had 
wonderfully expanded during the war. There were, when hostilities 
ceased, over 50,000 officers and sailors in the naval service. But the 
time from April, 1865, to July, 1866, was or ought to have been enough 
to bring the Navy down to a peace footing. 

By the act of July 25, 1866, the number of officers and men and boys 
in the Navy was limited to 10,260. This limit was never changed till 
August 2, 1882. Even then it was not very greatly lowered. It was 
made 9,549, where it has since remained. I cite these laws to show 
that the vast difference between the expenditures of the two decades 
I am about to compare did not result, except to a very limited extent, 
from any difference in the amounts paid out to officers and sailors. To 
make this still more certain I present here atable showing the amounts 
paid to the personnel of the Navy each year during both decades. The 
average difference each year was $364,202 more for the first than for 
the second of these two decades. 
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Amounts paid to personnel of the Navy. 


FIRST DECADE, 








July 1, 1866, to July 1, 1867..... 

July 1, 1867, to July 1, 

July 1, 1868, to July 1, 

July 1, 1869, to July 1, 

July 1, 1870, to July 1, , 093, 

July I, 1871, to July 1, 7, 213, 133. 75 

July 1, 1872, to July 1, 7093, 929. 00 

July 1, 1873, to July 1, 7, 549, S55. 94 

July 1, 1874, to July 1, 7, 248, 996. 83 

July 1, 1875, to July 1, e. 7" 077, 943 .00 
"BOCAL, ocssucus 77, 643, 901. 62 

July 1, 1876, to July 1, 1877 

July 1, 1877, to July 1, 1878 

July 1, 1878, te July 1, 1879 ...... 

July 1,.1879,to July 1, 1880 

July 1, 1880, to July 1, 1581 .... 6, 903, 581. 35 

July 1, 1881, to July 1, 1882 .. 6. 771, 135. 24 

July 1, 1882, to July 1, 1883 .. 6, 902, 777.87 

July 1, 1883, to July 1, 1884 .. 6, 765, 523. 67 

July 1, 1884,to July 1, 1885 .. 7, , 249, 589. 41. 

July 1, 1885, to July 1, 1886 6. 952, 264, 28 
ERIE siscisveesesansteduetoscpeeyeccaceqnsesdocssnsunniiiapadessieeiadmandatemaviniiialey 69, 001, 879. 84 

Difference in two decades ......, 8, 642, 021.15 

Average annual difference 864, 202.11 





Now, bearing in mind this sum, which is to be deducted when we 
come to consider the net results of our comparison, let us look at the 


PECADE FROM JULY 1,1866,To JULY 1, 1876. 


This was an era during which there was, so far as expenditures were 
concerned, but one party in the Union, or rather only one party that 
had power to make itself felt in the councils of the Government. A 
Democratic House was elected in the fall of 1874, but it did not con- 
vene till December, 1875, and the first fiscal year for which it appro- 
priated money began July 1, 1876, and ended June 30, 1877. 

Now, the yearly expenditures upon the Navy during this decade— 
from July 1, 1866, to July 1, 1876—-when Republicans had full control, 
of all a averaged, as shown by the table I have here, in 
round numbers, $23,419,000. 
lere it is: 


Slatement of expenditures for the United States Navy from the fiscal year 
1867 to the year 1876, inelusive. 















Teadgy 1; INO, Lo Tame BDy WME rncccecscosvcecncenpressssvencssssslinnsingioeanaingesntiin’ $31, 034, 011. 04 
July 1, 1867, to June 30, 1868.... 25, 775, 502. 72 
SOT FE ROIR 00 Fee Bs Fe vse ei cca csteccccesins sonstnevecnccssnntpencsebetoonel 20, 000, 757.97 
July 1, 1869, to June 30, 1870..............csee0s 21, 780, 229. 87 
July 1, 1870, to June 30, 1871. 19, 431, 027. 2 
July 1, mn to June 30, 1872. 21, 249, 809. 99 
July 1 1872; to June 30, 1873. 23, 526, 256. 79 
Juiy 1. 1873, to June 30, 187 30, 932, 587. 42 
July 1, 1874, to June 30, aT <n cxiireitgncnniplitubsbiiniciesantibeadeitanatiiins 21, 497, 626. 27 
Srualy 1, UE, toT ee GR BG. cccencesentennessscineaes vahahpatitetininadiaaninnsdainds 18, 963, 309, 82 

Daal ...<20.00100sccrwenenemaneneeetciienteonaisbipenintnebhinaaliiiens sausteebionnal 234, 191, 119, 10 


Yearly average, $23,419,111.91. 

Admiral Porter, in his ‘‘ Naval History of the Civil War,”’ 
page 828: 

When the war ended the United States had attained a 
power, never before reached by the Republic, and could 
either France or England upon the ocean. 


says on 


ition, as a naval 
to beable to meet 


What have we done? | 
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In May, 1876, the same distinguished officer was examined before the 
Whitthorne committee, and he says (see page 7 of Report No. 704, first 
Forty-fourth Congress): 

Our Navy, taken asa whole, is worth nothing, an@® the 
understands that fact the better. 


sooner the country 
Commodore Nicholson, Commander Meade, and other officers testify 
to the same effect. Now, how was it possible that, notwithstanding 
an expenditure in the mean time upon it of $234,000,000, our Navy 
could have been brought down in ten years from the proud position 
which Admiral Porter says it occupied when the war closed to the piti- 
able plight in which he said it was when he testified before the Whit- 
thorne committee ? ‘To emphasize and make still more startling this 
ion, Mr. Speaker, let me call your attention to another decade, 
the 
DECADE FR JULY 1, 1876, TO JULY 
This second decade of our naval history, after the close of our civil 
war, began with the advent of a Democratic House of Representatives 
at the session of 1875-7 The expenditures of the Navy for the fis- 
cal year beginning July 1, 1876, the first year for which a Democratic 
House appropriated, were $4, 904,274.46, in round numbers $5,000,000 
less than for the previous year. The House has been Democratic in 
every Congress, save one, since 1875, and the decade of e xpenditures 
which began with the advent of Democratic rule here shows a saving 
of largely over $80,000,000. Here are the figures, and they speak for 
themselves. The saving in ten years has been enough to build a great 
navy: 


OM 


1, 1886, 


6. 


4 


Expenditures of the Navy from the year 1 


877 to the year 1886, inclusive. 
$14, 059, 035 


17, ; 27 
15, 125, 126. 84 
13,536, 984.74 
15, 686, 671. 66 
15, 032, 646. 2 
15, 288, 437. 
17, 292, 601. 
16. 021, 079. 67 
13, 907, 887.7 
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TE CI citiiicicnnitaknunnsndsitcbcitebnndbivtnlseganbepiiadhdeianuiiasibwuntedibbpan 

Total first decade, 1867 to 1876, inclusive.. ..............ccceceeeese cesses cneees 34, 191, 119. 10 

Total second decade, 1877 to 1886, inclusive.............c.ccccesessesereesees 153, 310, 882. 15 
IS sitchen dina uk ceiteesths etisamasonbdelatns bn tekec anid aiiemebine lice ieiedn 80, 880, 286. 95 


THE DIFFERENCE 

If wededuct from this sum of $80,880, 286.95 the sum of $8,642,019.18, 
which is the difference between the amounts paid in the two decades 
to the personnel of the Navy, we have still left the vast amount of $72,- 

238,267.77 as the difference betw een the two periods, or an average of 
$7,223,000 saved every year after the Democrats began to have power 
in the Government; and I think I shall be able to show, Mr. Speaker, 
before I get through, that if the administration of this Government 
continues to be for ten years from the date when Grover Cleveland 
‘ame in, such as it has been so far we shall build a good navy fora 
far less sum devoted each year to its increase than a Democratic House 
is fairly entitled to claim it actually saved to the country during the 
ten years ending with June, 1886. 

I do not propose to go back into the facts developed by the investi- 
gations by a Democratic House of Representatives twelve years ago. 
To substantiate my proposition as to actual saving on the one hand 
and wasteful extravagance on the other I have cited the record made 
since that investigation, the contrast between the decades preceding 
and following that investigation, the figures showing the expenditures 
in the one and in the other, and I now need only to call attention, as 
samples ef waste and extravagance, to a few of the legacies handed 
down from that first decade even to this day. These speak a language 
which can not be misunderstood. 

One of the legacies to which this Administration succeeded is a lot 
of timber. We have on hand now, in our different navy-yards, live- 
oak timber that cost the people of this country $1,807,502.25. This 
is the table furnished at my request by the Burean of Construction and 
Repair, showing the amounts of timber on hand in different navy- 
yards: 


AND THE REASONS FOR IT. 


LIVE-OAK. 
Wevw. Yorks, 113,961 cuble feet, at $2 c.c.vccsccsscsccvecceceseesssesecees seonctsovesese 
Mare Island, 58,956 cubie feet, at $2... e 
Portsmouth, 169,944 cubic feet, at $2 .. 
Boston, 425, 0454 cubic feet, at $2........ 
League Island, 6,601; cubic feet, — 
Washington, 44 030} cubic feet, at $2 
Norfolk, 233,287 cubie feet, at $2.... 


$227, 922. 0O 
117, 912. 00 
— 908, 00 
7 a, 145. 99 





Here is. a table that shows when that timber was purchased: 
1ane-6r 
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terprise. 
The waste, the profligacy, was everywhere, in all the bureaus; and 


Bureau of Yards and Docks 


Bureau of Provisions and Clothing 


Bureau of Construction and Repair 
¢ 


1874-75... 000000 natiaintemalba ‘ eo . S478, 302. O4 propriated <« L I » is turned 1 
1875- 514, 943. S4 paid back t r 5 
1876~"77....... ates help SGsiniabameiie ‘ 322, 677.64 | 3 g time 10 per cent. was added to the cost in order to ve 
- ———— | expenses. Some ten or twelve years ago it was deemed this 
| aie ies aceite iis ceccoscess by 2UDy F0Ue ae | ‘sailor, and the 10 per cent. was ed, and since that time 
: : . -~ 11 | } eel ged the snik rhere is on hand now 
It was practically all bought at a time, from 1570 to 1877, when all | > dies diets teen teat ahadicieee aie Mie eal oledieines eamiiarinanaee. 
the world was passing rapidly away from wooden ships, at a time when | $437 urd. $ 0. making g 7 and in 
no expert, no man of even common intelligence, could for a moment | ihe We — arselves the question, what is the use for all this oli 
. : . it turns out that th ve re amount é litures for thing the Navy 
have believed it was a prudent purchase; and to-day it is absolutely inn amin Meneame tek hematin ae rig : 
worthless. It is impossible to sell it for any purpose. ‘The manner in for four years and a half. T! sta { ¥ le was in 1875 
which money was wasted in the Bureau of Construction and Repair | iors me since that this tha W is been on hand 
. . *7). : _— ~ ~ til hat bureau Yow, t is en swe 3. wast 
is further illustrated by the Secretary in his report for 1887. I read: | a4 oxtrayacan I teiatat Raa oe eee 5 clot int] 
THE TENNESSEE. | last ten years of $272,000. And there has been a loss reduction in the 
: ! ; -e of clothing on har rhicl d to be reduced in or to adjust it to the 
Among the vessels dropped from the Navy Register and sold curing the past | yr os : n oa oo i hae ae o. : We clined 4 J A 
7 . pt uling vf ng market, of $438,000. 1 other is s Governn 
year is the Tennessee. : A Tae cage hes saat Gna teen endian. tie tens veers. O710.008 and thie 
The account of the oa is stated elsewhe es : ‘ : dor . not o c ur t el cmeanaanta loth. on nade ° 1 shipboar . And the losses 
The history of this vessel is quite interesting and most illustrative. She had d atl th s here. W © eee a. n Snwe sti cain that se! i L¢ 069 De i- ackets 0 
a short life, but, as a consumer of money, & brilliant one. Her hull was built |), stan yh a ee act 915 aiid ahi uininteataatadae tn ah: We 
and she was equipped in the New York navy-yard. Her machinery was de- | ae o oeelion an ce oe z elt + x hae. Wanted 4 
signed and built under contract by the eminent engineer, Mr. John Ericsson, a list f th : di ~e Saas ae i) Mp nd tl sr daenienil eee ye sale = iaadiiinde 
costing $700,000. Her total original cost was $1,856,075.81. Upon her trial trip, Seed — if oa ae advent weep ee so psy te g ase le we — 
in January, 1867, she ran about 1,000 miles. She attained a speed of 16 knots, | YC", an i tales shat th : a vo * pate Os eae cally Slap tyete i 
and made a run of 15 knots per hour for four hours. She encountered a peril- | she oe . — y-Six. a “¥ a edeknien the al oe 
ous storm, described as a hurricane, which continued over twenty-four hours. | }> — OUI CONSIN rat | aoe cy anwm, ° 
on : : : ran ° | Bureau of Clothing ight go to sleep and sleep as ig as Rip Van 
The ship suffered considerably. Thereport of her commander says: i quis Eaeshiest Gand CE testes tele acne eeds ek ta ainaenats : - 
“ The engines moved off finely and worked perfectly during all the storm. | anit Saal after his om erin Malian >this Ties ehtll nell & woas"e. euamnte of 4 
* * * Her machinery is as perfect as it needstobe. It has undergone the se- | ein ae a SEUSBOG, Une US Sek Nee : Pt ae 
verest test and not once found wanting. She is the fastest ship I have ever r But thetruth a a i Ba a a a 
: geen.” Pe St t 1 istha pes K hav > } Hy ia 
1. ; : — |} refuse totakethem. Wher Secretar lers, as \ 1s 
Phe chief engineer says: : , +] hi 1 ] | the worthless goods on hand the Government will pocket another loss of 
; “If the strength and workmanship of the machinery can not be depended } t] $100 000 ere | ~ ee oe ee eid diate ena aa ; 
upon then no reliance is to be placed upon the performance of any steam ma- | eae Shane; Pe : , ret tee ad i a ; Seni i th , 
ehinery with which I am acquainted.” ass lh if waueit ante aa Seal xi ae my ot 
Two years afterwards she underwent what was called ‘‘ repairs,’ andthe sum | } a a ee ere = iraeenan eal senieiateimnen iemaiate 
of $576,799.61 was spent upon her; all but $73,000 of this was puton her hulland | O4* Sars supply of caps, | eo ‘PI mien — , 
equipment. It was the full price of a new wooden hull of her size at thattime. | 5UPP*Y of beots 
This was from 1869 to 1871. She then made a cruise of three months and went | Again I read, further on: 
into the hands of Mr. John Roach to enable him to take out the machinery and | iiienditneates tintin : d Recruiti 1 ; ate § 
boilers of John Ericsson and substitute others of superior character. It was | thi aati addict ae sSkaes: ts tak einer ani FR itty Ta apnereting otis ; 
among other things expected to give the ship a 14}-knot speed for twenty-four | € masirthe na Ghad . sa to < juip a ship, When we leak: i iin Stee Teaoeennter ites, Maal if 
hours. Bt nehoem beer a. Upto whee i Siig mere iberliapsiamay we mote alice aa eo 1 
When she hed her trial of this new machinery in 1875 her maximum speed | * Me iintioeniein chief of ee eee i ss se - acacia . in Gaandenaiene i 
was 10} knots, and she had had put upon her an expense of $501,713.60 in addi- | som find that the ees + im di a ™ the B : ial } : naan as | puitis E 
tion to the value of her machinery and boilers taken in trade by Mr. Roach at Siemens as a = erates SER ca catalina 1 nantes d 
$65,000. This machinery had cost $700,000; had not been in actual service six | aad on ee ee a ‘il des item echalie. Radbiotn wae 3? ied seetiatneee ( 
months; had never been surveyed and condemned by aboard of Government | S'S a? Chau ee Schley. Alte at ae udiiausa: tina aahenine hich I ‘i 
officers, nor its value fixed by any Government board, but it was sold to Mr. | ome . vide re Sie isles ctesthamhadie amen manana oa ; 
‘ lave made I iis f cs, We ave cnough to sé e ou resent iNi r - ¢ 
Roach as old iron. it eerie ceed a ay I 
That is to say, between 1869 and 1875 the Tennessee had had three months’ “Tt aggre find extrava on in, other ti nstance there are t! 
service and had cost in repairs and improvements $1,443,513.21. ated s ee sees ye 8 : ee = pee pr oemetpsaion apr 
This was largely in excess of a fair price for a new ship of her characteristics. | “Pectacte-troms, used hi aan eran aa th 
Twelve years afterwards (on April 4, 1887) she is condemned by the Statutory | ane ae oo the “ 7 - adel eee 
Board as unseaworthy and not worth repairing, and ordered sold, having had << er i tet « mp agle ; ctl os tein 4 
put upon her between 1875 and 1887 the additional sum of $577,716.17. She | ‘ 71 and — a > " 
brought $34,525 at the auction sale. She had cost the Government $3,800,000 in | 2°°4 #8S 40¢~- ce ; ; Be ; 
round numbers and had done about ten years of active service, outside of repair | Mr. Speaker, it is well known that old and « mdemned property 
shops and navy-yards. property that has ceased to be valuable to the Government, brings very 
: . ss] ys . : 
Another specimen; look at a table I have here, and which I shall | jj¢¢je at public sale. Now, Secretary Whitney, in order to get rid 
allude to further hereafter. It gives, among other things, the names | wyot was utterly valueless to the Government, has had a thorough over- 
of our present wooden vessels, the dates when they were built, and | panling of the navy-yards made. an inventory taken. and sales | 
the cost per ton of displacement. The Alliance, a wooden vessel, was | fo)Jowed. During the year en: Tecan, 1s Te: 4 aaaie, eieandl 
built from 1873-1876. She cost $446.20 per ton. The Enterprise, a | 2912 9094.16. Here is the tab! 
wooden vessel, was built from 1873-1876. She cost $402.37 per ton. ca : ae ; , 
The Yantic, a wooden vessel, was built in 1864. She is the only war- | +!*! ®) condemned propery ) 9. y Aepari } joan 
built vessel remaining. She was built when, if ever, extravagance was ona : nee : 
* . . vessels i i . 
excusable, built at a time when currency was at a much greater dis- | Go,demned marine clothing... ; 
count than it was from 1873 to 1876; and yet her cost was only $258.61 | Condemned public property........... sia i 3 
per ton; not much more than half the cost of the Alliance and the En- | Condemned miscellancous articles 


out of the débris left over in our navy-yards and store-houses from that | Bureau ~ er ee ering. 
i j t hi } ; : : sures Me ineand Surgery.. 
first decade, the figures for which I have cited, it has been possible to | puree oe ee tion, , . 
effect economies even during the present Administration. To illus- | Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting ae 65 
trate: Bureau of Ordnance. 

The first bill appropriating money for the Navy after this Adminis- 


I L \ . ’ ; l Total. 
tration came in was passed during the first session of the Forty-ninth 





C . Now, sir, I have said enough on this point. There can | 
g . . 1 . ; 4 
—— : . . 1 verdict from the public. First, that must be that the administration 
For the ordinary current expenditures of the Navy for the fiscal year of naval affairs from 1866 to 1876 was absolut ad by] 
Lat © ‘ 887. the ¢ iations i f : soniene: tien ‘ aval aflairs fron } 187 vbsolutely i 
ending June 30, 1887, the appropriations in that bill were less by ondly, that a Democratic House has, since 1875-"7 ived to the coun- 


$493,136,42 than for the previous year. The amounts appropriated, 
however, were sufficient, for the deficiencies under the bill were less, 
as the results show, than $8,000, and more than that sum was turned 
back into the Treasury. In addition to the reductions in appropria- 
tions for that year the House Committee on Naval Affairs recommended 
and the Congress turned back into the Treasury moneys theretofore 
standing to the credit of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, and 
operating, because not needed, as a continuing temptation to extrava- 


try enough money to build a great 1 

Now let us inquire what was the 
ginning of the third decade after the I 
which began, as we are counting, July 1, 1886? 





DECADE BEGINNING JULY 1, 1856—<« 
It is all shown here in this table, 
the House Committee on Naval Aff: 


aN: ty Ran oo 











ee 


gance, the sum of $250,000 from the clothing fund and $75,000 from | telligence office. [t shows first the condition of the \: 
the small-stores fund. it compares the Navy of 1886 with the Navy of 1861 
How these results were accomplished will be partly shown by read- OUR NAVY 
ing some extracts from what I said on this floor in explanation of the Vessels s¢ 
bill when it was before the House in May, 1886. Speaking of the ex- First eee 
travagance of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing and alluding to | third rate 
frands in connection with that bureau, which had been committed | Fourth rate..... 
many years back, but the effects of which reached down to the present, | Torpedo rams... 0. .seeneees soeens 4 
I said: 23 ; 
As far back as 1843 the present system was established by which the Govern- Un cable, requiring ex 4 
ment furnishes to sailors their clothing, charging them cost price for it, and the | First rates.....cc....cce0e seeesseee mhieiiichednueiibmtantive ‘ ‘7 
? 
: 
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n-clad vessels requiring more or less repairs to make them serviceable, 


Montlore (06 for thavhor Gatamwe Gilg oss ccesccnseccsensécasececscersccesesssaventmbtvorovsseeei l4 
Monitors launched and waiting appropriation in order to complete them... 5 
Tugs diaines : peu pnbdeann cecsetocebuahiptin ditphnaghwenonip. oh viiieseddoionmbauiies 13 
WOOGER GREENE VORB ee «ceases ctewesens sucess e000 <a qenpennne nee nsontptbecsdwpaedteaiesnenbareienveusianes 12 
44 

DONE sincsniacivecndetsvienniasetensanisiies Vebadillatettiiiiaiihine Maiti ctahallideiasdbliaebiaidineinmaisaii 86 

Tt will be seen that there are thirty-eight steamers classed as serviceable. Of 


this number eight were already in commission in 1860, and sixteen were in 
commission in 1865. Not one is of modern type, nor has any one of them mod- 
ern machinery or armament. 

The four first rates requiring extensive repairs are old steam frigates of obso- 
lete type and quite unfit for active service. The fourteen ironclads are of the 
old type of monitor, ill protected, of exceedingly low speed, armed with guns 
long since out of date, and fit for harbor service only. 

The five armored vessels launched and awaiting appropriation are the double- 
turreted monitors, for the completion of which appropriation is now desired. 

‘Tugs and sailing vessels can not be counted as forming part of a nation’s fleet, 
80 that in examining our naval strength to-day we find that it consists of thirty- 
eight steamers of obsolete type, two-thirds of which were designed or com- 
pleted before the close of the civil war. 

This statement does not include the steel cruisers now approaching comple- 
tion. 


Strength of the Navy in 1860 and 1886. 


1860. 
































































| i he 
Description. No. Tonnage Displace 
| i ment, 

SAILING VESSELS. | 
Ships of the line 16, 377 | 26, 039 
TROND... .nipineodanssosernes 17, 163 | 27, 426 
Hoops of war............. 19, 251 | 25, 026 
Brigs saaiiitie 763 | 992 
Store-ships, receiving ships, etc 7, 682 10, 854 
| ee 61, 236 90, 337 
STEAMERS, | | oe 
ha it 5.1. isa ticinssvciin steve veninks celdbdSui tepasan Seelinaiie | 6} 20,980} 28,990 
PERS IBN t vsviercrstisscc nents -|10| 19,956 29, 732 
Second-ciass sloops....... 9 8, 291 13, 151 
Third-class sloops...............000+ ; 9] 4, 213 *5, 476 
DONG sds serercavnscicssqctsese ssn evorsacenniaenach inte cng ninapheerenvesaiaainh 2 | 599 | #792 
Re ake sec venbsde svcwss cin piciynvavecdon tied wibbioosbeneiabenbanieieeen 36; 54,039 +78, 141 
SS —=——VSS a —= 
COU CIE oso ncsris cece sonssasasnelisindimectinentnntasesial 4 115, 275 168, 478 

1886, 

Steamers serviceable : 
PEER: PROD ics cecen cdoccsséence en esrescvercnsevsceeosecorsevencccepesuesees ll 2, 840 | 4, 844 
Second rate.. i]t 17,585 | 31,550 
Third rate....... 9} 13,560 | 28, 880 
Fourth rate 5| 2,516 3, 465 
‘Torpedo-rams 2} 749 | 1, 950 
Pe sn vicetovessnsssevdenianeseiggs: bntvieaiatiteematanetaa ieee 38 37,250 | 170,685 
Armored vessels needing considerable repairs: | oe 
MOnMOUGG 6. 1ns.0esccaccener bansclonilade vote visevedessvanceces 14 7,268 | 27,600 
Mouitors awaiting appropriations, ...........ccceeccseseesesees 5 | 6, 974 | 21,260 
SOO ssn condos ven nnnvectbnienets ccvescapuccucscuabionponmetvaperimeenl 19 14, 242 48, 860 

Miscellaneous unfit for service at sea: | 
QS ee ee ee | 4) 12,6638 19, 047 
i icscment 13 | 2,775 | #4, 639 
Sailing vessels 12; 15,070 23, 586 
os hirer cin cmraitstapiceninencipieionleele 29| 30,508} 47,272 
MINE GOUIAN, 0 c0iscsnncisccctesnndinssdedévdsvesthiassdiuansaeial 86 | 7 





* Estimated, 

j The steamer displacement, 78,141 tons, was all effective and of most approved 
7 | OF the serviceable steamer displacement, 70,685 tons, 16,275 tons belong to 
vessels which were in service in 1860, 

2 Vit for harbor defense only. 

‘This table shows that we had, all told, 84 vessels in 1860 and 86 ves- 
sels in 1836; but if we count out tenders, store-ships, and receiving- 
ships we had, in 1860 73 vessels, and counting out the unserviceable 
ships we had in 1886 only 38 vessels. The tonnage of the 73 vessels we 
had in 1860 was 106,994; the tonnage of the 38 serviceable vessels we 
had in 1886 was 37,250. If we countall the vesselswe hadin 1886, in- 
cluding those in rotten row, their tonnage was only 82,000, while the 
tonnage of all our vessels in 1860 was 115,573. 

When we take into consideration the further fact that in 1860 our 
guts and ships were largely of the most approved types, and that in 1886 
we had not atloat a gun or vessel equal to the requirements of a modern 
navy, we can form some idea of what was the real situation when our 
new navy was begun. Since this table was made out some of these 
ships have gone out of service, and we have now only twenty-five of 
the old vessels left, and these are passing rapidly away. It is now 
nearly a year since the Chief Constructor said, in his report, that in 
aix years we should have but four of our present wooden vessels left, 


pan an oe 
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and that in nine years they would allbe gone. The Hartford is already 
so much decayed that she can not be repaired for 20 percent. of ‘er 
original cost, but the House of Representatives has passed a special 
act for her preservation. If the Senate, which has now had the bill for 
months, will only agree to it, she is to be kept, like the old Consti- 
tution, as a memorial, a patriotic relic of the historic past. 

To give a still clearer idea of our old Navy, I have another table 
here, prepared in the Bureau of Construction and Repair, It is the 
table that shows, as I said, the cost of each of our wooden vessels. It 
gives also the date when each vessel was built, its cost, and the cost 
of repairs. In connection with this table, and as bearing on the same 
subject, I have here an indorsement made by Secretary Whitney in 
due course of business on a recommendation that he should order cer- 
tain repairs on the Palos. I will not stop to read these papers now, 
but will publish them in the Recorp, and if gentlemen will read them 
there and study them I think they will justify what your committee 
have insisted on both in the last Congress and in this, that is, the cut- 
ting down with firm hand of the appropriations for repairing our old 
ships. 

We have sought to exercise a wise liberality in the repair and pres- 
ervation of our navy-yards, in putting three of them, the Norfolk, 
Brooklyn, and San Francisco yards, in condition to build and repair 
modern ships with modern tools; we have appropriated money enough 
to fully equip the Washington navy-yard to build the very best class 
of modern guns, but we do not believe it prudent or wise to expend 
large sums of money in repairing our old ships. Let gentlemen study 
this table and this indorsement for themselves. 


Table showing wooden ships of old Navy, when built, probable length of 
service, ete. 
[From Bureau of Construction and Repair. ]} 



















i tm ee a) ms Oo, 
|, | 8a sa] = |e | 35 
| s || 84,8 | 88] sag | eed] ec 
Nameofves- | 3 | 8 | 6 une ee wi |“e@|,° 
sel. 2 g | @aog, 23 = “ |e Om ss 
oe ££} tes | ™e sep | °° 8 | ak 
eo | B | BESS 22 oss geo8\4 
. |} 2 | poe 6a 8a oma | & 
| = ma | © Oo | < o fa 
|---| — : ; ‘eae 
Years 
FANG ccsscisen ees 1873-77, 3, 900 $1, 451, 592. 37 $372.20; $615,477.29 $157. 81 6 
Lancaster..........| 1858 | 3,250! | 670,081.00| 206.14 770,857.94! 231.03 3 
Brooklyn........... 1858 3,000, 417,921.00) 139.30) 1,732,517.78, 577.55 6 
Pensacola .........| 1858-’62) 3,000 773, 573.02) 257. 85) 2,048, 222.28) 682.74 6 
Hartford...... ab 1858 2, 900 502, 650. 00; 138.84) 1,597,600.21) 550. 68 ) 
Richmond. 1858 | 2,700 556,259.00 209.72) 1,554,480.81) 575.73 5 
Omaha....... 1867-69) 2,400, 892,178.84) 371.07, 678,595.56, 282.76 3) 
Vandalia. 1872-"76, 2,100 899, 337.44) 428. 25) 21,292.01, 200.61 9 
Juniata. 1862 | 1,900 364, 820, 00) 192.01) 1, 184,697.45 623.52 3 
Ossipee........ / _ 1861__| 1,900, 407,064.20) 214.24) 1,510,991.10| 794.73 5 
Quinnebaug.......| 1871-77, 1, 900 720, 113.69 139.00) 113,228.29 59. 59 (¥) 
Bwatara......ccc0 | 4872 | 1,900); 605,648.65) 318.76) 514,687.13, 270.88 6 
Galena.... .| 1871-78, 1,900; 841, 780.12) 443.01) 158,316.60, 83.32 4 
Marion ... .| 1871~"75| 1,900 742,319.41) 390. 69 303, 886.27| 159. 94 { 
Mohican... .-| 187283 1,900! 409, 895.12) 215.73) 71,601.50| 37.68 9 
Iroquois.... .| 1358 1,575, 307,155.00) 195.01) 1, 114, 967.3 707.91 6 
Kearsarge........./ 1861 | 1,550) 286,918.00 184.84) 1, 082,672.68, 697.85 6 
Adams.......000.:...| 1874-°76, 1,375 500, 879.98 364.27| 329,031.37) 240.02 5 
Alliance .. | 1873-76 1,375 613,533.45 446.20 279, 446.05; 203.24 5 
Essex......... | 1874-76! 1,375 539, 384.31) 392.26; 301,453.98) 219.24 5 
Enterprise. -| 1873-76) 1,375 553, 266. 86) 402.37) 307,218.81) 223.44 5 
BEESIG 4. ..00000. ..| 1873-79 1,375) 516,038.61) 374.57; 179,394.56, 130.47 t 
Tallapoosa | 1874 | 1,270, 306,669.15) 241.49} 303,449.77} 238.97 5 
Yantic.... | 1864 900 232,757.15 258.61, 623,426.40) 692.69 2 
Despatch ..| 1874 560 106, 222. 84) 295. 06) 239, 850. 64) 428. 30 J 
GENE isnastinbenesns yeaa eiiciceinascduabielntaea tobias Lica tncendedinaenankebecLeabarnbianss 9 





*if repaired. + Six months. 


Nore.—Vessels put permanently out of commission since March 4, 1885, Pow- 
hatan, Tennessee, Shenandoah, Wachusett, Lackawanna, 


t Purchased from England. 


[Indorsement—Palos. ] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, August 1, 1887. 

This indorsement suggests the expenditure of the sum of about $56,000 upon 
the Palos. 

The Palos isan iron tug of about 300 tons; twenty-two years old and is in no re- 
spect a war vessel as now understood. She cost originally, in 1865, $125,000 when 
iron was twice its present price, and could probably be built new now for $50,000. 
She has cost in repairs since she was originally built $183,248.69. She is kept on 
the China station as a substitute for a vessel of war on account of her light 
draught, which enables her to visit the rivers and shallow bays. _ 

I donot approve of these proposed repairs. We are not responsible for tle 
maintenance or non-maintenance of the Navy; but we are for the proper ex- 
penditure of our . The excuse that we must keep her afloat, or 
otherwise we shall have no vessel to take her place, isa matter for Congress. 
We can not justify spending $50,000 upon the old iron tug as a vessel of war, ex- 
cept upon the ground that Seagrens has not made other provision for this serv- 
ice, which is a matter for Congress and not for us to consider. 

Nothing has done so much to defeat the qogveninas as the willingness of 
the Department to spend money upon worthless things, ; 

These reports show that an expenditure of about $4,000 will put the Palos in 
shape for another year and a half, within which time something cou'd be 
built fitted for the service, and which would not disgrace the country in case of 
war. One shot from even a modern machine-gun would destroy the ma- 
chinery of the Palos and end her career. I do not believe in spending money 
on this kind. I do not fail to cqunetete and credit the responsibility which the 
bureaus feel; but I think that by this time, after I have antagonized so often 
this kind of reasoning, I ought to be relieved from this sort of reeommenéation. 

W. C. WHITNEY, 
m Secretary of the Navy 





1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


I have come now to the period of Democratic control of the Navy. 
To be entirely fair, I desire to say here that ones President Cleveland 
came in the Republicans in both Houses of Congress have voted with 
the Democrats for all the appropriations forthe new Navy. Now the 
first question this Democratic Administration had to deal with in rela- 
tio to the Navy which it had determined to build up was as to what 
should be done with the monitors the gentleman a Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON | has spokenof. He says he has frequently heard Democrats 
on this floor say they were worthless and ought to be thrown away. 

That, sir, was a very serious question. What should be done with 
them? They had been begun in 1874 and 1875 without any authority 


of law. After the fashion of those days, the Navy Department was a | 


law unto itself. These vessels, when completed, would be very slow, 


but Secretary Whitney considered the question without reference to 


whether these vessels ought even to have been commenced, without 
any political bias, which very naturally often influenced Democrats on 
this floor when they were outraged at the lawlessness and extravagance 
of Republican administration in those days, and he decided that, while 
he would not have laid down or become responsible for such vessels as 
these, yet, as so much money had been expended upon them and as 
they would be effective as coast-defense vessels, slow as they were, it 
would be bettertoarmorthemand complete them. So he requested the 
House Naval Committee to have their completion lawfully authorized. 

We use these vessels like we sometimes use the canvass, the canvass 
we have fallen heir to, even though it is not the best—use it because it 
is more economical and better than to throw it away. 

This is a splendid illustration of the spirit that animates this Ad- 
ministration in all its branches—the good of the country first and all 
the time. We seek no advantage to party at the sacrifice of country. 

When this Administration came in it also found three new steel 
cruisers, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, and a dispatch boat, the Dol- 
phin, contracted for under Secretary Chandler and authorized by the act 
of March 3, 1883, wellon the way towards completion. These have all 
been practically completed. 

The Administration also found authority, under the act of March 3, 
1885, to build two cruisers and two gunboats. Under this act con- 
tracts were made with Cramp & Sons, at Philadelphia, to build the 
cruiser Newark and the gunboat Yorktown; with the Union Iron 
Works, at San Francisco, to build the cruiser Charleston, and with the 


Columbia Iron Works, at Baltimore, to build the gunboat Petrel. The | 


Secretary of the Navy,impressed with the conviction that an unarmored 
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; cruiser to be useful must be swift, required of the builder of t \ 





0 tons. about 13 10ts 
ull vesse can not ttal great peed witl t the sag ce ¢ sea 
| going quali ‘ Lo li them ort mia ery necessary to arive 
| them rapidly would absorb the space and capacity necessary for coal 
| and crew and armament 
rs PASSED I i \ 

} The fir t appro. od by Preside Clevelan th t ‘ he 
Navy was tl iw of August 3, 1836 Under this a ! have 
been made, ! for the swift cruiser Baltimore, 4,413 t vith 

| guaranty of 9,000 horse-power, which, it is expected, will sec at 

| least 19 knots an hour, and, secondly, tor the Vesuvius, carrying pneu- 
matic guns to throw dynamite shells, and warranted to make 20 knots 

}an hour. Under this act the Secretary has also begun to build the 


| Maine, an armored battle-ship of 6,648 tons, in the New York navy- 

yard, and the Texas, an armored cruiser of 6,300 tons, at Norfolk. 
This was the act authorizing the completion of the double-turreted 

monitors Puritan, ae tons displacement, and the Amphitrite, Mo- 

| nadnock, and Terror, of 3,815 tons displacement each. These are to be 
heavily armored, and anita have been made with the Bethlehem 
Iron Company, near Philadelphia, to furnish armor for these and other 
vessels which it is believed will equal the best in the world. 

The next act for the increase of the Navy was the law of March 3, 
1887. Under this law contracts have been made with the Union Iron 
Works for the construction of the San Francisco, and with Cramp & 
Sons for the construction of the Philadelphia, both to be swift cruisers 
guarantied to make not less than 19 knots an hour. Under the same 
act contracts were made with N. F. Palmer & Co. for the construction 

| of the gunboats Concord and Bennington, sisters to the Yorktown. 

The total limited cost of all the vessels so far begun or contracted for 
by this Administration, including the armoring of the monitors, is $19,- 
993,046, 

I present herewith a table from which it will be seen that the price 
of each vessel under contractis largely within the limit affixed by law. 
In this table is shown the exact condition of every appropriation 
which has heretofore been placed at the disposal of this Administration 

| for the construction of vessels. 





ACT MARCH 3, 1885. 














Paid on account 

































ga Ba € o1 
Name of ship. — Contract price, Remarks. Amo e ; hand June! 
st. = ippropria , oa 
Hull. Machinery. — Net paid ; 1588. 
aLIO 
Newark (cruiser 1).........2+...cceees00s $1, 300, 000 $1, 248, 000. 00 alicia sealing No payment made 
Charleston (cruiser 2) 1, 100, 000 | 1, 017, 500.00 4 $344. 550. 00 $265, 950.00 $61,050 $549, 450.00 | Six payments 
Yorktown (gunboat 1 520. 000 155, 000.00 | 214,000. 00 150, 000.00 | 36, 400 27,600.00 | Eight payments $1 895. ( og ROR oF 
Petrel ......000....2000erseeee0 275, 000 247,000.00 | 46,700.00 | 27,400.00 | 7,410 . Riaiccthdaaniaias oad _ me 
Less penalty, 78 days, $ 1, 950 64,740.00 | Three payments... 
} *90, 536. 34 
OIE incsittnctcinnncanetieninnnieieinniia 3, 195, 000 Bi GER GER GP Fincentsienietidedeenwene 1, 082 
ACT AUGUST 3, 1886. 
Baltimore (cruiser 3)...............006 $1, 500, 000 | $1, 325, 000 '$601, 854. 99 $325, 645.01 $92,750 | $834,750.00 | Seven payments.. 
Dynamite gun cruiser................ 350, 000 350,000 | 133, 000. 00 112, 000.00 | 73,500 171, 500. 00 |......dlo............<... | 
ON frie eda heeteepoanidionat . 2,500,000 PON GN IO Bessa cccaccncercel cacsccccsnevecvbeces a 
York yard, | 
oe etna 2,500,000 | Building at Nor- |............0..c0:/sessecsseseeese seers 16, 850, 00 | 
folk yard, 
PGE MOOG ocnnssschvsccesnss :erese reser 100, 000 ? $2,500,000 $1 82.76 
Tools to build Maine and Texas. IY Titel clied AfUDaecaninddl itdckcsene)dsvusssldeecdintcesecsevsedcalseneteaveuiefiseugeanesaeces 'ecsses ovnedeoes 
Puritan, Amphitrite, Monad- 3, 178, 046 18, 469.79 
nock, Terror. 
eG ED Ncccevcevcanenes | 
Nh SO ire eres BisaeAditiameet ti oe = cuit 1, 144, 447. 66 |............ 
_———— ~ > —_--— ~ = 
ACT MARCH 3, 1587. 
Philadelphia (cruiser 4)............ Ll es 000, 000 § $1, 350, 000 $132.17 70.45 | $2, 829.55 $13,500 $121,500 | One payment 
San Francisco (cruiser 5) oo 1, 428, 000 |........-ccccceee e ae eee No payment 
Concord (gunboat 3).. 550, 000 490,000 | 16, 950.20 |"””'32, 049.80 | 4, 900 44,100 | One payment 
Bennington (gunboat 4)............... 550, 000 490,000 | 11,607.52 37,392.48 | 4,900 44, 000 patina 1,000 $1 i2 
| 17, 412.53 |...... se reneme 

I atte cintvinccceutensecetons wotedss 4, 100, 000 | Bi FRG fecvccccevccscnsses leosenensbecseeses ‘ ‘ 227, 112.53 

T he sum of $2,420, 000 was appropriated under the above act to complete the five double- turr ted monitors, the four vessels autho: i by of Mar ; 
1885, and the vessels authorized by the act of August 3, 1886. Expended out of the above appropriation on account of « omple ing the Miant ' att New 
York yard, $115,572.07, for building the new turrets, pilot- houses, armored ventilation and smoke-stac _ alteration of hull and decks to 1 ve the ror 
and miscellaneous work required to complete the hull, boats, blocks, furniture, ete. Balance on hand, $2,299,393.69. 

* Expended in making and altering designs, copying and preparing specifications, making mod tel, preparing schedule of material, miscellaneous t 
the several navy-yards, weighing and inspecting material, making detail plans of all parts of the vessel during construction as taken from the work; | ‘ 
masts, spars, boats, blocks, furniture, cooperage, etc., for Yorktown, and all other work not required by the contract coming under t cognizance this 
bureau. 

t Expended for docking, cleaning, and painting; ship-keepers; care and preservation; making plans and specifications. 

| Expended in making designs; copying plans and specifications ; laying down Maine and Texas; making patterns 1 and models; preparing schedu L- 
terials: miscellaneous work at the several ship-yards; weighing and inspecting materials, making detail plans of all parts of ‘tl 16 Vess luring const tion 
as taken from the work ; miscellaneous work not required by the contract. 

¢ Expended for making new designs, copying plans and specifications, preparing schedule of materials, miscellaneous work at the several navy-yards. weigh- 


ing and ——— materials, making detail plans of all parts of the vessels during construction as taken from the work, making models,ete.; miscellaneous 


work not required by contract. 
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RECAPITULATIO? oe 
es 
otal Amount 
Not For what purpose. limited appro- $ 
cost priated 
~~ 
Ma 188 To build Newark, Charleston, Yorktown, Petrel.. : aati * spepdtinsssmmentinbadiianemmibat sume cubieiaiainmineaitae $3, 195, 000 
315% To build Baltimore, dynamite-gun cruiser, Maine, Texas; to complete Puri Amphitrite . Monadno k, Terror; to pur 
chase tools . suevigaempasthet cr taneapsontas .aptiye scesabunsuestbebesetuteseversneess sbedettnebiedeneincndanenansmaeneteetanbersta 10, 278, 046 
Ta , 1887 «6To build Philadelphia, San Francisco, Concord Ben nington cinee Sunil silat meiuiilannoes greene 4, 100, 000 
Mar 1887 te compas ste the five double turreted monitors, ‘the four vessels authori ed by act of March 3, 1885, and the vessels author- 
d by act March 3, 15s¢ . ane evssovevomess pti aus santtlinanpratnaiilb-tenuniiiis dnd 2, 420, 000 2, 420, 000 
DOORL .sccngscrcsscecoscosostesnssvccensuananseasnsoneses soceseosescessareresens season 19, 993, 046 8 000 
Paha) Bae ee Ie VE, SN i a ee Cla re ci acccnnctiees dv opiinanadhaeidanininiivncns cinnnnitiiitnatiitiataiastinien wisiieannniieiiinia tinemnngtbibiaiad bilan $19, 993, 046 
Total appropriated . 8,315, 000 
Total required to complete acounsgas neciaienianeniniaad eaten Spcinntniiniieitdneiiaes ; ciated Dilibidaaibaa uimetignntiitiinnlaiimntnieninse anal peiebesenas 11, 678, 046 


I have here another table that shows at a glance the character, the jected for our new navy. It also shows the new ships carried jn this 
displacement tonnage, the actual, expected, or guarantied speed or | bill. 
horse-power, and the armament of every vessel built, building, or pro- Here it is: 


Tables of vessels of the United States Navy. 
ARMORED VESSELS—DOUBLE-TURRETED. 

























j 
o& ; | so 
ps | gs | 3 ES 
| 3] hee Be ee 
rrr |} v= = qa |oas 
Name of vessel, Type. | 3 Where built. Condition. -s a ¢ | ° Sw. 
i ‘es i ia & s ° a} 
; = 5 sS ot S Sok 
| 3 | Sei S| ¢ | a | ase 
|S e2/ & x | z s°* 
| My} oS a a a x 
Ft Ft. Ft | Tons. | 
Puritan, ......+-cccceeessesees ...«.»| Double-turreted monitor...| 1875 | Roach’s yard, Chester, Pa............... Awaiting completion 230/60 | 18 6, 060 3,500 
Miat ntonomoh. cenavensneupiiniannaal (BD onc cccccncenittotagnsnnveeiel MEE Iams NE iiciiidiieipahattvecenedhininestsbectene sonsuanl is 250 | 55} 14 13 8, 815 1, 426 
AMaplritTite.......cc0cs serccrsseccceceloocesorad do Harlan & Hollingsw orth, Wilm BERG |. nsconnad do 250 | 554 14 ii 3, 815 1, 600 
| ton, Del. | | 
Monadnock .... nspemnesetiniipmennentll EE United States navy-yard,S an Fran .......... WD caceatietsacsccitvcoreiehasena 250 | 55} 14 13] 8,815] 1,600 
cisco, Cal. | 
Terror..... — — Cramp’s, Philadelphia, oo a elicit «tae 14 13 3,815 | 1,600 
Armored battle Ship.......0+ Belted | United States navy-yard, Norfolk, Pre paring w ays heananennneadiin 290 | G4y, | 22 6 6, 300 8, 600 
Va. 
Armored Cruise? ......000000000+|eccescesd RO rcincennioninaia a United States navy-yard, New .......... NE cicntdhsitdneninticieabinaiaiee 310 | 57 | 21 6 6, 648 8, 750 
| York. 
Coast-defense vessel.........../...... paodineil svcstecsesenssncoeslecosssons| Pim® Bing perfected............cccces i scseinieaionseaniiehiaianbisteiiniipiint tail ia alia al aie inten cieneemnese 
is Batteries. Armor. s 
a a oe 
a ~ Sk 
. a4 | oa a ate t rize 
Name of vessel. Type of engines. s |} a2 ae <a riz 
j co | Main. | Secondary. s 23 o8 
| 9 | | oS i Ba 
& | a. et ae 
|} @ | Q a 0 
Puritan iii enitiliniaent caine Twin-serew horizontal 13 | 410” B.L.B......... 2 6-pdrs. R. F., 2 3-pdrs. R. | 12” ll’ |) 6 {| Mar. 3, 1885, Aug. 8, 
compound, | j F.,237™= KR. O., 2 Gat- | @e 7 1886, Mar. 3, 1887, 
| | lings. | «Ss | 
Miantonomoh sesvereevececeves! I Win-screw inclined come | 10.5 |......0 .....cceseeeeers 2 6-pdrs. R. F.,237"™ B.C., | 7” lly” jt Sor } Do. 
r pound, 2 Gatlings. | | gs | 
Amphitrite. do.. aienieacaiielndoandiel RD .covnienviniviiviichie a oe ar hi lle Do. 
Monadnock tai .do mm) wri] of | Do. 
error sia SU aia Ss i. oontininteaelaeniead | RRS EL i v1 ae th. © Do. 
Armored batt SR ccrcsnewns Twin-screw vertical triple | 17 | R66" 46-pdrs., 43- — Soy oe . 2” 12” $2,376,000 | Aug. 3, 1886; 
expansion | B.L. R. 4 47=™ R.C.,, 4 37=" R.C.,4 | 
| ——. 
Armored cruiser......... pevelucensinndRicempenansasseuteiedameli al 410’ B.L.R.,66” | 4 6pdrs., 4 3-pdrs., 4 47™™= | 11” 10} 2, 484, 508 Do. 
| BLR. R.C., 937=" R.C., 4 Gat- 


| 
| | lings. | 
j | 

| ' 


The present bill carries another armored cruiser of 7,500 tons dis- thority from Congress and partially built oy femer edministestions 
placement. She is expected to make 19 knots. The first five vessels | from time to time out of general appropriations. 
above named are the monitors spoken of as begun without any au- 
UNARMORED STEEL AND IRON VESSELS, 

















| | Dimensions. | eee Batteries 
} es | | 
TE a | | | ~ - -_ - aD 
aa ‘ cn 
igo5 e | § | 58) E | 
Name Type. | Where built. Condition. as e 8 oo Type of engines. = | 
| 3 & a S a2 & 
|S iSéssi < 2 = 2 a Main. Secondary. 
5 Boel die lal ws | 3 | 
i: sesi¢i¢| 8 | a4 2 | 
| be he ais ials a 
oceania ~ |__|] —__|— sinstiio i ‘ a 
i | Feet. |Feet.| Feet. | Tons. 
Chicago .............| Protected |1883) Roach’s ............ Commissioned.| 315 | 48} 19 | 4,500) “5,000 Twin screw compound, | 14.0 | 4 8” B.L.R. 2 6-pdrs. 
cruiser. overhead beam. | 8 6” BL. R. 4 47™" B.C. 
| 2 5” BL. RB. 2 37==™ KR. C. 
2 1-pdrs. 
| — 2 Gatlings. 
RO ceasisitexioncthccscsd GO .....+00+| 1882) .....O.c000e dev eouitnsladecel BO cecervverrversny BiG | 3, 189 3,780 Single screw horizontal 14.0 2 8” B.L.R. 2 Gatlings. 
i | compound, 66" R.L.R. | 2 6pdrs. 
| | | 2 3-pdrs. 
2 47=" R. O, 
| j 2 372" KR. O 
, | 2 1-pdrs. 
*Estimated. 
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A RI AND IRON VES 
Y) sions 
. te . 
Name rype : Where built Condition. = & I ‘ 
4 Z & = é 
+f a i a 
t. |Feet.| J j 
Atlanta sees) Protected 1882 Rog 3 ‘ Commissioned.) 270 | 42 17 3,1 . s tal Ss + 
cruiser, 
Dolphin..............| Dispatch (1882 do. do... 240 S v 
vessel. 
Newark...... ...| Protected Cramp’s ‘ Building LO | 4 Is? 4 Cw v 
cruiser, ‘ 
Charleston... lo.. iss? Union Iron er 200) ’ 
Works 
Baltimore...........| .....d0 1887, Cramp’s do ae 315 | 48) l f 
< } I i 
Philadelphia ,.ao.. eon’ en do gaa 315 45\ 1 324 I 
San Francisco.. ..|......do........ . Union [ron }......d0.....0. 10 49 18 
Works. 
Yorktown .......... Cruiser ..... 1887, Cramp’s......... do — 230 36 14 ¢ L.1 ( 
en 1887 Columbian Iro1 do 75 | Sl li ( ] tal { I 
Works, Balti- 
more 
2 ¢ 
a ee eee ek ee ee 230 36 14 { \ I aN No.1 
& Co. ,Chester t s 
Pa 
Concord spuoiae do. do OO sscstens 230 | 36 14 ! 
ROE VRB Gencntieviess feccscerusescemens 1887, Cramp’s......... do iainiaae 246}) 26, ) 25) * 
i Cs. 
First-class tor- Herresh off. —_— oeintedsned 1356 «615 10K 
pedo boat. - 
* Estimated. Guaranti Lau 
In addition to above the present bill carries one cruiser of 5,600tons, guarantied to mal t ma 
of 2,000 tons each, expected to make 18 knots. 

This table shows that of the three unarmored cruisers begun before Sir Edwar 1 of t t ed na 3 i 
this Administration came in, the Chicago and Boston are 14-knot ves- | c1 1 t 1 ( 1 1 l 1d on 
sels; that the Atlanta has attained 16.33 knots, and that the Dolphin, ist cru l th r 
also begun under a former administration, has made 15.5 knots.an | end l é L t 
hour; that of the other unarmored vessels, all begun by Secretary ‘ ' 

Whitney, three gunboats, the Yorktown, Bennington, and Concord, Ln : 
are expected to make at least 16 knots an hour, and the little Petrel » fa ' 
13. Of the unarmored cruisers, begun by the present Secretary, the And the 
Newark and San Francisco are expected to make 18} knots, the Charles-| , 
ton 18}, and the Baltimore and Philadelphia over 19 knots. cettapeng. roy ring spore py meena be oes 
2? I ‘ not 3 that thev do not € 

So when this bill is passed we shall have provided for, including the | ana nly iy f 

five monitors and the four Roach cruisers, twenty-nine vessels for our | te ulty to 
i to t I 
new navy, besides two torpedo-boats. a ; 

Premiums are offered for increase of speed or horse-power over the | 
guarantied rates, and it is confidently expected that greater speed than | ‘oF myst ud | r nev t ) 
that specified in the table will be in mostinstancesobtained. Itisthe | 89 out ont raat , ) 
policy of this Administration, just as it was of the Government that 
laid down the Constitution and her sister ships nearly one hundred | 
years ago, to have our own ships of war the very fleetest and best of 
their class. of l to mal forgings for | 

We are never, I hope, to have need for a navy as large as that of \d rat came i | long be ent l 
England or France. But swift cruisers we want for commerce-destroy- ) ’ he bestgun. TI v ent had t 
ers, to turn loose everywhere upon the ocean and drive our enemy’s | f y int : ta te ¢ 
shipping from the seas. Having such, no nation like England, with | duringthe Forty-eighth Cong after a thorou f 
20,400,000 tons of shipping on the waters, depending too upon these | to the Forty-ninth Congr n favor of the bt 
ships for her food and her very means of subsistence, would dare to} All the Army experts and Nav; t 
make war upon us. When the vessels contained in this bill and those | gun. Ail Europear ntries had 
now under way shall have been completed we will have twelve fast the Naval Committee of the House at 1 the iry % 
cruisers, making from 18 to 20 knots an hour, and all Jaid down by | ported in favor of, and Congr ‘ Mar , 1887 
this Administration, and I sincerely hope that this Government will! | priation of $4,000,000 in on 1 to furnish gun : 
never pe persuaded to build, to send ont on the high seas as a cruiser, | all the vessels then theretofore authorized. This ap t 
another slow vessel. | added to other revit y de, } i Secret y Wi 

Consider for a moment. A vessel making only 16 knpts an hour | to make a contra 
could not catch a fast merchant ship; it could not get away from a There is in the Navy Department 
larger-sized cruiser and could not escape from an armored cruiser, for | inaugurated by Secretary Chandler and « 
most of the armored vessels recently built make over 17 knots an hour. | ministration, to furnish prompt and accurat rr ess 
What gentleman here would take the responsibility of sending a 15 or | of naval affairs throughout the world 
16 knot unarmored cruiser out upon the seas as a commerce-destroyer? After studying the whole subject thoroughly, S« ry Whitney ad- 


Why should we build ships for our enemies? 


vertised for gun-steel and armor-plates an in quantities large 


ai porte 


aber 
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enough to justify contractors in putting up plants. He prescribed tests 


which, it is believed, will secure the best possible material, and suc- | yard. 
ceeded in making a contract with the Bethlehem Iron Company of Penn- | 5 


sylvania to furnish the steel at satisfactory prices. 


The Secretary has also induced the Hotchkiss Manufacturing Com- | 
| ing and repairing ships at three yards. 


pany to establish in Connecticut the necessary plant for the manufact- 
ure of modern rapid-firing guns, under a contract to sell at reasonable 
prices to the Government. 

So that at last, in the manufacture of vessels of war, armored and un- 
armored, and of guns, great and small, America is independent of the 
world, 

Another factor, which it is believed will be of great importance, has 
been added to our Navy under this Administration, the Zalinski pneu- 
matic gun, throwing dynamite projectiles. 
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ination and report to the next Congress the best place for such navy- 
It may be at the old site at Pensacola or near by on Pensacola 
Bay, or it may be elsewhere. When we shall have fitted up a yard on 

: Gulf we will have provided for the East, the West, and the South. 


) 


We have appropriated for a complete outfit of modern tools for build- 





The liberal provisions we have made will put our yards in good con- 
dition, and there is no reason why any appropriation hereafter should 
ever exceed the amount contained in this bill, $19,943,225.45, which is 


| in round numbers, $5,824,000—nearly six millions—less than the bill of 


| last vear. 


The Vesuvius is to carry | 


guns which will throw shells containing from 200 to 600 pounds of | 


dynamite, and they will propel the smalier sized shells more than a 
mile, This vessel is guarantied to make over 20 knots an hour. A 
knot is about 1} statute miles. 

I! have here, sir, a table showing the condition of the appropriations 
made under this Administration for armament and armor. Here it is: 


Appropriation ‘‘ Increase o f the Navy, armament,’’ (for gun plant 

tithe Washinton navy-yard). Section 8, act approved August 3, 

1886 ..... so oneveverstves ones sesave : $1, 000, 000. 00 
Appropriation “ Increase of the Navy, armor and gun steel.’’ Sec- 

tion 4, act approved March 3, 1887 5 sinle seceeeeee 4,000, 000. 00 
Appropriation * Increase of the Navy, armament’’ (guns), Section 


2, 128, 362. 00 


4, act approved March 3, 1887 


7, 128, 362. 00 





Agere tate pencees eoevevesenee 
Obligated 
Appropriation “Increase of the Navy, armament” 
gun plant Washington navy yard) miuaiiaianiea $530, 842. 61 
Appropriation “Increase of the Navy, armor and 
run steel’ a -iaeesenaeensaats 4,463, 392. 29 
Appropriation “Increase of the Navy, armament’ 
suns . seevesccese Sconn cevkundtaspodénces ig EG D 





6,040, 559, 90 
RE, CE cicnuiiouietntdinninviesaena 1, 087, 802. 10 
Appropriation “ Vessels and monitors” (for the manufacture, pur- 

chase of and experiments with torpedoes). Section 10, act ap- 

proved August 3, 1886 . seniaieiioansine 
Appropriation * Torpedoes Section 3, act approved March 3, 
SST 50, 000. 00 


75, 000. 00 


125, 000. 00 





Agrregat« 
Ob)liguted 
Appropriation “ 


1,017.14 


123, 982. 86 


Vessels and monitors.” 





Amount available 

Here is a statement showing the progress we are making in the 
manufacture of guns, ‘‘ breech-loading rifles’’ of the very best modern 
type. The manufacture of these guns was begun under the previous 
administration. Those made by the Washington navy-yard have here- 
tofore been cheaper than those made by contract. The guns made are 
believed to be equal to any in the world and the plant is being procured 
to enable us to build the largest sized guns. 

Number of guns made atthe Washington navy-yard: Six-inch breech-loading 
rifles, 10; 8-inch breech-loading rifles, 4. 

Number of carriages made at the Washington navy-yard : Six-inch breech- 
loading rifles, 21; 8-inch breech-loading rifles, 8. 

Number of guns made by contract (steel furnished by Department): Six-inch 
breech-loading rifles, 11; 8inch breech-loading rifles, 4, 

Number of 10-inch guns made at Washington navy-yard, etc.: One 10-inch 
breech-loading rifle finished; one 10-inch breech-loading rifle, nine-tenths fin- 
ished; one 10-inch breech-loading rifle, seven- tenths finished ; one 10-inch breech- 
loading rifle, steel under contract, time allowed for delivery not yet expired, 

One 10-inch breech-loading rifle gun-carriage finished; three 10-inch breech- 
loading gun-carriages, three-tenths finished. 

WHAT OUR TRUE NAVAL POLICY IS. 

It was never the policy of the statesmen of the past that America 
should have the largest navy in the world, and it is not our policy now. 
But it was, in the days that are gone, and is now, the true policy for 
our country to have a navy respectable in size, with ships equal to any 
that float, demonstrating at the same time to the world our ability to 
increase that navy to any extent that may be required. In procuring 
the establishment of a plant for making gun steel and armor, and of 
another for the manufacture of rapid firing guns,’we have taken a long 
step towards the consummation of that policy. 

HOW MUCH MONEY PER ANNUM NECESSARY HEREAFTER, 

And now, sir, in going forward with the plan of building up our 
new Navy, now that the work has been successfully inaugurated, it 
ought not to be at any time in the future necessary to appropriate as 
much money as was carried in the act passed at the last session of the 
lorty-ninth Congress. That act carried in round numbers $25,780,000, 
But it contained $1,732,000 for public works—that is, for the erection 
of docks and buildings—which up to the Forty-ninth Congress had 
always been embraced in the sundry civilact; and it contained for the 
increase of the Navy $11,048,000. 

This enabled us not only to contract for vessels, but to procure the 
establishment, as I have said, of the great plant for the manufacture 
of gun-steel and armor. We have now four great docks provided for, 


one each at New York, Philadelphia, Norfolk, and San Francisco. We 
need one more, and that should be at some point on the Gulf. We 
have provided in this bill for a commission to make a thorough exam- 





We have brought down the ordinary expenses of our naval 
establishment toa point lower than ever beforesince our civil war began. 
Leaving ont public works, new plant for navy-yards, which should last 
for many years, the new practice-ship, and sums to increase the Navy, 
and the bill, as agreed upon in conference, carries only $12,678, 225. 45. 

Our appropriations are especially low for repairs. Perhaps they can 
never touch a lower point, for as old vessels go cut new vessels will come 
in, and of course all ships in use will, from time to time, need more 
or less repairs. But if steel ships are to last as long as some have es- 
timated—that is, an average of thirty-three years—then there is no rea- 
son why annual appropriations as large as that carried in this bill will 
not beamply sufficient notonly to build up but to maintain our Navy, 
and after we have built ships enough we may largely decrease expendi- 
tures, and this will be at an early day. 

Certainly such a sum annually as that contained in this bill need 
never be exceeded if, by maintaining a navy of moderate but respect- 
able size and by being prudent in other respects, we shall be able, as 
I trust we will, to maintain peace with all the world. 

Since this Administration came in, although we have Jargely, very 
largely, increased the work done at navy-yards, we have nevertheless 
actually decreased the number of persons employed in what is called 
the ‘civil establishments ”’ in navy-yards; thatis to say, clerks, writers, 
messengers, etc. 

If current ordinary expenses be held down as now, twenty millions 
annually appropriated to the naval establishment will give, until we 
have ships enough, say six millions each year towards increase of the 
Navy—that is foratime. Then as new ships come in more money 
will be needed for repairs, as all vessels in use will require some re- 
pairs, but no greater sum will be required, because we will be gradu- 
ally coming to the point where we will need fewer new ships. When 
we shall have built new ships enough we ought to be able to maintain 
the Navy in a state of efficiency for a much less sum than twenty mill- 
ions perannum. In fact, I believe we can build up our Navy rapidly 
enough on nineteen millions perannum. This will support the whole 
establishment and build as many new ships as we need. 

Even that amount seems a large sum; but look back at the past. 
Twenty years ago, 1868, our naval expenditures were $25,775, 502.72. 
That was when the Navy was going down. Our population was then, 
say, 38,000,000; a tax of about 69 cents per capita on the people of the 
United States. Thirty years ago, 1858, in the days of Democratic rule, 


| expenditures were $14, 053,264.64; about 46 cents per capita of the then 
| population. 
| per capita of the population then; and in 1838 expenditures were 


In 1848 expenditures were $9,408,476.02; about 42 cents 


$6,131,583.53; about 38 cents per capita. With this bill at $20,000,000, 
and our population estimated at 60,000,000, we are building up a navy, 


| and the whole expense of new ships, guns, and officers and men is 33 


cents per capita. 

If gentlemen would take in the full meaning of the contrast between 
this 33 cents for 1888 and the 48 cents per capita expended thirty years 
ago, in 1858, they must bear inmind how much more costly the modern 
ship is and the modern gun than were the ships and guns in 1858. 
Then the ship was of wood, now it is of steel; then the gun was cast- 
iron, now it is of wrought steel. And then compare the present ex- 
pense of the Navy and the Army. The average annual expenditures 
on the Army amount to twenty-three and one-half millions of dollars. 
Think of it, twenty-three and a half millions for the maintenance of 
an army, guns and fortifications not included, when on land, as all the 
world knows, we are invincible by any force that can be sent against 
us, and only $20,000,000 for a navy, ships, guns, officers, men, and all, 
when, as against the ships of an enemy who was bombarding our cities, 
our millions of citizen soldiers, without guns or ships, would be abso 
lutely helpless, 

They might gatherin countless numbers, like the leaves of the forest. 
They could only look on and curse the lawmakers who had left them 
without the means of defense. How did this ever come to pass that we 
are expending so much on our Army and have for twenty years? If it 
were a new question, if a permanent policy were to be establisned now, 
could any gentleman on this floor justify himself in voting $23,700,000 
annually to maintain an army, and less than $20,000,000 for a navy ? 
And yet forthe Navy we do not now, and I hope we will not hereafter, 
ask more than $20,000,000. That is enough. 

If we authorize no more ships till we shall have completed the seven 
included in this bill, and the eighteen heretofore authorized, which in- 
cludes the monitors, we shall be occupied fully four years in completing 
them, and during this time we shall not need to expend more than 
eighteen or at most eighteen and one-half millions per annum. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 


| 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 


Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the | 


presentation of reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration 
of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to return to appropriate 
places in the bill for the purpose of offering amendments which will 
meet, I doubt not, the sanction of the entire committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to return to some portions of the bill already passed, for the 
purpose of moving amendments proposed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Is there objection? 

Mr. McKENNA. Before consent is granted, I would like to hear 
what the amendments are. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will submit the 
amendments, after which the Chair will ask whether there is objection. 

Mr. BURNES rose, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to offer anamendment to pay to the 
widow of the late Chief-Justice one year’s salary, at the proper place, 
wherever that may be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 25, line 6, insert : 

“That the unexpended balance of the sum of $25,000, appropriated by the de- 
ficiency appropriation act approved March 39, 1888, to enable the Interstate- 
Commerce Commission to properly carry out the objects of the act to regulate 
commerce, be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated and made available for 
expenditure during the year 1889.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to considering the amendment 
at this time ? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, moved the 
following amendment, which the Clerk read, as follows: 

Page 27, line 14, insert 

“*Forinland transportation, railroad routes, $562,482.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to that part otf 
the bill and to considering the amendment at this time ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is the appropriation for ? 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the question of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, I need only say that the Postmaster-General 
has found this deficiency to exist in the appropriations for payment of 
railroads for transportation of the mails. It was estimated last year 
the service would be extended over7,000 miles of new railroad, whereas 
in fact it has been extended over 13,000 miles of new roads. In con- 
sequence of that increase over estimates the Postmaster-General ur- 
gently asks for this deficiency. 

I may add that the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
3LOUNT ], chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, 
to whom the estimate has been submitted, gives his hearty concur- 
rence to the granting of this appropriation for this deficiency. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing tosay in refer- 
ence to the merits of this proposition, but I wish to call the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to the 
fact that I introduced some weeks ago a resolution of inquiry to inves- 
tigate certain allegations against the Public Printer in relation to the 
purchase of English felting. The other day, upon one of the very few 
occasions during this session when I have been absent, the Committee 
on Printing reported that resolution back adversely, embracing in its 
report a letter from the Public Printer in which he denied having made 
use of any such article, The committee seems to have accepted the 
plea of the defendant as a verdict of acquittal. [Laughter.] The res- 
olution was laid upon the table, the committee insisting upon this ac- 
tion, although attention was called to the fact that I was then absent, 
and now no official investigation can be had. 
3ut, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say here and now, whether that inves- 
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t natural, therefore, and not any matter of surprise, thatthe 
deficiency is dou what lL anticipated, as the new service thus ordered during 
the lust fiscal vear is double the amount which wasestimated for. To the above 
amount of deficiency for railroad transportation, to wit, $487,482, must be added 
the fo ‘ amount for weighing mails, temporary service, rent, light, and 


fue) f =“ 


exception, 









lway mail service, and other miscellaneous items chargeable to rail- 
road transportation, to wit, $75,009, making atotal deficiency for this item, to wit, 

railrond transportation, of $562,482 for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1858, 

Very respectfully 
A. LEO KNOTT, 
S nd Assistant Postmaster-Gener 
J I I. D Postma veral 

r,. CANNON. What is the cost of the railway mail service for 


transportation ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not the 

Mr. CANNON, About what? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Over $15,000,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Over $15,000,000? 

Mr. BLOUNT. More than doubled in the last ten years. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask my friend whether that committee has con- 
sidered proposed Jegislation looking toward a different method for com- 
pensating railroads, which would reduce the cost for this service, and 
whether, in his opinion, such legislation should not be had? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink unquestionably, Mr. Chairman, thatitshould 
be. Various schemes have been proposed and are being examined by 
the Department; and it is to be hoped that a conclusion will be reached 
whereby a proper reduction can be made. 

Mr. CANNON. How long has the matter been under investigation ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. For many years. There have been various reports 
by various commissions to the House, but they have not been accepted, 
and nothing has been done so far. Bills have been reported to the 
House—at one time from the Committee on Appropriations on the sub- 
ject; but the criticisms on the bill in the House resulted in its failure. 

Mr. CANNON, Has the gentleman’s committee considered the ques- 
tio1 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘To some extent we have, but we have been embar- 
rasscd by these former difficulties. The matter is under advisement in 
the Department, however. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to say, while I think this appropria- 
tion should be made and the service paid for according to existing law, 
yet I do believe that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-hoads 
could most profitably investigate this whole subject; and I believe that 
legislation ought to be had that when carried out will reduce the com- 
pensation of the railways for this service largely—probably 25 per cent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I concur with the gentleman in that respect, and 
do not think the gentleman’s estimate is at all exaggerated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has been read. 

Phe amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now report the next amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from: Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


figures in my mind just now. 





On page 32, after line 20, insert: ‘‘That the Attorney-General is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause Charles Grandison, Frank Seiver, alias George Sel- 
vin, and Anthony Stewart, alias Johnson, alias Frank Harris, who were re- 
ceived in the State asylum for insane convicts at Auburn, N. Y., while under- 
going sentence in the New York State prison at Auburn for crimes committed 
in the District of Columbia, and whose sentences have expired since they thus 
became insane, to be removed to the Government Hospital for the Insane, at 
Washington, D. C., by the United States marshal for the northern district of 
New York, the necessary and actual expenses incurred in the same to be paya- 
ble from the appropriation forfees and expenses of marshals,” 


The CHAIRMAN, 
of the amendment? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES. Iask leave to insert in the REcORD a letter from 
the Attorney-General and one from the Superintendent of the Insane 
Asylum in regard to this question. 

‘There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 






Is there objection to the present consideration 


DEPARTMENT OF JusTiIcE, Washington, January 4, 1888. 

Sin: I beg to inclose herewith a copy of a communication from C, F. Mac- 
Ponald, medical superintendent of the State Asylum for Insane Criminals at 
Auburn, N. Y., relative to certain insane persons now in that institution who 
were at the time of their admission United States convicts from the District of 
Columbia, and who were placed in the asylum under the provisions of chapter 
465, page 104, Supplement to the Revised Statutes. The term of sentence in 
each case has long since expired, and the parties are, as far as can be ascer- 
tained, entirely friendless. For several years a special appropriation has been 
made by Congress to meet the cost of their maintenance and care at the Auburn 
asylum, but it has now become necessary, as indicated in the inclosed letter, 
that provision for their removal should be made, and as authority to act in 
such eases is not conferred upon the Attorney-General, the matter seems to be 
one which should be disposed of by Congress. 

I therefore respectfully suggest the introduction of a bill directing and au- 
thorizing the Attorney-General to cause Charles Grandison, Frank Seiver, alias 
George Selvin,and Anthony Stewart, alias Johnson, alias Frank Harris, who 
were received in the State asylum for insane convicts at Auburn, N. Y., while 
undergoing sentence in the New York State prison at Auburn, for crimes com- 
mitted in the District of Columbia, and whose sentences have expired since they 
thus became insane, to be removed to the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
at Washington, D, C., by the United States marshal for the northern district of 
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New York, the necessary and actual expenses incurred in the same to be paya- 
ble from the appropriation for fees and expenses of marshals. 
Very respectfully, 
A. H. GARLAND, Allorney-General 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


ATE ASYLUM FOR INSANE CRIMINALS, 


Auburn, N. Y., August 7, 1888. 

DeAR Srr: I am officially informed that the building for insane convicts, 
erected on the grounds of the Government Hospital forthe Insane, Washington, 
D.C., will open for the reception of patients within a month, 

I am further informed the authority for the transfer of insane convicts to that 
institution rests with your Department, 

There are in this asylum three insane United States convicts who terms of 
es have expired, and whom I desire to have removed atthe earliest pos- 
sible date, owing to our very much overcrowded state and the need there is of 
room for more active cases. For more particulars regarding these three cases 
I would respectfully recall your attention to my letters of the 15th December, 
1887, January 4 and May 16, 1888 Also to your reply,dated January 9, 1888 
initials “‘F.S., file No. 9513, 1885), Requesting an early response to this com- 
munication, I remain, 

Most respectfully, yours, 


senten 





CARLOS F. McDONALD, 
Medical Superintendent. 

Hon. A. H. GARLAND, 

Aulorney-General of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
DEPARTMENT OF JusTICcEe, Washington, August 13, 1888, 

Sir: I beg to inclose herewith a copy of a letter which was transmitted to 
you by the Attorney-General on January 4 last, relative to the necessity for the 
removal of three insane persons from the Auburn insane asylum, who were 
admitted to the institution as insane convicts, but whose sentences have since 
expired, and to suggest that proper action in the matter may be taken, if prac- 
ticable, at the present session of Congress. 

The request for their removal has been renewed, and is urgent; a copy ofthe 
same is inclosed for your information. 

Very respectfully, 
G. A. JENKS, Acting Attorney-General, 

Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the next amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 44 strike out lines 13 and 14; on page 47 strike out lines 7 and 8; and 
on page 51, in lines 19, 20, and 21, in lieu of the sum total proposed, insert $345,- 
712.58. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
be stricken out. 

The Clerk read the lines proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment is this: 
In certifying the judgments of the Court of Claims these three claims 
were included. It has been ascertained, as we areinformed, that some 
error in the calculations was made, in consequence of which motions 
for new trials have been entered, and we are advised that the judg- 
ments are to be reviewed and the amounts changed one way or the 
other. The parties interested in the judgments, as well as the Fourth 
Auditor, have requested that this be stricken out now, in order to have 
the exact amounts ascertained and reported to the House hereafter. 

There being no objection to the consideration of the amendment, it 
was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Let the Clerk read the original item proposed to 


On page 63, after line 18, insert : 

‘* For reimbursing Kentucky for expenses incurred in suppressing the rebell- 
ion, being the amount certified to be due by the Secretary of the Treasury under 
the law of August 16, 1888, $38,861.18.” 

The CHAIRMAN, 
of the amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let some explanation of this be given first. 

Mr. BURNES. This is an allowance to the State of Kentucky for 
moneys expended in support of the Union cause during the war, duly 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, and no doubt will 
be included in the usual report to the Senate, which will be called for 
by that body during the consideration of this bill. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] asks to have it inserted here, 
and I have in my hand a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury cer- 
tifying to the regular allowance of the claim—— 

Mr. ADAMS. There is a provision in the bill already upon this 
subject. 

Mr. BURNES. This goes to that provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the amendment ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

of interest. 

Mr. BURNES. It has been investigated and is certified up just as 
other allowances have been in behalf of nearly all of the other States, 
and stands upon precisely the same footing with the allowances made 
to other States for the same purpose, and to Kentucky now in this 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


I wish to inquire whether this involves a matter 


But an allowance has already been paid to Ken- 


tucky, and quite a large one. 
Yes, sir; I am aware of that, but that fact does not 


Mr. BURNES. 


Nabe aoe 
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affect the legality or justice of the present item. I will have read iz 
this connection the letter of the Secretary of the Trea 





‘he Clerk read as follows 








A A RY I RTM 

Sir: In reply to your verbal request of this dat I have 
you that an account has b 1 stated by the accounting offi 
in favor of the State of Kentucky for expenses i ed 
bellion under the provisions of the acts of ¢ 7 aa 
1872. and March 3, 1881, amounting to $38,861.18, 

Respectfully, yours, 
C. S. FAI HILD.S 
Hon. WriuiaM C. P. BRECKINED 
House of R ] 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think the ro : 





planation of the nature of this claim. 

Mr. BURNES. I will state that under several statutes of the Un 
States amounts owing to the States on investigation by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury are found due to the s 


so found they are certified to Congress for appropriation ard payment. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Has there ever been an investigation 
f these claims except by the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. BURNES. By the accountingoflicers of the Treasury, under the 
law and the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. This is a very 
ordinary circumstance, and these appropriations from Congress to Con- 
gress in behalf of the States are being constantly made. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Has it been passed on by any com- 
mittee of the House or Senate? 

Mr. BURNES. It has been inforn 
tee on Appropriations. 
claim usually receives. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me to ask 
a question ? 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARUTH. DoTI not understand you to say that you have in- 
vestigated it sufficiently to say that it is a just claim? 

Mr. BURNES. There is no question, I think, about that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. He does not say that it has been in- 
vestigated by a committee of the Senate or the House. 

Mr. CARUTH. I understand that there has been an informal in- 
vestigation by the Committee on Appropriations to such an extent as to 
show that this is a just claim which the Government owes and which 
it ought to pay without further question. 

Mr. SENEY. I would like to ask what the gentleman means by an 
‘informal investigation.”’ 


Mr. CARUTH. I quoted the language of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, but I think I know what is an informal investigation by a com- 


mittee. Itmeans, while there mightnot have been any aggregate meet- 


nally passed upon by the Commit- 
I have investigated this as much as 


any such 


ing of the committee, that this matter was discussed enough among the | 


members of the committee so that more than a majority of that com- 
mittee are satisfied as to the justness of the claim. 

Mr. RYAN. I would like to ask my friend from Missouri a ques- 
tion. This may bea just claim. I do not know anything about it, 
and I do not propound any question with a view to antagonizing the 
matter; but I am not aware, so far as Iam concerned, that this ques- 
tion has ever been before the Committee on Appropriations, formally 
or informally. 

Mr. BURNES. I will state that it was not formally considered by 
the committee in session, but by several of the members individually 
or informally, and that it came to the committee in the usual way. 1 
have spoken to the members of the committee as I have seen them. 
But I did not speak to my colleague [Mr. RYAN]. And I wish to say 
furthermore that a practice has obtained ‘in regard to these audited 
claims in behalf of States, and this claim is within that practice and 
stands upon the same footing as do the various claims of the State of 
the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Ry An]. 

Mr. RYAN. I understand the character of the claims, and in a 
general way we have investigated them, and they are a character ot 
claims that are just; but still the subject has never been investigated 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. No, sir. 

Mr. RYAN. And it sometimes happens that a State is indebted to 
the United States and there are set-offs. I do not know that there are 
any in this case, as I have never investigated the subject. Perhaps the 
gentleman can give us some information upon that point. 


Mr. BURNES. Iam wholly unable to say whether there are any 
sets-off or not. 
Mr. RYAN. I want to say, in respect to my own State, that a claim 


of this character was paid; but it was claimed that our State 1 
debted to the United States for direct taxation, and that was to 
extent a set-off against the amount due the State from the United 
States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. May I ask the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Ry 
if that was reported for an appropriation ? 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Burnss] if it is not true that by established law the accounting 
officers of the Treasury are made to investigate and pass upon these 


veral States for expend- | 
itures in organizing and supplying troops during the war, and when | 
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about it upon the day on which we supposed the matter would be 
reached, and received in reply this letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 16, 1888. 


Sin: In reply to your verbal request of this date I have the honor to advise 
you that an account has been stated by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
in favor of the State of Kentucky for expenses incurred in suppressing the re- 
bellion, under the provisions of the acts of Congress of July 27, 1861, June 8, 
1872, and March 3, 1881, amounting to $38,861.18, 


Respectfully, yours, 
Cc. $8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary, 

Hon, WiLLtAM C, P. BRECKINRIDGE, 

House of Representatives, 

I showed this letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and asked the very efficient clerk of that committee, who is far 
more expert in such matters than I am, to draught an amendment to 
come in with the other items, this being a claim of precisely the same 
nature as the others. The State of Kentucky has not been indebted 
to the United States at all for twenty-six or twenty-seven years past. 


So faras I know, there has never been any claim on the part of the United | 


States against the State since the direct tax of 1861, and in that case 


Kentucky took advantage of the provision of the act which allowed a | 


State to pay the money and receive a certain discount, 15 per cent. 
Therefore these amounts, certified by the proper auditing officer, are 
claims against the General Government in favor of the State, without 
any offset at all. 
other items already passed in the bill; precisely the same, for instance, 
as the twenty-four thousand dollar item in line 10 of this page for re- 
funding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. When this item came up, being for 
80 large a sum, I felt it my duty to ascertain for the information of my- 
self, as well as other members of the House, the nature of it, the mat- 
ter not having been brought to my attention before, although I am a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. But, as we know from 
the debate that occurred here only a few weeks ago, these allowances 
from the various auditing offices of the Government are matters that are 
coming in all the time; and when they come in after the bill is made 
up we make an effort to have them incorporated, so that the parties 
interested will not be delayed. After the explanations which have 
been made I believe this claim belongs to that class of cases; and upon 
the assurance of the chairman of the subcommittee that he has given 
it personal investigation and has consulted the majority at least of the 
subcommittee, I, for one, shall be entirely satisfied to have this amend- 
ment favorably acted upon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I promised to yield for a 
question to my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLounT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Kentucky stated, as I under- 
stood, that the Auditor had examined this claim and allowed it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The law requires more than that; it requires also 
the action of the Comptroller. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not mean to say that 
the claim had been acted on by the Auditor only; I meant that it had 
passed through the proper auditing office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman to use the word ‘‘au- 
ditor.’? Subsequently, however, he read a letter showing, to use the 
language of the letter, that the claim had been examined by the account- 
ing officers. I wanted to know, therefore, whether there had not been 
action by the Auditor and the Comptroller in accordance with law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will say to my friend that 
the first information I received on this subject was from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and was embraced in this dispatch: 

The amount of Kentucky State claim is $38,861.18, 

C, 8. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 

Upon receiving that dispatch, I asked a fuller statement and received 
by telegraph the following: 

It is understood that the Senate will make a call for a supplemental list of 
claims allowed by the accounting officers since date of last report after the de- 
ticieney bill reaches that body. When the call is received here, the claim of 
the State of Kentucky will be reported with the rest. 

C, 8, FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 

The dispatch I have just read is dated August 15, 1888. On the 
16th of August, this bill not having yet passed, I consulted with the 
gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. BuRNEs], who said he would have 
the claim put on here with the other amendments. I then went to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and asked for and received the letter which 
I have read. The amount has been audited according to law by all 
the proper officers and stands on the books of the Treasury Department 
as 2 properly audited claim of the State of Kentucky against the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is what I understood. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And against it there is no 
oftset. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, after the very lucid statement 
made by my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], it is not 
necessary that I should say much on this question. It is clear to my 
mind that this claim should be allowed; and I hope it will be consid- 
ered and adopted immediately. As I understand the case, the subcom- 


mittee of the Committee on Appropriations has reported in favor of it. 


This claim is precisely of the same nature as the | 
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| mained unpaid for twenty-odd years. 


| been passed by the accounting officers. 
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The gentleman in charge of the bill is in favor of it; and the Secretary 


| of the Treasury has sent here a letter in which he says: 


An aecount has been stated by the accounting officers of the Treasury in favor 
of the State of Kentucky for expenses incurred in suppressing the rebellion, 
under provisions of acts of Congress of July 27, 1861, June 8, 1872, and March 3, 
188], amounting to $38,861.18. 

As this claim has been properly audited, and as the Secretary of the 
Treasury approves it, and as the Committee on Appropriations is in 
favor of it, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the subcommit- 
tee on this deficiency appropriation bill, but I had not my attention 
called to this matter until the amendment was moved. Still, from the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, I understand that the claim has 
If Kentucky owes the United 
States anything, the amount of such indebtedness would, as I under- 
stand, in accordance with a provision of the Revised Statutes, be set 
off, even if this appropriation be made; a balance would be struck be- 
fore payment of the claim. From the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, I presume the Government owes this money; and I have no 
doubt that, pending the settlement of Kentucky with her late Stat: 
treasurer, she needs the money. [Laughter. | 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. In reply to what the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has just said, I want to say that the people of 
Kentucky are able to take care of their State treasury. But the United 
States Government owes the State this money, and the debt has re- 
It ought now to be paid with- 
out a word, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to submit the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 34, after line 23, insert: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House to rent during the fiscal year 1889, rooms for 
the use of the clerks employed under the direction of the Committee on Rules 
in preparing the general index of the Journals of Congress, $1,200.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I move the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay H. B. Keffer as additional pay between the pay of a folder and that of 
messenger, for the present session of Congress, $280. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR. Yes; I object unless the gentleman from Virginia as- 
signs some special reason why this should be done. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I know this man; he isa married man. 

A MemBerR. Thatis enough. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. He was removed from the folding-room 
to the place of doorkeeper, at the same pay of $60 a month. It merely 
provides for making his pay equal to that of those discharging precisely 
the same duties. He is efficient and faithful, and this discrimination 
should not be made in the case of a married man with a large family, 
when he has been transferred to this position from anotherone. I hope 
the gentleman from Iowa will withdraw his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRUMM. Why not make it general? There are a number of 
people in the same condition. If that be done, I do not think there 
will be objection. I object if any one is singled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the amendment is not 
before the committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I offer the following amendment, to come 
in on page 30, under the heading ‘‘ Department of Justice.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay to the widow of Morrison R. Waite, late Chief-Justice of the United 
States, $10,000. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I object to that. The law designates the com- 
pensation of these officers. It also fixes a large compensation when 
they are retired. I think we should stand by the general law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Chief-Justice Waite died in March or May. 
He was clear in his great office. We all concede that. He left his 
widow with no estate. In performing the duties devolved on him, 
both in his office and out of it, he consumed his salary. He had no 
other income. This amendment gives to his widow one year’s salary. 
I offer it on the suggestion of numerous gentlemen on both sides of 
this House. And in this case I am proposing to follow the worthy ex- 
ample so often set by us on the death of a Member or Senator who dies 
while on duty at his post. Chief-Justice Waite won the confidence 
and esteem of the whole country by reason of the great ability, ripe 
learning, and unquestioned integrity he brought to the discharge of 
his duties as Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
He deserved well of the people, and in voting this one year’s salary 
for the support of his widow we do but do an act of simple justice and 
testify the country’s appreciation of his great worth. We honor our- 
selves in voting this appropriation, and we do honor to the Govern- 
ment, 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
is to be paid for? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Chief-Justice Waite. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 
I want to know for what it is to be paid. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
services rendered by the late Chief-Justice. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Minnesota. Well, when? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When! 


I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


It is to be paid to the widow of the late 


ber a year’s or two years’ salary. The justice of such payment in the 
case of a member has not been, and in my judgment can not be, ques- 
tioned, and certainly as little can the justice of the proposed appropri- 
ation be doubted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I submit that is wrong -—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to ask a question. Was any appro- 


priation made to pay to the family or the estate of Chief-Justice Marshall | 


or of Chief-Justice Chase or of the other Chief- Justices who ‘preceded 
him ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not know whether there was such ap- 
propriation or not, but if it were needed by the widow of Chief-Justice 
Marshall and this House failed to make it, I say they were derelict in 
their duty. 

If Chief-Justice Marshall, after his long and brilliant career and in- 
valuable public service, had left a widow without proper provision 
for her comfortable support and maintenance, and the Congress of the 


United States had failed to make that provision at least to the extent | 


and in the manner here suggested, one year’s salary, then Congress was 
remiss in its duty. But I understand that there was present in the 
cases to which the gentleman has referred no such necessity. If there 
was such necessity, and it was not met, it was the fault of Congress, 
and a humiliating disregard of a just obligation, and no excuse what- 
ever for our refusal in the present instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection has been made to the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Dol 
made against the amendment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I objected to the introduction of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. 





Mr. McMILLIN. And as the gentleman has made quite a lengthy 
speech 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH (interrupting). Oh, no, not at all. 


Mr. McMILLIN (continuing). 
also for a moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Idid not make an extended speech, but 
only answered objections. The gentleman from Tennessee has objected; 
if he persists the matter must rest here. 

Let me say, however, Mr. Chairman, that I understood from my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BuURNES] that if we were allowed to return 


I hope the House will indulge me 


to offer amendments to the bill I was to be permitted to offer this | 


amendment and have it considered. I understood the gentleman to 
say, in response to my suggestion, ‘‘ Very well.’’ I thought it wasby 
unanimous consent that we returned to consider the several amend- 
ments just submitted; and he will remember that I called his atten- 
tion to the amendment I have had read. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MCKENNA] required that each amendment 
should be read and consent given to the introduction in every case, 
separately. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did not hear the objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not wish or intend to be discourteous to the 
gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
ways courteous. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Or unjust to the widow of this great officer, for 
he was a great man anda good man. But the law fixes the salary, 
and I thought by the law we ought to stand, especially when, as in this 
case, the salary is a very good one—a large one. 

This Congress has been prodigal to a degree that does not do it 
any very great credit. The House has been lavish enough, and the 
Senate has added more than $19,000,000 to the bills that have already 
passed the House and been sent over there; and I think it is time now 
to call a halt, and especially, when we are within the law, this is a 
very good place to halt. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 





I understand. that. 


I trust my friend from Tennessee will not 


urge the objection that in order to limit appropriations and preserve | 


the surplus we are to refuse to do an act of plain justice. 
Mr. McMILLIN. No, I put it on a higher ground. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well; there let it stand. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I put it on the very highest ground known to a 

legislator, that the people’s money, of which we are the custodians, 


Lask the gentleman what this $10,000 | 


I know to whom it is to be paid, but 
In payment of the great and inestimable | 
Rendered during his long term of | 


service and to be paid under the same rule of right and just precedent | 
which authorizes this House to pay to the widow of a deceased mem- | 





understand that the point of order is | 





The gentleman is al- | 











m¢ | i en who ear ng | t $ , ¢ . Pa l 
who nave p the tax nto the Treasur sa it 5 
one I do not propose to give ou largesses iv fa ( 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH That was n t tl n 

the iment; and cert ) ‘ é ry 

part of the country urging that justice shall the widow 
| of our late Chief-Justice, Morrison R. Waite Now, 1 ither 1 who 
earn the $200 or 33 ear com} 1 e pro] un- 
| just, or that it is proposed to pay it t liwithdraw 
my amendment 

Mr. McMILLIN. Unfortunately t £300 
are not here It is not often enough t ty of 
being heard here. 

Mr. TARSNEY I ask unanimous ¢ rend- 
ment. 

Mr. FORNEY. I object to going ba 


The CHAIRMAN Objection is mad 

Mr. TARSNEY. Let it be read 

The CHAIRMAN It can only be done | inanimou 

Mr. FORNEY. 
which has been passed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iask unanimous consent to offer ume! 

Mr. FORNEY. 


I object to going back over any part of the 


l objec t. 








Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I understand the objection with 
drawn to the request I made a few moments ago 

Mr. FORNEY. I object to that also. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I understood the original agreement on t 
point was that these propositions should be read and the ection 
asked for. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman is mis 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then why should objection lie against a pro- 
posed amendment before it is known what is embodied in 

The CHAIRMAN, This part of the bill has been a ready co cluded 














und can now be recurred to only by unanimous consent. The gentle- 
man may ask consent simply to return without mentioning any amend- 
ment at all, and if objected to by any member present, of course it 
could net be done 

Mr. FARQUHAR Then I offer this in amendment to 1e in 
just preceding the French spol ition part « Lhe ipa i ot 

| yet been passed away from. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not n ord 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to submit parliamentat 
What is the pending amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN sideration of th l »f section 4 has 
not been entered upon, the gentleman from Missouri Mr. J RNES 

| having presented a point of order which is to be first disposed efore 
the section is before the committee for consideration under the 
minute rule 

Mr. ADAMS I have an amendment that - ivolve an 
change of appropriation, and ] unanimous « to recur to that 
portion of the | to \ plies t | of moving the 

| amendment which makes no change in the amou Ll was 
absent when that part of the bill was und eration, but I do 
not urge that asa pe fect excuse tor ollering it now I desire to Say, 
however, that the amendment is simply to change the existing law in 
one respect, which, I think, will « mend itself to the 0 and 
does not relate to the appropriations covered by the bill a 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam willing to have it read for informat 

The CHAIRMAN The amendment will be read 
Chair will ask for objection to its pre nt consideratic 

The Clerk rea las follow 3° 

On page 3, line 18, strike out * « year’ a so that 
it will read: 

That the act approved February 23, 1887, entitled ict to 
prohibit the importation and immigration of fore ers and aliens ler con- 
tract or agreement to perform labor in the United States Ter ind the 
District of Columbia,” | ! ) { t orize 
the Secretary of the Treasury . satisfied t rrant has 

| been allowed to land contrary t of tl 4 , h im- 
migrant within a reasonab!l is. to be en into custody 
} and returned to the cor \ sme, at the « ‘ ftheow 
of the importing vesse ter ud ) tt x 
vense Of the person previously contract J Ss 

Mr. McMILLIN. At present it is « a [ 1 
will encourage this violation of the law 

Mr. ADAMS. It would discourag 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I « I hoy no 
going on may result in placing in the penitentiary the capit vho 
have violated the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Obijectior 
be considered. 

Mr. BURNES. I would like to ha an ul rstanding no is to 
whether the different paragraphs of section 4 shall be read through 
and the point of order be considered as applying to each p 
whether the point of order made on yesterday will be cor 


cient to reach all the paragraphs in section 4. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order applies to the whole section, 
and until that is disposed of it is not in order to preceed to the cousid- 


eration of the section by paragraphs und 
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Mr. HOLMAN It seems to me that the point of order should be 
decided in the first instan 
Mr. DIBBLE. I raise the point of order that no point of order or 
anything else can be brought against this until the section has been 
rea 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The reading of this section and the whole bill 
li ed with in the first instance, and the question now is the 
af Ze the pal ieraj hs lo consicde ration: hed the period lor con- 
ideration has not yet been reached in view of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri 1 the point of order against the whole sec- 
hon 
Mr. DIBBLE. Idonot 1s n to consume the time by reading the 
matter through, but I think to do it in due form one of the 


paragraphs at least should be read for the information of the House, 


and then the point of order can be made. 

Mr. BURNES. I would like to understand whether under the ruk 
and practice of the House it is competent to consider the point of or- 
der as pending and reserved with no decision thereon until the whole 
= on shall have been read and considered. 

he CHAIRMAN. The practice of the committee is to the effect 
tha the point of order and lisposition precede consideration of the 
proposition under the five-minute rule. The point of order is against 
this section, and will remain until it is disposed of. If it should be 
held to be out of order, then consideration would be disposed of; so 
that the decision is generally prior to consideration. However, by 


ubanimous consent, the committee could proceed to consider this sec 
tion with the point of orde: ll pending against the whole section. 
Mr. HOLMAD I hope the decision will be given on the point of 
+ 








order, and I call for z of the first paragraph. 

the Clerk read as follows 

.4. To pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the following claims for 

indemnity for spoeliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, under the act 
entitled Anactt » provid for the “ tainment of claims of American ci 
ens for spoliations committed by the French prior tothe 3ist day of July, 
namery 

On the schooner Industry, Ber lawkes, master, namely: 

| yas Cushing, ac trator of Marston Watson, $5,555. 


Mr. ROGERS. That I understand to be the first paragraph of the 





section. I suppose the point of order could be made now. 
Mr. BURNES, ow I will make the point of order on this para- 
graph the same as I did yesterday, and if it be the pleasure of the 
I ider the question L will proceed, 
.MAN It is the duty of the Chair to consider the point 


I would like to know what the point of order is on 


lt is suggested that the first paragraph of the section 
item in the section should be taken together, as the latte: 


N. The Chair will consider the section as beginning 
utinuing to the provision for the first item asin the 
has been read and on which the point of order is made. 








Mr. Chairman, I[ desire to cali your attention in the 
first place to the fact that ordinarily no question can possibly be raised 
wrainst the exclusion of such a proposition as the one justread. Every 
gentleman upon this floor understands that such a claim as this has no 
Dp in a general appropriation bill unless by some express action or 
authority on the part of the House its insertion is directed. For 
there is law authorizing these claims to be inserted in a general 
appropt n bill, On the contrary, there is an express prohibition 
under the rules, and we all understand that mere claims against the 
Government, however meritorious they may be, unless growing up by 


contract under existing law, can not be appropriated for in a genera! 


ion bill. But on the 19th day of December last a resolution 
was offered in the House directing the Committee on Appropriations 


appropria 





to insert in the general deficiency bill certain specified reports from the 
Court of Claims in relation to so-called French spoliation claims undeg 


the law of January 20, 1885. The resolution was adopted on the day 
irst mentioned. 

When this Congress met on the first Monday of December last there 
were precisely 225 members returned who were not members of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, when the act in relation to these French spolia- 
tion claims was passed. There were 225 members who had perhaps 
never read the history or the story of such claims and knew but little 
if anything of their merits or demerits; A hundred members of the 
forty-eighth Congress may have been present, and that is all that 
could have been presentat thattime. I know, sir, how quickly mem- 
bers of Congress become educated to the pending and even questions of 
legislation; but within the space of ten days after the assembling of 
this Congress they could not have ascertained or investigated either the 
law or the facts involved. 

Chis resolution was offered and adopted directing the Committee 
on Appropriations to report these claims in the general deficiency bill. 
The resolution was discussed. Many statements made in that debate 
by gentlemen who are insisting on the payment of the claims will now 
be found exceedingly interesting in the present connection. I recom- 
mend gentlemen to go back and read that debate. The adoption of the 
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resolution, in the opinion of many, imposed upon the Committee on 
Appropriations an obligation to report these claims in the general de- 
ficiency bill. Buton the 19th day of December there had been no rules 
adopted by the House—none. We were acting entirely without rules. 
The committees had not been een with the single exception of 
the Committeeon Rules. The House was practically unorganized. The 
19th of December was near the eve of the hoiiday adjournment and a 
great many members, including myself, were at their homes. This 
resolution thus passed seemed to impose an obligation on a committee 
thereafter to be formed. 

But, sir, on the 21st day of December, two days after the passage of 
this resolution, the Committee on Rules reported the present rules of 
the House, which were practically the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress 
with some amendments, and they were adopted as the rules of the 
House until further ordered. 

Whatever the prior order was—and you may call it a prior statute— 
it undertook to direct the Commiftee on Ap propriations to doa certain 

hi ing, but two days afterwards the House, by theac loption of our present 
rules, made a later statute, if we call it so, expressly forbidding the 
Committee on Appropriations, when organized, from inserting any 
item of the nature of these claims now under consideration in any gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

These rules or statutes of the House for the government of the mem- 
bers, for the government of the various committees, and for the orderly 
transaction of business were repugnant to the prior statute of the 19th 
of December, and both could not and can not stand together. They 
were inconsistent with each other. One directed a ce rtal in thing to be 
done, the other, and the later, prohibited it from being done. The first 
aid, doit. The last said, it shall not be done. 

On the 19th the House ordered us to putitin the bill. On the 21st the 
House ordered us by a solemn and obligatory rule not to put it in the 


| bill. Now, who can reconcile these two laws? If a conflict exists, 


a repugnancy that is irreconcilable, how shall we sdibtenm ine which one 


| is to be followed and have force and validity ? 


The rule is believed to be well settled. The authorities are not con- 
flicting. The later statute, order, or direction must prevail and be ob- 
served. Ifa repeal of a priorstatute by implication is not favored, it 
is yet well understood that such repeals occur, ‘This is a case above 
any in the books where the principle of repeal by implication should 
apply. Norights intervene. Nothird party wasto be affected. The 
House simply made a general and a uniform rule applicable to all 
claims, and did not care to preserve any exception which the resolu- 
tion of the 19th of December contemplated. 

rhe supreme court of Ohio in the case of Cass vs. Dillon, 2 Ohio State 
Reports, 607, Judge Allen G, Thurman delivering the opinion, say, 

‘None but the inconsistent then were abrogated. But how were they 
abrogated? Not by any express words of repeal, for there are none 
such. It follows that they fell simply beeause of their inconsistency. 
- id they been consistent they would have continued. Being incon- 

tent the *y ceased.’’ Judge Ranney, who dissented because of other 
matt ters, was even fully as strong as Judge Thurman regarding the ques- 
tion we are considering. Both of them sustain our proposition that 
where there are two st: atutes, or two orders, if you please, two direc- 
tions, two rules of action, which are in conflict with each other, the later 
one must govern. 

Now, by one rule of action we were authorized to put these items in 
the appropriation bill, and by the other rule of action we were pro- 
hibited from putting gthem inthe bill. There was, then, a repugnancy 
and an . 1consistency existing between the two rules of action. Now, 

ich shall prevail? Gentlemen will be unable to controvert the prop- 
osition by any respectable authority that under such circumstances, 
where such an incongruity exists between twostatutes or two rules, the 
later one must prevail, and the former statute or rule of action must 
yield because of its incongruity and inconsistency with the later one. 

I submit that there are half a dozen rules of this House which would 
be violated by an execution of the order of December 19, or rather 
which are in conflict with it. These rules I will specifically refer to. 
so that every gentleman may have a ready reference to the authorities 
bearing upon the point of order. 

I call attention first to Rule XI, clauses 30, 31, and 50. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman please read them? 

Mr. BURNES. Iwill read, first, the third clause of Rule XI: 

Tk 0 appropri: ation — revenue for the support of the Government, as herein 
provided, namely: For legislative, executive,and judicial expenses; for sun- 
dry civilexpenses; on fortifications; for the Districtof Columbia; for pensions, 
and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appropriations. 

These are the subject-matters that go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Nothing else is authorized by this rule to go to that com- 
mittee. 

I read now clause 30, of Rule XT: 


To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, against 
the United States: to the Committee’on Claims. 


That is to say, that bills:relating to claims shall be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 
I redd, also, clause 31, which has.reference to war claims: 


To claims arising from any war in which the United States has been engaged : 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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These claims, we contend, if they are anything, are war claims; not 
war claims against the United States, but war claims in a broader and 
higher sense—war claims against France under the law of nations. 

I have already cited clauses 3, 4, and 5, of Rule X XI, and I need not 
read them. I refer also to Rule XXII, clauses 1 and 2, which I read: 








1. Members having petitions or memorials to present may deliver them tothe 
Clerk, indorsing their namesand the reference or disposition to be made thereof 
and said petitions and memorials, except such as, in theju 











nt ofthe Speaker, 
are of an obscene or insulting character, shall be entered or ournal together 
with the names of the members presenting them, and tl ‘k shall furnish 
a transcript thereof to the Official Reporters of debate plication in the 





RECORD. 


2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the | 


member from whom it was received; and petitions which have been inappro- 
priately referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of the 
same, be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 





Each one of the clauses and each one of the rules to which I have 
called attention, stands in direct and palpable conflict with the orde1 
of the 19th of December. That order therefore is repugnant to seven 
or eight positive enactments made by the House of Representatives at 
a time two days later than the date of the order giving authority to the 
Appropriations Committee to insert these claims in the appropriation 


bill. 


There is one other ground that I had almost forgotten to state. The | 


order made on the 19th of December had reference exclusively to such | 


claims as had then been reported to Congress, and the claims then re- 
ported amounted to $448,000. Now, the Committee on Appropriations 
has not only inserted in this bill the claims embraced in the resolution, 
amounting to $448,000, but hasinserted claims to the amount of $741,- 
000—about $300,000 in excess of the amount which they were author- 
ized to report. So that these items are in excess of the amount au- 
thorized to be reported, and therefore clearly and unmistakably in 
conflict with the resolution itself as well as with the specific rules to 
which I have referred. 

It follows, therefore, that as this portion of the bill is bad in part 
under any circumstances it is bad in whole for the purposes of this 
question of order; and these claims ought to go out even upon that 
ground, if there were not higher and better ground upon which to ex- 
clude them under the rules of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the points raised by the gentleman 
from Missouri are of that technical character coming under the rule 
qui herit in litera herit in cortice. They are simply superficial. There 
is not a member on this floor who does not understand the true intent 
and meaning of the instructions given to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. That committee itself rightly understood and acted upon those 
instructions. It interpreted the resolution correctly according to its 
intent and meaning. Although a number of the members of the com- 
mittee were opposed to these claims, the committee obeyed the instruc- 
tion as it was intended in putting the claims upon the bill. 

Why is it that the committee has included claims to the amount of 


$741,000, embracing the reports received subsequently to the order of | 


December 19, at which time there had been reported claimsto the amount 
of only $448,000? ‘The reason is, Mr. Chairman, that this wasastand- 
ing order of the House in relation. to this subject. The expression is 
“‘reports of the Court of Claims.’’ At that time there had been pre- 
sented to this particular House but one report. Butthe word isin the 
plural—‘‘ reports.’’ This resolution was offered as a rule of action ap- 
plying to this entire class of cases. It had already been provided by 


law, as the chairman will remember, that the report of the Court of | 


Claims upon these matters was to be made from time to time to Con- 
gress for final action. ‘That is the provision in the statute of 1885. 
Therefore, as I have already stated, the action of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations showed that they appreciated this resolution as a standing 
order of the House, and obeyed it according to its true intent and mean- 
ing. 


When the gentleman from Missouri intimates that this order was | 


adopted because of the absence of a. great many members of the House, 


himself among the number, and that only about two hundred and | 
twenty-five members were present, I am willing to assert it as my be- | 


lief that as many of the absentees were in favor of that resolution as 
were opposed to it. And besides, Mr. Chairman, if every absentee 
had been present and had voted against the resolutien, it would still 
have prevailed, because it was carried by a vote of 163 yeas—a majority 
of the entire House. Ina House only two-thirds full, a majority of 
the whole number of members elected voted in favor of this standing 
order. 
Mr. Chairman, this is a standing order of the House relating to a 
special subject. The rules are general in their action. If the rules 
and the standing orders of the House can be construed together, it is 
the duty of the Chair so to construe them, in order that the will of the 
House, expressed with no uncertain sound, may be carried out. When 
the House has said, ‘‘We will in aecordance with the law bring this 
matter before us at a certain time and in a certain bill for final action 
as the law provides,’’ it is the duty of the Chair to construe that stand- 
ing order in conformity with the expression of the will of the majority 
of the House, and not to supersede that expression by reference to gen- 
eral rules not interfering with this order, and which never would have 
been adopted had it entered into the conception of any of those who 
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in accordance with that I find in this bill, properly here on pages 37 
and 38, or ten thereafter, judgments of the Court of Claims, in 
which the Cou Claims has said that certain parties are entitled to 
certain moneys id yet the expendi ut ey is t author- 
ized by law until the appropriation bi | I ( can not 
spend it. ; 

So the very bill itsel l 3 t] t [ } } le is 
the correct 01 that it must be a su t- tter 1 there is 
a law which authorizes Congress to t rof the appro 

tion und ; 

Now, that is provided for as fully in tl lause of tl l t n 
the clause of t law which tl rt ( r 
judgments, so fur asthe fact of consideration is concerned. 1] 

The rey to ¢ Z 3 

It is, t ( provided in th t of 1885 that C ess is to tak 
inai action it er in Lo ¢ I ng or I ing » con- 
firm the jud ! f the Court of Clai And this is put in this bill 
for the purpose ( ut I t th ithor- 
zed by law ] t é 

The disti n i eh l 1 rel 1 to l and other 
judgments, that this is not a final judgment, does no t the ques- 
tion of consideration here, because the very act provides that final ac- 
tion in this case shall be taken by he resolution merely 
covers that point bringing in that f 1atter of put- 
ting it in an appropriation bill I ction, either in the 
ease of report of final judgment, nor is it in the case of these claims ? 
That is not the final action, because it is compet for Congress b } 
amendment to strike out; and it did strike out some of them for cer- 
tain reasons which have been presented by gentlemen on the floor. 

Therefore the question « f consideration is the same in both Hous« 
In one case the Court of Claims report to Congress for appropriation 
and in the other for final action, or for ropriation, provided Con- 
gress chooses to make it 

Now, as to the rules and 1 ulation t] im » of this 
House-—— 

Mr. BLO r. Has t ‘ } he House 
which he is d issing ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have. 

Mr. BLOUN' If the gentleman has n jection I should like to 
have it read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will comply with the request of the g L 
from Geor , and send the resolution to the Clerk be read 

The Clerk read as 

Resolved, That the reports of the Court of ¢ 3 under t t of Congress 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for the ascertainmen \ ns 
for spoliations comm ted by the French | t 
proved Janu 85, | erred to the ¢ Appt 
appointed, with I » report tot H icla 
decided favorabl > the claimants and ! rte the C t of ¢ 
the general defi cy bill forthe isideration i 

Mr. DIBBLE. Rule XI has been cited in relation tothe d 1d 
powers of the respective committees of the Ho 

All proposed ation shali be el Lto the nitt 
ceding rule, as lows, nan Subje é 

2. Te appropriatior f the revenue for the su t of t ‘ ‘ 
hereia provided, et to the Committee on Ap 

It is part of the question of the support of the Government that the 
Government should pay all of its debts that it heretofore has ‘ied to 
pay, or its obligations of any kind, and they are all provided in the 
propriation bills. ‘The deficiency bill is the place to provide for judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims. If it does not in t] l )- 
port of the Government, they will have to go out. Supportof the Gov- 
ernment does not mean the future maintenance of the Government in 





all its provisions, but it means sustaining the credit of the Goven 
ment by meeting such obligations as are justly due. 

As to private and domestic claims and demands upon the Gover 
ment, they go to certain committees in certain contingencies; but the 
do not go there. The Speaker, under the rules of the House, did not 
send them there, and he has by his own action construed this standing 
order of the House, and construed it to mean that those rules did not 
apply, because he referred all of these, obeying the instructions of the 
House, which has aright to make its standing order well as its 
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rules, to the Committee on Appropriations for embodiment in the ap- 
propriation bill. 

The other suggestion of the gentleman from Missouri about putting 
them in the petition-bex, 
serving of an answer 
clusively to the cases of members introducing private bills. They go 
I can not conceive that the gentleman means to 
apply the terms of that rule—Rule X XII—to a construction that would 
say that these reports of the Court of Claims, when presented by the 
Speaker of the House to the House, should be put into the petition-box 
and sent to the Private Claims Committee of the House; and yet that fol- 
lows inevitably if the gentleman invokes Rule X XII to sustain his po- 
sition, for it relates exclusively to that subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the rules themselves state that they are 
eral rules, and I will cite in support of that Rule XLV: 


These ru the rulesof the House of Representative; 
and succecding Congresses unless otherwise ordered, 


into the petition-b yx. 


r - 
gon 


of the present 


es shall be 


The language is not ‘‘ until otherwise ordered.’’ It is not an expres- 
sion which relates only to future orders of the House, but the expres- 
sion is distinct, ‘‘ unless otherwise ordered.’’ That is, that it excepts 
all standing orders that the House may make, and special orders as well, 
as the case may be; and when these rules were passed there was an or- 
der already made that if there is anything in conflict in the rules, had 
ordered otherwise. 

3y the express terms of that rule, which applies to all standing or 
special orders of the House, they are to be the rules of the House unless 


it has been otherwise ordered by the House, or unless it shall be other- | 


wise ordered by the House. ‘The expression used in the rule is broad 
enough to include both forms of expression, and shows that the inten- 
tion of the rule was not to supersede the express and specific instruc- 
tions of the House. 

That distinction between the standing orders of the House and the 
rules of the House is also made in the forty-fourth rule incidentally 
where it provides: 

The rules of parliamentary practice comprised in Jefferson’s Manual shall 
govern the House in all cases to which they are applicable and in which they 
aré not inconsistent with the standing rules and orders of the House, ete. 

Showing that the House is governed by both rules and orders; and 
when you read the two rules together, the forty-fourth and the forty- 
fifth rules, it means this, sir, that the House has standing rules and it 
has orders, and that the rules govern the House except in those cases 
provided for by the orders of the House. And therefore, even ona 
technical and literal construction of the rules of the House, there is 
nothing in the rules inconsistent with the consideration of this propo- 
sitien in this bill. 

One thought more, Mr. Chairman, and I am done, and that is in re- 
gard to the technical point made by the gentleman from Missouri, that 
the order under which these claims have been reported in this bill in- 
cludes only those reported to the House up to the 19th of December, 
1887, the date of the adoption of the resolution, and that'$440, 000 only 
were 86 reported, and not $740,000 as appears in the bill. - I wish to 
say in relation to that, in addition to what I have already said, that 
that does not enterasan objection against the first paragraph which we 
are now considering, because, as a matter of fact, this paragraph 
about ‘Thomas Cushing, adminstrator of Marston Watson, $6,555,’’ 
on which the point of order is now being made, was already reported 
to the House, having been reported on the 6th day of December, 1886, 
and therefore was literally within the terms of the order, whatever 
might be said as to those embraced in the latter part of the bill after 
the $440,000 were exceeded; and therefore, so far as that point is con- 
cerned, it is not pertinent to the pending question of order. 

In conclusion, therefore, Mr. Chairman, the House having power and 
control over its own rales of procedure under the Constitution, by a 
vote of a full majority of the House has laid down an order and an in- 
struction to the Committee on Appropriations. It would have been 
contempt of this House for that committee to have disregarded that 
instruction. They were bound to put these claimsintothe bill. They 
put them in withort hesitation; but they put them in unwillingly. A 
number of members have said that they had put them in unwillingly. 
The committee embraces amongst its memberhood some of the older 
members, skilled parliamentarians of the House, and they put the 
claims into the bill without dissent as to the act of obedience to the 
instructions of the House. The object of that was that when we came 
to these claims we should consider them. 

We have the facts found definitely and in detail and particularly by 
the Court of Claims, which Chief-Justice Taney said, in the case of 
Gordon vs. The United States, was ‘‘a tribunal which Congress might 
well create for its assistance in deciding political cases relating to the 
obligations of the Government; and that it could well construct that 
machinery to assist it in cases which were not judicial in their nature.’’ 
And we have the facts found by the court. We passed a solemn enact- 


ment that that court should find these facts; that they should report 
them to Congress, and the object of that report was for Congress to 
consider and take final action upon them; that we would take also the 
views of that eminent body of trained men—trained in judicial inves- 


’ 


I really think, Mr. Chairman, is hardly de- | 
The rule to which he refers there applies ex- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 22, 





tigation—and that we ourselves would make the final decision. I, 
compliance with that law, which otherwise would be inoperative, the, 
have been placed in this bill. 

We have gravely consumed hours after hours in discussing the ob); 
gations of the Government in this regard; and now, Mr. Chairman, a 
purely technical and surface objection, refined and strained in its char- 
acter, is interposed in order to throw one more obstacle in the way 
of the House having its will and providing for these matters which 


| it deliberately said it would discuss in this bill and nowhere else. 


| quire or justify. 


I insist, therefore, that the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the argument of my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] is able and ingenious, and undoubtedly the best 
that could be made against the point of order of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs]. But itseems to me that both the gentleman 
from Missouri and the gentleman from South Carolina have gone into 
much greater detail than the real question involved would seem to re- 
For it is impossible to avoid the fact that the very first 


| point presented by the gentleman from Missouri covers the ground and 


| decides the case. 


| strongest argument that can be presented. 


; insert certain claims ina general appropriation bill. 





It is the strongest position that can be taken, and to 
The mere statement of fact is the 
You weaken the matte: 
by enlarging uponit. ‘The fact simply is that on the 19th day of De- 
cember last the House directed the Committee on Appropriations to 
That became the 
rule of the House and the law of the Committee on Appropriations as 
to those, and as a matter of course that committee would obey that 
order. 

It is not an unusual practice to pass such resolutions and make such 
orders. There have beenagreat many instances within the last twenty- 
five years when such orders have been made. Orders are made on a 
given subject-matter which make them in order when otherwise they 
would not be in order on an appropriation bill. At that time the rules 
authorized to be made by the House by the Constitution of the United 
States for the government of the House had not been adopted. The 


my mind absolutely conclusive. 


| House was acting from the necessity of theease under the common law 


of parliamentary bodies. To ascertain what that law was at the time 
reference of course was had to what had been the rules of preceding 
Congresses, especially the last, for they better than any other parlia- 
mentary law would express the common law applicable to the House 
of Representatives, so that on the 19th day of December this order was 
made, this rule was established as to the French spoliation claims. 
On the 21st of December the House, in performing one of its highest 
constitutional duties, adopted rules of procedure, and by almost ex- 
press words annulled that order and rule of the 19th of December as 
effectually, as distinctly, and as unmistakably as if the resolution of 
the 19th day of December had been expressly named. 

They adopted a rule that claims, such as referred to in the order of 
the 19th of December, shall go to the proper committee—the Comm it- 
tee on Claims, » As referred to by the gentleman from Missouri; the 
House declared in that deliberate act that no appropriation shall be re- 
ported in any general appropriation bill or be in order as an amend- 
ment thereto in any instance not previously authorized bylaw. That 
is clear and definite. On the 19th of December the Heuse directed 
that matter not authorized by law, having no legal status or recogni- 
tion on the part of the United States, should. be in order upon an ap- 
propriation bill. The rules adopted afterwards on the 21st of Decem- 
ber in express terms declare that such matter shall not be in order on 
an appropriation bill. Of course where two legislative measures can- 
not be reconciled, the former act must give way, the subsequent and 
last legislative action must control. This rule is too clear to admit of 
debate. 

Mr. DIBBLE. If the gentleman will permit me I will ask him what 
has been the practice here? Does the Speaker usually refer these re- 
ports which have been coming in since under the rules or under the 
standing order? What construction has the Speaker of the Hous: 
made in relation to this matter? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to answer, but I have no doubt the 
Speaker of the House, whenever these reports came, has referred them 
to the Committee on Appropriations. The Speaker would naturally do 
that. The Speaker would not undertake to settle this question of ju- 
risdiction until it was raised, and inasmuch as there was a special order 
the Speaker would naturally make that reference. Why not? | 
would suggest to my friend from South Carolina that the act of the 
Speaker would be done pro forma in the current procedure of business, 
and there is no point in that as to what committee it should be r- 
ferred to. Such pro forma action decides nothing. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ExceptthattheSpeaker recognized the standing orde: 
to be still in force notwithstanding the subsequent adoption of the 
rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Speaker perhaps never had his attention called 
to the subjeet. It is a question which never—— ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Would not the course have been to obey the genera! 
rule if his attention had not been directed to the matter? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so. It does not appear that the attention 
of the Speaker was called to the subject. After the adoption of the ge. 
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eral rules the prior order in conflict with them must give way. The 
action of the Speaker in the absence of calling his attention to the sub- 
ject under this rule proves nothing, decides nothing. 

Now, sir, the only question that can remain is whether by the act of 
1885 Congress in any way gave validity to these claims or made them 
lawful demands against the Government. I remember very well the 
history of this measure as it has been here for many years. It was the 
first series of claims against the Government that came to my notice 
after I entered Congress. 

Notwithstanding the long series of years during which this class of 
claims have been pressed upon the Government, that measure could not 
have got through the House if it had not contained the provisions 
to which I now call attention, and which show that Congress simply 
called upon the Court of Claims for information upon the subject of 
these claims, treating the court, not asa judicial tribunal, but as an ad- 
visory board to report the law and the facts. 

That is the way in which these matters were referred to the Court 
of Claims, and Congress further declared that notwithstanding its 
action in thus referring the subject to the court as an advisory board, 
it was not to be bound by any action of the court resulting from pro- 
ceedings under that law. I think, sir, that if such an extraordinary 
measure as this had to pass Congress it was at least creditable to Con- 
gress that the provisions to which I call attention were incorporated in 
it, as showing that Congress was unwilling blindly, without further in- 
formation, to enter upon acourse which would involve the expenditure 
of millions of money on claims more than three-quarters of a century old. 
There is the provision: 

Such finding and report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as 
to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the claimant or Con- 
gress. 

The ‘‘claimant or Congress.’? This Jaw all the way through treats 
these matters as claims; not as demands that have been established, 
but as claims. The law goes on to say: 

And nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States to 
the payment of any such claims. 

**Claims”’ again, not ascertained matters, not final adjudications, 
but simply ‘‘claims,’’ which under the rules of this House should go 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Therefore, sir, without undertaking to speak at this time in regard 
to the other rules which are violated by the presence of these claims in 
this bill, I desire simply to urge again one consideration upon the Chair. 
That is, the point first presented, that the order under which these 
claims were permitted to be put upon this bill has been abrogated and 
rescinded, presents the case just as forcibly, just as completely as it 
can be presented. It covers the entire case. The point is clear and 
well taken beyond question. No possible argument can break the force 
of the fact that the order under which these claims were allowed to be 
placed upon this bill was abrogated and is not now the law of this 
House. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BuRNES] opened this discussion on the point of over he referred 
to the fact that at the time of the adoption of this resolution on the 
19th of December there were two hundred and twenty-five members of 
the House present who, not having been members of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, were presumably unfamiliar with the French spoliation 
claims. The only logical inference from that remark would be that 
the House must be presumed not to have acted deliberately or with 
full information in regard to the effect of the resolution then adopted, 
and I concede that that is a logical way of arguing the question. 

Mr. BURNES. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment, I said what I did say on that point in consequence of the 
fact that it was stated on this floor on the 19th of December that this 
was ‘‘the usual course with other reports of the Court of Claims.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS. On what page does that appear ? 

Mr. BURNES. On page 98. Now I wish to say to my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] and to the House that this is not the usual 
course with other reports from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ADAMS. I admit it. 

Mr. BURNES. It is the usual course with regard to judgments ren- 
dered, but not with regard to reports, and I call the gentleman’s at- 


.tention to the numerous reports from the Court of Claims in cases 


under the Bowman act, precisely the counterpart of these claims, as 
directly refuting the statement which was made upon this floor and 
which I have just quoted. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to have been reminded 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] that this proceeding 
was an unusual one in this class of claims, because that was exactly 


the fact which I was about to bring to the attention of the Chair. I | 


was about to direct the attention of the Chair to the fact that the un- 
usual character of the proceeding was brought clearly before the House 
at the time and that the House on full debate deliberately voted by 
yeas and nays in favor of the adoption of the resolution, understand- 
ing perfectly what its effect would be. The remark just read by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] occurs in an earlier period of 
the debate, for he says it is to be found on page 98. After considera- 
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ble debate the following statement was made by Mr. REED. It is 
found on page 100 of the RecorD: 








Mr. Reep. Mr. Speaker, this is, after all, a practical question. At least 
three-score of the members present now know, and the rest of them before the 
end of the session will know, that there are a great many ways of killi: I 
besides a direct negative vote of the House Among the methods, on 
send it to a committee, and especially to the Committee on Claims, which is so 


overburdened with work that it can report on but very few of the matters that 
are referred to it. 

The present proposition is to send this to the Committee on Approprié 
with directions to report it upon a deficiency bill for the ac 
The Committee on Appropriations can consider these items and report 
them or report for them, but in no event will they be allowed to p 
House from voting on them. 


ti 





That statement runs on all-fours with the other statements made in 
the course of that debate. There was a wide difference of opinion 
among the members of the House who took part in the debate as to the 
propriety of adopting the resolution, but I think a cursory examina- 
tion of the debate will convince any one that there was no division of 
opinion as to the effect of the resolution in case the House chose to 
adopt it. Ihave read an excerpt from page 100. Here is what fell 
from the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DipBLeE] at the conclu- 
sion of the debate. 


Mr. Dissie. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Appropriations is composed of 
able and experienced members of the House. If this question is referred to 
them they will report back in a bill, and there is no precluding them from mak- 
ing remarks or presenting their opinion upon their ownreport, If their report 
us to any one of these claims comes before the House it comes up, not for favor- 
able action, necessarily, by the House, but for such action as the House shall 
proper to take. 


seo 


The logical inference from this entire debate is that the Horse was 
determined that these French spoliation claims should be considered, 
not necessarily that they should be allowed or that they should be re- 
jected, but that this House should at least have the privilege of voting 
yea or nay on every report that had come from the court. Thereupon, 
after all this debate, the question was voted upon by yeas ornays, and 
there were 163 votes in the affirmative and 84 in the negative. 

The gentlemen who voted in the negative, including the gentleman 
who is now in the chair [| Mr. SPRINGER], certainly could not have found 
much reason for opposing the adoption of the resolution if they sup- 
posed that when the question came up in the House the objection of a 


| single member could throw these items out of the bill. The gentle- 


man now in the chair opposed the resolution, and his argument against 


| it was based on the privileged character which the adoption of such a 


resolution would give to these claims. 
There would be no sense in the remarks made by almost every mem- 


| ber who spoke against the adoption of this resolution if it had been 


supposed that after its adoption any member could have these items 
thrown out of the bill on a mere point of order. This resolution, then, 
is the deliberate judgment of the House expressed on a vote by yeas 
and nays after full debate and upon a clear statement of the matter. 
Now, what was the action of the House in the adoption of the rules? 
If it is proper, Mr. Chairman, to refer, as the gentleman from Missouri 
did refer, to the fact that alarge number of members then present were 
unfamiliar with the French spoliation claims, it is at least equally 
proper for me to refer to the circumstances, which I know will be fresh 
in the mind of the Chairman, under which the rules of the Forty-ninth 
Congress were adopted. by this House on the 21st of December last. 
The Committee on Rules came in with a report, of which I will read 
the first two paragraphs: 
propositions toamend 


ion, and make the fol- 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred variou 
the rules of the House, has had the same under consid 
lowing partial report 

The committee has not had time to conclude its consideration of all the prop- 
ositions referred to it, and therefore reports back to the House such measures 
only as it deems necessary to be disposed of in order to complete the orzaniza- 
tion of the House. 






It is true that the report of the committee did declare that the rules 
of the Forty-ninth Congress should be adopted until the further order 
of the House, with the exception of certain cefinite modifications. But 
when that report of the Committee on Rules came to be discussed I 
I think the gentleman now in the chair [Mr. SPRINGER] took part in 
the discussion. I took some part in it myself, and without reading 
what fell from various gentlemen as to the effect of adopting that ‘‘ par- 


tial report,’’ I will refer to a parliamentary question which I asked of 


the Speaker near the conclusion of the whole debate: 


Mr. ADAMs. I desire to aska parliamentary question. This proposition being 
to adopt, with some modifications, forty-six rules of the House of Representa- 
tives of the last Congress, is not the question divisible? 

The Speaker. The Chair thinks that a separate vote may be called for on 
any proposition contained in the report 

Mr. ADAMS. Another question: After the previous question has been ordered, 
would it be in order for me to move that the consideration of all rules of the 
Forty-ninth Congress in regard to which the Committee on Rules has not re« 
ommended a modification be postponed till the first Wednesday in January ? 

The Speaker. Those propositions to amend tbe rules on which the com- 
mittee has made no report are not before the House 

Mr. ADAMS. Lut, Mr. Speaker, the report, as I understand, is that the rules 
of the House as they existed in the Forty-ninth Congress be adopted as th 
rules of the present House. If Iam incorrect in that impression, Iam very 
giad to learn it. 

The Speaker. The report proposes to pt the rules of the Forty-ninth 
Congress with certain modifications, until the further order of the House ; that 
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is the statement contained in the report. The report also states that there are 
other propo ns pending before the committee which are hereafter to be con- 
sidered and reported upon 


M 


r. Chairman, the rules referred to by the gentleman from Mis- 
sou! clause 3 of Rule X XI, a 
this House, because the Committee on Rules declined to make any 
further report. I do not mean to say that this interferes with the 
validity of the rules which were adopted. 
that they are notin full force to-day asrules of the House. But when 
the ge mle man from Missouri claims that this standing order of the 
19th « en »mber last is vacated by the action of the House on the 
21st a December, 
the character of the action of the House on those two separate occa- 
sions. On the first occasion there is not the slightest possibility of 
doubt as to the deliberate intention of this House. 

I submit that those rules adopted on the second occasion, until the 
further order of the House, on the statement of the Speaker, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rules, and of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL], a member of the committee, that the committee 
would make a further report—I submit that rules adopted in that way 
are not in such full sense the deliberate action of the House as was the 
action by which, after full debate and upon a vote by yeas and nays, 
this resolution was adopted, many gentleman voting against the reso- 
lution simply because they foresaw that the effect of its adoption would 
be precisely what we claim. 
pressed was not intended to be vacated by what the House did two days 
afterward in adopting the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the principal point made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri (Mr. BURNES], and the only point made by the gen- 
tleman from ludiana [ Mr. HoLMAN], is that the adoption of the gen- 
eral rules vacated this special order. If that was the case, it did so on 
the 21st of December, when those general rules were adopted; and if 
the position of those gentlemen be correct, the Speaker of this House 
has since that time been wiongly referring to the Committee on Appro- 
priations these claims subseque ntly reported. The gentleman from In- 
diana intimated that the Speaker did this without reflection, in the 
general current of business. But, sir, our Speaker is one of the most 
acute parliamentarians in the country, and has had his eye on all the 
business of the House. Moreover, the Committee on Appropriations, 
hostile to these claims, has only discovered at this eleventh hour that 
they are out of order. 

‘That committee has had plenty of opportunity to change the refer- 
ence of these claims, If the original order was vacated, the commit- 
tee could have changed the reference at any time; but they have put 
these claims into the bill in accordance with the special order; so that 
they at least never doubted the effect of that order until now. 

Mr. BURNES. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? He in- 
forms us that the Speaker of this House, an acute parliamentarian, re- 
ferred these reports of the Court of Claims to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean those presented subsequently to the adoption 
of the order; those beyond the $448,000. 

Mr, BURNES. The gentleman did not mean to assert that those 
claims reported prior to the order of the 198th of December were so re- 
ferred by the Speaker ? 

Mr. LODGE. They were referred by the order of the House. I 
simply meant to say that the Speaker, in his subsequent references, 
recognized the force of that order. 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly the point had not occurred to the 
Speaker, nor had it occurred to many members on this floor. 

Mr. LODGE. That was the point I meant to make—that it had 
not occurred to the committee until now. 

Mr. BURNES. It had occurred to some of us. 

Mr. LODGE. In the debate at that time, Mr. Chairman, when it 
was well known to members of the House that the rules of the House 
had been adopted, in the debate on the resolution you, sir (Mr. SPRINGER 
in the chair), said: 

This resolution takes away from the Committee on Claims its jurisdiction un- 


der the rules of the House and makes the Appropriations Committee a claims 


committee. 
» * * * * * 


This resolution proposes to make these claims iinet and to refer them, 
not to the Committee on Claims, to which they chould properly go, but to the 
Appropriations Committee, which is a privileged committee, with authority to 
report at any time, and the resolution further instructs the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to report these claims in the deficiency bill, * 


This resolution commits the United States at once to the payment 
of these claims. Thatis the interpretation put on it during the de- 
bate, and I wish simply to call attention to the facts in settling this 
point of order. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that paragraph 3, of Rule 
X XU, is controlling on this point of order, if there be nothing else in 
the way, and if this paragraph is given its full and proper effect, then 
section 4, providing for the payment of French spoliation claims, must 
go out of this deficiency appropriation bill. 

This clause is in these words: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 


order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law. 


nd other rules—are to-day the rules of 


The judgment of the House as thus ex- | ° + ; : rd ae 
| instruct the Committee on Appropriations to appropriate money in the 
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I think it fair to call the attention of the Chair to | 
| olution of December last as an instruction upon the ‘part of the House 
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I do not understand that it has been claimed by either of the gentle- 
men who preceded me that section 4 in this bill is rightly there if this 
paragraph is decisive of the point under debate. In other words 
whether or not section 4 be rightly in or should go out of this bill de- 
pends on the construction and effect we will give to the paragraph I 
have just read. 

It is claimed that section 4 is rightly in this bill from the fact that 
the House in December last passed a resolution instructing the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to put it there. This claim, Mr. Chairman, 
I dispute. I insist the House did no such thing. In addressing the 

louse on yesterday for the mere purpose of debate, I treated the re 


to the Appropriation Committee to report in the general deficiency 
bill an appropriation to pay French spoliation claims; but such, sir, 
is not the meaning of that resolution. 

Allow me to read the resolution: 

Resolved, That the reports of the Court of Claims under the act of Congress 
entitled ‘ ‘An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citi- 
zens for spoliations committed by the French prior tothe 3lst day of July, 1301,” 
approved January 20, 1885, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
when appointed, with instructions to report to this House all such claims as 


| have been decided favorably to the claimant, and so reported by the Court of 
|} Claims, in the general deficiency bill for the consideration of the House. 


The question before the House, then, is, what is the right meaning 
or legal effect of the resolution I have just read? Does the resolution 


Treasury for the payment of these French spoliationclaims? I do not 
think any gentleman who will carefully and thoughtfully read the 
resolution will dispute me when I say the House gave no such instruc- 
tions to the Appropriations Committee. 

Now, what did the House do? Ithink the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DipBLE] said something in his remarks about the in- 
tent of this resolution. 

He, as I understood his remarks, wanted the House to depart fron 
the words of the resolution and follow him in his construction as 
what was the intent of the House in passing that resolution. It ma 
be that the House did intend to instruct the Appropriations Seiamait- 
tee to appropriate money to pay these spoliation ¢ laims, but to my 
mind the resolution of the House which I have just read signally fails 
in expressing that intent. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will state, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Ohio, that I did not assume the position that the Appropriati ion 
Committee was to do anything more than to report these claims in their 
bill for the consideration of the House. That is not an appropriation 
of money atall. The appropriation of money is an act of the House 
itself. 

Mr. SENEY. We are talking, as I understand it, whether section 
4 ought to be in or out of this deficiency bill. The proposition now 
before the House is that it be stricken out; that it is improperly there; 
that it has no business there, and that under the rules of the House it is 
out of place. The proposition before the House is that the House shal! 
act upon its own rules and strike it from the bill. This I understand 
to be the question, and no other question is before us. 

Sir, it is a mere begging of the question to say that we must be con- 
trolled by what the House intended. The resolution tells the intent, 
and nothing but the resolution is authority on this point. I insist 
that we be controlled by what the House did, and when we cast about 
for evidence as to what was done in December last by the House re- 
specting these spoliation claims we have nowhere else to look save and 
except to the record for the resolution, which speaks for the House. 
Instead of instructing the Committee on Appropriations to appropriate 
money out of the public Treasury for the payment of these claims, the 
resolution does nothing more nor less than instruct the Committee on 
Appropriations to report the claims for the consideration of the House. 

Now, sir, to my mind there is a very wide difference between in- 
structing the Appropriations Committee to appropriate for the pay- 
ment of claims and instructing that committee to report the claims to 
the House for its consideration. I do not know, sir, how these claims 
got into the room of the Committee on Appropriations. By the act of 
1885, it occurs to me, that the proper thing to have done with the re- 
port ‘when it came from the Court of Claims was for the Speaker from 
his chair to lay it before the House for its consideration. 
1885 expressiy authorizes and requires that the report of the Court of 
Claims shall be made to Congress; not to the Appropriations Con- 
mittee, but to Congress. 

I take it, sir, that that means to both Houses of Congress, the Senate 
as well as the House; but by some custom or practice, or in some way 
with which I am not familiar, this report seems to have been lodged 
with the Committee on topriations, and the friends of these spo! 
tion claimants, taking advantage of that circumstance, brought before 
the House a proposition that those claims should be brought out of that 
committee-room and into the House; and they did nothing else by that 
resolution. The House instructed the committee to report the claim: 





just as any other matter is reported, and I submit to any fair-minded 
man, I submit to the legal talent of the House, whether that act on tlic 
part of the House means an instruction to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee that they shall appropriate money to pay them ? 


I say it does not. 


The act of 
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Mr. SENEY. Well , in answer to tl 
will say to the House that if I had been draughtir I ution 
a view of having money appropriated to these « n 
ing instructions to the Committee ¢ \pproprl 
claims to the House I would have u i words s ¢ , 

To approp tl 
ast . irt { 

But I was goin remark when in pted ] entl in, t] 
the words used in the resolution do not author wr direct the ¢ 
mittee on Appropriations to make an appropria for t 
the claims 

lask you, Mr. Chair v \ 

b He O re} 

me that 1 commiutt a ‘ t or 1 

it Wh S if t] g20u to Commit ( I 
Claims or Accounts report a given ( int ft 

would any gentl D that t t] 

propriate money for the payment of the « 2 «Well, 

Claims Committee, or the Committee on A unts would have nosu 
power, I ask the gentleman from South Carolin hat 

that power upon the ¢ :mittee on Appropriations 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iwill answer the gentleman by at the ¢ 
mittee on Appropriations do not appropriate the mon | 
a proposition for the consideration of the House in accordance : tl 
express wording of the re 

Mr. SENE that lt 1) means anyt 
means that w f Claims reported to Cong i 
brought from that committee-room into the House that the | 12y 
consider what ti ui lid in these cas it means no 
else. Itcanmeannothingelse. But thet ittee on Appropriat 
do appropriate money, and report that appropriation instead of repo 
ing the claims, giving t names of the claimants, amounts found 
their favor, the nature of the claims, ’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If it does not 
gentle rom Ohio ' 

} NEY. Not at all. . 

ECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. f that is what the resolu- 





how then is it contrary to the rules of the House 
how does that, which by order of the House is laid before the H 
f 





for its consideration, become disorderly for the House to consider? 

Mr. SENEY. It is not contrary, nor does it conflict,in my judg- 
ment,with clause 3 of Rule XXI. There is no difficulty in my mind 
in solving this point of order; none whatev« Clause 3 of Rule X XI 
is controlling, absolutely and completely, upon this question; and 
we willdealrightly with the question, we will dismiss from our though 
entirely the House resolution of December last, for it plays no part 
all in this controversy. 

The resolution is a mere instruction to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to report to the House what the Court of Claims reported to it. 








The resolution said to the Committee on Appropriations, you have got 
upon your files the action of the Court of Claims in the Frencl 

tion cases,and we want that action reported to the House. We want 
it for the consideration of the House; we wantit for the judgment of the 
House. And I insist, Mr. Chairman, that under that resolution the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I say it respectfully, transcended its 
power. It would have no right except by authority of this House to 
appropriate a single dollar to pay the spoliation claims. The House 
never instructed it to do so. The House never gave it authority to do 
so. It has been stated that the majority of the Committee on Appro- 
priations are opposed to the payment of these spoliation claims. I am 
glad this is so, if the statement be correct. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SENEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Was not the instruction specific that this was to be 
reported in the general deficiency bill? And I will ask him whether 
that does not comply with the ordinary form? 

Mr. SENEY. It might just as well have been an instruction for the 
Appropriations Committee to report it on the sundry civil bill or any 
other appropriation bill. The resolution simply indicated to the com- 
mittee the bill under which the House wanted the matter brought be- 
fore it. That is what the Housedid. Under the rules of this House 
I insist that if there be an appropriation to pay these claims, a bill for 
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order, and even the adoption of these general rules for the government 
of the House can not rescind it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And it was never intended to do so. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. No. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was recognized, but yielded to Mr. 
BURNES. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, in order to test the judgment of the 
committee, I ask unanimous consent that the session may be continued 
for half an hour, at the end of which time the Chairman shall pass 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. We have the whole fall to discuss this matter, so why 
need we extend the session to-day? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 
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JOHN W. REYNOLDS—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: which was read: 


To the Senate: 

I return without approval Scnate bill No. 1542, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to John W. Reynolds.” 

The bill describes this beneficiary as being “‘ late of the One hundred and fifty- 
seventh Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 

He filed a claim in 1872 that he was a deputy United States provost-marshal 
for the Twelfth Ohio district from October, 1864, to March, 1865, and that in De- 
cember, 1864, while ascending a stairway to arrest two deserters who had been 
drafted, a barrel of cider was rolled down upon him, by which he was severely 
| injured. 

The claim having been rejected on the ground that the claimant was not en- 
titled to a pension as a civil employé of the Government, he afterwards, and in 
January, 1888, informed the bureau that he was drafted in November, 1864, 
while serving as assistant deputv provost-marshal, and was sworn in and re- 
served for home duty, and was discharged from the One hundred and fifty-first 
Ohio Volunteers. The records of the War Department show thatJohn W. Rey- 
nolds served in the One hundred and fifty-first Ohio Regiment from May 2, 1864, 
to August 27, 1864. 





(H. R. 16896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. KiLGore (at 4 o’clock and 55 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 11249) amendatory of an act au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River atSt. 
Louis, Mo., approved February 3, 1887—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
by Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 11250) granting a pension to Braddock 
Stocking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 11251) for the relief of William W. 
Beck—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

jy Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11252 

Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 


F. 


) for the relief of James 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

iy Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petition for the extension of the Govern- 
ment telegraph line from Jupiter, Fla., to a point on Lake Worth—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of F. O. Medley, for payment of his 
war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of 40 citizens of the Third district 
of Minnesota, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. at 

by Mr. PAYSON: Petitionof Job E. Meggnier, of Livingston County, 
Illinois, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 23, 1888, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a, m. 
Prayer by Rev. A. W. Pitzer, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SARAH C. ANDERSON—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 2370, entitled ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Sarah C. Anderson and children under sixteen years of age.” 

William H. Anderson, the husband and the father of the beneficiaries named 
in this bill,enlisted on the 27th day of August, 1862, and is reported as sick or 
absent a large part of his short term of service. He was discharged April 23, 
1863, to date November 5, 1862, on a surgeon's certificate of disability for “ ter- 
tiary syphilis, with ulcerated throat and extensive nodes on the tibia of both 
legs.”’ 

He never filed an application for pension; he was admitted to an insane asy- 
Juin in September, 1883, suffering with epilepsy, chronic diarrhea, and demen- 
tia, and died of pneumonia on the 26th day of February, 1884. 

Ilis symptoms and troubles after his discharge, so far as they are stated, are 
entirely consistent with the surgeon’s certificate of disability given at the time 
of his discharge, and there seems to be an entire lack of testimony connecting 
in any reasonable way his death with any incident of his military service. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


IXRCUTIVE MANSION, August 22, 1888, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill, with the accompanying mes- 
sage, be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Shall the bill pass, the objections of 





It is perfectly apparent that this beneficiary was injured while acting as a dep- 
uty assistant provost-marshal, arresting deserters for the pay and rewards al- 
lowed him, and that his injuries were not at all connected with actual military 


a GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MAwnston, August 22, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill, with the accompanying message, 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES E. KABLER—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate : 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 2616, entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to James E, Kabler.” 

This beneficiary enlisted August 10, 1862. He is reported as absent sick tor 
November and December, 1862; present for January and February, 1863; on the 
rolis for March and April he is reported as deserted, and for May and June as 
under arrest. On the 17th of September, 1863, after having been in the service a 
little over a year, he was mustered out with hiscompany with the remark, * Ab- 
sent without leave and returned to duty with lossof fifty-two days’ pay by order 
of por Boyle.” The charge of desertion does not appear to have been re- 
moved, 

He tiled a claim for pension in 1870 on account of quinsy alleged to have been 
contracted about December 7, 1862, with some evidence to support the claim. 
Three medical examinations fail to establish the existence of this disease in a 
pensionable degree, and it is reported to me from the Pension Bureau that in 
March, 1882, the family physician of the beneficiary stated that though he had 
practiced in his family for eight or nine years, he had no recollection of treat- 
ing him for quinsy or any other disease. 

It seems to me that neither the service nor the alleged disability of this bene- 
ficiary are of a meritorious character. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 22, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States,to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS, I move that the pifl and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pp. E. PARKER—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 3038, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of P. E. Parker.” 

Mr. Parker was a surety with six other persons upon an official bond given 
by one Franklin Travis, a collector of internal revenue, which bond was dated 
on the 9th day of May, 1867. A few years after that the collector became a de- 
faulter to the Government for something over $27,000. Suit was commenced 
against the suretics upon the bond, and the defense was presented in their be- 
half that by reason of the imposition of new duties and responsibilities upon 
the collector after the execution of the bond, his sureties were released. Judg 
ment however, passed against them, and the property of the beneficiary named 
in this bill was sold upon said judgment, for the sum of $2,366.95. But only 
$1,793.16 of such amount was paid into the United States Treasury, the remain- 
der having been applied to the payment of fees and expenses, 

After the application of this sum to the payment of the judgment, a bill was 
passed by the Congress relieving all these sureties from liability upon the bond. 
It appears that the amount above stated was all the money collected thereupon. 
The grantof the relief of these sureties by the Congress apparently was the same 
interposed by them to the suit in which the judgment was recovered. 

The present bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay tothe surety, 
Parker, the sum of $2,336.95, the entire amount for which his property wes sold, 
though the Senate committee, to which the bill was referred, reported in favor 
of reducing this sum to $1,793.16, the amount actually received by the United 
States upon its indebtedness. 

It seems to me that the action of Congress in relieving these sureties was gen- 
erous in the extreme, and if money was to be refunded which was apparentiy 
legally recovered and collected it should not exceed the amount the Govern- 
ment actually received. The Government isin no default and should be put 
to no expense in refunding the small sum recovered on account of the defalea- 
tion of its officer, whose good conduct this beneficiary guarantied. [ think it 
would better subserve public interests if no further relief should be granted 
than that already afforded. , 

There is another fact reported to me which deprives this surety of any equi- 
table claim for furtherrelief. Itappearsfrom an examination of this matter that 
the man who is now attempting to be reimbursed this money from the Govern- 
ment Treasury commenced a suit inst his co-sureties for this identical money 
on the ground of their liability with him, and that he actually collected from 
two of them in such suit the sum of $1,747.16. 
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If this is true itis speaking mil! 


lly of the claim he now makes against the 
Government to say that it should n 


t have been presented 


GROVER CLEVELAND 


Executive MANSION, August 22, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask from what committee was the bill reported ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill and message be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and printed. 

The motiofi was agreed to. 

DAVID H. LUTMAN—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 2206, entitled “‘An act granting a 
pension to David H. Lutman.’ 

The beneficiary named in this bill was pensioned in 1885 on account of spinal 
irri t! of meas!es. 





ation, the resuit 

In 1886 he filed a claim for increase of pension, alleging rheumatism, and the 
board of examining surgeons at Cumberland, Md., upon an examination, found 
no evidence of spinal irritation or rheumatism, and he was dropped from the 
pension-rolis on the ground that the disability for which he was pensioned had 
ceased to exist 

He afterwards filed medical and lay testimony tending to show that he suf- 
fered from disease of the back, legs, and arms, and he was thereupon and on the 
Sth day of October, 1586, again examined by the board of examining surgeons at 
Hagerstown, Md., who reported as follows 

‘We have stripped him, and finda splendid specimen, square built from the 
ground up, muscles well developed, his appearance indicative of perfect health; 
no curvature of spine, disease or irritation of spinal cord; no atrophy of any 
muscles nor evidence of weakness; no impairment of motion anywhere.’’ 

lf there is any value to be placed upon the reports of these examining boards, 
the refusal of the Pension bureau to restore this beneticiary to the rolls was 
fully justified; and this is nota proper case, in my opinion, for interference with 
that determination, 








GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 22, 1888. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message, with the bill, be referred to 


the Committee on Pensions, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MRS. MARGARET B. TODD—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 645, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Margaret B. Todd,” 

This bill does not describe the beneficiary as related to any soldier of the war, 
but from other data it is found that she is the widow of Frank G. Todd, who 
served as a private in the One hundred and eighteenth Voiunteer Infantry from 
July, 1863, to May, 1854, when he was transferred tothe Navy. It appears that 
he served in the Navy from May 13, 1864, until April 10, 1866, He died in Janu- 
ary, 1878, from exhaustion, as stated by the physician who attended him. 


There is searcely a particle of satisfactory evidence showing his condition | 


from the time of his discharge t6 1871,and there is almost an entire lack of 
proof showing a connection between his death and any incident of his service. 
The widow in her application to the Pension Bureau for a pension states that 
she has children who were born in 1870, 1871, and 1878, 

There seems to be no record of any disability during the husband’s service in 
the Army, and the only mention of disability while in the Navy is an entry on 
the 30th of May, 1864, showing that he was admitted to treatment for ‘‘ syphilis 
secondary.” 

The widow's claim is still pending in the Pension Bureau. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 22, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 

NATIONAL-BANK DEPOSITS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting,in response to a 
resolution of August 15, 1888, the names of national banks designated 
as depositories of public money, the location thereof, the amounts de- 
posited therewith, and the amount and kind of securities pledged for 
the repayment of such deposits, August 1, 1888; which, on motion of 
Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPPRESSION OF INFECTIOUS DISEASES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution (5S. R. 78) ap- 
propriating $100,000 for the prevention and extirpation of yellow fever 
in the United States will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no ob- 
jection, Senate joint resolution No. 102, on the same subject, having 
been passed yesterday. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Powell, Wen- 
igmann & Smith, cigar manufacturers, citizens of New York City, N. 
Y., praying for the repeal of the special-stamp tax on the boxes of im- 
ported cigars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Fox Lake, Wis., 
and vicinity, praying for the enactment of a law whereby the widow 
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| which was referred to the Committee on Pensions 
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Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Indiana Soldiers’ Monu 
ment Committee, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Repub- 





lic, at Indianapolis, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made to 
assist in the erection of a soldiers d sailors’ monument in Indianap- 
olis; which was referred to the ¢ :mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petit of C. M. Furman and other 
citizens of South Carolina and Florida, praying for the confirmation of 
the title of a certain Spanish land grant to Jesse Fish, sr., of Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I report back from the Committee on the Judiciary 
a petition of citizens of Texas, praying for an investigation into the 
circumstances attending the alleged murder of a man named John |} 


Graham at sea on the ship Comal, with a short written report stating 
that it appears to the committee 

there is no legislation required; that it is a matter for departmental 
inquiry and investigation; and the committee has accordingly sent in- 
formation to the Attorney-General upon the subject. We ask to be 


, on an examination of the papers, that 


discharged from the further consideration of the petition 

Che PRESIDIEN r pro tempore The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition, if there be no objection, 
and it will lie on the table, and the report will be prints 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I venture to report in behalf of the Committee on 
the Judiciary the bill (H. IR. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston, 
which we have not considered, but which was evidently misreferred. 
A bill just like it was considered by the Committee on Claims, and 
reported by that committee, and passed by the Senate. In the mean 
time the House of Representatives passed a bill of the same character 
and sent it here, and by some inadvertence or want of recollection in 
regard to the former report it was sent to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. Itherefore venture on behalf of the committee, without any 
formal order from it, to report the bill back and ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged, and that the bill be sent to the Committee on 
Claims, which has already had the subject at this session under con- 
sideration. 

The report was agreed to 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3438) to refund illegal internal-rewenue tax collected 
of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district judge tor 
the district of Nevada, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Road 
to whom was referred the amendment intended to be proposed by Mr 
WILSON, of Lowa, to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port favorably without amendment the bill (8. 3474) amendatory of 
an act authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at St. Louis, Mo., approved February 3, 1887 

Mr. President, under the peculiar circumstances of the case, I ask 
the Senate to consider this bill now. I will state the whole effect of 
the amendment. It will be remembered by Senators who 
terest in the matter that some time ago we passed a bill authorizing 
the construction of a bridge at St. Louis, Mo., which elicited considera- 
ble debate, but finally passed unanimously through the Senate and 
through the other House, and became alaw. That bill prohibited a 
stockholder in any other bridge company on the Mississippi River, from 
its head to its mouth, from owning any stock in this corporation. It 
was intended at the time honestly to prevent any idea of collusion be- 
tween this company and any other bridge company on the river 

It is found now, when the bonds of the company are attempted to be 
negotiated, that the objection is made by capitalists that if they put 
their money into an enterprise with that sort of a clause in the act of 
incorporation, the forfeiture of the franchise would be imminent, be- 
cause the stockholders in other bridge companies might obtain stock 
without the knowledge of tie officers of this corporation, and by the 
terms of the act, which is now the law, thesimple tact of a stockholder 
in any other bridge company being a stockholder in this con 
would work eo instanti a forfeiture. 

When Isimply statethe fact that the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
Railroad Company have a bridge across the Mississippi River above St. 
Louis which belongs to the corporation, the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincey Railroad, and that that corporation has ten thousand stockhold 
ers scattered all over the Union, it will be seen at once that no capitalist 
would put a dollar into this enterprise if the fact that one of the Cl 
cago, Burlington and Quincy stockholders being the owner of a sin 
share of stock in this corporation would work a forfeiture of its fra! 
chise. 

This amendment of the recent act simpl: rikes out the word 
‘stockholder ’’ and provides that a stockholder in no other corporation 
shall be a director or officer. 
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Mr, CULLOM. I should like to inquire 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will firstascertain whether 


there be objection to the present consideration of the bill. Is there 
objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as 
in ( ommittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator if the pro- 

of the bill otherw than he has described are such as were in 

the act recently passed. 

Mr. VEST. They are exactly the same. That is the only amend- 
Babe : ; ) 

Mr. EDMUNDS I think the bill ought to be amended where the 

ord ‘*bridge’’ occurs in the first line on the second page. It speaks 
of the consolidation of one bridge with another. I think it is a mere 
clerical mistake. It should be ‘‘ bridge company.’ 

Mr. VEST. Ye that right 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It occurs twice 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated 


The Cuizr CLERK. In line 14, after the first word ‘' bridge,” it is 
proposed to insert the word ‘‘company;’’ and in the same line, after 
the second word ‘‘ bridge,’’ it is proposed to insert the word ‘ 


to read: 


* com- 


St, Louis Merchants’ Brid Comp 7, or its success@rs or assigns, shall 
iis bridge company with any other 


ompany across the Mississippi River, or to the pooling of the earnings 





rree or consent tothe consolidation of t 





of thi ri mp earnings of any other t ridge company on said 
river, ei« 


Mr. VEST. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to add as an additional section: 
The right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 
That probably is not necessary, but-—— 
Mr. VEST. That is in the original act, and I suppose it would ap- 
ply. to this enactment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But I think it is safer to have it in. 
Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to it. 
dinary provision. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 
Si 2. The right tg amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


4 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF CLINTON G. COLGATE, 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2771) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of the estate of 
Clinton G, Colgate, deceased, late of the city of New York,” now pending in the 
Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of the acts en- 
titled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive De- 
partments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment,’ approved March 3, 1883, and ‘‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of 
said acts, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3479) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. Powers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (8S. 3480) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Mitchell Youngblood; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3481) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who 
owned or occupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain Reserva- 
tion, which had been condemned by the Hot Springs Commission and 
afterwards burned, and to fix a reasonable value for each of said build- 
ings from the evidence now on file in the Interior Department; which 
vas read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3482) to enable parties to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a wagon-road to the top of Pike’s Peak, 
in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3483) for the relief of David R. 
Gregg and William P. Gregg; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 106) for the dis- 
tribution of the award in favor of the La Abra Company; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. EVARTS submitted amendments in- 


AUGUST 25, 


| tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations, and ordered to be printed. 
RAILROAD GRANTS. 


I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 


KANSAS 
Mr. PLUMB. 


consideration: 


d, That the letter of the Secretary of the Interior of May 15, 1888, in re- 


the resolution of the Senate of January 17, 1588, together with accom- 


spo > 
panyin letter of the Comn issioner of the General Land Office, papers, and m p, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and returned to the Secretary of the 
Inter 
1 ae : eo oe 4 4} a 
I will simply state for the information of the Senate that that docu- 





ment has been printed, and it is desirable now to have it returned to 
the Secretary of the Interior in order that he may certify it, to be used 
in a suit in which the Government is the complaining party. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I havelooked atit. There is no objection to the 
course suggested by the Senator from Kansas. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

ALLEGED TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish the Senate without delay with copies of all reports, 
affidavits, and communications upon which he based the statements in his let- 
ter to Hon. JAMrs N. Burnes, of the House of Representatives, dated August 

, 1888, with regard to the following amendment to the sundry civil appropria- 


i 
| tion bill: 


It is the or- } 


‘““That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region 
of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial value.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over un 
the rule, and be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. Is there objection to its present consideration ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. STEWART. Then [shall ask leave to-morrow morning to call 
up and submit a few remarks explanatory thereof. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will come up to-morrow of itself. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishall submit.some remarks on it to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be laid before 
the Senate to-morrow morning in its order. 

Mr. STEWART. That will do. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNpDs] 
with the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR], coming over from yesterday. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. EDMUNDS was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter, and until otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of 
the Senate shall commence at 12 o’clock meridian, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to add to the resolution: 

Unless a majority of Senators present when the Senate shall adjourn shall 
vote to adjourn to another hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read as it will beif the 
amendment is agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
posed to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter, and until otherwise ordered, the daily sessi 
the Senate shall commence at 12 o’clock meridian, unless a majority of Senators 
present when the Senate shall adjourn shall vote to adjourn to another hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

EFFECT OF IRRIGATION ON LOWER VALLEYS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
if consider the bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah 
A. Woodbridge, which was reported by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
TURPIE] yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is further morning business. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I will delay, then, until that is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution presented on a previous day by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB]. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. PLump Au- 
gust 21, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inquire and report 
to the Senate at its next session the extent to which the diversion of the wate 


icr 


The question is upon agreeing to 


The resolution will be read as pro- 


ns O1 








of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their tributaries in Colorado, for irriga- 
tion or other purposes, affects the flow of the water of those streams in the lower 
valleys, and especially during the growing season; and whether the title cou- 
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The PRESIDENT pro 
resolution. 

Mr. TELLER What « es 1 

estigate the questio ind t 

iy "| {! . , - 
mation 

The PRESIDEN’ I , 

Che resolution I | 

M TELLER. H t } I 

The PRESIDENT ; { 

Kansas | M ‘ on } a 

Mr. TELLER. I ild | tit. | 
proposition I think 1 it me t 
pared tor ve an al am n 

Mr. PLUMB I w ‘ 
to-morrov if actio 

The PRESID [ l I on | 
t ni I 

Mr TA DI } T ! ‘ ’ 
sent for tl lera te bill 76 at t ‘ t 
remarks of the Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts], who I 
stand desires to p1 t morning 

The PRESIDEN ty »7 } \ Is there further mor ng busi 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offered a resolution yesterday relating to « 
turbances in Corea, which on my own motion was laid o until t 
day. It would naturally come up in regular order tl morning. I] 
desire to detain the Sei out hiiteen minutes w 1 it does « } 
up. If my friend from York | Mr. EVARTS] desires to go on with 
his speech I shall not ea up at this time, but I ull reserve the 
right to call it up at some conve! t tim iring tl 1 vith tl 
permission of the senate. 

The PRESIDENT prot re |} fur r morning b 
ness the Calendar, und tule VIII, is in « and t first lo 
th ( dat Lil | sta l 

ihe Ul ( ] I Order « 5 i L 5 10! ] 
relief of Join D. Adar 

I ‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. Iaskthat n the resolu L 
the Senate which was reported rv Cor 
laid on the table, accompanied by a notice « t when i 
taken up I would ask leave to accompany i ser 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo rhe resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported from the Committee on 
the Library August 17, 1888, as follows: 

Whereas the Italians, residents of the city of Washington d citizens of the 
t t States t g pi it of the S« 
baldi, presented to the United b ' 
and distingnis ir 

Whereas the J« ( ec 
statute (Revised Statutes section : 

United St s: Therefore, 

R ved, That the Senate of t] its sense of t I 
triotism and liberality which prompted this n« these opted « 
zens of Italian birth, and extends to them, the countrymen of t great cham- | 
pion of Italian berty, the assurance of the ad ition of > people of this 
land for his noble ] and distinguished deeds. 

Mr. EVAR rs. Mr. Pre sident, the J« nt Committee on the Libra 
has authority by law to accept in behalf of Congress any gift that m 
be made of works of art and to take order for their disposi tic n and 
display in the Capit In pursuance of that authority the committ 
accepted in behalf of Congress this gift of the Italian patt otic citizer 
who have presented to the Government this noble work of art and this 
fitting monument to the great chara ter and the “at fame of Gari- 
bald . 

The death of Garibaldi occurred in 1882, when he I think, in | 
his seventy-fifth o™ Ve ry soon alter that a body of Italian citize 
of the United States, residents here, formed a society for the purp« 
of making some permanent commemoration of their great admiration 
of Garibaldi and of their great respect and affection for the United 
States, their adopted home. 

Under the lead of an eminent physician and a pul spirited citi- 
zen of this city, Dr. Verdi, this organization proceeded to procure the 
execution of a work of art which should be an illustration, as well, of 
the genius in the art of the sculptor that their country isso prolific in. 
An eminent artist, Giuseppe Martegani, has produced as fine a work 
as could be offered from any sculptor, and of as beautiful a specimen 
of the famous marble of Italy as could be selected from all its quai ri 


The committee have taken order, on the receipt of this completed 
bust, that it should be placed on a suitable pedestal, which accom- 
panied the gift. in the principal corridor of the Senate galleries, 
the main entrance to the Senate-house on the eastern front. There, 
indoubtedly, many of th nators have examined this beautiful work, 
and those who have had any opportunity to compare it with the de- | 


scriptions of this famous general and patriot, will have perceived that | 
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troops made a stand at a point of resistance of his own choice in the He was chosen by the French in three departments a member of the 


open plain, and defied the approach of Garibaldi with his troops of only 
20,000 men, at Volturno. With these new levies, new soldiers, but 
lovers of freedom and of Italy, through a stubborn fight lasting a whole 
day, before sunset Garibaldi and his 20,000 followers ronted the 50,000 
troops of the king. King Bomba retired from his kingdom and never 
returned: In a few days after this final triumph Garibaldi met the 
king, Victor Emanuel, who would have stayed his hand, and took oft 
his cap to him, with this simple salutation: ‘‘The Kingdom of Naples 
is yours, , 

Mr. President, we can all feel, I think, that there never was ina 
career of arms or ina triumph of a great cause a career or triumph 
that more completely turned on one man, It may be conceded that 
without Garibaldi these things would not have happened, and with 
Garibaldi and all who aided him these were great things to accomplish, 
either by himself or with his followers. Garibaldi refused every honor 


and every emolument, retired to Caprera, his little island home, off 


the coast of Sardinia, but 3 mijes wide and 5 miles long. This place 
that he greatly loved he has madeillustrious. Never for one moment, 
from the first step he made toward public action, public fame, public 
achievements, did he desire or accept any honors or emoluments for 
his great deeds for Italy. 

Here for two years he meditated how he could compass the conquest 
of the Roman States, for without that acquisition Italy was not and 
could not be united. The time, however, had not arrived, as was sup- 
posed, when the Kingdom of Italy, so far as it had been consolidated, 
could attempt a solution of this great problem of the Roman States. 
While in his little home of Caprera the frigates of Victor Emanuel 
watched its shores to prevent his reaching the mainland. But Gari- 
baldi escaped and undertook, then obviously prematurely, an attack 
upon Rome. At Aspromonte he was met by King Victor Emanuel’s 
army, an army that he could not contend with either in strength or in 
the affections of his heart; but to him it was a bitter disappointment 
that he should thus be turned away from his purpose and checked in 
his own advancing glory for Italy by the king and the kingdom which 
he had so much exalted. 

{n 1863 Garibaldi by invitation visited England. His fame was great. 
The enthusiasm of the people of England for him was unbounded. It 
litsuch a flame that the Government of that sedate: kingdom found 
itself in an awkward predicament towards this guest; but at length it 
was politely intimated to Garibaldi that he should not prolong his stay. 
it was my fortune, Mr. President, to be in England at that time, and 
my delight there to make the personal acquaintance of Garibaldi. 

I assure you that, with this remarkable career behind him, yet to be 
followed to more brilliant results, with this unbounded enthusiasm that 
agitated England in all quarters, in all circles of the great and of the 
common mass, Garibaldi’s appearance, dress, attitude, conversation was 
as simple as you would conceive it to have been and as it was in which 
he appeared on the deck of one of his own South American corsairs or 
among the first thousand men which he threw into Palermo, 

In 1866 the war broke out between Prussia and Italy against Austria, 
and Garibaldi was put incommand of 50,000 troops to invade Austria 
and wrest from that great power the Tyrol provinces, which properly 
belonged, as Garibaldi and the Italians thought, to Italy. He carried 
everything before him, penetrating rapidly into the very heart of the 
country that he was to occupy and subdue. But, alas, again his own 
government stayed his hands; but then upon the very necessary and 
proper situation that by the loss of the battle of Sadowa and the armis- 
tice that followed, the war with Austria was at an end. But this was 
a bitter disappointment to Garibaldi, for acquisition, restoration, of 
what belonged to Italy was the darling passion of his heroism and of 
his statesmanship; and thus, when these provinces were in his grasp, 
to retire by the martial situations that had been produced elsewhere 
was a great disappointment to him. 

In 1867 Garibaldi, still acting on his own movementsand on his own 
resources of volunteer followers, undertook an attack upon Rome and 
wascarried almost to the gates of Rome. But at Mentana he was met 
by the French army, which was then protecting the Roman states and 
lkome in the interest of the engagements which France had made, and 
it was impossible for him to proceed further. His time was not long 
delayed. In 1870 war cane up between France and Prussia, and all 
the resources of the French were needed to cope with thegreat adversary 
that was waging that terrible war. 

Then Italy by its King and by its troops entered Rome and Italy was 
united. But Garibaldi was not ready to relinquish his career of arms 
for liberty against strong power, though he had thus triumphed for his 
own country and for himself. He offered his services to the French 
Republic to carry on the war against Prussia, and there he won battle 
after battle with great prowess and great distinction. He had the 
singular honor, it is said, of taking the only battle trophy taken by the 
French from the Prussians throughout that war. It was a terrible 
battle at Dijon for that flag, and it was lost and won, back and forth, 
over heaps of corpses, but Garibaldi carried it off and kept it for 
France. The phrase went in France, as the war went against them, 
that if there had been more Garibaldis there would have been more 
victories for France. 


Assembly of the Kepublic, but finding the scene uncongenial, he 1 
signed and returned to Italy. At one time after his first triumphs for 
Italy he was chosen a member of the first Italian Parliament before th: 
unity of all Italy had been accomplished. He went there, it is said 
only for the purpose of reproaching Cavour that he had surrendered 
Nice to France, and immediately resigned and returned to Caprera. 
Hard fate for Garibaldi, born in Nice, that in the accomplished unity 
of Italy his own birthplace should be alienated to France! 

From 1870 to 1882, when his death occurred, his health and his 
strength much broken, he passed his time in honorable occupations and 
efforts, but without any public rewards or desire for rewards. 

In 1882 he was chosen to the Parliament of Italy, but his health 
wholly gave way and he retired to Caprera to die. 

Mr. President, when all modern nations have looked back to ancient 
Rome, its long history, its crewd of geniuses, of heroes, of patriots, it 
would seem not likely in the renovation of Italy there should be found 
a name that should be added to that list and lose thereby no luster. 
Heroes, statesmen, lawyers, wise men, philosophers, and poets make 
out the long rollof ancient Roman glory. But, after all, though these, 
for history and for scholars, may make up the illustrious groups, for 
universal human nature there must be found, if the names are to live 
in the hearts and be ever on the lips of the human race, some ‘‘ touch 
of nature that makes the whole world kin.’?’ The name of Lucretia, 
whose outraged virtue could bear no lighter expiation than her own 
life taken by her own hand, and whose blood, thus spilt, could brook 
no lesser vengeance than that the whole name and lineage and race 
and brood and breed of tyrant kings should be forever driven from the 
polity of Rome and a republic founded; of Cornelia, whose bright ex- 
ample of the fame and frame of Roman matronhood, throws into in- 
significance the pomps and attires and decorations of women; whose 
jewels of the Gracchi stand out to all the world as the glory of woman, 
as the mother of sons; of Horatius, who set his own strength and his 
own life against the tide of war at the bridge to hold it back long 
enough to cover the safety of the city; of Regulus, the monument of 
Roman faith, the hostage sent by Carthage to give advice to Rome 
concerning peace, and his promise to return if peace did not follow, 
who advised the Senate, for the glory and the interest of Rome, to make 
no peace with Carthage, and returned to Carthage to torture and to 
death—these names and such as these are names to be remembered by 
the world. These are the names of power, of fame; the names to con- 
jure with: and Garibaldi’s name, Garibaldi’s inextinguishable name, 
shall be a name to conjure with, for liberty and love of country, so 
long as and wherever those great sentiments shall warm the human 
breast. [Applause. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble and resolution proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The preamble and resolution were agreed to unanimously. 


SARAH A. WOODBRIDGE.. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
give way to me for a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask the consent of the Senate that it may 
consider a pension bill, which is the only remaining one upon the Cal- 
endar. It is Order of Business 2161. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
aside, that he may move the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The CurEF CLERK. A bill (S. 3276) granting restoration of pension 
to Sarah A. Woodbridge. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before the bill shall be read I simply desire 
to state that this bill was introduced by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] and has been reported by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
TuRPIE], who is a member of the Committee on Pensions. I urge the 
consideration of this last remaining pension bill upon the Calendar, 
although not introduced or reported by me, for the reason that the re- 
cipient of this proposed pension is the mother of the adjutant of my 
regiment, who was killed at the battle of New Hope Chureh. This 
aged woman lost her husband and two sons during the war of the re- 
bellion. She was the recipient of a pension as a widow, and some ten 
or fifteen years ago married again, which occasioned the loss of her pen- 
sion. She married a Dr. Woodbridge, who is now a man of eighty 
years of age, nearly blind, without property, utterly unable to support 
her, and in fact he has virtually abandoned her for the last five years. 
Mrs. Woodbridge, who was Mrs. Brewer, is now nearly eighty years 
of age, and I hope there will be no opposition to the present consider- 
ation and passage of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of Sarah A. Woodbridge, widow of Anson L. Brewer, 
major and paymaster United States Army, her pension having been 
suspended by reason of her remarriage. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a report in that case? 
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The ssage y returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 1 
quest, the bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter 

The message further announced that the House had non-conecurred 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1604) to change the 
time of the sessions of the circuit court of the western division of tl 
western district of Missouri, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had up 

ted Mr. CuLsenson, Mr. RoGers, and Mr. CASWELL managers 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I move to postpone the co 
endar and take up the resolution in regard 
investigation. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consi 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER Ji 
spect to the recent election in the State of Louis 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the ineut into this debate 
yesterday of the Senators from Texas was not unwelcome, for it served 
usefully to call the attention of the Senate and also of those Senators 
to the hanging of three colored Republicans in Flewellyn and Graball 
precincts in Washington County, Texas, on the 2d day of December, 
1886, and also to the massacre of nine 
ruary, 1888, at Spanish Camp, Whart« 
rounded in a dwelling which t! 
after the building was set « 
were shot to death by a WV 


.. 8037) for the relief of 


THE LOUISIANA 





ana, 


sion 





, 


negroes on the 28th day of Feb- 
m County, Texas, who were sur- 
1e courts had adjudged tobe theirs, and 
y were one by one driven out, 
ty mob. The Senators have 











) ; 
t i ‘ t | 
I « 
i ‘¥ t t > 
j 
l l 3 ¢ t i 
\ 4 
‘ ‘ 
i monn l ) 
Mr. ¢ 
' I 
f - i 
> 
T ‘ 
\ 
j 1 
t 
\ i 
I < lo « 
' 
‘ 
I wtsp 
| \[ i Dz 5 I 
NI i = 
{ 1‘ 
f and 
ioftl I t = 1 Par 
, : ex ed 
‘ [ ) iocrat 
“ i ec t I nst t 
t acked byas ll mob,w 
< < Me ant < 
it x engag l i i l nn 
La iD hand the petition « 
ti udge ot the nty-first judicial dist 
‘ eri 1 which he claims t t € l 
‘ 1 ¢ | er, the opposing cand { v 
b een counted in 
| sert t petition in the bod 
pnermi ( ) place tin an ap} Aix 
L come pw to the pal sh of 
' 
where tl e ret d was 1,687 for N 
Ww i 1 4 ot sand 2.596 colo 
nands a ietter from ih. 1 jonnson, da 


1888. written to Mai. An 


atar ft 





irew Hero, whi 
m A.ansas in his speech ot 


It shows the terrorism atte rte n 








set to De cratic 
‘ ; which 
1 of , | x, and I 
t ime 
¢ n, tothe 

i toe Llows 
you 
é se ry eis 
ed in 
t aC { to 
‘ i leave 
i ca »t for t as the in 

t } ‘ 

el t Con- 


{ t ex : 
t Rey r l 
( or loz 
eS 
‘ 
co cans 
‘ tLe O ( nta- 
Lhe destru ‘ 1 of 
ext t | I 
At « 
' 
I t Parish t ure 
i ! t 
W \ 
t \ \ 
I ‘ 1toa ‘ en 
i \ s 
ted I ithe 
‘ I ri - t Ar 
t ‘ i 4 i last 
ator com- 
~ in! ish M fer 
te i i« tking 
Yn ervous, W ) ‘ ourt- 
I s office, and ¢ I i 
iu n M ler i 


ig bus 4 
a \ ? if 
L ¢ l I rt pal I 
cted 1 that Al- 

' it elect ilthough he 
i my rem 3, but ask 
cho 2.033 for \ t 

5, a I y 
it rie 8, A oO, 
vas int ed byt Sen- 
ind Ww I li not 

3) isl, Gi pal 


7866 
»6 
ticularly the participation therein of Mr. Tobias Gibson, a brother of | 
the Senator from Louisiana. 
New ORLEANS, April 25, 1888. 
Sin: On Friday morning between the bours of 1 and 2 o'clock I was awak- 
g some one calling at my gate. Idid not answer, but quietly 
il out of bed and went to the window, peeped through the blinds to see 
10 was calling me. I knew it was Mr. Tobias Gibson, the brother of Senator 
\UL Gipson, butto be sure it was him calling me I got up on a chair in 
house and peeped through the blinds, as I always keep the upper blind open, 
n looking through the opening I saw and recognized Mr. Gibson, and I am 
ire that it was him who was calling me. He called me for at least fifteen min- 


but Ldid notanswer, I also recognized Mr. Millard Thomas, the Demo- 


candidat 





it hearir 


“ane 








e for the house of representatives, and Mr. John R. Grinnage, 
»a Democratic cand te for the house of representatives at the election held 
April 17, 1488, and several others that | well knew. There was about fifteen or | 


ons that I did not know. 


{ Mr. Gibson he said: “ Johnson, if you do not come out, I 
li come in and get you.’’ He then ordered his men to open fire on my house 
and kill everybody therein; they fired about thirty or forty shots with their 
Winchester rifles. I returned the fire from inside for the purpose of keeping 
them from breaking the door and taking me out. They then began firing again 
ired about as many shots as before or more; they failed to hit me, as 1 was 
n the armoir and the wall. In my house was my family, composed of 
wife and two boys, also three other women; y would have been killed 
y for my coolness and presence of mind in getting them to lay flat on the 
I do not think they would have left as quick as they did, but I suppose 
ey thought that they had killed every 
o happen that no one was killed. 
1 infer that the cause of the trouble was my action in the late canvass. The | 


twenty other per 
After failing to answer 












Hepublicans metin convention at Morgan City, La., and indorsed the nomination 
of Judge B. PF. Winchester for judge of the nineteenth judicial district, compris 

the parishes of St. Mary’s and Terre Bonne. We made this indorsement by th 
request of one wing of the Den ratic party of Terre Bonne. A day afterthe in- | 





or nent was made the Democratic executive committee of the parish of Terre 
nominated Judge Winchester. They then met the following night 
in the Firemen’s Hall, in the town of Houma, in a meeting numbering 150 or 
) all Democrats. No Republican was admitted, The meeting was called to 
order by Mr. Thomas L. Winder, chairman of the Democratic campaign com- 
nittee, who used the following language in his speech: ‘‘ For twenty-five years 
this parish bas been held in bondage by the Republican party with a negro ma- 
ty; by the eternal God we shall deliver ourselves from the bondage of the | 
»and the Republican party. This is aewwhite man’s government, and this 
irish shall be placed in the column of the other Democratic parishes, regard- 
1 of the cost and what may be the penalty, if it takes blood todo it.’ Speeches 
iolent were made by the other speakers. 
se speeclies alarmed the colored people much. Knowing that they have 
a majority of at least 600 votes in Terre Bonne Parish, the leaders of the Republi- 















tx 


} 
| 
can party made an appeal tothe plantersand stated that if they would give them 
he protection of life and safety of the ballotand a fair count they would support 
the candidate of their choice for judge. They pledged themselves to do that, 
and they did so; they asked of the Republican sheriff to appoint a planter as a 
deputy sheriff at each poll. The sheriff did so, There was no trouble all the 
day of election because of the presence of each planter (deputy sheriff) with a 
Winchester rifle on his shoulder, By that means we succeeded in electing the 
Republican State ticket andall the Republican parish officers, and Judge Allen, 
whom the Republican leaders promised to support. Being unable to carry out 
their threats and plans before the election, they sought revenge after the election 
by calling ene man from his house and putting thirty bullets through him. 
After killing one man they came to my house to kill me also, but I was not fool 
enough to go to the door and be led out by them. 

This man Tobias Gibson was the captain and leader of the mob. He said he 
wanted to have the two Democratic members of the house of representatives 
elected in order to secure those two votes for his brother as United States Sen- 
rhis man Gibson was a candidate on the Democratic ticket for district attor- 
ney 

| was compelled to leave my home in Terre Bonne Parish to save my life; 

Llarge number of Republicans were compelled to leave, and are now refu- 
1} your city. 
Respectfully, yours, et 
R. B. JOHNSON. 
Maj. ANDRrew Hero, Jr., Cily. 


[ have also the original statement of Butler Adams, dated at New 
Orleans, July 13, 1888, a copy of which I give: 
New Or LeEans, July 13, 1888, 





While living in Houma, Terre Bonne Parish, my former home, during the 
month of April, some time before the last election, I was approached by one 
Honry Hellier, candidate for ward constable on the Democratic ticket, and by 
him requested to vote for him and the Democratic ticket; which I declined to 


On the night of April 17 (election day) I was again approached and asked by 
this Hellier whether I had voted for him and the Democratie ticket, and upon 
’ swering in the negative, he said it was all right, that he would “ fix it all 
’ Some four or five days thereafter I was waited upon by a committee 











of four, namely, William Lirette, Charles Nicholls, Millard F, Thomas, and 
Clay Chauvin, and was told by them thatin the future I would have to vote 
t Democratic ticket or else leave the parish forever. Again, some three 
. 5 on wae 








after, a committee of three, mely,Charles Nicholls, William Lirette, and 
Millard F. Thomas, waited on me and requested meto deliver up my rifle, which 
J refused to do, knowing that it was my property and paid for. They went 
away and return rain the next day, repeating thesame demand, saying that 
they were sent by a committee of one hundred toget the rifle from me, Lagain 


refused, 

Then on the night of May 17, at about 11 o'clock, about forty men came to my 
house, stood about 50 yards off, and riddled my house and premises full of bul- 
let holes, My life was saved almost by a miracle, as I had moved my family 
un there about two hours previous. I was hunted down and had to leave 
he parish by night, leaving behind me some $3,000 worth of property, real es- 
tate, ete, 








fy 


unprotecte 





ee of Terre Bonne Parish have sworn that no colored 
lit rights in the parish unless they vote the 





BUTLER ADAMS, 








An informant, known to me to be a reliable person, makes this state- | 
ment about Mr. John F. Patty: 
John F, Patty, a colored man of high standing and late Republican candidate | 

»f state, has not been in his parish, St. Mary, since the night of the | 

i 


r. Patty was not molested, but would have been if he had waited 
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body in the house; but Providence et | i 


i“ 
: | than everto see that political freedom and political ho 


AUGUST 23, 


until a band of sixteen Democrats, armed with Winchester rifles, arrived at his 
poll,as they did a few minutes after he took to the woods. Mr. Patty isa 
practicing lawyer, having the most of his business before the nineteenth judicial 
district court, composed of the parishesof St. Mary and Terre Bonne. In Terre 
Bonne he has remained most of the time since the election, but a band of Demo- 
crats have waited upon him and told him that his presence before the court was 
not to their liking, and also forbidding him to practice. The only thing that 
the judge has done is to say that ‘‘ he sympathizes with Patty.” 


The Weekly Pelican, of New Orleans, of Saturday, July 28, 1888, 
states the Patty case thus: 
THE PATTY CASE. 


Hon.J. IF, Patty has been ordered to leave Houma.—Morgan City Free Press 

Patty has not been ordered to leave Houma, He has been notified that his 
presence as a practicing attorney before the district court is objectionable. It 
seems that the same rule prevails in St. Mary.—Houma Courier, 

For cool cheek this comment of the Courier beats all bobtail. Here in plain 
English it states that Patty is objectionable to the court. And why is he ob- 
jectionable? Is it because of any offense, any ungentiemanly act, or is he ob- 
jectionable simply because he opposed the present judge’s candidature? The 
latter would seem to be the case. In any eventan outrage has been commit- 
ted upon Mr. Patty that isa burning disgrace and shame not only to the peopl 
of the nineteenth judicial district but likewise to all the citizens of Louisia 
The simple reason for the non-permitting of him to practice his profession is be- 
cause he is a Republican, and a stalwart one at that. 

The Democratic party of Louisiana must learn to respect the opinions and 
eas of its political opponents; it must give to every man the right of political 
freedom; it must shelve its before-the-war sentiments if it would see prosperity 
within the borders of the State. Until it does so it will find the Republican 
party antagonistic toitsinterests, be they material or political, and the uncalied- 
f l unjust treatment of Mr. Patly but makes the party more determined 

+ 1 
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sty are respected in tl 
Pelican State. 


MADISON PARISH. 


” 


530 votes were returned for Nicholls and none 

te voters in the parish, 3,081 colored voters. Not 
a vote was returned for the Republican ticket. Hon. Frank Morey, 
candidate for the Legislature, well and most favorably known here as 
a former member of the House, saw the casting of 220 Republican 
votes at Omega, yet not one was returned or allowed for Warmoth or 
for any of the local candidates except Democrats. 

W. W. Johnson and Governor Hawkins, two colored men, had been 
members of the State house of representatives elected four years be- 
fore on a combination ticket; they had voted for Mr. Eustis for Sena- 
tor, and had participated in the Senatorial caucus which by one major- 
ity nominated Eustis over Jonas; were going torun again ona combina- 
tion ticket with independent Democrats composed largely of the then 
present incumbents, Capt. H. B. Holmes included, for sheriff, who will 
be spoken of later. ‘This independent movement was broken up, and 
Johnson and Hawkins were compelled to ieave their homes in Madison 
Parish three weeks before election; and instead of their being elected 
J. G. Hawks was elected or returned elected to the Legislature, and 
we shall see where we find Mr. Hawks when we consider the next let- 
ter which I shall put into the case, as illustrating the impossibility of 
obtaining any justice or any redress of any of the outrages which Iam 
narrating either by proceedings in the courts or before the Legislature 
of Louisiana. I ask the Secretary to read this. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In Madison Parish 


for Warmoth; 279 wl 





New Or.eEans, LA., June 13, 1888, 


Honorep Srr: I noticed by the special correspondence from Washington, 
which appeared in New Orleans Times-Democrat of the 12th instant, that the 
credentials of R. L. Grnson, as United States Senator from this State, were or- 
dered by the Senate to lie over until the presence of the chairman committee 
on contested election. I am one of three contestants claiming to have been 
elected to the house of representatives of this State, contesting, together with 
Messrs. C. B. Wilson and Joseph Farbacker, the seats of Messrs. J. C. Gilmore, 
Will I. O’Donnall, and W. J, Grady, Democrats, each of whom voted in the 
Democratic caucus and in the joint assembly for both Grason and White. These 
same seats, excepting J. C. Gilmore, was contested also by the Democratic can- 
didates, belonging to an organization known as the **‘ Young Men’s Democratic 
Association.”” We simply ask for a recount ofthe boxes, This plea was joined 
in by the contestants just referred to. We went to the courts through our at- 
torney, J. Madison Vance. 

The district court, presided over by Hon. A. L. Tissot, granted our petition and 
ordered the boxes produced in court, which was done. Two officers employed 
in the courts were appointed as tellers. The count proceeded to poll three, there 
being eleven precincts in the third representative district, it being the largest 
in the parish of Orleans, when a prohibitory order was granted by the supreme 
court and the count was stopped. As faras the count had gone discrepancy after 
discrepancy was found. The ballots in the boxes showing more votes for us, 
as Republicans, than the tally-sheets. We were then forced to make our fight 
before the Legislature and before a committee of nine, only two of whom being 

tepublicans; and the chairman, J.G. Hawks, a prince of bulldozers, whoclaims 
to represent Madison Parish, where Warmoth was only accredited with 1 vote, 
and there being little over 3,700 black voters. Our attorney appeared in person 
before the committee; our petition went through the regular channels, and we 
now learn that the committee will not grant a recount, fearing ‘‘ to unearth too 
many frauds,’’ This is the most important case in our State, and the only one 
that was regularly carried through every legal channel}. I respectfully call 
your attention to these facts, hastily written, and will hold myself in readiness 
to substantiate these and other positive allegations, 

Iam, very respectfully, 





S. S. FRANCISCO, 

Corner Baronne and Perdido streets, or 51 Bertrance street. 

Hon. W. E. Caannut 
Washingt 





J 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Francisco’s apppeal to the Legislature for 


justice was put before a committee, of which Mr. J. G. Hawks was 
chairman, returned elected from Madison Parish. I will put in the 
ReEconD an extract from the Louisiana Standard of August 11, 1888, iu 
reference to the Madison Parish fraud: 
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cuting attorney; Judge R 
Mr. Fk. Wheatley, Mr 
Jobn Parker, Mr. Geor 





W. Richardson 
Mitchener, Mr. Bob and John Logan, Mr. R. Fullum, Mr. 
e Philips, and Mr. Brown. 
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{ know beyond a doubt that if there could be some way devised go that the 


negroes of this parish could get protection of their lives and a free ballot and a 
fair count this parish would give a Republican vote of 2,000. It is nothing un- 
usual forthem to take the negroes upand whipthem to make them vote as they 
want them to. I think if you want a verification of these facts if you will sub 
poona the following-named gentlemen you can probably get from them all the 
fact Phe names are 


I omit the twenty names which he gives 


s. 


I shall not sign my name to this paper, for if I did and it was found out here 
I woulda not live twenty-four hours, 
this, I remain, as ever, 

Yours, 


Another statement which has been farnished me by a reliable citi- 
zen of Madison Parish is as follows: 


THE FAT ** BILI.” 


THE 


OF ADAMS, AT MONROE, PARISH SEAT OF OUACHITA COUNTY, 


NEXT BUT ONE TO MADISON COUNTY. 

Mr. Adams was distributing Republican tickets previous to the election in 
Ouachita, 
clection,as he was going along on the side of the street opposite the court 
house, while people were going to church, a load of buckshot from a shotgun 
was fired at him from back of the court-house fence. One shot went through 
his nose and another went through his leftarm. After denouncing the unseen 
shooter #8 an assassin and coward, Adams being unarmed went home. He was 
told to come to the court-house, where he would be protected from harm. He 
went to the court-house; a hack stood in front of the door; he was never seen 
afterwards, After dark the hack drove away. There was blood on the hack 
the next day and on the floor of the court-house, A citizen heard cries of mur- 
der in the afternoon and nothing more. The next day he told what he heard. 
He was waited on by a committee of leading citizens and told thai unless he 
stopped talking they could not protect him. Everybody knows what that 
means. Not a paper in Northern Louisiana spoke of the occurrence. 


The Louisiana Standard of New Orleans, Saturday, August 18, 1888, 
gives some facts in reference to William Adams not previously known 
tome. I will read the article: 

LOUISIANA FICTION V8, FACTS. 

There are the two ways of lying. There is the lie direct, in the statement of 
that which is false. There is the lie indirect, in the holding back and thereby 
suppressing the truth, The latter is, perhaps, the most effective. The lie 
direct may be exposed, may thereby bring out the facts, The lie indirect has 
at least the chances of remaining unknown, 

Our prominent Louisiana press, then, have been doing a world of indirect yet 
powerful lying in regard to Louisiana affairs, 

They have thus heralded the result of the Louisiana election. They have 
persistently withheld the facts as to how the results were brought about. They 
have lied, in effect, in that they have failed to tell the truth. 

here was the murder of William Adams, in Monroe, Monroe is in the par 
ish of Ouachita. It is the home of ex-Governor McEnery. It was the center 
from whence issued the famous “Ouachita plan;” the plan of organized out- 
rage and general intimidation as an element of Democratic success. William 
Adams was a white man and an ex-Confederate soldier. He had been one of 
McEnery’s ardent friends and supporters. 

lle refused to follow McEnery in the final deal whereby Louisiana was to be 
haaded over through outrage and fraud to General Nicholls. He knew that the 
Ouachita country was in honesty largely Republican. He saw no reason why 
it should not so vote. He came to New Orleans in company with one of Mc- 
Enery’s old-time trusted officials. He was introduced to Governor Warmoth. 
He undertook to work the Ouachila country in the Republican interest. 

William Adams was somehow inveigled into the court-house in Monroe. It 
was of a Sunday's eve. The Monroe ladies were on their way to church. Will- 
iam Adams was in the hands of Democratic assassins, 

They somehow closed in on him unawares. His throat was cut from ear to 
ear. 

Why was he killed? He had committed the unpardonable crime; he was 
guilty of distributing Republican tickets, 

The body was smuggled into a country hack. It was so carried to an out-of- 
the-way point on the bank of the Ouachita River. It was loaded with chains. 
It was next put into a small boat. The boat was paddied into midstream. 
William Adams was given his watery grave. 

Did our prominent Louisiana press have anything to say? The matter was 
no secret, There was not the man, woman, orchildin Monroe but heard of the 
facts. 

The scene of the murder was just by the telegraphic office door. There were 
the regular news correspondents, Had somebody broke a leg or arm the fact 
would been duly dispatched. Here was most foul and horrible murder. Here 
was the almost open disposition of the murdered body. What was said or 
done? What was published by our leading press? What has ever been heard 
of an investigation? Nothing. 

The parish of Ouachita is one of the fitteen parishes making up the Louisiana 
Fifth Congressional district. The district as a whole is reported as casting a 
a vote of 30,993 for Nicholls as against 2,737 for Warmoth, 

The official registration is 14,102 whites to 28,183 blacks. 
of better than 10,000 negro‘voters remaining unregistered. 
estiy Republican by at least 15,000 majority even on the registered vote. It 
should stand for Warmoth by fully 10,000 majority to-day. The murder of Will- 
iam Adams did the business in Ouachita. The parish of Madison was returned 
with 3,530 for Nicholls, Warmoth with nothing. The actual vote was 2,817 for 
Warmoth, to 588 for Nicholls. Warmoth received the 2,229 majority. ‘The 2,817 
Warmoth votes counted for Nicholls, makes the 5,634 of the Democratic steal 
in the single parish. ‘There are others we propose to show up in the same way. 
This system of indirect lying by our prominent Louisiana press needs be ex- 
posed, 

It seems that they do not allow mugwumps in Louisiana, they kill 
them. Here was William Adams, a white man, a Confederate soldier, 
and a Democrat, but at this election he had concluded to support the 
Warmoth ticket, and he was not allowed to live, but at Monroe, in 
the home of Governor Samuel D. McEnery, he was shot to death, his 
throat cut, ang he was thrown into the river, in order to enable Oua- 
chita Parish to give the votes which were returned from it for Francis 
T. Nicholls, 

Mr. President, it is worth While to digress a little to notice that 
election outrages like these to which I have adverted are common affairs 
in Louisiana and proceed from an old custom of the State. Forty-four 


There are evidences 
The district is hon- 
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Mr. I’. P. Stubs, Mr. L. D. McLain, | 


| mine Parish was 57 for Mr. Clay and 1,007 for Polk. 
| how the Presidential election of 1844 was carried, 
| 


é | 65 majority over Mr. Clay; 
Hoping you may make a true case out of | : . : 


lie was warned to desist, but did not; and on the Sunday before the | 






‘0 
my 
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years ago, precisely, the same frauds were being perpetrated in Louisi 
ana that prevailed at the last election, and they will be committed at 
the coming election. The name Plaquemine is a stench in the nostrils 
of the American people. 

In 1840 Harrison had 11,296 votes in Louisiana, and Van Buren only 
7,616. In 1844 Polk had nominally 13,782, and Clay 13,083, making 
a nominal tmajority for Polk of 699. The vote returned from Plaque- 
We all know 
that Mr. Polk had 
170 electors for Polk and 105 for Clay, ot 
which Louisiana gave 6 and New York gave 36. 

In the private correspondence of Henry Clay by Calvin Colton, page 
523, there is a statement in a letter from B. Johnson Barbour to Mr. 
Clay, dated at Barbourville, February 16, 1845, which is singularly ap- 
plicable to the present day, which will find a counterpart forty-four 
years later in the coming Presidential election. Mr. Barbour says: 

Plaquemine and Tammany have stifled the voice of the American people, and 


the late contest has only established the melancholy fact that frauds upon the 
ballot-box have perfect impunity, that mediocrity is a merit, and that every 


| excess may be committed in the name of a spurious Democracy. 


| in the city of New York. 








The Secretary will please read from Colton’s Life and Times of Henry 
Clay, volume 2, page 433, Mr. Colton’s statement concerning the 
Plaquemine frauds. 

Tie Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The notorious Plaquemine frauds of Louisiana had not even the decency of 
disguise, but were open and violent, the judges and public officers taking lea 
in them. Law was trampled under foot and anarchy ruled for the occasion 
Several hundreds of non-residents of the parish were freighted in steam-boats 
from New Orleans, carried down tothe precincts of Plaquemine and induced to 
walk the rounds of voting two or three times each, some under the sam 
names, being furnished with tickets of the right kind, which were opened by 
the inspectors, in violation of law, before being deposited, to be sure they were 
right. Nearly all the Whig votes offered were refused; challengers were 
silenced; all attempts to invoke the authority of law treated with contempt 
and menace, and Whig tickets after being delivered were changed for others. 
It was proved that the parish was entitled to less than 500 yotes. The number 
deposited was 1,044, and only 37 for the Whig electors. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At the same time in 1844 that the Plaquemine 
frands were going on in Louisiana similar frauds were being per; etrated 
The popular vote of New York in 1844 was 
counted for Mr, Clay, 232,482; for Mr. Polk 237,588, and for Mr. Bir- 
ney, 15,812. Mr. Polk had nominally about 5,000 majority over Mr. 
Clay. New York City, which was a Whig city, and should have given 
a majority for Mr. Clay, gave for him only 26,385 votes; for Mr. Polk 
28,296 votes, and for Mr. Birney 117 votes. Mr. Colton tells how the 
majority for Polk was obtained, The Secretary will please read the 
extract. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From Colton’s Life and Times of Henry Clay, volume 2, page 436.] 

The frauds in the city and State of New York were probably more systema- 
tized, consequently more productive, and practiced on a larger scale than any- 
where else. It was admitted on all hands that the party which should gain 
that State would, in all probability,secure the General Government, It wa 
therefore an object of supreme importance. 


* * 





~ 


* * * * * 


The well-known ability and practice of passing the same naturalization pa- 
pers from one hand to another, and of using dead men’s papers—as in the case 
of the poor widow at Baltimore who sold the use of her dead husband’s right 
seventeen times at one election for $1 each—comprehend a large list of frauds 
in the city of New York. In this wayan adopted citizen’s r ght is not only 
many times more available during his life than that of a citizen native born, 
but it continues to be used with a multiplied power after his death! 

rhe volunteer practice of obtaining what is called a legal residence in several 
wards, and in several districts of the same ward, and then appearing as many 
times at the polls to vote, in a different dress,and in other ways disguised, is 
another mode of fraud practiced to a large extent. Hundreds of young men go 
the rounds of the city the whole of an election day, frequently changing dress, 
and offering their votes, which are often received without being challenged, and 
when challenged, they pass on to another, making open boast of it, and saying, 
* He is a fool that will not vote as many times as he can.” 

Buta new mode of fraud is alleged and believed to have been practiced on a 
large seale in the city of New York in 1844: that of employing men for at least 
six months before the election to obtain residences in every ward and district 
of the city (district 79), at the cheap boarding-houses, that could be sworn to, if 
necessary, they being known as boarders at all these places, though not always 
there. 

Being entirely devoted to the task, and paid for it, they could visit each place 
frequently,and be recognized as residents. In this single mode, thousands of 
fraudulent votes are believed to have been given in the city of New York, at 
the Presidential election of 1844. The funds necessary were raised by betting 
and advanced. Considering all the various modes by which fraudulent votes 
were obtained, 5,000 for the city of New York, and 15,000 for the State would 
probably be an underestimate. The greatest possible effort of this kind was 
made, inasmuch as the relative strength of parties in the State, at that particu- 
lar juncture, was more uncertain than in almost any other State, and it was 
therefore difficult to determine what amount of fraud would answer the pur- 
pose of victory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. While John Slidell was carrying Louisiana for 
Mr. Polk by the Plaquemine frauds, Isaiah Rynders and his gang were 
carrying New York for Mr. Polk by such contrivances as Mr. Colton 
describes; and as time went on New York City improved upon its earlier 
rascalities. In 1860 the Democratic vote in New York City for Presi- 
dent was 62,293. In 1864 McClellan had 73,709. In 1866 John TT. 
Hoffman had for mayor 80,677. In 1867, for local officers, the Demo- 
crats cast a yote of 85,764; but when the Presidential election of 1565 
came around the Democratic vote in New York City leaped from 85,74 
to 112,522 for Hoffman for governor, while John A. Griswold had 43,372. 
The Seymour vote was counted at 108,316, the Grant vote 47,738 The 
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vote for governor in the whole State was for Hoffman 439,301, for Gris- | 


> 


wold 411,355, a majority for Hoffman of 27,946. For Seymour, 429,883; 


Grant, 419,883; showing a majority for Seymour of only 10,000 counted | 


for him as against 27,946 counted for John T. Hoffman for governor. 


Now this is the way, Mr. President, that the State of New York in | 


1868 was counted for Hoffman and Seymour and taken away from Gris- 
wold and Grant: The process was exactly the reverse of that which 
prevailed at the recent election in Louisiana. In Louisiana word was 


sent out from New Orleans to the parishes where the frauds were to be | 


committed to make large returns in favor of Nicholls and against War- 
moth. In 1868, in New York, the frauds could not be perpetrated in 
the country but could be committed in the city of New York, and there- 
fore word was sent into the country districts to telegraph the state of 
the vote early so that the country Republican majorities might be over- 
come by manufactured Democratic majorities in the city. This circu- 
lar was sent out by Samuel J. Tilden and William M. Tweed: 
Rooms OF THE DEMOCRATIC STATE COMMITTEE, October 27, 1868. 

My Dear Sire: Please at once to communicate with some re » person in 
three or four principal towns, and each city of your county, re request him 
(expenses duly arranged for this end) to telegraph to William M. Tweed, Tam- 
many Hall, at the minute of closing the polis, not waiting for the count, such 
person's estimate of the vote. Let the telegraph be as follows: ‘ This town 
will show Democratic gain (or loss) over last year of number Orthis one, 
if sufficiently certain: ‘* This town will give a Republican (or Democratic) ma- 


jority of —-."’ There is, of course, an important object to be attained by a ! 


simultaneous transmission at the hour of closing the polls, but not longer 
waiting. Opportunity can be taken of the usual half-hour lull in telegraphic 
communication over lines before actual resalts begin to be declared, and before 
the associated press absorb the telegraph with returns and interfere with indi- 
vidual messages, and give orders to watch carefully the count. 
Very truly yours, 
SAMUEL J. TILDEN, Chairman. 


And when, as the result of this circular. Mr. Tilden and Mr. Tweed 


found out how the country districts in the State of New York had gone 
they knew exactly what majority to count for the Democratic State 
and national tickets in the city of New York, and they contented them- 
selves with moderate majorities, of 27,000 for Hoffman and 10,000 for 
Seymour. But when Governor McEnery sent word to the election of- 
ficers of the country parishes of Louisiana to return majorities for Ni 
olls, as Warmoth was developing too much strength, these election 
officers did not know precisely how much was wanted. They deter- 
mined to make their false returns large enough, and hence we have the 
enormous majority of 84,753 returned by the election officers and 
counted and promulgated by the secretary of state. 

Mr. VEST. Will it interfere with the line of remarks of the Sena- 
tor if I ask him a question here that is of historical reference ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if it is not true 
that in 1881 the Republican managers of the election in Pennsylvania 
then under the political control of the present chairman of the national 
Republican committee, did not telegraph from Philadelphia to Pitts- 
burgh after the polls closed at 7 o’clock in the afternoon: 

Republican majority in Philadelphia, 20,000. We can make it 40,000 if neces- 
sary. 

I ask if that was not published, and if it is not well known and no- 
torious ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no knowledge on that subject. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator say he never saw or heard that state- 
ment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the gentleman finished his inquiry? 

Mr. VEST. That is my inquiry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have never heard of the occurrence before. I 
have no knowledge on the subject. I believe the telegram to be talse. 
I do not believe that such a telegram was ever sent. 

Mr. VEST. We shall see. 

Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
say a word? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. I believe I know about that circumstance, and it is a 
pure canard manufactured ab initio, and there is not a particle of truth 


or foundation for it from the beginning to the end and it can not be | 


proved. 

Mr. VEST. That is an assertion easily made. It was published in 
the newspapers of the country and in the Pittsburgh papers at the 
time and it has stood on record ever since, and the gentleman whose 
name was signed to it has never contradicted it. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator from Missouri himself said but a few 
days ago on the floor of the Senate that a Senator whose life or liberty 
bed to depend upon the truthfulness of newspaper reports had a small 
chance. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island, who has injected 
himself into this question which I put to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, tell me what we have had here yesterday and to-day but news- 
paper extracts, pure and simple, and the character of a sovereign State 
and of the people of a sovereign State of this Union is to be taken awa 


by these extracts, but when the medicine is given to that side of the | 


Chamber it is worth nothing? 
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Mr.CHANDLER. Does the Senator want to ask any other question ? 
Mr. VEST. No, sir 
Mr. CHANDLER. I always like to hear a speech from the Senator 





from Missouri I yielded to him for a question, but I enjoyed his 
i . 

speech very much. I take occasion to denounce the telegram as a 

forgery. Ido not believe it was ever sent It is more than probable 

- ats telegram got into the hands of a Democrat who put in the 

ast clause and then pub — it in some newspaper. It is perhaps a 

a. letter; certainly it has not made much progress in the public 





news, for I never heard of it 7 tore, and I do no ieve there are any 
Republican Senators on this side, certainly not many, who ever did 
hear of it. But that Mr. Tilden and Mr. Tweed, by means of the cir- 
cular I have read, which gave them information what the vote had 
been in the Republican counties of New York, counted out Grant and 


Griswold and counted in the Seymour electors and Hotiman there can be 
butiittledoubt. 4A Senator asks me wheter anybody doubts that Mr. 
Tilden and Mr. Tweed sent out that circular. In answer to that I will 
put in a letter from Mr. Greeley to Mr. Tilden, headed ‘‘A Letter toa 
Politician,’’ inwhich Mr. Greeley charges the circular upon Mr. Tilden 
and undertakes to hold him responsible for the fraudulent vote in the 
State of New York in the election of 1868, to which I havea ided. 
LETTER TO A POLITICIAN 
NEw YorK, ¢ L869. 
Srr: You holda most responsible and influential position t ‘ s of 
a great party You could make that party content itself with the | ng of 
legal votes,if you only would in our late constitutional convention | 
to erect some fresh barriers against election frauds—did you? The \ 
| that I was enabled to effect in this direction I shall try to have ratific 
people at ensuing election—will you? Mr. Tilden, you can not escape re- 
sponsibility by saying, with the guilty Macbeth, 


Thou canst not say I did it; never shak« 




















rhose gory locks at m 
for you w east a passive accomplice in the giant frauds of last November. 
Your name was used, without public protest on your part, in circulars sowed 
broadcast over the State, whereof the manifest intent was to mak issurance 
doubly sure that the frauds here perpetrated should not be overborne | 
h st vote of the rural districts And you, not merely 
tive assumpt have covered those frauds with the mantle of your respe a 
1 ( pi at ‘the re iver is as bad as the thief,’ 5 ‘ 
deeply im i lin them to-day as though your name were Tweed, O Brie 
or Oak I 
‘And, though our city has since largely increased its population, the lower 
wards were quite as populous then (181 is thev ars o-day, several of them 
more so ° * Now look at the vote of four of thes« irds in 1840 and Os 
respective 
President, 1840 Go 
Four ward 4.7 ) 2, $4 0,2 
‘Van Buren’s majority, 726; Hoffman's majority, 17,445 
Mr. Tilden, you know what this contrast attests Right well do you com- 
prehend the means whereby the vote of 1868 was thusswelled out of al propor- 
t - here are not 12.000 legal voters living in those wards t« v, though 
th g Hoffman 17,443 majority Had the day en of averag rth 
would doubtless have been swelled out to 20,000 There was m Ling t tim 
needed to make it 100,000, if so many had been wanted and paid fo Now 
Mr. Tilden, I call on you to put a stop to this business. You have but to walk 
into the sheriff's, the mayor's, and thesupervisor’s offices, in the City Hall Park 
and say that there must be no more of it: say it so that there shall be no doubt 
that you m 1 it, and we shall have a tolerably fair election once more 
Will you doit? If we Republicans are swindled again as we were swindled 
last fall, you and such as you will be responsible to God and man for 
rage 
‘Yours 
| HORACE ¢ EELEY 
To Samvurt J. TiLpex 
Chairman Democratic State Committe 
Although the circulars to which Mr. Tilden’s n vas attache een 
previously published by the Tribune, and fully im ated 1 ’ is 
charged, yet he was as silent under the accusati stone ud | en 
| nocent of the charge, and had he been desirous of purging the ballot xes, he 
would instantly have come to the front, demanded an investigation | volun- 
teered to go all lengths in their correction But had he done so he never would 
have been governor o° the State of New York, nor wou!d he have had the least 
show for the Presidency He, of all men, was the most interested in perpet 
ating a masa means of climbing to political powe1 
Mr. Tilden, so far as I know, never made any public or authentic 








edited « of that circular, and the purpose of the circular is manifest 
on its face. 

Returning from this digression to the Louisiana election, I next 
proceed to maintain that this enormous fraudulent vote which has 
been returned is the product not of local fraud perpetrated on tl 
mere motion of the local election officers, but is the result of a delib- 
erate conspiracy ente red into by Samuel D. McEnery, the governor, 


and Francis T. Nicholls, the candidate for governor, and I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to Governor McEnery’s powers concerning 
| elections. Ly the election law of Louisiana, act 101, of July 5, 1882, 


it is provicea 


| That for ail elections in the several parishes, the parish of Orleans excepte 

| the governor shall appoint areturning officer for each parish, who shal! appo 

| the commissioners of election and designate the polling places in ea ‘ on 
| precinct. 


The campaign in Louisiana which has produced the e sult now ex- 
| hibited to the country was very famously opened on the 12th of UOcto- 
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ber last at Monroe, 


} 


La., and I have in my hand a copy of the Times- 
Democrat, which contains an accountof the meeting held at that time, 
from which I shall make copious extracts. The newspaper i 


by Maj. E. A. Burke, who was present at the meeting. The account 

















published | 


| Ogden, and the men of Janu: 
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| ernment had been organized without 


| temper of the people 


pro ds as follows 
ru OVERNO!I IVAL AND RECEPTION 
Monrozg, La., October 12, 1887 

Governor McEnery wnied by Senators J.B. usris. B. F. Jonas, I - 
ALL L..Girson, M lL. A. Burke, Col. Richard Sinnott, George W.Dupré,and A 
bert Gibson, ari l he; t4 o'clock this evening 

* “ * ‘ * 

In t pre zion t ‘ 1 two bann on one was ‘‘ Ouechita’s her 1 
80 on the reverse sid anner vs The People’s Governor, Lhe 
© inner | the ‘ i A ernor, welcom home.’’ 

MPEETI? 
Monnoe, October 13 

This pretty little place, the home of Governor McEnery, wi j 
ocrats Lhis morning fromthe var wards of Ouachita Parish, who had | 
attracted by | annoul that Governor MckEnery and other prominent 
genticmen would add s | »w-citizens. 

a od “ ~ a 

The folowing was the programm of the proceedings: Addresses, Governoi 
DD. Mcknery; musie; RANDALL L.G 7, Unite d State Senator; music; J.B. 
us United States S« tito mu - Hion. B. F. Jonas; music: Hon. E. A. 
Burke; music 

What could not be done in Louisiana by this precious crowd could 
not be done by anybody. 

Mr. Franklin Garrett lin opening the meeting: 

Fellow-vitizens * * He who holds the destiny of nations in the hollow 
of His hand grant that our deliberations here to-day may be influenced by ti 
apirit of harmony which is so necessary to the success of the grand old ; 
[cliec ,and when we depart from here we may be filled full and running over | 
with the immutable prine 8s of the Democratic party.’ 

Whether what they wished to be filled full of and to be running 
over with was the ‘‘rum and molasses’’ which the Senator from Mis- 

sissippi [Mr. GrorGce] thinks was the equivalent gi by the United 





States for the commercial arrangement with Gre: t Britain in 1830, or 
whether it was corn whisky, I am not informed, but certain it is, from 
the character of the c a that they inaugurated and carried out 
to completion on the 17th of 


with was the spirit of the devil. In Governor McEnery’s speech he 
said 
The revolution inaugurated in 1876 did not stop with the events of that day. 


The people of Tensas, Natchitoches, and Caddo had to place themselves in line 
with Democratic North Louisiana. The same feelings and impulses which gave 
rise to the great movement throughout Louisiana in 1876 influenced the people 
of those parishes to overthrow the same despotism in 1878. If the people were 
justificd in 1876 in their revolution against oppression and wrong, so were they 
justified in 1573, Governor Nicholls may or may not have sympathized with the 
Tensus and Natchitoches prisoners, His feelings are not matter of importar 
They ure the cmotional parts of his nature, an dw shout t an outward expression 
there is no means of analysis; and his outward expressions are matter of little 
moment in the moral aspect of the movement, unless some injury is done to 
those who are affected by its expression. 

Gentlemen from Natchitoches and Tensas were on trial on a serious charec. 
The offense with which they were charged had passed beyond the line of |o- 
eality and had become national, 
against them was that they had done certain things in a Congressional election 
for political purposes. This was the question to be determined by the court be- 
fore which they were arraigned. It was the question before Congress and be- 
fore the nation in its moral aspeet. 

Itis not proper for even a person in private station to condemn before a hear- 
ing, to use eX pressions as to the guilt or innocence of the accused that may af- 
fect the verdict ofajury. Ina person occupying a high station it is the less ex- 
cusable, and there was at least a want of prudence when Governor Nicholis 
brought the attention of the Legislature to the matter. No legislation was pro- 

»o2ed to correct evils which may have promoted the disturbances in Tensas. 

t was a judicial question pending before a judicial tribunal. Yetthe governor, 
on the very issue to be determined by the court, said in his message of 1879 : 

“The proximate cause of that trouble was the going,at night, of a party of 
men, numbering from twenty to twenty-five, to the house of one Fairfax, a col- 
ored political leader in Tensas Parish, which act resultedin the killing of Peck 
(who seems to have been the leader of the party) and the wounding, by Peck’s 
companions, of three colored men who were in Fairfax’s house, one of whom 
afterwards died. The visit of these men to Fairfax was utterly wrong in my 
opinion, utterly without justification, and whilst attempted to be justified upon 
the ground that they went in the interest of peace to expostulate against a ru- 
mored proposed attempt of the colored people to force the quarantine lines at 
the town of St. Joseph, I am satisfied that such was not the purpose, but that it 
had a political object.”’ 

lt is not surprising, then, that this opinion of the governor was used by United 
States District Attorney Leonard in his speech on the trial and by Senator Tet- 
LER in the Senate of the United States. 

Senator TeLLer used this language: “‘ The testimony as to the condition of 
afiairs in Tensas Parish does not rest upon the testimony of colored men or Re- 
publicans; it rests upon the testimony of a Democratic governor, given to the 
people in his annual message.” 


It seems that where these gentlemen met together—at Monroe on 
this occasion—I understand the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] 
was there accidentally. They went into a quarrel as to‘who had re- 
deemed the State in 1876. Nicholls and his adherents claimed that it 
had been done by corrupt negotiations with members of the Packard 
Legislature. The McEnery-Burke party disputed the Nicholls pre- 
tension and contended that the State had been redeemed in two ways: 
First, bulldozing Republicans in the country parishes, and next by the 
negotiations of Burke and others in Washington. This quarrel among 
themselves, Nicholls not having then been nominated for governor over 
McEnery, starts out in ali the speeches made. But notwithstanding 
the differences among themselves they all united in their determina- 
tion not to allow Republicans te vote in the State of Louisiana. I con- 
tinue to read from the speech of Governor McEnery: 

But in the history of this period as detailed bythe reform canvassers where 





The whole gravamen of the crime alleged | 


April, that the spirit that they were filled | 





| supreme court room,and ma 


Avaust 23, 








come in the heroic efforts of the men of Caldwell and Ouachita, Franklin and 

I peptneeee, Union and Lincoln, who assembled along the banks of the Ouachit 
id made that desperate struggie 

Touge and of Ea 





ta 
? Where are the efforts of Eastand West Baton 
st and West Felic iana? Where are the hero, the immorta 
ry 9, 1877, who marched on that morning to th 

hed from there to the State-House, and remained 
there through the day and night, exposed to the cold blasts of winter? ©! 

where are they, these gallant patriots in all the long recitals of our reformers”? 







| We hear nothing of these men and their long ~~ heroic ¢ eft rts. Wehear noth- 


ing of the diplomacy at Washington of Burke, 
Nicholls and our representatives. 

‘The efforts, the patriotism of all these able 
nificance before the great efforts to ** br 
torsand the promise of patrona 


he accredited agent of Ge 
1d devoted 1 1en pale into insig- 

i Sa aoa by « shi 

und the payment of mon 










He continues to show that it was the troops which turned out and 
gave them victory. His speech all through soun j 
general describing a military conflict, as it had been in fact. 





In the name of the people of thi 
will go back to the governo r’s 
1877, informed the people i: 


State, I protest 
proclamation wh 
response to their re 







24th of March, 
that their gov- 
4 compro 

Believing then, and believing now, that the pe« iad been 

enlightened as to our true condition, and the determination of our people to 
submit no longer to negro domin atom, I repeat what I said in 1884 in New Or- 
at Faranta’s Hall, and what has not been controverted. 
h the State in such a condition, ‘all hope of relief shut off from abroad and 
nothing under the then existing government to be expected but a continuance 
of the same misgovernment, violence, and corruption in the interest of the radi- 
cal party, what wonder then that the fierce passions of revolution should be en- 
gendered and “e tragic period of 1876 enacted? 

The Nicho“s government became a fixed fact from the moment the author- 
ities at Washington realized the terrible « arnestne Ss of our people, and that the 
was such that it would be dangerous to tamper with it, 
yvernment than the one the > had elected would be toler: 
ated government born of your patriotic hearts and inaugurated by your 

trong right arms. 

If the Nicholls government was organized so easily by the ready pr 
negroes, who, like rats, were ready to quit a sinking ship, and sok t 
wh wat crimes were memeeaes 2d in what are known as the bulldozing paris 
Who is there, the , that can refer to his record, his watchfulness by and 
by night, the responsibilities he assumed, and the <s he encountered ? ‘Nor ie ; 
not one! 

When Federal troops were ordered to Monroe in order to destroy the good 
work done by the Democrats, and when they gathered negroes from every 
quarter and every plantation, marched them to n 1ass-mee ting rs under the pro- 
tection of their guns, the people of Ouachita, who had become desperate, de- 
puted Captain 7 1eobalds, with a well-chosen force, to put a stop to this ma- 
rauding and political marching of Federal troops. 


1 








and +) -» © 
and that no other ¢ 
' 





















And this Captain Theobalds, who has been doing this bloody work 
for these many years for the Democrats of Louisiana, is the same wretch 
who is responsible for the murder, on the 15th of April of this year, of 
Wiliiam Adams. 





: negroes gathered in almost untold numbers at St. James Chapel. The 
leral troo ps were there under their officers, consisting of two companies of 
infin my. Theobalds had two well-armed companies.of riflemen. 

It w n this occasion that he announeed with determination to the Federal 





j oflicers th: at we had submitted to all that we intended to endure, and hence- 


forth no more campaigning would be permitted with Federal troops. 

With flashing saber and angry voice = oflicer proclaimed that that was a 
Republican meeting, and he was there to protect it. Said Theobalds: “If you 
interfere here to-day I will sweep you and your command from off the face of 
the earth.”’ 


The commanding ofiicer of the United States troops at that time gives 
a different account of this affair, but he confirms the statement that the 
voters of the region were intimidated, and that nobody was allowed to 
vote the Republican ticket in the bulldozed parishes. 


From that time forward we had no further interference with Federal troop 
they quietly camped inside of our picket line. Theobalds spoke then for the 
people of Louisiana. He only voiced a sentiment. that was in every heart and 
a determination that strengthened every man’s nerve. It was this determina- 
tion of the people of the State that established Democratic government in Lou- 
isiana, GIBSON so understood it, and so spoke from Washington. Barke so 
understood it, and so addressed Grant. The people of the nation so understood 
it, and so sustained Hayes. 

Although the Federal troops were no longer political factors in the contest, 
the radicals, negroes, carpet-baggers, and scallawags did not give up the con- 
test, but determined secretly to mass the entire negro population in the town 
on the day of the election. A long line, reaching through the Chovan swamp 
through the colony on the river, was established. It was too long, and the or- 
der was given to fall back and inclose the town in a small compass. It was 
then that the men of Union, Lincoln, Morehouse, Richland, Caldwell, and Oua- 
chita stood elbow to elbow ready to receive the expected attack from the ne- 
groes. 


They had no more expectation of an attack from the negroes than 
they had of going to heaven. 


Away in the night Fred Cann’s cannon, on the right, announced the move- 
ment, and the sharp quick crack of the rifle along the whole line told that the 
negroes were well drilled and instructed in the plans and lines of march to the 
city. 


Could anything be more absurd than the idea that the negroes of 
that section were plantiing'te attack Captain Theobald, and all the as- 
sembled white ruffians of that vicinity? 


The contest was quick and decisive, and the cessation of rifle reports and the 
silence of Cann's cannon announced that on to-morrow peace and quict and 
victory would be witha long-suffering people. What wasdone in Ouachi yg was 
also done in the Felicianas and East Baton Rouge, and it was the determine 1 
spirit of the people that gave to Louisiana her emancipation from the negro- 
carpetbag domination and elected Francis T. Nicholis governor. 

Anterior to this there had been a constant and increasing resistance to the 
reign of terror inaugurated by the Federal Government, which culminated i 
the suceessful struggle of 1876. When the memorable lith September was bein z 
enacted in the city of New Orleans I was on that night with a company from 
Trenton, under MeLeod, and a company from Monroe and vicinity, under Lo- 
gan, holding in check riotous negroes on the De Siard. 


That is Bayou De Siard, and the same in which the body of William 
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here to state in justice to the Nicholls faction that there is some diffe1 


ence between its members and the members of the McEnery faction in 
their policy concerning frauds in elections and the killing of Republi- 
cans. The Nicholls faction is undoubtedly opposed to any unnecessary 
fraud and any wnnecessary murder. Its members wish to have com- 
mitted just as many frauds and just as many murders as are necessary 
to carry the State Democratic, and no more. 

But themembers of the McEnery faction are willing tocommit fraud 


and murders without any limitation whatever. That is the only dis- 





tinction between them. Governor McEnery next says: 


I believe with that eminent divine, Dr. Palmer, that God Almighty has him- 
self drawn the color line and that our civilization has to be w« 
brains, white muscle,and white sympathies, and that the other race must work 





out its redemption in the line appointed by Providence under the leadership | 


and direction of the white race, 


; 


It is noticeable how pious and godly all these Louisiana Democrats 


become when they are planning the commission of frauds upon the suf- 
frage and the murder of Republican voters. 

No nation ever yet divided its power or shared its administration with an in- 
ferior race that did not in time meet with the recorded verdict of history. There 
will be wasting of energy and consuming of power. It isadenial of the divine 
calling of the nation which has been borne éo its fulfillment by the Father. 






Blasphemously invoking the Divinity in aid of his crimes against hu- 
manity, and he rhetorically concludes his advocacy of political murder 

Such a nation will be swept out of existence, and all that will be discovered 
of it will be in the colossal fragments of its architecture, erected in the noontide 
of its splendor. The dates in its cycle will be vainly sought in the fading ling 
and scattered stones of its building 


Senator Gipson was allowed to follow Governor McEnery. I give 


only two extracts from his speech, but they clearly mark the character | 


of the contest that was going on in Louisiana. 

Mr. GrBson spoke on the second epoch, the period of reconstruction, the en- 
forcement of theamendments, This in the South meant destruction instead of 
reconstruction 

Referring to the contest of 1876, he said: 

At this time there was a contest in Louisiana between the whites and blacks. 
General Nicholls represented the whites and Packard the blacks. 

So that the Senator from Louisiana in that speech distinctly announced 
that the condition of things which the Democrats of Louisiana would 
not tolerate was the enforcement of the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, and he stated the issuecorrectly. The white people of Louisiana 
and of the South have distinctly declared te the North and throughout 
the whole Union that the enforcement of the amendments t® the Consti- 
tution shall not be allowed. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] also made a speech, which 
is reported in the Times-Democrat, an abstract from which I will in- 
sert, but will not read. It is contained in the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made early in this session. The Senator 
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| Those were the views of these distinguished Democratic leaders in 
| . 
| October before Governor Nicholls was nominated. I proceed now to 
t = ; 
some events immediately connected with the canvass which ensued. 
After it opened Gove! ior Warmoth concluded to favor the policy of 


| having Republicans unite with some of the various Democratic fac- 
tions in the election of local officers, and he wrote a letter to this effect. 


1 


| I find it in the Times, of Greenville, Miss., Saturday, March 3, 1284 


| as follows: 
i 
| WARMOTH’S GA ’ 
; 
s ul to Times 
| 
T ; 
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‘In times past some of our colored friends have been inclined to draw the 
color line themselves, under the advice of selfish men, who were ignorant or 
heediless of the misfortunes which such a course would entail upon them. The 
proscription and injustice under which you bave suffered so long may not have 
been without compensation if it has taught the necessity and policy of cultivat- 
ing the most friendly relations with your white neighbors. 

* You can not get along without them, and they would sustain a great loss if 
deprived of your population, We areessential to each other's prosperity, and 
the man who would engender discord in our midst means no goad to either 
race, 

“LT regard your movement of more importance to you and the welfare of the 
people than any question of office oremoluments. I congratulate you and the 
white people of your parish on the good sense and good feeling which you say 
prevail. In this parish the Nicholls faction has combined with the colored 
people on the locai offices, and have shown the utmost liberality in the distribu- 
tion of the honors. It is becoming of the McEnery men of East Baton Rouge 
to do the same, and I hope the disposition so commendable in your neighbors 
will spread to every parish in the State. 

“ Very truly, yours, 
“HH. C. WARMOTH. 

“Mr, ANTHONY BENJAMIN, 

* President Parish Commitiee, East Baton Rouge.” 

Thereupon the Greenville Times, seeing that these unions of Repub- 
licans with Democrats in the local elections might result eventually in 
a free vote and an honest count for the Republican State ticket, pub- 
lishes directly after Governor Warmoth’s letter what it calls ‘‘ Madi- 
son Parish’s Checkmate’’ to this kind of an arrangement, which I will 
ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MADISON PARISH’S CHECKMATE. 

Whereas in this State the dominant white race only has the intelligence, edu- 
cation, experience, and influence necessary to secure the proper administration 
of parochial and State governments, and also own probably forty-nine fiftieths 
of the realty in the State; and 

W hereas in the riparian parishes of the State north of Red River, the white 
Republicans do not number probably one in thirty of the white population, 
and of this number those who are Repub!icans purely from principle either co- 
operate with white Democrats, or remain passive, prompted soto do by con- 
siderations connected with local duties of higher or good citizenship, the few 
who take an active part in polities being of that unworthy class who would 
willingly sacrifice the interest of the country and the peace of society in the 
reckless, self-seeking effort to secure political office; and 

Whereas these few political vampires are the active organizers of the igno- 
rant and corrupt would-be “ political leaders’’ among the negroes—and so asso- 
ciated, ~_ pestiferous band seek to create antagonisms and strife between the 
races, anc 

Whereas the right of society to defend itself against the invasion of an enemy 
or enemies is an essential right of manhood and citizenship: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, That we, the white citizens of Madison Parish assert 

First. Our earnest fealty to both Federal and State governments. 

Second. We, without regard to party affiliations, serve notice on all and each 
disturber of the peace of our parish and inciters of race antagonisms and con- 
flicta to instantly desist. And for once and the last time we admonish them 
not to be slow about it. We mean business. 

Third. That we denounce as unworthy of recognition socially, recreant to race 
obligations and the duties of honest citizenship, any white citizen who will al- 
low his name to go on a political ticket formed,or attempted to be formed, by 
corrupt negro politicians, urged and incited to activity by the despicable, loath- 
some, and self-seeking relics of the carpet-bag rule which immediately followed 
and was only made possible by the temporary disruption of society resulting 
from the civil war. 

Fourth. We assure our colored fellow-citizens that we have forthem only the 
kineest feelings, and that the action which we now take is to prevent the mis- 
crable, corrupt party hacks and tricksters from creating trouble between them 
and the white citizens, who are by every instinct of birth and property interests 
their best friends, We therefore urge our colored fellow-citizens to denounce 
these would-be disturbers of the existing kindly relations between the races, 
and to keep away from them, that the innocent may not share punishment that 
may at any time overtake disturbers of the peace of society. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Secretary will read from the Southwestern 
Christian Advocate a statement from the Shreveport Democrat of what 
they propose to do with ‘‘ Independentism.”’ 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE “HIGHER CIVILIZATION OF LOUISIANA,” 

The Shreveport Democrat, the recognized organ of the Nicholls Democrats, 
and the most influential paper in North Louisiana, recently gave the following 
article to its readers: 

‘““ WHAT SHALL WE DO WITH INDEPENDENTISM ? 


“Tt is now but six weeks till the people of this State will be called on to decide 
at the polls what officers shall serve for thenextfour years, With regard to the 
State ticket there is practically no division of sentiment among the Democrats 
of Louisiana, but we regret to see that in many of the parishes Independentism 
is raising its head, and that only strict party discipline, rigidly enforced, will 
prevent local catastrophes to the Democracy. 

“ Phe question therefore very naturally arises, shall our attitude towards the 
Independents be the same as towards the Republicans? Shall we adopt the 
same heroic measures in getting rid of the one as the other? The Democrat 
has an answer ready at hand: The Democrats of Louisiana must apply the same 
forcible logic to Independentism that we apply to Republicanism. One is as 
great a menace to the continuance of good government as the other and both 
must be rooted out.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. NowlI present a copy of the Madison Times, 
R. C. Weightman, editor and proprietor, P. W. Hickey, publisher, 
Saturday March 24, 1888, which contains the Democratic ticket at the 
head of its columns, and has an editorial headed ‘‘ Governor Mc- 
Enery,’’ continuing as follows: 

GOVERNOR M’ENERY. 


This gentleman made a speech at Tallulah last Monday, that deserves some 
comment, in view of the position he occupies, 
> * « * es a - 


The governor of the State of Louisiana whose public proclamation that there 
shall be a fair and free election has been sp from one end of the State to 
the other, burgeons forth as the most violent and unscrupulous of bulldozers. 
In his 8 h at Tallulah he pictured in burning language the evil of carpet-bag 
rule, He turned back the pages of history fourteen years, and portrayed in 
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language calculated to arouse the fiercest passions the hideous and unparalleled 
state of affairs then existing, and declared that rather than witness the return 
of such evils he would prefer to see the State wrapped in revolution from the 
Arkansas line to the Gulf, and so would every true man. He painted the evils 
that would result in case Warmoth should be elected, urged the necessity of 
presenting an unbroken front to the common Republican enemy, and wound 
up by declaring that during the present contest the law should be suspended 
until the danger was past. 

The speech, throughout, was a plain and unvarnished plea for the strictest 
drawing of the color line, and a call on the white men of the State to unite, to 
defeat by fair means or foul the aspirations of the Republican party, through 
its most conspicuous and ablest lieutenant—Warmoth. Coming from a private 
citizen such utterances, mean nothing but the vaporings of a narrow-minded 
individual, but coming from the governor of the State of Louisiana it means far 
more. It means that the boasted political freedom of this State is a fraud, that 
political freedom means only to vote the Democratic ticket, and nothing else, 
it means that the Northern men who are invited and urged to bring their fam- 
ilies among us and settle are deceived; it meansthat Louisiana is to be set back 
at least twenty years in her march to prosperity and progress; it means that 
the negro is a Democrat only by compulsion; and it means that failing to be 
governor, that Governor McEnery cares not for the prosperity of the State, and 
the welfare of its people. 

The Madison Times, of April 7, 1888, follows up this editorial by 
another: 

WHICH DOES HE MEAN? 

Not a Democratic paper in the State has ventured to challenge the strictures 
made in the Times of March 24 on Governor McEnery. It is hard to overcome 
cold facts, and Governor McEnery did publicly pledge himself to see that there 
should be a free vote and a fair count. General Nichulls never wanted anything 
else, and it has been the proud boast of the public men of Louisiana that the 
State was Democratic on a fair vote. The Times-Democrat and the States both 
stoutly maintain that there is to be a free vote and fair count, and place implicit 
confidence in Governor McEnery’s pledge to that effect. The Times does not. 
The§governor can not mean that he will see to it that there shall be a free vote 
anda fair count, and that in order to secure it be will countenance suspension of 
the law until the countis accomplished. If he intends that there shall be a fair 
election there is no occasion for a suspension of the law. A free vote and a fair 
count do not run hand in hand with a suspension of the law, and Governor Mc- 
Enery can not be sincere i: advocating both. 

It is a beautiful and instructive position for the governor of this State to oc- 
ecupy, publicly pledging himself that the election shall be absolutely fair and 
above suspicion, in one breath, and in another advising the suspension of the 
law. If he is seeking notoriety, he is seeking well, he will surely get it, for he 
is the most conspicuous figure in this State to-day, and his fame will become 
national. He holds the election machinery of the State in his hands. He can 
use it to insure a fair election and close his administration with a crowning 
glory, or he can prostitute it to the basest uses and retire from office buried 
under a load of everlasting infamy. 


The following article appears in the same paper: 
WHAT IT MEANS, 


Governor McEnery’s utterance at Tallulah, “let the law be silent until the 
danger is passed,”’ could not be more significant if volumes had been written 
and itisa plain and unvarnished warning to those who would jeopardize the 
public safety, that they must expect the direst consequences.— Tensus Gazelle. 
That is about the way Governor McEnery was interpreted here. Any one 
can interpret such an utterance. ‘He who runs may read,”’ It authorizes any 
villainy, murder, assassination, anything vicious and cowardly, whether it was 
intended to mean it or not, and that is wherein it is so infamous. 


The Madison Times of Saturday, April 14, contains the following 
editorial: 

NEARLY OVER. 

The agony is nearly over. In a few days the election will have been held and 
the result known. Whether the horrible advice to suspend the law has been 
heeded or not will then be known. On Governor McEnery will fall the odium 
of promulgating such an outrage on civilization, and on him in any event will 
fall the horror of political darkness forever. He has effectually destroyed any 
political aspirations he may have entertained, and no administration can afford 
to publicly reward the apostle of such a creed. In her most desperate straits 
Louisiana never witnessed the open and avowed advocacy of such measures, 
and it remained for Governor McEnery to be the first public man in the State 
to not only indorse but to advise the suspension of the law. He may have hoped 
to be a judge of the supreme court of the State, but he has placed it beyond the 
power of any administration with any self-respect to place him in such a posi- 
tion. 


Yet, Mr. President, that judgeship was kept vacant by Governor 
McEnery until after he had succeeded in electing as his successor 
Francis T. Nicholls by the means which have been described, and then 
Governor Nicholls appointed Samuel D. McEnery to fill that judgeship, 
and he is now a judge for fifteen years in the State of Louisiana as the 
reward of the deeds which have appeared in the testimony which I 
have submitted. 

Will the Secretary read the letter of H. B. Holmes, stating to the 
public why he, an independent Democrat, retired from the canvass? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TO THE PUBLIC. 
After the excitement of the campaign is over and men take time to reflect, no 
one will doubt that I was the choice of a majority of the resident voters of this 
rish for the office of sheriff and that my nomination in the mass-meeting was 
fraudulently defeated by the votes of non-residents imported for that purpose 

The refusal of my opponent to accept my proposition to submit our claims to 
the State central committee, of which the member from this parish was his 
earnest supporter, would of itself be sufficient, if any evidence was needed, to 
prove this fact, which is now a matter of public notoriety. We agreed after- 
wards to submit our claims to a primary election, but before the time fixed for 
the election the parish executive committee, composed mainly of the strong 
supporters of my opponent, instructed the delegates to the district convention 
to ~~, out of it unless allowed the representation which this parish committee 
esired. 

This was a ~emanation of power unheard of before in politics, and was in ef- 
fect an order to disband the party. My opponent was one of the delegates to 
the convention, and took part with the rest in bolting the district convention 
and in Etties up an i dent district ticket, headed by his strong personal 
friend . Montgomery, for the senate. Ithen became convinced that it would 
be useless for me to expect that a parish committee which had ordered and an 





ce eer 


1888. CONGR 


opponent who had taken part actively in the independent movement would be | 
controlled by any party rules, and recognized that I would have opposition in 
any event, and therefore I withdrew from the primaries and announced my 
candidacy as the rightful nominee of the party. 

Since that time I have been opposed by a campaign of calumny and abuse, 
and although it was found impossible to obtain a basis on which to rest any 
charge against my past conduct, either as a citizen or as an official, the minds 
of the people have been kept constantly inflamed with base and malicious 
charges, all founded on what it was alleged I intended or was in the act of doing. 
All malicious falsehoods, but so systematically and carefully concocted and so 
industriously circulated that in most instances I was the last to hear of them, 
and in every instance it was impossible to trace one toitssource. Thenan alarm 
was raised, lest we should be forced to submit to negro supremacy and again of 
danger to the State ticket. It is of course true that there was no foundation for | 
either of these war cries. One has only to reflect a moment to know that negro 
supremacy could not exist unless supported by Federal bayonets, and that the 
election machinery of the State renders the election of a Republican State ticket 
an impossibility. Still these alarm cries served their purpose, in that they 
alarmed and inflamed the public mind, and when properly supported by judi- 
cious lying, had a strong tendency to prejudice the public against my candi- 
dacy. 

Next the State administration entered the race--removed the returning offi- 
cer, a life-long Democrat and a sterling officer, whose only offense was that he 
supported my candidacy, and placed in his stead the nephew of my opponent, 
who worked actively for the election of the Republican ticket four years ago, 
and in the person ofthe governor ofthe State proclaimed that the law should be 
suspended until what that official was pleased to term ** the danger’’ was past 
Following this remarkable utterance of the chief executive of the State, armed 
men were introduced into the parish, and have been kept here ever since with- 
out, so far as I could see, the slightest cause or necessity, the negroes being per- 
fectiy quiet, and seeming to seek for nothing except to be protected, and the 
real object being, as I am convinced, to prevent my re-election to the office of 
sheriff, 

My conviction as to this is strengthened by the fact that the worst of the raids 
was made in the section owned mainly by my warm personal friends and sup- 
porters, If I continue to be a candidate I must expect to meet these men, who 
have been imported, at every polling place. My only chance to succeed would 
be to follow the advice given by his excellency the governor of the State and 
suspend the law until after the election by bringing in an equal number of men 
(which I could do) and meeting force with force; in short, by bringing on a civil 
war. Kather than do this I have concluded to give upmy rights and withdraw 
from the race. 





H. B. HOLMES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There we see another Democratic candidate dis- 
appear. Whether he will be first a mugwump and then join the Re- 
publican party, or whether the bulldozers have effectually whipped 


election methods of Governor McEnery. 
The Madison Times of Saturday, April 21, 
headed ‘‘Of no use,’’ says: 


The honorable Sam is a terror when he turns himself loose. 
man to base calculations on. He will promise on his word of honor that there 
shall be a free vote and a fair count, and before these words have time to get 
cool he will fiercély advocate the suspension of the law. No one knows better 
than he does what it means, yet he deliberately proclaims it, and while doing 
it has his covetous eyes fixed on the vacant judgeship. Heajudge! Why.the 
very stones would cry out in indignant protest. A man sworn to execute the 
law advising the suspension of the law he is pledged to execute, hoping to be 
made judge! Why,General Nicholls would prove false to every public utter- 


1888, in an editorial 


ance he has ever made and to his own manhood to recommend such a man for | 


judge. He could not do it. 


But Governor Nicholls did it. I ask the Secretary to read the edi- 


torial in the same number of the Madison Times, headed ‘‘ The law was | 


suspended.,”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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The article will be read by the Sec- 
retary. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE LAW WAS SUSPENDED. 


Governor McEnery has covered himself with glory. He is, in the first burst 
of enthusiasm, inspired by party success, hailed as the saver of his State, and 
for a brief moment is invested with heroic attributes. But his triumph will be 
brief; with the sober second thought will come the consideration of the results 
of the suspend the law process. The ridiculous majority of over 60,000 (or per- 
chance 70,000) will make trouble in local and district matters: the unparalleled 
Democratic majority will excite derisive sneers through the North, and will go 
far towards electing a Republican President (though as opposed to Mr. Cleve- 
land that would not bea terrible misfortune), and when these things come about 
the curses both loud and deep showered on the head of S. D. McEnery will make 
him quail in dismay before the storm. 

Only a suspension of the law could produce such an unnecessary and exagger- 
ated majority,and Louisiana,and the Democratic party, if it indorses such meth- 
ods, will become a by-word and a reproach. A weapon has been put into Re- 
publican hands to break Democratic heads, and the heads will surely suffer. 
A mistake has been made, and it won’t be long before everybody will know it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now come to the letter of Henry C. Warmoth, 
dated at New Orleans, April 13, 1888, addressed to his fellow-citizens o1 


Louisiana, the whole of which Ishall putin the Recorp. I will state 
the material points of his allegations against Governor McEnery. 


| appointed on the supreme bench in place of Justice Todd, whose terr 


His | 
charge is that Governor McEnery and General Nicholls were reconciled | 





after Nicholls was nominated; that an arrangement was entered into by 
which McEnery agreed to take the stump for Nicholls; that Nicholls 
when elected would appoint him on the supreme bench in the place of 
Justice Todd, whose term had expired, the vacancy to be left open in 
order to allow the arrangement to be carried out; that McEnery opened 
the campaign on the 15th of March, in his speech at Tally’s opera house, 
declaring that the laws should be silent, and demanding that the power 
of the negroes to organize should be broken up in its incipiency. Gov- 
ernor Warmoth further charges that Governor McEnery wrote to the re- 
turning officers as follows: 


Warmoth is developing too much strength. We must beat him. 
that your parish returns a large Democratic majority. 
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but to many returning 


The charge of Warmoth against 


n this letter, not t 


Ute 


ading Democrats 


that he has wr 
besides many other ! 


ny 
othcers, 
Governor McEnery was made in the 
former’s circular of April 13, 1888; it was read in this Chamber on the 
lst day of May, 1888, by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] in his 


| speech, and so far as I knowithas not been denied by Governor McEnery 
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1 in the interest of law and order. 
Republican nomination for 


decency and fair play I ac- 
rovernor with the greatest reluctance, 


| and with the fullest assurances from Governor McEnery that we would have a 
| ‘free and fair election 


He has repudiated his pledges, falsified his word, and 
has organized a conspiracy to carry the election by fraud and violence 
Governor McEnery, in his speechin New Orleans, in January, just before the 
election of delegates tothe nominating convention, said ‘So far as my ad- 
ministration of the election laws is concerned, I pledge you to-night that not 
only in the city of New Orleans, but throughout the State of Louisiana, I will 
see an honest and fair election ; that every vote cast is counted as deposited, 
and that no substitution of ballots is practiced, but that the voice of all the 
voters in the State as deposited in the ballot-box shall find expression and re- 
ceive recognition, and the officers elected commissioned. To that end, I will 


remove any registrar or returning officer in the city or State that I have reason 


| to believe will aid in the suppression or changing of the popular will. 


When the executive of the State, charged with the enforcement of the laws, 
and having absolute control of the elections in all their details, announces that 
he will this time make an exception to the rule,and pledges his word that he 
will “‘see an honest and fair election, will allow no substitution of ballots, and 

of all the voters of the State shall find expression and receive 
we are expected to believe that the man will stand by his word of 
honor, though he failed as an officer to observe his oath 

The convention was held on the 10th of January, and after a bitter and pro- 
tracted contest General Nicholls was nominated for governor over Governor 
The Nicholls men on the committee on resolutions were asked to re- 
port a resolution indorsing Governor McEnery’s administration. The question 
was submitted tothe caucus of Nicholls men, who voted itdown. J.D. Houston, 
a McEnery leader, informed the Nicholls caucus that unless the vote was recon- 
sidered and Governor McEnery indorsed, he would offer a resolution in the 
convention declaring that the Democratic party demanded a “free vote and a 
Terrified by this threat, the Nicholls caucus reconsidered the vote 
by which they refused to endorse Governor McEnery’s administration and 
adopted the resolution. It was reported by the committee on resolutions, 
adopted by the convention, and no resolution was introduced on the subject of 
a “free vote and a fair count.”’ 

No intercourse was had between McEnerv and Nicholls for several weeks 
after thisconvention. The mannerin which McEnery spoke of Nichollsshowed 
the utmost bitterness and contempt for him. He repeated again and again his 
determination to have a “free election and a fair count.”’ Republicans were 
told by him to go ahead; that there would be no bulldozing and no cheating at 
this election; that as Nicholls had denounced bim and the Ouachita and Ten- 
sas plan, he should | e a fair election ‘just once, and see how he liked it 
tion of affairs continued till I decided to accept the nomination for 
governor on the Republican ticket. In an interview between Governor Mc- 
Icnery, General McMi n,and myself at the Charlies Hotel, Governor Mc- 
Enery reiterate his declaration that he would see that a free, honest, and fair 
election should be held in April These assurances were again and again re- 
peated by Governot McEnery to a number of persons whose names can be for- 
warded, 
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About the md week of March certain Federal officials brought Governor 
MecEnery ar jeneral Nicholls together, and over a dinner at Moreau’s these 
two belligerent leaders were united in friendship The details of the trade are 
not known to me, but it was reported and generally believed throughout the 
State that McEnery would take the stump for Nicholls and that he would be 
i ras al- 
ready expired. Whatever the agreement may have been the 
campaign at Shreveport on the 15th of Marc 

Speaking of my election, he said: 

I tell you there is danger, and North Louisiana w to save 
from disgrace. If you permit the negroes to organize, you w i 
it by power, and go right now and break it in its incipi« 
such another state of affairs I will wr State in re‘ on trom th 
the Arkansas line. The white people under the Radical régime 
towards the condition of Hayti, and I now ask you toestablish to the world that 
we, the white people, intend to rule the destinies of t suuntry. We have 
now a Gaul at our doors, and it istime we shall say that the law shall be silent, 
and uphold our liberties at all hazards.”’ 

Governor McEnery was foliowed by Colone! Jack, of Natchitoches 

** You have heard the assurances of ourchief executive 
or may, he will wrap this State in revolution, from the 
Gulf, rather than have Radicalism come into power 
danger, with the astute and wily Warmoth as a leader 
sidious gentleman from New Orleans. 

“If this state of affairs should confront him,all Governor M 
to do would be to issue his fiat or manifesto, and the p« 
would come to his rescue and redeem the State as the; 
I say is treason let them make the most of it 

McEnery and Jack made similar, but more extreme speeche i onroe 
Tallulah, and McEnery has followed it up in ! 
State. 

Not satisfied with this he has written to his returning officers, whose duty it 
is to fix the polling places, appoint the commissioners and clerks of election, 
and return the votes in all of the parishes of the State, as follows 

**Warmoth is developing too much strength. We must beat him. 
that your parish returns a large Democratic majority. 

I dare Governor McEnery to deny that he has written this letter. Not toone, 
but to many returning officers, besides many other leading Democrats 

The result of all this is that the Republicans will have no commissioner at any 
single polling place inthe Stateof Louisiana. Thereare over one thousand poll-« 
ing places in the State of Louisiana. There are three commissioners of election 
appointed by the returning officer to each pol!. Not one of these 3,000 officials 
will be a Republican; every one of them will be a Democrat, and mest of them 
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eclected for the purp« of not gounting the votes, but to cheat the Republicans 
out of their votes 


Is General Nicholls in this conspiracy? Will he acceptthe high office of gov- 
ernor when it is stolen for him’? Will he dare to put a man on the supreme | 
bench of the State who has been guilty of all the offenses he ever charged him 


with, and added his broken oath as executive of the State? 

i clarge that Governor McEnery has organized a conspiracy to have the vote 
of the Republicans suppressed throughout the State of Louisiana, and that it is 
his purpose to have ballot-boxes stuffed, returns falsified, and results declared 
which are false, and men put into office by frand and violence. 

I appeal to the honest people of Louisiana in the name of all that is honorable 
and right to condemn this conspiracy, 

H. C. WARMOTH. 

Mr. President, it may be said that ali my remarks hitherto have pro- 
ceeded upon the theory that all the colored voters in Louisiana desire 

. to vote the Republican ticket, and do vote the Republican ticket when- 
ever they have an opportunity to vote. The contrary of this was al- 
leged by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] in his speech on 
the Ist day of May, contained in the RecorD of May 5. I read from 
that speech: 

When that election shall be investigated through and through you will find 
that the colored people as well as the white people rallied around Nicholls. 

I have here extracts from some of the papers of Louisiana, among them ex- 
tracts from papers edited and owned by colored men, in which they urge the 
colored voters to cast their votes for Nicholls, 


He also says: 

The leading Republican organ in the city of New Orleans, edited and owned 
by white men and Republicans, the Item, says. 

And then proceeds to quote the statement that there has been a vol- 
untary accession of the negro vote to the Democratic party. I have 
first to say that the statement of the Senator from Louisiana that the 
Item is the leading Republican organ in the city of New Orleans, edited 
and controlled by white men and Republicans, is incorrect. I do not 
understand that it is a Republican paper or has ever pretended to be; 
{ do not know whether it is owned in whole or in part by Republicans; 
but I have in my hand a copy of the Daily City Item, New Orleans, 
Monday evening, July 9, 1888, and I find at the left of the heading the 
words, ‘‘A strictly impartial paper.’’ Ido, however, find that the Item 
is publishing paragraphs which I do not see in the regular Democratic 
papers. I ask the Secretary to read one taken from the Item of June 
28, headed ‘‘ Enfranchisement of the ballot.’’ 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ENF RANCHISEMENT OF THE BALLOT, 
* Editor of The Item: 
‘‘As ex-Governor McEnery had suspended the law until the election of April 


17, 1888, for governor was over, I would like to know if the law stands sus- 
pended until the November election is past? You will greatly oblige a sub- 


seriber. 
“2. P. 6 A. 
: “Pp, S.—Be kind enough to publish this and your answer in to-morrow’s 
tem,”’ 

Governor McEnery of course did not intend to, nor could he, control the 
action of his successor in his construction of the constitutional mandate to take 
care thay the laws be faithfully executed. The alleged suspension of the elec- 
tion law could only have been intended to count in the State contest, 

This presented a most extraordinary phase. The bare possibility that War- 
moth might be elected and thus undo the political reforms of ten years ap- 
pealed to a man of Governor McEnery’s patriotism with the force of threats of 
insurrection or invasion. Desperate cases require desperate remedies. The 
governor came to the rescue, and the State was happily saved by a majority of 
more than 80,000, 

As Governor Nicholls is pledged to the policy of a free ballot and a fair count, 
we take it that the apprehension of our correspondent is ill-founded. We have 
a double assurance that no suspension of the election laws will be permitted in 
November, for not only is the governor specially pledged to their enforcement, 
but there will be no necessity for such an exercise ofunlimited power. Besides 
this, the laws of the United States will have some bearing on the November 
election, and the governor of a State can not legally suspenda Federal law, even 
for a patriotic purpose. 


Mr. CHANDLER. TIalso submit another article from the Item—I 
do not know the date—headed ‘‘A Nut for the Whitewashers: ’”’ 


A NUT FOR THE WHITEWASHERS—IT MIGHT CRACK WITH A LOUD REPORT—A 
WITNESS ON ELECTION METHODS. 

Recently the business office of the Item sent out letters to a number of coun- 
try subscribers who had fallen behind in payment of subscriptions. Among 
them was one toan able and distinguished Democrat, who has rendered his 
State and party good service, both before and since the war,aud was an ardent 
champion of Nicholls and reform in the late State campaign. 

His response to the demand to “pay up” is not only worthy of production 
for its philosophical acceptance of fate’s stern decrees, but contains a hint to the 
Baton Rouge committee that is so vigorously stirring up the processes which it 
was found necessary to adopt to save the State from falling back into Radical 
misrule; 

Ke, July 4, 1888, 
* Business Manager of the lem, New Orleans, La.: 

** Your favor reached me in due course of mail. I do know thata paper can not 
be run without cash, and am very sorry to add, as another fact that lam too famil- 
iar with, that a farm has to be run without it. 

‘*Suach is and has been my condition fortwenty months. Itis the result of too 
rouch confidence in those I transacted business with, and of the political iniqui- 
ties of the last election. I was an independent candidate for , and was 
certainly elected by the voters by alarge majority, but was methodically counted 
out by the Democratic immaculate commissioners of election on account of the 
unprecedented popularity of Nicholls (whom it was known I supported) and the 
correlative unpopularity of Warmoth. + 

‘Tam the victim of a partnershipand an Isaae on the altarof Democracy. He 
escaped immolation by the faith of his father, and I hope I may be able to sur- 
vive and recuperate by an unconquerable will and unexhausted energy. Bear 
with me; Iam working like a mule, and as soon as I can will pay like a man. 
I will not go into bankruptcy. 

“Tam planting cotton, raising corn, potatoes, pinders, pigs, calves, and chick- 
ens, aad as many rats as a 70-acre farm can provide for, Have the finest grass 
crop you ever saw in spite of every effort to kill it, 

“ Yours, truly, me —,” 
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If Messrs. White, Rogers, and Crandall desire the nam 
respondent they may have them on application to the Item 

The Secretary will please read an article from the Item of July 9, 1888, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The article will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

If the returning officers at the late State election had made the majority, say 
eight, instead ofeighty thousand, thus leaving Louisiana seemingly in the hap; 
condition of being * doubtful” in the Presidential contest, there is no reason- 
abie favor or consideration that our Representatives might have asked of Con- 
grees that the two parties would not have scrambled over each other in thei: 
eagerness to grant. Andthis might have been done just aswell as not. In the 
hands of such able political managers as we are blessed with, the State would 
be quite safe for the Democracy, regardless of nominal majorities. As it is, w 
are so superfiluously and irreclaimably “ solid”’ that, as the Item showed fro: 
the CONGRESSIONAL KECORD a day or two ago, when cleven of the items of a; 
propriation to Louisiana water courses were stricken from the riverand harbor 
bill, by the Senate, not a solitary voice was raised in their defense and on behalf 
of the just claims of our people, by either a Democrat or Republican. Our local 
leaders should study ‘“‘ practical politics.”’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. The other newspaper cited by the Senator from 

i ‘ 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] was the New Orleaus Progress. He says: 

I read now from a newspaper edited by a colored man, in the city of New Or- 
leans—the New Orleans Progress. 


I have received a copy of the New Orleans Progress, which is an in- 
teresting document. This number is that of April 28, 1888, volume 
1, No. 8. So, being a weekly paper, it had been then published about 
eight weeks. I will read an editorial from the Progress which shows 
what kind of a colored Democratic paper this is: 


We have several times been asked, ‘‘ Who owns the Progress? In reply w 
here give the names of the coproprietors, some holding, of course, larger and 
other smaller interests. The paper was started, not as a business venture, but 
as a channel for the expression of the views and opinions of its proprietors. 


It was started as a matter of fact about eight weeks before the elec- 
tion, at the instigation of the Democratic party, in order to afford some 
excuse for the enormous fraudulent majorities which they knew the 
returning officers were about to send to the secretary of state: 


An estimate of the probable weekly expenses was made and was divided into 
a certain number of parts or shares, each proprietor or associate, according to 
his ability, taking, or rather pledging himself to pay weekly, one share, two 
shares or more, or a fraction of a share, or his pro rata thereof, as the case might 
be. The agreement is verbal, but has been faithfully kept by every member, 
though we are glad to state that after the first few issues the paper has sup- 
ported itself thus far, and bids fair to become permanently self-sustaining. 

Then the names are given: 

L. A. Martinet, New Orleans; M. G. Bobe, Madison; Abe Davis, St. Mary; 
Dan W. Williams, St. Mary: Alex. Brent, Iberia; Ovide P, Martin, Ascension ; 
Frank Harris, Assumption; Simon Lee, New Iberia; Wm. Gorgous, St. Mary. 

Mr. Gorgous is the only white man who has any interest whatever in the 

paper. 

. Men who contribute of their substance to express their faith and te support 
the Democratic cause can be reckoned as faithful Democrats. Hence a colored 
Democrat is not such a rarity in Louisiana, But it will be observed that these 
men, with the exception of the chief editor, are employés of the mint— 


All of them except one— 


appointed for their service to the party at the request of their Congressmen, 
and herein is a lesson for the young men’s Democratic association. ‘They have 
just elected a city government with the aid of the colored voters. Let them 
use their influence with the officials elect and see to it that their deserving al- 
lies are as fairly and justly dealt with, and when next time comes around they 
will be able to rely on a very large proportion of the colored vote of this city 
without any effort to secure it. 


That is the Progress, a Democratic colored paper in New Orleans 
all but one of its owners Cleveland office-holders. 

Further, on this question whether the colored people voted the Dem- 
ocratic ticket and whether the Progress represents the colored people 
of Louisiana, I ask the Secretary to read the letters which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


REPUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE, 
New Orleans, La., July 15, 1888, 


Dear Sim: Your favor dated New York, July 11, 1888, in which you state that 
the Democrats in the Senate will complain of our assumption that all colored 
voters are Republicans, and will claim that thousands of colored men voted foi 
Nicholls, and will cite the New Orleans celored Democratic paper's utterances 
to prove this, received yesterday. 

In reply thereto I would state that to the best of my knowledge and belicf 
there is only one paper published in New Orleans, edited and controlled by ec: 
ored men, which supported the candidacy of Nicholis, and which elaims to |o 
Democratic in principle, namely, the Progress. This paper was first issued « 
Saturday, March 10, 1888, making six issues prior to the election on the 17th of 
the past April. This paper isstill in existence, and is supposed to be published 
by the Progress Publishing Company, with L. A. Martinet as editor, M. ¢ 
Bobe associate editor, and Abe, Davis business manager. The first two men- 
tioned persons are very fair in complexion and would never be taken for ne- 
groes, unless they were specially pointed out. A list of the stockholders will 
be forwarded you. With one exception they are all colored men; and again, 
with another exception, they are all employed in the Federal service in this 
city (the mint). 

The editor of this paper, Mr. Martinet, was for many years supposed to be a 
Republican, he having affiliated with that party up to and including the Presi- 
dential election of 188i. In 1872 he was elected to the Legislature from St. Mar- 
tin Parish, and was re-elected in 1874. Both times he was elected as an avowed 

tepublican by Republicanelectors. Whilein the Legislature he was appointed 
deputy naval officer at this port under the then naval officer, Mr. A. F. Riard 
The position was worth $2,500 per annum, and he was retained therein unti! 
the winter of 1876, when he was either removed or permitted to resign, it being 
claimed against him that he voted in the State election of that year for Nicholls 
the Democratic candidate for governor. 

Whether true or not he did not leave the Republican party, for in 1880 he was 
found supporting the cause of General Grant for President, and in the Con- 
gressional election of the same year supported the Republican nominee in his 
district (the Third), the Hon. C. B. Darrall. 

In the same year a split was brought about in the Republican party of this 








The letters will be read. 
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them was held, he was denounced, and a committee appointed to wait upc 
governor and ask his removal, When interviewed by a daily paper hers 


lieve the Times-Democrat) as to the causes of his unpopularity with the: 











people and the reasons for their denunciations of him, he answered in s1 
substance that it was because of his beinga Democrat. This answs fl 

pletely refutes his assertions, made recently in the Progress, thata « siderabl 
number of negroes in Louisiana were Democratic and voted for Nicho!! I 
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and Mr. Bobe, all of the gentlemen mentioned as stockholders reside in 
Third Congressional district of this State, now represented Mr.Gay. The 
one and ali, excepting the white man (of whom I know nothing except that he 
is not a late convertto Democracy), advocated the election of Blaine and Logan 
in 1834,and probably will be great admirers of Harrison and Morton after the 
6th of November next. 

While upon this subject I would state that it is my candid and honest opinion 
that thereare not five hundred colored men within the borders of Louisiana who 
voluntarily vote the Democratic State ticket. The Democrats claim that they 
do, and cite asan instance the stockholders of the Progress, who (probably ex- 
cepting Mr. Martinet, and he is an erratic Frenchman), together with several 
other colored men in the Federal service here, claim to be Democrats, and who 
became such simply because the Republicans refused togive them an office, or 
else because the Democrats have given them one, 
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murdered by having his throat cut from ear to car, and his body dropped into 
the middie of the Ouachita River? This parish gave the Republican ticket 5 
votes.and Nicholls was returned 2,994 

If all the colored people and all the white people were Democrats, why did 
the returning officers refuse to give the Republicans representatives among the 
commissioners of election at the polls, in two-thirds of the parishes of the State, 
and all of the largely negro parishes? 

Why did General Nicholls’s trusted personal and political friend, Colonel Pat- 
ten, the register of voters in New Orleans, appointed by Governor McEnery, at 
the request of Nicholls, just before, and to conduct, the election, refuse to accord 
the Republicans a cominissioner of election, at the polls in New Orleans? Why 
did Judge White, one of the senators-elect, his attorney and the manager of 
the Nicholls campaign, contest so vigorously this right, and yield only after we 
had obtained a decree from two of the State courts and had it confirmed by the 
Supreme Court? 

If the negroes and white people are Democratsin Louisiana,why was it neces- 
sary forthe Young Men’s Democratic Association of the city of New Orleans, 
whose independentticket the Republicans supported for city offices, find it neces- 
sary to turn out en masse with Winchester rifles and sit up with the boxes fortwo 
days and nights to prevent the roughs under the lead of the Democratic man- 
agers from falsifying the count or destroying the boxes? 

If the negroes were inclined to vote the Democratic ticket, why did they not 
do it in the localities where the elections were conducted with some show of 
fairness? Why is it that it is claimed they did it only in localities where we had 
no representative at the polls, where the colored people were in very large ma- 
jorities,and where they were almost unanimously returned as having voted 
the Democratic ticket? 
did I get the 51,000 votes for governor at the late election which the returning 
officers generously returned for the Republican State ticket? It is one of the 
marvels how it occurred that in fourteen parishes I received 20,919 votes, and 
Nicholls 20,177, while in 27 other parishe 8,in which the bulk of the Republican 
vote is known to be, Nicholls received 60,659 votes, while I only had 3,013 re- 
turned for me. 

This can be accounted for as the effect of the resolution adopted by the Dem- 
ocratic State committee, in which it declared that the representation in any 
State convention to be called thereafter should be apportioned on the vote cast 
at the coming election for Nicholls. This extraordinary action, taken on the 
eve of the election and months before a state convention was to be called, was 
known atthe time to be intended as a bribe to the desperate men who rob the 
ballot-boxes in Republican parishes to repeat the awhe practices throughout 
the State which had made Tensas, Ouachita, Madison, and the Felicianas to be 
known as ‘**McEnery parishes,”’ and under which and by which means fifty or 
sixty thousand Republican votes were stolen and given to the candidates on 
the Democratic State ticket. 

If the Senate decides to investigate this election it need not summon Repub- 
licans as witnesses. It will find hosts of honest Democrats who know the facts 
and will willingly tell them. No honest man need fear the truth. 

Yours, very truly, 









If the colored votersare Democrats in Louisiana, where | 
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H. C. WARMOTH. 
Ilon, W. E. CHANDLER, 
PARISHES WHERE THE ELECTIONS WERE CONDUCTED WITH SOME SHOW OF | 
FAIRNESS. 
Parishes. Nicholls. | Warmoth. 
Caleasieu Janet ses bénteimamsaiaieinienn Waihi uvisaiinidiiieiilt aera 2, 297 708 
CBRE oocins 1000000 000000 c0recs cvevccecescocees 992 REDS 
Claiborne........ 2, 397 768 
East Baton Rouge.. 1, 984 2, 606 
BOP VEG . 5000000 cccccessevssesccscvcccrssssescssccsorstsscssveoseoosceceses 1, 802 2,610 
POOR oi cccstscterceevenscccscs icupsesccn ties enscsnsestpososnenaueevess 855 1,271 
Ri GUNG secs écocessintniescnssoce 1,708 | 1, 234 
Plaquemines .. 971 | 1, 678 
St. Charles....... 172 1,377 
St. James.. 898 2,181 
St. John Baptist sbcenenndag seuvebecness vevecweevevnasdbinteetesibbestyteiomeed 593 1,216 
St, Landry i al ln dl niialate aa ae a 8, 909 8, 278 
hs, GRRUNI iss awed Rdsiincdadiitap ie Seiad 1,107 | 1, 624 
19, 685 21, 436 
MENERY’S | BULLDOZED P PARISHES. 
I Wi Bes. . . cccadvcvaduaneis cunteseciesteebadiibnechncqessvadetiisscsdecenederbebeeel | 3, 688 149 
BRO VEINS. 0000 ccrscrccccccsessesoccccsssesconcensensces sen poeconeneccenseeeseces | 1,923 37 
NED... uo ao a saheabenesounienenaeninderehsetuees deal 4, 213 95 
OOO... .sserveceeeee. - 4,802 | ' 324 
Cameron........... a 402 } 2 
Concordia ......... ‘i 4,219 145 
Be vnc enw snssts cesveccccsve a 1, 865 7 
Kast Feliciana............00+ o 2,276 5 
East Carroll .... i 2, 680 285 
RII isc pictvnciesacevetsnsssausbnvieenceses a 987 4 
III, us. cnnasabtsvacibblinies tcntenntkanentaniania o 963 7 
RUUD. ccncctecccvcccscenscontetenenensses a 766 192 
Madison......... Jbssicaienbabeneapeines ienkdenassesiannteeeieekingies ‘ ate letnesicbdusnvomes 
DECECIDEBD v.cccccnserecncccr nseccscensnscecocvese nse cossnns ceonentenstos Re 1,584 14 
Natchitoches a 3, 373 285 
CPU siidcnccexccentersasesessoccstesseeeetens eave 2, 994 5 
Rapides......... once 4, 678 449 
IE ND spnavendenbinwescsunséents neue 1,679 7 
SII 4 os se | cosa lease abald taaenieheaaiamaianeimaie 1, 287 63 
III: inchieihy thin pedeieiiemensuiiaabietrt es vkanipeenineesaibeumantiainal 1,441 2 
Tensas...... ol 4,627 113 
Union os 2, 369 91 
Vernon........ i  } 
West Baton Rouge.. scp eitins thattineslandndasninadiaddiad a 1,712 454 
Te aN icinKnilnnndubeaidunisavennenetnnphensionapeneinosbieniennanl ‘ad 420 81 
Winn......... “i vw] 1, 196 283 
| 8 60, 659 a 3, 413 


nen ————— 


Mr. CHANDLER. “The: colored: voters of Louisiana will certainly 
find encouragement for voting the Democratic ticket when they con- 
template the long line of negro massacres which have taken place in 
that State, beginning with the Mechanics’ Institute massacre on the 


30th of July, 1866, where two hundred persons were killed, the larger 
portion of them negroes, and where Dr, tie and several other white 
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| say to the governor and the white people of this State that this must end. 
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23, 


leaders were killed; when they consider the Colfax massacre, in Grant 
Parish, April 13, 1873, when the court-house was set on fire and after- 
wards fifty-nine dead bodies of negroes found; when they consider the 
facts stated in General! Sheridan’s report in 1875, in which he estimates 
that three thousand five hundred persons, mainly colored, had been 
killed or wounded in Louisiana for political reasons. Would the eight 
negroes who were shot dead on Thursday last in Freetown, New Iberia 
Parish, where they had sought the house of their pastor, Rev. Mr. 
Nora, have voted for Cleveland next fall if they had lived? Consider 
the fe arfully wicked Coushatta and Red River murders and the St. 
Landry riots of 1868, and the estimates made by General Hatch in 
1868 of the riot in Canal street, where three white men and one hun- 
dred negroes were killed, and his estimate that two hundred and ninety- 
seven blacks were killed in one month—all these murders being polit- 
ical. 

The Louisiana Standard of August 18, 1888, is getting a little im- 
patient over these wholesale massacres of colored people. I ask the 
Secretary to read the editorial which I send to the desk from that paper. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THE END HAS COME, 


The killing of colored men at Lockport, Lafourche Parish, and the Abbeville, 
Vermillion Parish, affair this week, is the straw that breaks our patience. 7 
Ve 
call upon the church people and their ministers and all classes of our people to 
assemble in mass meeting immediately for the purpose of taking steps to re- 
move our people from these hell-holes on earth. What a crying shame to the 
people of this State, who will witness not only political murder, but inter- 
ference ina man’s private business. If this is “‘regulating,’’ there are some 
pretty big guns in this State needing a little of this medicine. 


Mr.CHANDLER. The Richmond Planet, John Mitchell, jr., editor, 
has been keeping an account of the lynchings of colored men in the 
South, and I find this list in the Planet of Saturday, July 21, 1888, 
which I will send to the desk, and which certainly affords encourage- 
ment to the negroes for voting the Democratic ticket, for the murderers 
of these negroes were all Democrats. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


NUMBER OF PERSONS LYNCHED. 


















































Date. Name and residence. No. 
1887. ; 
July 26 | Reuben Cole, at Surry C. H., Va......cccssscccrroesscesssesees on stbibgpbaoacesicve | 1 
Oct. 28 Colored boy, Carpenter Station, Tenn... al 1 
Nov. Aaron Jones, Caddo Parish, Louisiana... zt 1 
5 | George Hart, Opelika, Ala..............0.++. ait 1 
16 | Harrison Scott, Mexico, Mo ot 1 
Stepdaughter of Harrison Scott, Mexico, Mo. ve] 1 
23 | John H. Bigus, Frederick, Md.................00 si 1 
| Five colored persons shot in Louisiana..................s0..00000+008+ 5 
26 | Frank McCutcheon, sixteen years of age, at Modesta, Cal... 1 
28 | William Williams, Mascot, Mo.............ccsssccsseeeeeeeescereeseneenenes 1 
| Colored men Killed in Louisiana............c..sssce0se.0e00e 33 
Dec. 3} Three colored men shot to death at Charleston, PD ctverscteces 3 
11 | Colored men hanged and roasted near Owensborough, Fla... 2 
16 | John Perkins, at Quitman, GA, ............ccccsccrcersescessererees cesses cecsssses 1 
1888. | 
Jan. 2 | Oscar Cogers, Tuscumbia, Ala..........sssesereescersssssecessenssceecerenseasers 1 
Colored men shot in Marboro C ‘ounty, North Carolina.. 2 
12 Henry Burney, Laurens County, Georgia................0.000+ 1 
22 | Bob Yenders (innocent)... 1 
27 | John and Matthew Blount, Patterson Spruitt... 3 
28 | Ben Edwards, Amite City, La............::000000se00e 1 
Feb. 9 | Colored man, Ponchatoula, La... 1 
14 | Alonzo Holley, Pineneyville, 11 ........ 1 
28 | Sam Price and Bill Reams, Clinton, Ky..... | 2 
28 | Nine colored persons at Spanish Camp, Tex. } 9 
Mar. 4} Aaron Dickey, Cuthbert, Ga ....... eoeceeee eoceecees e} 
9 | Will Thomas, Tunnel Hill, Ga. . 1 
15 | John Skinner, Hopkinsville, Ky... sol 1 
18 | Jeff Curry, Blue Creek Mines, Ala is 1 
| Eli Davis, Woodland Mills, Tenn .... o 3 
20 Two colored men at Wharton, Tex .........cceccccccccceeeceteerenenesnes ; 2 
29 | Theo. Calloway, Hayneville, Ala.. | 1 
April12 | Jerry Smith, Memphis, Tenn..............c-ccsesseceseeeeeseeeeeeeeenen erence cosees | 1 
"ae and Ben. Kaigler, Jos. Prescott, Pike County, Missis- | i 
Se iciidetahdatbieinthndhcieniitchtigbetginepsaininsontniese Susmaceivsosesesens ceseesoscees 3 
18 | Isaac Kirkpatrick and wife, Gallatin, Tenn................. rs 
23 Hardy Posey, Bessemer, ee dinbiattn: snpvectunssoventeb eed 1 
30 | Henry Pope, Summerville, Ga... 1 1 
Jim Harris, Vicksburg, Miss 1 
Bill Porkman and Henry Williams, Brooks’ Mill, Merriweather 
County, North Carolina (roasted)... icedekpaodeulguétectinnaeepertnsienstinte ciated 2 
May 6/| Dan. Sale, Danbury, Ga.. ! 1 
10 | Joe Smith, Bowling Green, Ky... 1 
13 | Dave Southall, Pointe Coupée, La a. 1 
Colored man skinned alive, Craven County, North Carolina J 
Colored woman, Rockahock, N. C...........cscccceseseereseceneseeseneneees i 
Allen Sturgis, McDuffie County, a. 1 
June 11 | James Foster, Henderson, K . 1 
9 | Dennis Williams, Ellerville, 1 
26 | Wallace Mitchell, Syracuse, Kans intineionitia 1 
27 | John Risbee and Wyley Lee, i Kans., 2 
July 15 | Jno. Humphreys, Asheville, N.C... 1 
William Smith, near Christianburgh, Ti il, 1 
William Moore, SPORE: Ritisnicenscesescaccrensesrvonosaqveesoccevesnceenseses 1 
Robert Bryan, sixteen years of age, Smith Mills, TODD occ cen ceenns 1 
Total number reported to date... .........000000+ inebeenidiadenibiee tients 108 


“Shall this barbarity continue until the God of retribution martials his 
strength against the barbarians?”’ 





1888. 








Mr. CHANDLER. It is now my desire to state briefly the princi- 
ples which it seems to me justify an investigation as proposed by the 
resolution. I do not know that objection will be made to it, or that 


it will be contended that it is not within the province of the Senate to | 


make the investigation. 

One eminently justifiable object is thus stated in the resolution: 
To see whether Louisiana has a republican form of government as the 
result of her recent Aprilelection. If not, her Legislature had no right 


to elect GIBSON or White or to perform any act of government; the | 
. 5 


Senators should be rejected and legislation by Congress should provide 
for establishing a republican government in Louisiana. 
If the facts are as they now appear upon the evidence which I have 
submitted, such Congressional interference is imperatively called for. 
In this connection I submit a letter furnished to me, showing the un- 


fairness of the Democratic apportionment and the kind of a Legislature | 


likely to result in Louisiana upon a fair election: 
NEW ORLEANS, August 19, 1888. 
Str: I addition to the facts contained in my letter of yesterday to you, I desire 
to state additionally, in reference to Republican representation in the General 
Assembly of the State of Louisiana, that the same has been curtailed by the Dem- 
ocrats through bulldozing and ballot-box stuffing. The General Assembly is 
composed as follows: Senate, 26; house of representatives, 98; total,124. In the 


senate there are only 4 Republicans, when upon a free ballot and a fair count | 


we should have 16 members at the very lowest. 
In the house of representatives we have 12 Republicans, when of a verity we 


should have 60, as the following statement will show. The parishes enumerated | 


are those reported by the secretary of state in his report of 1888 (a copy of which 
I sent Senator INGALLS) as having a majority of blacks; consequently they are 
when the votes are allowed to be cast without intimidation, Republican, 








How represented 
Black 


~arishes 
Parishes. majority. 


Demo- Repub- 
crats, licans. 


Ascension...........0000 licdiiouns pennobngea 

Recs omcnine-ccsereeesscnceee oon panes 
Avoyelles 
Bossier poniis ditbietvatiitenibcen 
Slits inet cbcspicbapetipamiiiibiatintneds 
IN vciuvanstedbndarrnesesvertense 
Concordia.. 
| ee sos ni 
SE REIN SENIOR «5 s28cscse djaseacconesaeusieenésesedeerees 1, 662 ‘ 2 
PN vc veccistenivasacesens ‘ = 2, 404 l 
East Feliciana al 
ices seb eniscttekins 
Iberia ....... 
Iberville.. 
Jefferson.... 
Madison... 
Morehouse 
Natchitoches 
Ouachita 
Plaquemines 
Pointe Coupée . 
Red River.......... 
ED ietnttinndntsntcece : 
St. Bernard 
St. Charles ... 
St. James...... 
St. John Bapti 
St. Landry ...... on 
Re es 
SRT sédaictuceespscqnesinie 
Tensas ; 
Terre Bonne Hitines 
I ccininteiihdncweens neneul 
West Baton Rouge......... 
West Carr. 1 
West Feliciana 












odie 3,734 |.. 
SURE Eesnaienees ie ! 
3, 038 2 











Total . 


In addition to the above parishes, which are undoubtedly Republican, if in- 
timidation and frauds are not resorted to,there are the parishes of Caldwell 
with one member, Catahoula with one, Grant with one, Washington with one, 
St. Helena with one, and the seventh, fourteenth, and fifteenth representa- 
tive districts of the parish of Orleans with two, one,and one members, respect- 
ively, that are Republican, made so by the votes of white people. Again, in ap- 
portioning the State the Democrats gave to parishes like Concordia with 4,104, 
Ascension with 5,312 voters, Pointe Coupée with 4,436 votes, and St. James with 
5,235 votes only one representative from each parish, while to parishes like De 
Soto with 2,899 votes,the Second ward of Orleans, with 3,910 votes, the Fifth 
ward with 3,830 votes,the Ninth ward with 3,511 votes,the Tenth ward with 
4,426 votes, the Eleventh ward with 4,452 votes, two representatives are given 
each ward, and to the Third ward of Orleans with 5,708 votes, three representa- 
tives are given. This statement shows that in making the apportionment the 
Democrats conceded the first-named parishes,and wards of the parish of Or- 
leans to the Republicans, or else why not have given them as big a representa- 
tion as were given to the last-mentioned parishes and wards, always conceded 
to be Democratic? 


Hon. W. E. CHANDLER, 
Washington, D. C. 

2. The investigation it seems to me would be justifiable in order to 
determine whether or not the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
have been violated; whether the right of suffrage has been denied to 
any citizen contrary to those amendments, with the view of having 
steps taken by Congress either to reduce the representation of the State 
in Congress, or to protect citizens in their right of suffrage. 

3. The investigation is required to determine whether or not any 
of the existing statutes of the United States have been violated, and 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. TSi7 


whether prosecutions have been or ought to be instituted to punish any 
violations 

1. The investigation is called for to enable the Senate to det ine 
whether legislation is demanded for the purpese of altering the regula- 
tions prescribed by Louisiana for the election of Represen ves in Con- 
gress, 

5. There broader ground of in vy, to vhether State 
of Louisiana properly pertorms her functions as a local government, 
with a view to remonstrating with her for her failurs The power to 
investigate is not limited by the power to | 

I do not wish to enlarge, Mr. President, upon thes« mat to 
my mind they are each and all sufficient 

Mr. President, the transactions in Louisiana to which I have called 
the attention of the Senate and of which I ask an investigation ea 
part of an elaborate system adopted not merely in Louisiana but by the 

} Southern rulers of this nation for the wholesale suppression of the vot 
of colored citi ; in deliberate defiance of the fifte¢nth amendment of 


the Constitution. Declarations innumerable m 
of the purpose of our Southern masters, and t 
racy adopt their platform. I will refer only t 
Louisiana utterances already given 

In the Weekly Pelican of August 4, 1888, is an article which I send 
to the desk and ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT prot mpore. The Secretary will read the 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 





ruURMAN A NEGRO HATEI 


Allen G. Thurman, the Democratic candidate for Vice-President of the 1 ed 
States, was a negro hater before the warand has always been one si 
1867 he was a candidate for governor of Uhio, and here is a copy of th 


as voted 


DEMO‘ I WHITE MA Ss TICKET! IN FAVOTI I AL TAXA 
On « titut \ € d ent (giving ne t rig tO e). 
No 
For governor—Allen G. Thurman 
Lieutenant-governor—Daniel 8S. Uh! 


| livered at Mansfield, Ohio, on January 21, he said 


' the white and black races seems to me the greatest. 


| stance of pol 


Treasurer of State—Cochran Fulton 
‘Auditor of State—John McElwee 
‘ Attorney-general—F rank H. Hurd. 
‘“‘Supreme judge—Thomas M. Key 
‘*Comptroller of the treasury— William Sherida 
** Board of public works—Arthur Hughes 
Not satisfied with running on sucha ticket (luckily he was defeated), he again 


came to the front in 1868 with his negro-hating propensities, and ina speech de- 


1 } 


** Of all the delusions I have ever known, the idea of political equality between 
For more than four t 
sand years the history of this world has been written, and in all that time th 

is nota recorded annal of a civilized negro government; there is not one 
tical equality between the two races that has not proved injurio 


| to both; and yet itis proposed to confer upon an inferior race the dominion 


over one-third of the Republic, and to make it a balance of power that 1 

times out of ten would, for that reason, control the whole country. There can 
be but one end to this scheme, if it be much longer prosecuted. It is impossi- 
ble that the race to which we belong can submit to negro domination: it is im 





possible that so inferior a race as the negro can con pete with the white man in 

the business much less the politics of the country. The extermination of the 
| negro or his expulsion from this country must be the inevitable result of the 
| Radical policy if persisted in. But before that happens what untold evils m 

awaitus? What anarchy,whatconfusion,what impoverishment, what distress! 


| Worse than Mexico, worse than the South American republies will be the 
| dition of a large portion of this country if that policy prevails. 


| to impose upon others 


een eececeeieeecennnceresncenearariereac acces ane eR eater 


the question of negro suffrage 
yu voted it down in 
Ohio, but it is equally true that what you refuse to permit here you are asked 
it is equally true that what you have solemnly cor 
demned a Radical Congress may impose upon you in spite of your condem 


‘And here let me caution you, my friends, that 
was not settled by your votes last October. It is true that y« 








tion—impose upon you by an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, ratified by other States, though rejected by Ohio. If you would guard 
against political equality with the negro y st not satisfied with sending 
its opponents to the Legislature 6f your own State, but you must keep its advo- 


cates out of the halls of Congress 


Mr. CHANDLER. The minority of the Senate Reconstruction Com- 
mittee of 1872 (Forty-second Congress, second session, report No. 41 





, 
Messrs. Frank P. Blair, Thomas F. Bayard, 8. 8. Cox, JAMEs B. Breck, 
and others, made utterances as follows 

We do not propose to discuss at large the question of negro government in 
these pages 

* . * x + 

No government can long exist “ half black and half wh 

© - ” + * . 

The mind of every thinking man {Is troubled about our futu Ile knows that 

a conflict of races must be the inevitable result of such a polices 
* * = . * * * 

There can be no permanent partition of power nor any peaceable joint exer- 
cise of power among such discordant bodies of men. One or the other must 
have all or none. 

. * . 

3ut whenever that party 

The Republican— 
shall go down, as go d vill at sometime not long the future, that will 
be the end of the political power of the negro among white men on this con 
nent. 

. * . = ° * 

Pseudo philanthropists may talk never so loud and eloquently about an 


“equality before the law ” where equality is not found in the great natural law 
of race ordained bythe Creator. That can not be changed by statute which has 
been irrevocably fixed by the fiat of the Almighty. Wherever thetwo races ex- 
ist coequally by compulsory legislation, antagonism will exist also, There can 
be no peace or harmony in such a condition of political organization, especially 
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when the natur re is inten ied by the teachings of recreant portions 
of the opposite race 
p * * 
it iil be the political death of the negro on this continent. So far as it re- 
lates to his future solidity as a race, commingled with the whites within the | 
Union, he will be in a worse condition than he was in a state of slavery, for the 





inevitable tendency will be to segregate him from the white race, and, if not | 


transport d to some other cou 





borigines, and his place among us, like that of the Indian, will be known no 
more forever 
FRANK P. BLAIR, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
8. 8. COX, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
And others 


called, is the following paragraph: 


Senator Epmunpbs, from the committee, reported favorably, and the Senate 
passed, a resolution yesterday to investigate the suppression of the colored vote 
in the recent municipal election at Jackson, Miss. What is the use investigat- 
ing it? Even the newspapers at Jackson do not deny that the negro vote was 
suppressed. The white people of that city had grown tired of negro misrule, 
It was in reality astrugglie for supremacy between the two races, and, of course, 
the whites won. This is the whole story, and a Congressional investigating 
committee will learn nothing but the facts already publicly admitted by the 
people of Jackson. Now, Senator Epuunbs, the question is, what are you go- 
ing to do about it? 


The Democracy of New Hampshire stand upon precisely the same | 


piatform. Hon. Harry Bingham, the leading and typical Democrat, 
in a @ebate in the New Hampshire Legislature on national resolutions 
expressed himself as follows: 

Mr. Bingham said he did not believe it was desirable to have a goverrment 
of the people in which negroes and white men participated in common and on 
an equality. He believed that the negro was not capable of self-government; 
and if he was to be present with white men at all it must be as subject to the 
control of white men. Only in that way could he be made useful to society. 

The result in those Southern States where the colored voters mainly 
live is in accordance with the authentic declarations of the purposes ot 
the Democracy. No colored citizen votes and has his vote counted in 
any Southern State where that vote will affect the result of the elec- 
tion. He may vote the Democratic ticket if he chooses; he can not 
vote the Republican ticket. And while suppressing the votes of the 
colored people the Southern Democrats also smother the votes of any 
white Republicans who may unhappily live within their borders. 
With this avowed and universal defiance of the fifteenth amendment 
is the American Republic confronted on the threshold of the moment- 
ous Presidential election of 1888. 

The question thus presented is of more importance than any other 
now pending or which can be imagined as likely at any time to arise. 
It is the fandamental question in a republic. Shall all legally quali- 
fied voters be allowed to vote as they choose and to have their votes hon- 
estly counted? If the answer is to be in the negative, there is no re- 
public. The Government is either that of a despot or of an oligarchy. 
Threatened with such a subversion of our institutions the whole nation 
should arouse itself to meet the supreme issue which is of more im- 
portance than banks or tariff, currency or commerce, lands or houses 
or goods, Shall the vital principle of free suffrage embodied in our Con- 
stitution be a living force in the Government or shall it be disregarded, 
trampled upon, and destroyed by means of murder and other violence, 
false returns, and other frauds, adopted as ordinary political methods 
by the Southern Democrats to enable them to again control and govern 
the nation which they tried to destroy by secession and destructive 
and bloody civil war? If the nation will not meet and rightly setile 
this issue, which is above and beyond all other issues, it cares not for 
republicanism; it is unworthy of either liberty or prosperity. 

The question is of immense importance to the North. Shall the 
South control the nation by unfair, dishonest, and unconstitutional 
methods, and while thus kept in powerattack and destroy Northern in- 
dustries ? Irom 1800 to 1860 the South, with the exception of the four 
years of John Quincy Adams, governed the nation either by Southern 
Presidents or by Northern Presidents who were tools of the South. They 
believed they controlled Mr. Adams when they elected him, and for 
his subsequent independence they deprived him of asecond term. The 
South was able thus to control the Government for the sixty years be- 
fore the slave-holders’ rebellion because they had additional Congres- 
sional and electoral representation based upon three-fifths of the col- 
ered population. They sought to extend slavery into free territory. 
When the North resisted they brought on the deadly civil war which 
at last resulted in freedom and insuffrage for the colored people. ‘Then 
the South assumed greater Congressional and electoral representation 
than ever, based upon the five-fifths of the colored population. As 
soon as possible they suppressed the votes of the whole colored race, 
and by doing this ever since 1874, excepting in one Congress, they have 
controlled the national House of Representatives, and in 1884 they 
took possession of the Presidency. 

A fair estimate of the representation in the national House and in 
the electoral colleges, based upon three-fifths of the colored popula- 
tion, is 24; add 16 for the other two-fifths, and 40 is to-day the num- 
ber of Southern Representatives and electors based upon that popula- 
tion; and the increase of 16 has been given to the South as a reward 
for their causeless and bloody rebellion. These 40 votes were in 1884 
all cast for Cleveland for President; 19 of them would have chosen 


he will slowly but surely pass away like the | 
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Blaine, and all the colored men entitled to wield the power of these 
votes earnestly desired to effect Blaine’s election. Of the 40 votes 10 
ave made the present House of Representatives Republican, 


ld have prevented the passage of the Mills tariff bill, which 





is threatening so many American industries. 
Aided by this unfair and extraordinary inequality obtained by rea- 
son of the colored people, whose votes they suppress and nullify, the 


| South has secured the executive branch of the Government; it almost 
| controls the legislative; it is reaching forward to the judicial branch. 
| It threatens the manufacturing and all other industries of the North. 


It means toshold in its hands the decision of all our national questions, 


| those of foreign policy, tariff, finance, internal improvements, and all 
In the Birmingham (Ala.) Age, a protection Democratic paper, so 


' 
| 





expenditures, and to ‘‘ get even’’ with the North on account of the 
temporary ascendency of the latter during the era of rebellion and re- 
construction. 

Will the North consent submissively to a perpetual political control 
of the country based upon a flagrant disregard and defiance of one of 
the principal fundamental conditions upon which the war was termi- 
nated, and which is now a part of the Federal Constitution? 

If the North doesso submit, by reason of that commercial spirit which 
led it before 1860 to acquiesce in the arrogant demands and infamous 
encroachments of slavery until a terrible civil war aroused the money- 
getters of the North to some sense of manhood, it will deserve to endure 
the injury and degradation which will be imposed upon it by the re- 
vived and omnipotent Southern oligarchy. 

Above all, the question of free suffrage is of vital importance to the 
colored citizens of Americe. The ballot was not given to them in order 
to promote the success of the Republican party. The most thoughtful 
Republicans feared that the decision would result in the defeat of their 
party. It was given to them as a great act of wisdom and justice, in 
order that civil government at the South, which was to follow the re- 
bellion, might be reorganized on a basis which would enable the freed- 
man to protect himself in the enjoymentof his newly acquired right of 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness as a citizen on a legal equality 
with every other citizen. Without suffrage given the donation of free- 
dom would have been a mockery anda snare. Without suffrage en- 
ioyed, with suffrage permanently suppressed, the condition of the col- 
ored man at the South will grow worse and worse. His wages will be 
kept low; he will be robbed of his earnings. Ignorance and degrada- 
tion and semi-slavery will be his ultimate portion. 

Not then as a duty to the North, not out of gratitude to the Repub- 
lican party, which, while it has done much for the colored man, yet has 
weakly faltered in its work, but as a duty to himself, to his wife, to 
his children, to his race, which is to multiply at the South until its 
numbers are as great as those of the sands upon the sea-shore, the 
colored citizen must cling to the ballot and never cease his efforts to 
vote for the principles and the candidates of his choice. 

If the Republicans of the North, who prescribed universal suffrage 
as the last and final condition of the settlement with the South for its 
eauseless and bloody rebellion, and embodied this condition in the 
fifteenth amendment of the Constitution, have not the fidelity, per- 
sistency, and courage to demand and secure its observance, but submit 
to its nullification by the oligarchy which now rules both the North and 
the South; and if they thus abandon the colored people to the wrongs 
and oppressions which now encompass them, they will deserve no bet- 
ter fate than to have the whips and the fetters from which Abraham 
Lincoln freed the bondmen applied to their own backs and clasped 
upon their own limbs. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to insert as an appendix a petition 
of Frederick Veazey, to which I adverted, and a previous paper on this 
generm subject prepared by me and heretofore published. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


APPENDIX. 
[The Weekly Pelican, New Orleans, La., Saturday, May 19, 1888.] 


THE FRAUD EXPOSED—IBERIA PARISH RETURNED DEMOCRATIC SHOWN TO HAVE 
GONE REPUBLICAN—VEAZEY, REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE FOR SHERIFF OF IBERIA 
PARISH, FILES A CONTEST AND SHOWS THE DIRTY WORK UP—THE PETITION IN 
FULL. 

To the honorable the Judge of the Twenty-first , 

Judicial District Court, in and forthe Parish of Iberia: 

The petition of Frederick Veazey,a citizen of the State of Louisiana,a duly 
qualified voter thereof in the parish of Iberia,and a resident thereof, with re- 
spect shows: That in pursuance of the laws of the State a general election was 
held throughout the State on the 17th day of April, 1888, for the offices of sheriff 
of the several parishes, among other offices. That your petitioner was a candi- 
date for the office of sheriff of the parish of Iberia at said election, and that Al- 
fred G. Barnard was a candidate for the same office in opposition to your peti- 
tioner. 

Now, petitioner avers that with a fair, free, honest, and peaceable election he 
would have been returned elected to said office by a majority of over 400 votes. 

That in order to defeat your petitioner fraud, violence, and intimidation were 
used at the Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, and Ninth wards, which will 
more fully appear on the trial of this case. 

That the election throughout the parish, with the exception of the First, Sec- 
ond, and Seventh wards, was a most shameful fraud perpetrated by the com- 
missioners of election and returning officer, thereby defeating the will of the 
people in its choice of parish officers. 

That the returning officer fraudulently and illegally made returns to the sec- 
retary of state of the general result of the election for the office of sheriff afore- 
said to be as follows, namely: Total vote for Alfred G. Barnard, 1,775; total 
vote for Frederick Veazey, 377; thus giving the said Barnard, candidate for 
sheriff for said parish, an apparent majority of 1,398 votes, 
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Petitioner avers that at t second w 1 ud 
and legal election; th t v ‘ t« 1 f 
iff aforesaid 215 votes by t \ 4 
count, 146 votes were returned ist for your petitior 
aforesaid, and 46 votes for Alfred G ‘ i )por 
valid reason exists why the said votes sh t be «x 
thereof was i ) sof « t of s 
withstand t irish, in ‘ l 
petitioner's Vv o de s election 
ruptly, and egally disregard the votes « s aforesaid 
his x rn; that in law and tice ld be 
titioner is entitled to the full 1efit and ‘ r count 
Petitioner further avers that at the Third ward his opponent made to 





appear as having received a m votes, when in truth with a fair, free, 





























and honest election, your titioner’s majority would have been at 75 
votes That in order to defeat the will ti peo] e, tl v y | cinct was 
placed on the west side of the bayou, on which side there are vy about 12 
voters residing, and the voters on the east side of the bayou i rder to cast 
their votes had to cross Bayou Teche on a ferry ed by a Demo- 
crat, who refused to cross over said v« I ss th r hands a Demo- 
cratic ticket and pledged tl selves t t l tick rainst ur peti- 
tioner, thereby depriving a large major ofthev r rd from castir 
their votes for your petitioner, and t -prive | of the office to which | 
would have been legally elected, with an honest r, freo, and peaceable e! 
tior. 
Petitioner further avers that at the Fourth ward, by “ ballot-box stuff 
and the fals ulent returns of «¢ tion a xid ward, his opponent is 
made to a} n ‘ la ma t t votes, w 1 in truth 5 
will appear trial of t s than 200 voters cast their votes, 
out of which your petitioner ‘ 1 67 vot i his opponent received 
C 








































131 votes. That the commissioners of election at precluded all en- 
trance to the room in which the vot y was done, by} ge the door ther 
and excluding all other officers and per 3 That no commissioner of oppx 
ing political pa was named or served, all being « 

That the returns, if any, made of the election in s null 
void, and of no effect, because the pretended ‘tal if f 
votes,” now on file in the clerk’s office of this ] ‘ 
pretended commissioners as the law directs 

Petitioner further avers th Fifth ward, th returns of « n, 
his opponent is made to app< ving re ved a majority « » Votes ov 

petitioner, when in trt illappe yn thetrial of this case,with a f 
e, honest, i peace yt o1 a ty would have be« 
over 125 votes, but in or t t 1 und t will of t peopl 
fraud, violence, and int used ae 

That the commissi if lulent d duly qualified 
voters from « ing rid wou ttheir votes agains 
the Repul lidates laga petitions f whic more 

ully appes n trial t us 




















That at the said t d 
and driven away b 
guns, and } j 
by ‘ Demo: sf 
their lives,a 

Petitioner t 
gal, and frat 
to appear as 
fair, hones ) ‘ 
ponent by a if e 
said Sixth ward in said parish t! : 
the town of New Iberia, and the co 
ing box that it conld not be disti 

That they precluded a ran 
by locking the door thereof and g i 
their votes. 

That no commissioner of opposing political party wa lor served. all 
being of one political party, im direct violation of the State 





Petitioner further avers that tl said court-house wherein the election was 
held the said Si: vard was in possession of te State militia from the 
opening of the poll on the 17th day of 1 to the 18th day of April, 1888 

That the members of said militia and others were armed with rifles and shot- 
guns and made all kinds of d iMling and through thé 
windows in full view of the voters of said ward, discharging and firing said 
guns, andin general by« ig, striking, and driving the voter 
and taking by force of arms tickets from their hands, sa} 
the Democratic ticket you can not vote here 

Petitioner further avers that on the grated window through which the voters 
casted their votes wasa label containing the following words, namely, ‘‘ What is 
the use?’’ the meaning of which was that it was useless to vote. — 

Petitioner further avers that numerous parties voted whose names were not 
on the poll-book and who were not residents and voters of this parish. 

That the voting-box was stuffed wilh ballots not voted, with the knowledge 
and connivance of the commissioners of election. That at said Sixth ward the 
commissioners of election fraudulently continued to hold an unfair election 
with a view to defeat ir petitioner and to deprive him of the office to which, 
with a fair, free,and peaceable election he would haye been legally elected. 

Thatthe returns, if any, made of the election insaid Sixth ward are null, void, 
and of no effect, because the pretended “tally-sheets” now on file in the clerk’s 
office of this parish are notsworn to by the said pretended commissioners asthe 
law directs. 
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offenses which, in the providence of God, must needs come, but which, having 
continued through His appointed time, He now wills to remove, and that He 
gives to both North and South this terrible war as the woe due to those by 
whum the offense came, shall we discern therein any departure from those di- 
vine attributes which the believers in a loving God always ascribe to hint? 
Fondly do we hope, fervently do we pray, that this mighty scourge of war may 
speedily passaway. Yet if God wills that it continue until all the wealth piled 
by the bondmen’s two hundred and fifty years of unrequited toil shall be sunk, 
and until every drop of blood drawn with the lash shall be paid by another 
drawn with the sword, so still it must be sa'd, ‘the judgments of the Lord are 
true and righteous altogether.’ ”’ 

Any defense of the so-called negroand carpet-bag government of South Caro- 
lina may well be left to Daniel H. Chamberlain, its refugee governor. He has 
meekly kissed the hand which smote him, and is now a New York City Demo- 
crat, a matigner of the Republican party and a defender or apologist for every 
crime of the Democratic party. Another similar outcast, ex-Governor Rufus B. 
Bullock, has purchased his peace and a safe return to Georgia by publiely ad- 
vocating, while yet claiming to be a Republican, the deliberate abandonment 
by the North of the fifteenth amendment. 

The account given by James S, Pike, of Maine, of the “‘ Black Parliament” 
of South Carolina, which makes a large share of Mr. HAMPpToN’s proofs, was 
written in the winter of 1872-'73, directly after the disastrous defeat of Horace 
Greeley, whom Mr. Pike had followed into the Democratic party because of 
the Republican policy of reconstruction; and his narrative is necessarily in- 
tended as a justification of Limselfand Mr. Greeley, and is an exaggeration and 
caricature. The redeeming features of “negro rule”? he and Mr. HampTon 
wholly omit. Mr, George W. Cable wisely reminds us that the reconstruction 
party, though the upper ranks of society warred “as fiercely against its best 
principles as against its bad practices, planted the whole South with public 
schools for the poor and illiterate of both races, welcomed and cherished the 
missionaries of higher education, and when it fell, left them still both systems, 
with the master-class converted to a belief in their use and necessity.”’ 

(See Mr. Cable’s thoughtful, philosophical, and candid articleon **The Negro 
Question,”’ published first in the New York Tribune, and lately by the American 
Missionary Society, 56 Reade street, New York City.) 

The constitutions and the governments established in the Southern States 
under the reconstruction policy ofthe Republican party have all been torn down 
by fraud, violence, and murder; and these revolutions have been submitted to 
by the complaisant Northern people, tired of war and controversy,and anxious 
for commerce and money. The immediate question now is not one of negro 
supremacy, but of white equality; not whether the negro shall be the political 
superior of the white man at the South, but whether the white Southerner shall 
be the political superior of every citizen at the North. 

It is necessary to look at the case historically. President Johnson began re- 
construction with a proclamation, May 29, 1865, granting wholesale amnesty and 
pardon, and absolute impunity for their treason to all the rebels except certain 
specified classes, who were probably not one-tenth of the Southern whites, and 
he promised special pardons to the excepted persons. At the sametime he au- 
thorized and directed the re-establishment of the Southern State governments. 
The only conditions which he imposed were that each State should assent to the 
thirteefith amendment abolishing slavery, and should repudiate all rebel war 
debts. Under these circumstances the Southern States made rapid work in re- 
construction; and when the Thirty-ninth Congress assembled in December, 
1865, Senatorsand Representatives appeared from the late insurrectionary States, 
headed by Alexander H. Stephens, the late vice-president of the Southern Con- 
federacy. Legislating for the freedmen the Southern Legislatures had enacted 
infamous labor laws almost as restrictive and oppressive as slavery itself. 

Although alarmed at President Johnson’s policy and its results, Congress 
took no hasty action. June 18, 1866, the report from the Committee on Recon- 
struction was made, signed by W. P. Fessenden, James W. Grimes, Ira Harris, 
J. M. Howard, George H, Williams, Thaddeus Stevens, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Jusriy 8. Morrivy, John A, Bingham, Roscoe Corkling, George S. Boutwell, 
and Henry T. Blow. 

The following extracts from that report show the reason why the loyal North, 
es a condition of recognizing President Johnson’s reconstructed governments 
in the rebel States, determined to propose and demand nothing less than the 
adoption of the fourteenth amendment: 

* By an original provision of the Constitution representation is based on the 
whole number of free persons in each State, and three-fifths of ail other persons. 
When ail become free, representation for all necessarily follows. As a conse- 
quence, the inevitable effect of the rebellion would be to increase the political 
power of the ingurrectionary States whenever they should be allowed to resume 
their position as States of the Union, * * * Itdid not seem just or proper 
that all the political advantages derived from their becoming free should be 
coufined to their former masters, who had fought against the Union. and with- 
held from themselves, who had always been loyal. Slavery, by building up a 
ruling and dominant class, had produced a spirit of oligarchy adverse to repub- 
lican institutions, which finally inaugurated civil war, The tendency of con- 
tinuing the domination ofsuch a class, by leaving it in the exclusive possession 
of political power, would | e to encourage the same spirit, and lead to a similar 
result, 


"* ¢ #* The question before Congress is then whether conquered enemies 
have the right, and shall be permitted at their own pleasure and on their own 
terms to participate in making laws for their conquerors; whether conquered 
rebels may change their theater of operations from the battle-field, where they 
were defeated and overthrown, to the halls of Congres and through their rep- 
resentatives seize upon the Government which they fought to destroy; whether 
the national Treasury, the Army of the nation, its Navy, its forts and arsenals, 
its whole civil administration, its credit, its pensioners, the widows and orphans 
of those who perished in the war, the public honor, peace, and safety shall all 
be turned over to the keeping of its recent enemies without delay and without 
imposing such conditions as, in the opinion of Congress, the security of the 
country and its institutions maydemand. The history of mankind exhibits no 
example of such madness and folly. 

The instinct of self-preservation protests against it. The surrender by Grant 
to Lee and by Sherman to Johnston would have been disasters of less magni- 
tude, for new armies could have been raised, new battles fought, and the Govy- 
ernment saved, The anti-coercive policy which, under pretext of avoiding 
bloodshed, allowed the rebellion to take form and gather force, would be sur- 
passed in infamy by the matchless wickedness that would now surrender the 

lalls of Congress to those so recently in rebeilion until proper precautions shall 
have been taken to secure the national faith and the national safety. * * 
Your committee came to the conclusion that political power should be pos- 
sessed in all the States exactly in proportion as the right of suffrage should 
be granted, without distinction of color or race, This it was thought would 
leave the whole question with the people of each State, holding out to all the 
advantage of increased political power as an inducement to allow all to partici- 
pate in its exercise. Such a provision would be in its nature gentle and persua- 
sive, and would lead, it was hoped, at no distant day, to an equal participation 
of all, without distinction, in all the rights and privile of citizenship, thus 


affording afull and adequate protection to all classes of citizens, since all would 
have, through the ballot-box, the power of self-protection. 

In accordance with these views the Republican Congressional plan of recon- 
struction adopted in June (by the Senate, 33 to Li—by the House, 138 to 36) took 
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issue with, and negatived that of, President Johnson, by requiring the addition 
to the latter of the fourteenth amendment. Thatamendment merely provided— 
1, That no person who had been in Congress, or a United States or State offi- 
cer, and had, therefore, sworn to support the United States Constitution, and had 
afterward become a rebel, should be capable of holding office unless Congress 
should by a two-thirds vote remove his disability, 

2. Thatif in any State the right to vote should be denied on account of color, 
its right of representation in the lower House of Congress and in the electoral 
colleges should be proportionately reduced. 

Before March, 1867, the fourteenthamendment had been adopted by twenty- 
one loyal States, which, with lowaand Nebraska afterward acting, made twenty- 
three States, five less than the three-fourths of all the Siates necessary to ratifi- 
cation, It had been negatived by Delaware, Maryland, and Kentucky, and was 
unceremoniously rejected by ten insurrectionary States, as follows: 
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The Democratic party of the North persistently opposed the fourteenth 
amendment. Ohioand New Jersey, vie. while they were Republican States, 
had adopted it, subsequently became Democratic and rejected it. But the six 
States of Arkansas, F!orida, North Carolina, South Carolina, Louisiana, and 
Alabama, when reconstructed, adopted it, and July 20, 1868, Secretary Seward, 
in a characteristic paper, certified that it was ratified by twenty-nine States, if 
Ohio and New Jersey had no right to retract. July 21, 1868, Congress declared 
it ratified, the Senate without a count, the House by 126 yeas to 32 Democratic 
nays. June 30, 1868, Frank P. Blair, who became Democratic candidate for Vice- 
President, declared that ‘‘ there is but one way to restore the Government and 
the Constitution, and that is by the President elect to declare these acts null 
and void, compel the Army to undo its usurpations at the South, disperse the 
carpet-bag State governments, allow the white people to reorganize their own 
governments and elect Senators and Representatives. The House of Repre- 
sentatives will contain a majority of Democrats from the North, and they will 
admit the Representatives elected by the white peeple of the South, and, with 
the co-operation of the President, it will not be difficult to compel the Senate to 
submit once more to the obligations of the Constitution.’’ The Seymour and 
Blair convention of 1868 declared as follows: “We regard the reconstruction 
acts, so called, of Congress as such, as usurpations, unconstitutional, revolution- 
ary,and void.”’ Andaslate as February 6, 1879, Senator, now Mr. Justice Lamar, 
and Senators Bayard and Garland, voted “no” on the proposition that the con- 
stitutienal amendments had been legally ratified and that Congress ought to 
protect all qualified citizens in the right to vote for Representatives in Congress. 
It was, therefore, found impossible to make the fourteenth amendment a part 
of the Constitution under the Johnson plan of reconstruction, This defiant re- 
jection of the fourteenth amendment by the rebel States and the Democratic 
party, aided by President Johnson, who had betrayed and abandoned the Re- 
publican party, took place before March 23, 1867, the date of the first of the re- 
construction measures of Congress looking toward negro suffrage. A fair esti- 
mate of the representation in the national House and in the electoral colleges, 
based upon three-fifths of the colored population, is 24; add 16 for the other 
two-fifths, and 40 is to-day the number of Southern Representatives and elect- 
ors based upon that population; and under the Democratic plan of reconstruc- 
tion the increase of 16 was to be given to the South as a reward for their cause- 
less and bloody rebellion. These 40 votes were,in 1884,all cast for Cleveland 
for President; 19 of them would have chosen Blaine, and all the colored men 
entitled to wield the power of these votes earnestly desired to effect Blaine’s 
election. Of the 40 votes 10 would have made the present House of Represent- 
atives Republican, and would avert all danger of the passage of the Mills tariff 
bill which is threatening so many American industries. 

It was simply impossible that the victorious North should submit to such an 
immediate return to national political powerof Southern rebels. Language can 
not add to the forcible expressions on this point in the reconstruction report, 
already quoted, frém the pen of that strong and brilliant writer and speaker, 
William Pitt Fessenden. There were but two courses possible: One to keep 
the Southern States for an indefinite period under military domination ; the 
other to organize Southern civil governments upon some plan which would af- 
ford justice and protection to the colored people and security against increased 
Southern power and rebel rule in the nation. Continued military control was 
repugnant to both Northand South, and found few advocates. Therefore there 
inevitably came the struction measures of Congress, based upon manhood 
suffrage. This, whelhellwies or unwise, the Southern leaders brought upon 
themselves by their contumacy and obstinacy in demanding to control, with 
more than their old power, that country which by deadly war they had fought 
for four years to destroy. : : 

It also seems clear, after this lapse of years and with all our experiences, good 
and bad, of negro suffrage, that it was right and best in itself. The Southern 
whites, during their brief period of reconstruction under President Johnson's 
plan, had shown that they accepted the abolition of slavery as a form merely, 
and that, by means of atrocious vagrant and labor laws, they intended again to 
reduce the colored race to a state not far removed from slavery. 

Without suffrage for the negro Northern os sentiment and honor would 
have demanded the constant interposition of the Federal power in the Southern 
States for the protection of the always loyal and now free colored citizens, The 
Southern whites would have broken any promises which they might have made, 
and would have evaded or defied any national laws not enforced by Federa! offi- 
cials. A perpetual irritation would have resuited from the measures of national 
protection extended to the disfranchised colored people. Any expedient for 
their protection which did not include the ballot in their own hands would have 
proved futile. 

Senator Hamproy, in 1879, said: 
‘When the negro was made a citizen it followed as a logical consequence, 
under the theory of our institutions, that he must becomeavoter. My objection 
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to his enfranchisement, therefore, is confined to the time when and the mode 
in which this privilege was conferred upon him.’ 

In 1888 we find hiin laboring to prove that ‘‘ negro supremacy would bring 
disgrace and ruin to any State of the Union, and would be a perpetual menace 
to our republican institutions.’’ His point is difficult to understand. Since 
1875, when he became governor of South Carolina, the votes of the negroes of 
that State have been effectually suppressed, and for twelve years there has been 
no danger of what he calls “‘ negro supremacy.”” Has the time yet come when 
the privilege of suffrage can be conferred upon the colored men of South Caro- 
lina and they beallowed freely to exercise it without the danger of *‘ negro su- 
premacy?’’ Doubtless not, in Mr. HAMPTON’s opinion; and such a time never 


will come so long as those colored men persist in the desire to vote with the | 


Republican party. When they decide to give up their efforts to vote as they 
please, and conclude to vote as Mr. HAmpron wishes them to do, the “time 
when and the mode in which”’ will in his opinion have arrived, and their votes 
will cease to threaten ‘“‘negro supremacy,” ‘‘ disgrace and ruin”’ to the State, 
and to be ‘‘a perpetual menace to our republican institutions.’ 

In adoption of manhood suffrage as the basis of reconstruction there was in- 
cluded no injurious proscription of the whites. All male citizens twenty-one 
years of age were allowed to vote and to hold office in the conventions to frame 
constitutions, except the limited class disqualified from holding office by the 
proposed fourteenth amendment. The constitutions so made left the right of 
suffrage in the hands of the great mass of Southern whites. If they had freely 
and in good temper participated in the work of reconstruction, all the bad gov- 
ernment of which so much complaint has been made would have been avoided. 
But the Southerners who had perjured themselves to become rebels, and who 
were therefore under liraited and temporary disfranchisement, were sullen and 
indignant. 

They were encouraged by the utterances of the Northern Democrats, and were 
renewing with them their former political relations, with the view again to rule 
the nation by asolid South allied with a contingent of Northern Congressional 
andelectoral votes. They keptthe white men aloof from reconstruction, They 
stigmatized as a “‘carpet-bagger’’ every Northern man who for any purpose 
made his home in the new free South and became a Republican. They even 
more bitterly denounced as a “ scalawag'"’ any Southern white man who joined 
in organizing civil government. They preferred anarchy and chaos to impar- 
tial suffrage. They never for one moment rendered true allegiance to the new 
governments, and as soon as they dared they began to tear them down by vio- 
lence and political murders. 

This page of American history is more disgraceful, if possible, than were the 
crimes of slavery and rebellion. The bloody deeds planned and incited by cruel 
and brutal men, who yet claimed to be civilized and refined, and who even now 
consider themselves the only natural rulers of free America, can never be hid- 
den or obscured by interposing the faults and defects of those loyal govern- 
ments under which a race of slaves, unaided, despised and hated by their un- 
repentant and unsubdued late masters, were slowly groping their way from a 
condition allied to that of the brutes up to manhood, from bondage to liberty, 
and from ignorance to knowledge, performing as well and nobly as they could 
their new duties of freemen and citizens. 

The State of Louisiana will always be dishonored by the political massacres 
of the Mechanies’ Institute, of Bossier, Caddo, St. Landry, St. Bernard, Colfax 
Parish, Grant Parish, Coushatta, Catahoula, Tensas, and Ouachita; the State 
of South Carolina by those of Hamburgh and Ellenton; and the State of Mis- 
sissippi by those of Clinton, Copiah, and Kemper; and the records of the Ku- 
klux outrages, the cruelties, the assassinations, and the frauds which character- 
ized the destruction by the Southern Democrats encouraged by Northern Demo- 
erats, of the only lawful and the first free governments of the South are, with- 
out exception, tlhe most shameful and infamous in the annals of civilized hu- 
manity. The words of Reverdy Johnson, a Democrat, while unsuccessfully 
defending before a jury some of the Kuklux rufflans, will bear repeating : 





“IT have listened with unmixed horror to some of the testimony which has | 


been brought before you. The outrages proved are shocking to humanity; 
they admit of neither excuse nor justification; they violate every obligation 
which law and nature impose upon men; they show that the parties engaged 
were brutes, insensible to the obligations of humanity and religion.” 

To the pre-eminent dishonor of Jackson, the capital of Mississippi, that city 
has furnished the latest illustration of Southern political methods, In order to 


overthrow a city government, simply beeause it was Republican, the Federal | 


officials there resident, J. Bowmar Harris, United States district attorney, Sam- 
uel Livingston, deputy United States marshal, and R. E. Wilson, deputy collector 
of internal revenue, headed a movement to prevent the colored citizens from 
voting. 

A secret, oath-bound, white league was organized to lynch negroes, and to 
attend, armed, at the voting precincts, the leading spirit in which band of assas- 
sins was one John H. Martin, editor ofthe New Mississippian. The movement 
was successful on January 2, 1888; butmark the sequel! On the 2d day of May, 
1888, at Jackson, Martin wantonly shot General Wirt Adams, the postmaster, a 
man sixty-nine years of age, and of the highest character. Adams returned 
Martin’s fire, and both fell dead in the streets. The young men of the South, 
who are encouraged by the most influential citizens to resort to murder as an 
ordinary political agency, will never refrain from using their fatal revolvers for 
private revenge. 

And now so it is that the South, which during more than half a century dom- 
inated the nation by means of slavery and the power which siavery gave, has, 
after a period of rebellion caused by slavery, and a period of reconstruction 
prolonged by crimes against the freedman, again seized the reins of govern- 
ment,and has rewarded itself for its rebellion by increased representation in 
Congress, and in the body of electors which chooses a President. The North 
is supposed to have conquered. The Union is saved inform. The terms of 
peace, reunion, and reconciliation were the thirteenth amendment, abolishing 
slavery; the fourteenth, omitting the colored people from the basis of represen- 
tation in States where they are not allowed to vote; and the fifteenth, giving to 
colored citizens the ballot in all clections, State or national. 

The thirteenth amendment alone is in force—the fourteenth and fifteenth are 
a dead letter, openly and flagrantly disobeyed. Suffrage at the South for the 
black man does not exist; for the white man, even, it is almosta farce. A few 
leaders in each State, combining with similar coteries in other States, form an 
oligarchy which wields the whole political power of the solid South. United 
with the Democratic party of the North, who expect to control by corruption or 
fraud a few Northern States, their ‘‘ plan of compaign” is exactly what it was 
before 1860. Our later Southern masters are not different from those of former 
years. They are able, always alert, and, whenever not opposed, are plausible, 
courteous, and fullof kind and patriotic professions; resisted, their gentleness 
proves like that of tigers—they become fierce and defiant, sometimes brutal. 

The North needs to undeceive itself. The South isin thesaddle, and it means 
to stay there. It has the executive branch of the Government; it almost con- 
trols the legislative ; it is reaching forward tothe judicial branch. It threatens 
the manufacturing and all other industries of the North. It means to hold in 
its hands the decision of all our national questions, those of foreign policy, tariff, 
finance, internal improvements, and all expenditures, and to “ get even” with 
the North on account of the temporary ascendency of the latter during the era 
of rebellion and reconstruction. The South will not again make the mistake 
of secession. Itiseasierand safer to rule the nation from the inside. The power 
which the election of 1884 gave will not be relinquished if murder and fraud at 


| the constitution in all its parts compelled,and the vote of the N 
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white or black, made equal to that of the Southern man, white 
the North nor the South need fear negro supremacy 

Manhood suffrage was first tried immediately after a war, made by the mas- 
ters to strengthen their hold on their slaves, had resulted in the discomfiture of 
the former and the freedom of the latter, but had disorganized society. In its 
reorganization the late masters refused to participate; the freedmen went 
ahead and did as well as they could The failure, if it be such, of the first ex- 
periment, will not be repeated under new conditions and better auspices. The 
charge that the two races can not live side by side in the Southern States in 
political equality, the voters of each race freely participating in all elections, 
has not been proved. Itisa mere clamor raised to excuse the suppression of 
the negro vote in order to obtain partisan power in State and nation. Wher- 
ever the experiment of impartial suffrage has been tried with any approach 
to fairness and good-will on the part of the whites, it has been remarkably suc- 
cessful. The colored men are not aggressive: they are docile, well-disposed, 
and anxious, if allowed to enjoy what they know to be their constitutional 


| rights, to live peacefully with their white neighbors. 


They submit readily to what is sometimes to them so offensively called the 
superior intelligence of the whites. They do not seek social equality. They 
are patient and long-suffering. But they will never permanently abandon the 
ballot, and whenever they reach the polls they will insist upon their right to 
vote the Republican ticket if they so wish. ‘Their interests and their desires 
make them an ever-eager army of seven millions of people seeking their rights 
under the fifteenth amendment In addition to this pressure, the manhood, 
the dignity, the self-respect, and the honor of all citizens of the North require 
that they should compel our modern Southern masters to desist from their at- 
tempt perpetually to rule, through crimes against the black man and against 
the Constitution, that country which they wickedly but vainly tried to destroy 
in order to fasten more firmly the chains of slavery, and to extend its accursed 
power and influence into the Territories of the Union. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3060) granting right of way to the Pima Land and 

Water Company across Fort Lowell military reservation in Arizona, 


| and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present an amendment from the Committee on 
the Judiciary intended to be proposed to the deficiency bill, or some 
other proper bill, which I ask may be printed, together with the mem- 
oranda accompanying it, and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). It will 
be so ordered if there be no objection. 

JACKSON (MISS.) MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, yesterday I gave notice that 
I should to-day move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the resolutions reported from the Judiciary Committee relative to the 
suppression of the vote of colored citizens in Jackson, Miss. I move 
that the pending measure be laid aside, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of those resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the pending business be informally laid aside to enable him to m 
the consideration of the resolutions which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary July 23, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate, in view of the report made to it in obedience to its 
resolution of January 12, 1888, in respect of the suppression of the votes of the 
colored citizens of the city of Jackson, Miss., and the participation in such sup- 
pression by certain United States officers as set forth and described in said re- 
port, does hereby express its strong condemnation of the conduct of said offi- 
cers; and it also expresses its deliberate judgment that every officer of the 
United States so engaged or participating should be promptly dismissed from 


the public service as soon as authentic knowledge of such engagement or par- 
ticipation is brought to the attention of the appointing power. 
Resolved, That a copy of this report, and of the testimony on wh t is 


based, be communicated to the President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions are before the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection, and the question is upon agreeing to 
the same. 
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Mr. WILSO ‘ iO 1, MGC ed the Senate. Having spoken one 
ho ind f en min 

A messa in writing, was received from the President of the United 
Stat by Mr. O. L. P DEN, one of his secretaries 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend from Iowa, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. , 

[ l’or the speech of Mr. WiLSoN, of Iowa, complete see the proceed- 


ings of the 27th. | 


Mr. MORGAN. I hope an adjournment will not be had. I hope 


the Senator from Vermont will not press the motion. I understand 
the Vresident of the United States has sent a message to the Senate 
which onght to be laid before us 
Mir. EDMUNDS. I think the message can wait till to-morrow. 
Mr. MORGAN. monty, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spooner in the chair). T! 
Senator from a aiean moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make that motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is moved by the Senator from Ver- 
mont that the Senate do now w adjourn, on which motion the Senator 
from Alabama asks for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ords tells and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name sg called), Iam ee generally 
with the Senator from Pennsy lvania | Mr. CAMERON]. I do not know 
how he would vote if present, and the refore I shall refrain from record- 
ing my vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called) 
ator from Maryland [ Mr. GorMAN ]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLt], and I ask his colleague [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] whether I shall observe my pair on this motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam clear that my colleague, if present, would 
vote for adjournment at this time of day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then! announce myself paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorriLv]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am requested to an- 
nounce the pair of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I vote ** nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] with this condition, that 
when there is less than a quorum I may vote. I withhold my vote for 
the present. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his manne was called). 
Sen: itor from Massac husetts [Mr. Dawns]. 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called) 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson]. If he were present, I should 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


[Tam paired with the 
If he were here, I should 


I am paired with the Sen- 


vote * yea. 
. VANCE (when his name wascalled). Tam paired with the Sen- 
ator: from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘nay.’ 


The roli-« ull was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I voted a moment ago, forgetting that I was paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Inow transferthe pair 
to the Senator from Rhode Islan d [Mr. ALDRICH], and will therefore 
lét my vote stand. 

BECK. I inquire if the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has 
vol d ? 

Mr. FRYE. He has not voted. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempor 
is not recorded. 

Mr. BECK. Then I desire to transfer my general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Maine | Mr. HALE | to the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voor- 
WEES], and I vote ‘‘nay.’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
Ke ntuc ky [Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

‘yea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paird — the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

Bas LspuRY]. Ido not know whether he has voted or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware is not 
recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it suits the Senator from Iowa we may transfer 
our respective pairs. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorriLu] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. We can transfer our pairs and 
vote. 

Mr. ALLISON 


TheSenator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 


I have a general pair with the Senator from 
That pair is transferred, and I vote 


That is quite agreeable to me, and therefore I vote 


res 


‘Mr. VANCE. 
Mr. SAWYER (after having voted in the affirmative). 


My pair has been transferred, and I vote ‘‘nay.’ 
I wish to 








[am paired with the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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withdraw my vote. 
SAULSBURY |. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The pair of the Senator from Delaware has been 
announced with another Senator. 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Sra NFORD] 
on all political questions. This looks io me as bordering on politics 
and therefore I shall not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 21; as follows: 


I am paired with the Senator from Delaware 








YEAS—23. - 
Allis De sherman 
Sa Edmund 
Ch Evarts son 
Chandler, Farwell, Stockbridg 
Cullom, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of low 
Davis, Hiscock, Sawy¢ 
NAYS—21. 
Bate, Colquitt, Pasco, Vest, 
| Beck, George, Payne, Walthall, 
| Berry, Hampton, Wilson of Md. 
| Brown Harris, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Coke, Morgan, Vance, 
ABSENT—32. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hearst, Quay, 
Biackburn, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blodgett Faulkner, Kenna, Riddieberger 
Bowen, Frye, McPherson, Sabin, 
| Butler, Gibson, Morrill. Saulsbury, 
Call, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford 
Cameron, Gray, Paimer, Teller, 
Danie} Hale, Piatt, Voorhees, 








So the motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 24, 1888, at 12 
o’ clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 25, 1888, 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. Ct 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. THBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—W. S. CARPENTER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred, with the accom- 
panying bill, to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No, 2088, entitled 
of W. 8. Carpenter.”’ 

This bill appropriates the sum of $126.26, to be paid to the beneficiary named 
therein for his salary as an employé in "the railway mail service from the 3d 
day of October until the 20th day of November, 1882. 

Mr. Carpenter was employed as a railway postal clerk ata salary of $800 per 
annum. He abandoned his route about the 2d day of October, 1882, without 
any leave of absence or explanation at the time, leaving his work in charge of 
one Jones, another railway postal clerk. He appears to have been paid for all 
the work he did, unless it be for two or three days in October, for which he ap- 
parently makes no claim, 

There is nothing i in the Post-Office Department showing that the absence of 
Carpenter was claimed to be on account of sickness, though there are a num- 
ber of communications relating to the case. 

The regulations of the Department permit the performance of the duties of 
a postal clerk by an associate in case of sickness, but never without the written 
permission of the division superintendent after an arrangement between the 
parties in writing, signed by them and filed with the superintendent. 

Among a number of communications from railw ay mail service officials re- 
lating to the conduct of Carpenter, all tending in the same direction, there is a 
letter from the chief clerk of the railway mail service at Peoria, ril., under 
whose immediate supervision Mr. Carpenter performed service, written to the 
superintendent of the sixth division of said service at Chicago, and dated No- 
ve sm ber 16, 1882, containing the following statement: 

**T desire to call your attention to the case of W. 8. Carpenter, Gilman and 

Springfield R. P. O., as follows: October 10 he was requested to appear at the 
post-oflice at Springfield, Iil., for examination on Llinoig scheme. I went to 
Springfield for the purpose of examining him, but he failed to put in an appear- 
ance. Upon my return home I found a letter from him stating that he did not 
expect to remain in the service, hence his failure to report for examination ; 
and, furthermore, that he would send in his resignation to your office by th« 
first of the following week. This he had not done the 12thinstant. He has not 
been on duty but two days since October 1. He left the run in charge of Mr. 
Jones, of the same line, telling him he did not know when he would return 
and for Jones to keep up the run, He has no leave of absence, either verbally 
or otherwise. What his motives are for conducting himself in this manner [ 
can notimagine. I have written him en the subject, but can not hear from him. 
When in Springfield the 3d instant I requested the postmaster there to not pay 
Carpenter for October until he received notice to do so. I then notified you of 
the facts in the matter. I would respectfully recommend that Carpenter be re- 
lieved from further duty and a successor be appointed. He is of no account at 
the best; has no interest in the work, and should be removed. I would also 
recommend that he be paid for but the two days’ run in the month of October.”’ 

Four days after the date of this letter Mr. Carpenter was notified that an or- 
der had been issued discontinuing his pay and services. 

These facts stated present the case of an employé of the Government aban- 
doning his duties without leave or notice, in direct violation of rules, and claim- 
ing compensation for work done in his absence by another employé whose en- 
tire services were due the Government. 

To allow a claim so lacking in merit would endanger discipline and invite ir- 


regularity and loose methods in a very important branch of the pubic service. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


“An act for the relief 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, August 22, 1888, 
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think we have been in the habit of granting so large a body of Jand as 
two acres for depot purposes. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
through military reservations have been reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and are now on the Calendar. I think it would be 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Quite a number of bills granting right of way | 
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The bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Victor, Gertrude, Margaret, 


| and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. Mc cuire—to the Com- 


well to have some time set when they may all be taken up and dis- | 


posed of, for I do not believe there is any good reason to object to any 
of them. 


I do not object to this measure proposed by the gentleman from Kan- | 


sas, and commend him highly for his industry and ingenuity in get- 
ting his military reservation bill through. I hope, however, that the 
House will before very long give the Military Committee a day to dis- 
pose of quite a number of bills of a similar character, which are en- 
tirely unobjectionable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman from Illinois think that a 
railway company obtaining such privileges as are here granted could 
atford to pay for the land, at all events? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, [I think that in a great many instances it will 
be of much convenience to the reservations to have the railroads through 
them. It is a measure of economy in some cases, saving the cost ot 
transportation, and certainly a matter of great convenience. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [shall not object in the present instance to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas, but it strikes me that a rail- 
road corporation deriving such a privilege as this ought to be willing 
to make compensation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Indiana thinks this is 
an undue favor to a railroad corporation, then he ought not to with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Lllinois, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, thinks it is unobjectionable 
« as affecting the military reservation under the control of his commit- 
tee, I hardly feel myself justifiable in interposing an objection. 

Mr. LAIRD. It is recommended by your Secretary of War, any 
way. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, read the third time, 
and passed, 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the bill (H. R. 8639) 
on the same subject will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


H, C. MARKHAM. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] asks 
unanimous consent to set aside the order made this morning with 
reference to the bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of H. C. Markham. 
This is a bill to remove a charge of desertion, and the amendments of 
the Senate seem to be merely formal in character. 

‘The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent to concur in the Senate amendments; and if there be no objection 
the order by which this bill was referred this morning will be rescinded, 
and the Senate amendments will be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills; which were 
read twice and referred as follows, namely: 

‘The bill (S. 2110) granting the right of way for the construction of 
a railroad through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2863) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the town of Smyrna, Del.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (S. 3420) authorizing the Secretary of War to ascertain what 
amount of money has been expended by the States of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada for military purposes in aid of the Government of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to George L. Sanders—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

' ‘The bill (S. 3047) grantinga pension to William Bittinger—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Florian 
Lischewsky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3085) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monoban, minorchild of Richard Monohan, deceased—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. Pfeiffer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3109) granting a pension to D. G. Rummel—to the Com- 
niittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H, 
Marston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 3114) granting a pension to Joseph H. Harwood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3201) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wilson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3208) granting a pension to William 8. Bradshaw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 3236) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn, late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. S. Cook—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresa Fichter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3283) granting a pension to Reuben Ash—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3308) granting a pension to Mary K. Richards—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

The bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3339) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 3342) granting a pension to David Myers—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3358) for the relief of M. S. Hellman, of Canyon City, 
Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to Emma Matilda Selfridge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The biil (8S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of lands in severalty to United 
Peorias and Miamies in the Indian Territory may be permitted to re- 
main on the Speaker’s table. The gentleman from Kansas [{Mr. PER- 
KINS] is interested in that bill, and I ask that it remain on the table until 
he is in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order heretofore made 
this morning with reference to the bill in question will be withdrawn, 
and it will be allowed to remain upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a request of the Senate for 
the return of the bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the order returning this bill will 
be made, and the Clerk of the House will be directed to return the bill 
to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JoHnston, of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HoLMEs, until Tuesday next. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 
bers as managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 1604) to change the time of the ses- 
sion of the circuit court of the western division of the western district 
of Missouri: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. RoGErs, and Mr. CASWELL. 


MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I desire to present a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts, which I ask may be disposed of now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 12, 1888. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be allowed 
an annual clerk, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until March 
3, 1889, at the rate of $2,000 per annum; and the Committee on Appropriations 
are hereby instructed to provision for such clerk at the said rate of $2,(00 


per annum. from said March 3, 1889. , 
The committee to whom was referred the resolution by Mr. Dury, chairman 
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of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish es I kn ttle about it bevond what is d ] l t} } id a 
said committee be made an annual « rk with pay at t OT eee ‘ ¢ +} jj Bid : 
num, until March, 1889, having had the — ad aa pOns RES ee ee aed _ ‘ ha * 
ing clearly the necessity for such action, report t Mr. HOLMAN. « think this bill ought to have been considered by a 
recommendation the Committee on Public Loads. It was, however, referred to anoth« 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The report being without recommendation by | committe I have not had «nm opportunity of looking into the subject 
the direction of the committee, I now yield the time to the gentleman | myself and am not at all aware wh this . eee ae ; 
from Arkansas. not I only want o know whythe matter, being one which atlee ted 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to state to the House the reasons which in- | public lands, did not go to that committee Assuming the statement of a 
duced me to submit that resolution. The clerk of the Committee on | the gentle a FOE SO Mr. GROSVENOR] to be correct, | am aware i 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries is a session clerk. The jurisdiction of | Of no objection to the pill. | ' 
that committee has been very largely extended, taking not only all Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as I know there was no sin r purpose 
legislation relating to the merchant marine but also to the fisheries. | in sendit g this bill to the Committe eon Rivers an i tl irbors. It was ‘ 
There is an important investigation pending, which the committee will | Sent In the course of business at the Clerk’s desk, not at the request of F 
have to make a request of the House for authority to continue during | 2D) body. rhe only question is upon the construction 6f the res rva- } 
the recess of Congress. There is also another resolution ordered to be | tions of water at the head of the Mississippi River. I suppose myself : 
reported, providing for another investigation relating to the menhaden | that no present member of Congress will probably ever engage in that ‘ 
fisheries, which the House will probably order when it is presented. | work, although of courseI can notsay. But the bill isso guarded that 
These investigations, taken with the extended range of legislation | it can not unfavorably affect the work whenever the time comes to con- 7 
which has been sent to the committee, is enlarging the work of the | Struct it. ; : % 
committee very greatly, requiring a rapidly-increasing and extensive The biil was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read , 
correspondence to enable the committee to act advisedly in all these | the third time, and passed. sere 
matters, and my experience on other committees has taught me, by} Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill . 
comparison with the importance and magnitude of this work, that this | Was pass¢ d; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
committee ought to be provided with an annual clerkship. If it is| The latter motion was agreed to. 


made annual now, it will enable the committee to avail itself of the | PIMA LAND AND WATER COMPANY. ; 
services of that clerk in these investigations during the recess of Con- 
gress—and they must be continued during that recess—and also keep 
up the extensive correspondence which is necessary in relation to the 
legislation pending before the committee. I therefore ask the House 
to agree to the resolution before the committee, so that I may know 
whether to ask for authority to employ a clerk in these investigations 
or whether we shall use this clerk. I will therefore ask the previous | The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
question on the adoption of the resolution. _| ask for objections. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof | ~ -ppe pil] was read, as follows: 
the resolution pha agreed to. . . . . Be it enacted, etc., That the Pima Land and Water Company, a corporation 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution | quiy organized under the laws of the Territory of Arizona, is hereby granted the 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | right of way, 500 feet in width, for their aqueduct and irrigating canal to, from, 
on the table. across, through, and out of the Fort Lowell military reservation, and the right 


oh ‘ | to construct dams, water ways, and canals for the purpose of developing water 
The latter motion was agreed to. and for the purpose of storing the same; and for that purpose sufficient land 
WATER-RESERVE LANDS, WISCONSIN. ¢ | 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3060) granting right 
of way to the Pima Land and Water Company across Fort Lowell mili- 
tary reservation in Arizona, and for other purposes, and that the bill 
be now put upon its passage. 





| for the construction and maintenance of the same, not to exceed, however, 1,000 
acres and not to interfere with any buildings or improvements on said reserva- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1880. tion: Provided, h wever, That the said company shall supply the garrison, gar- 
The SPEAKER That is the special order dens, and orchards of Fort Lowell, free of charge, such quantities of water as 


: a aiaeme —_, © 7 may be required for irrigating purposes, not to exceed 100 miner’s inches, and 
Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill will only take a moment or two to | the location of the said canals and water ways to be subject to the approval of 


dispose of. It is in regard to the right of way on certain reserved | the Secretary of War 

lands in the State of Wisconsin. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the title, as the bill has been | this bill? 

read. On the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- Mr. HOLMAN. Iask to have the report read. 

MAN], consideration was postponed until this morning. The report (by Mr. MAISH) was read, as follows: g 
The Clerk read as follows: The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3060) 
A bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wis- | granting right of way to Pima Land and Water Company across Fort Lowell 

consin are and have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress en- 


military reservation, in Arizona, submit the following report: 
titled “‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through the public lands The Pima Land and Water Company have a canal in course of construction 
of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875. 


from the Santa Cruz River, for the purpose of conveying water to the desert 

‘RS ; : ands Iving between the Fort Lowell military reservation andthe ‘ ‘ue : 
Mr. ROGERS. I should like to hear that bill read ® lands lying ; the Fort Lowell military reservation and the city of Tucson 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Ariz., and also for the purpose of supplying water to said city. In order to ac- 
} I 3 & 3 


complish these laudable purposes it is necessary to cros* said reservation. The 
Be it enacted, etc., That all lands in the State of Wisconsin described in and | projectors of the yas heme agree to furnish water to said military post 
withdrawn from sale by the proclamations of the President of the United States he bill has been favorably recommended by the Secretary of War and the 






issued March 22, 1880, April 5, 1881, and November 28, 1881, for the reason that | General of the Army, which letters are hereto appended and made part hereof 
said lands would be required for or subject to flowage in the construction of | The proposed canal will be a great benefit not only to said post, buttot 
dams, reservoirs, and other works proposed to be erected for the improvement | through which it passes, , ; ; 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River and certain of its tributaries, be, and Your committee therefore recommend that said bill do pass. 
the same is hereby, declared to be, and to have been atall times heretofore, sub- 
ject to the provisions of a certain act of Congress, entitled “An act granting to 
railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1875, as fully, effectually, and to the same extent as though 
said lands had not been described in said proclamations, or withdrawn from 
sale thereby, but had remained with the body of public lands subject to private 
entry and sale: Provided, however, That any and all parts of said lands acquired 
by any railroad company under said act of Congress shall at all times be sub- 
ject to the right of flowage which at any time may become necessary in the con- 
struction or maintenance of dams, reservoirs, or other works which may be con- 
structed or erected by or under the authority of the United States for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Mississippi River or its tributaries: Provided 
Surther, That the railroad companies availing themselves of this act shall, in ad- 
dition to filing the maps now required by law to be filed, also file maps of defi 
nite location of their proposed lines of railroad, over said water-reserve lands, 
in the office of the Secretary of War, and until the approval of said maps by the 
Secretary of War no right to occupy said lands shall vest in such companies; 
and no location shall be permitted which takes for right of way or stations lands 
needed for the use of the present reservoir system, or in the construction of 
dams or other works, or any proposed or probable extension of the same, or 
which will obstruct or increase the cost of the present or prospective reservoir 
system; or shall any railroad company be permitted to take material for con- 
— from avy of said reservoir lands outside the right of way granted 
1erein. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill simply declares the former action of 
Congress relating to certain public lands is intended to cover lands 
known as water-reserved lands, subject, however, to additional provisos 
that are adopted in this bill. This bill was examined by the Com- HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. Inasmuch as reservations at the head Washington, D. C., February 29, 1583. 
of the Mississippi River are contemplated in that bill to be made in| Sm: I have the honor to return herewith bill H. R. 1938, Fiftieth Congress, 
the interest of navigation, the bill was referred to the Secretary of | “tt Session, referred by you for my report, with the remark that the bill should 


_ . “ 7 4 be modified by substituting in section 1, lines 8, 11, and 12, for “ four miles” the 
War, and the provisos that he thought necessary were put in this bill. | words ‘five miles.” ; : ' 


the lands 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, M 2, 1888, 
Sir: In reply to the request of your committee, dated the 7th ultimo, for the 
views of the Department upon House bill No. 3060, Fiflieth Congress, tirst ses- 
sion, ** granting right of way to the Pima Land and Water Company across Fort 
Lowell military reservation, in Arizona, and for other purposes,’ I have the 
honor to inclose a report upon the subject, dated the 29th ultimo, by the Lieu- 
tenant-General of the Army, and to concur in his opinion that in view of the 
proviso in the concluding lines of the bill its passage would be of no detriment 
to the service 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
¥ WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. R. W. TOowNsHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs House of Revresentatives 


HeaADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 29, 1888, 
Srr: I have the honor to return herewith a bill, H. R. 3060, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, referred by you lor my report, with the remark that its passage, 
in view of the proviso incorporated in the concluding lines of the bill, would be 4 
of no detriment to the service : 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
H. SHERIDAN, 


eneral, Commandin: 


Hon, WILLIAM C. Expicorr, 
Secretary of War. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have justcomein. Whatisthe 


| proposition before the House? 


Tl trip of land that wo i118 be retained in the reservation embraces the 
vincipal sour ft ‘ pply f the past, and should not be surren- 
caer 

If t } i i ed 3} passage would be of no detriment to | 
th« 

vi [ { I < licnt servant 
P. H. SHERIDAN 
Lieutenant-General, Commandi g- 
Hi I ‘ 1 
t Wear 

Mr. MACDONALD. What is the extent of the right of way granted ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I think it is 500 feet in width, sufficient 
to permit of the protection of the banks of the canal. The report ¢ 
plait i the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the bill been considered by the Commit- 


tee on Military Affair 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. It is reported by that committee. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
yead a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and a 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion wa rreed to. 
IKARLES K. ERWIN. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Comittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharge: 


of Charles K,. Erwin, and that the bill be now put upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. 
ask for objections. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there 
this bill? 
Mr. BLAND. Let the report be read. 
The report was read 
Mr. BLAND. MHasthis matter ever been before Congress until now ? 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. It never has been. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 
Mr. KILGORE. 





objection to the present consideration of 


I object. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I desire to remind the Chair of the special order 
assigned for this morning. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
port on the Army appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of higher privilege. 
order will come up afterwards. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before proceeding further with the considera- 


The special 


» moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


The bill will be read, after which the Chair will | 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. DuBors] offers a 
resolution to discharge the Committee of the Judiciary from the furthe 
consideration of a resolution of inquiry introduced by him in regard to 
prosecutions under the law against polygamy, and to bring the resolu 
tion before the House for consideration at this time. 

Mr. CULBERSON., I desire to say that the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary have not had an opportunity to hold a meeting for the last two 
or three weeks on account of the absence of some of our members. 
It is now understood, however, that we can have a meeting to-mor- 
row with direct reference to this resolution and a resolution in relation 
to the charges against a district judge in California in connection with 
the admission of Chinese. I hope, therefore, that the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. DuxBots] will withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest that the resolution lie over for two days. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will lie 
over, subject to the right of the gentleman from Idaho to call it up at 
any time. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, oneof its clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

\ bill (S. 3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction 


1 ; .| of a bridge over the Mississippi River at St uis 0., approved Feb- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10862) for the relief | “e ige over the Mississippi Riverat St. Louis, Mo., approved Fe 


vy 
~ « 7, 2 an 
ruary 3, 1887, 


CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. CRAIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 216) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States authorizing the President to veto separate items in appropriation 
bills; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the discussion of th¢ 


| conference report on the Army appropriation bill, it has been agreed 


between the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND] and myself 


| that the debate may be limited to one hour and a half, the time to be 


divided equally between those in favor of the report and those opposed 


| to it. 


I call up for consideration the conference re- | 


tion of the conference report, I desire that some limit may be fixed for | 


the debate. 


The SPEAKER. The previous question is applicable to this report | 


at any time when it is moved, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am aware of that; but I am willing that 


there shall be further debate if gentlemen wish, although I have no | 


desire myself to debate the report at any considerable length. 

I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers}, to indicate what 
time he desires. 

Mr. SAYERS. It occurs to me that two hours and a half will be 
suflicient for the discussion of this matter, the time to be equally di- 
vided between those in favor of the report and those opposed to it. 
PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privilege. 
to the desk a resolution which I desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas on the 13th day of August, 1888, the following resolution was intro- 


daced by Mr. Dunors: “ Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to 
furnish to the House of Representatives a list of pardons granted by the Presi- 


QUESTION OF 


I send 







dent of the United States to persons convicted of the crimes of unlawtul cohabit- | 


ation, adultery, and polygamy in Utah and Idaho Territories since March 4, 
1886, giving the name, date of sentence, length of sentence, and date of pardon 
in each case,’’ and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary on said day, and 
the same has not been reported to the House within the one week as provided 
by the rules: Therefore, 

« Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the consideration of the 
resolution, and the same be now considered by the House, 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cur- 
BERSON ], the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, is not present at 
this moment, and I have no knowledge myself of this resolution 

Mr. DUBOIS. I believe I have the floor. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman after I shall have made a statement. I desire to disavow any 
intention to cast a reflection on the Judiciary Committee of the House. 
The honorable chairman of that committee and two of its members have 
told me that they would be glad to report the resolution,-but the chair- 
man informed me that there was a bare quorum of the committee in 
the city, and I think that two ineffectual attempts were made last week 
to get a quorum together. Owing to the lateness of the session, and 
for fear that a quorum of the committee may not be got together, and 





| call it up one week from to-day. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that debate on the 
conference report upon the Army appropriation bill be closed in one 
hour and a half, the time to be equally divided between the supporters 
of the report and those opposed to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yesterday I believe an hour was occupied on this 
subject, and most of the time, I think, was used in support of the re- 
port. Has that matter been taken into consideration ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. I donot wish to say anything at all to- 
day. ~ I am willing to give away all my time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition ? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MRS. GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to make a requestin regard to the special 
order fixed for to-day. I think it evident that no quorum is present 
this morning. I therefore ask unanimous consent that if it be dis- 
closed during the day that a quorum is present I may call up the 
special order, not, however, to interfere with appropriation bills, con- 
ference reports, or the Oklahoma bill, and that if action be not taken 
to-day, I may call the bill up one week from to-day for final disposi- 
tion so far as this session is concerned. 

A MEMBER. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, sir; itis the bill increasing the pension o 
Mrs. General Ward B. Burnett. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] asks 
unanimous consent that ifthe bill increasing the pension of Mrs. Gen- 
eral Ward B. Burnett be not reached to-day, he shall have the right to 
Is there objection? The Chair hears 


The Chair 


| none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Is it understood that I may call the bill up to-day ? 
The SPEAKER. That right will rest with the gentleman. The 
order is that if the bill be not called up to-day, the gentleman shal! 
have the right to call it up one week from to-day. 
BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent that on Tuesday next 
the House take a recess from 5 o’clock until 8 o’clock, the evening 
session to be devoted to bills on the Calendar reported from the Com- 
mittee on Patents to which there may be no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. From the character of the bills reported 
from that committee it would be well, I think, that they be considered 
during a day session. 

Mr. BLAND. Why fix a night session? We are going to be here 
all the fall anyhow. 

Mr. WEAVER. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman from 


for no other reason, I have introduced the resolution which has just | Ohio [Mr. ByTrERworrn]. 


been read, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 





I say that from the character of the bills 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTI i : \ } pury yd 
tain the House but ry nutes »] ose tod iss t] 
me of the A i lp »p 1 g i l, and it ma 
have defects, Iam notsure, butI am willing toaccept and confirm the 
action of the gentlemen who prepared it, and rey rt it, subjected as it 
has been to the scrutiny of the House. 

I desire to call the attention of the House, t to the items that are 
properly in the Army bill, but to the fact that under the guiseof amend- 
ing the Army bill the rules of the House have been violated and defied 
by adding to the bill the provisions of the fortifica 1s bill, and in s 
doing the House is treated with disrespect 

rhe real question is not whether the Army bill : { l by th 
Military Committee of this House passed by this body, pos- 

1 hi tle in t con- 
1 nr é ta 


liianan end- 
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ar beca it would aid him in his canva 
i ig all he can for his constituency, i 
very proper effort to secure that great plant for h 
ict. I have no criticism to offer on his conduct. On the contrar 
it is thoroughly commendable. But I want to sav to my friend, if this 
House consent for any purpose to an utter disregard and defiance of its 
rules, then the House has proved itself to be of such character that h« 
need not be thoroughly anxious to acquire a seat upon this floor. That 


is putting it strong. It is putting it justly. 

Now, as to competition in the purchase of steel. The item does not 
belong to this bill, and hence is nota proper subject for this discussion. 
You have already passed the fortification bill providing for the pr 
chase of a plant and the purchase of steel. You have made abundant 
provision, in the judgment of the War Department and in the judg- 
ment of the House, for all these things. You have done it in the ex- 
ercise of rightful jurisdiction, through a committee of this body, and 
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once practically reducing the chances for competition, but holding out | 
inducement to combine, and excluding all possible advantage to result 
from the advent of methods for improving the quality and cheapening | 
the cost of production. Beyond that it is by no means clear that a | 
new metal or alloy may not at any time supersede those now in use; | 
so that, to my mind at least, the purchase of vast quantities of steel con- | 
fessedly in excess of what wili be needed in ten years, thus presuming 
that we have reached the end of the march of improvementin the pro- | 
duction of metals and in the manufacture of guns, has no trace of wis- 
dom or economy in it, and suggests advantages to the contractor rather | 
than to the Government. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to interpose here a 
little correction? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Both gentlemen seem to be mistaken as to the fact 
they are using to illustrate their arguments. At the time to which the 
gentleman refers, when the gun steel for the Navy was advertised for, 
there was also an offer for the armor. The whole four millions was 
offered at the same time, but there were three separate bids for the gun 
steel, ranging from about $833,000 up to nearly $1,000,000, but only 
one bidder for the armor and armor plates. But all of these bids were 
offered at the same time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; but there were three bidders 
for the steel forgings for guns, as the record discloses, 

Mr. HERBERT. ILalso take this opportunity to correct the Rec- 
orp. My friend from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] called my attention to the 
fact that the RecorD the other day had it that in answering a ques- 
tion of this kind I had said there was $1,000,000, when what I really 
did say was $4,000,000. \ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that steel forgings require a | 
certain kind of plant. One million dollars was for the purchase ot | 


steel for guns and there were three competitors, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will not the gentleman admit that the same 
establishment which can turn out steel forgings for guns can turn out 
steel forgings for armor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is very likely, but I do not know 
whether it can or not. The machinery would of course be vastly dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. SAYERS. But they did not bid for that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They did not bid for steel forgings for guns. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Did not the successful bidding firm get both 
contracts? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not know, and Ido not care. It is 
not of the slightest concern whether it did or not. Even if it were 
true, it would not justify the purchase of a supply for ten years during 
the development in gunnery and.in metals and in the manner of pro- 
ducing them, which is of constant and accelerating growth. 

But this whole matter properly belongs to the appropriation bill al- 
ready passed by the House and now pending in the Senate; and it is 
not justly a pertinent question at this time of whether we shall buy 
more or less steel. These items have no business on this bill. And this 
House by a vote of nearly ten to one has determined what amount of 
steel ought to be purchased, and the bill carrying those items has 
passed and is now pending in the Senate, and I protest that it is not 
proper to consider them in this connection and upon this bill, because 
it is otherwise ordered in the rules, and because they are here in utter 
defiance of the mandate and the well-established precedent and prac- 
tice of the House and in utter defiance of the rights of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Now, it is not of consequence to me more than to other members of 
this body, but I feel some little spirit of resentment when the House 
indicates in any degree a disposition to permit one of its committees to 
be thus insulted by having subjects specially committed to their care 
taken in charge by another committee and reported in direct and inex- 
cusable violation of the law governing our procedure. 

I do not criticise the gentlemen of the committee, except in this: 
that after the Senate, in disregard of the rules of the House, and regard- 
less of our rights, added these amendments, the Committee on Military 
Affairs aggressively assume that they have, by this action of the Sen- 
ate, been clothed with full jurisdiction the same as if it had been con- 
ferred by the aflirmative action of the House. 

The Senate can not, by its action, oust or confer jurisdiction in cases 
where the House has conferred or denied it by distinct rules ordained 
for the government of its proceedings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIgu ]. 

Mr. MAISH. If I am not mistaken, Mr. Speaker, no fortification 
bill has been reported to this House from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to use the elegant Janguage of the gentleman from Missouri, 
since the ‘‘Committee on Appropriations has been deflowered.’’ Now, 
Mr. Speaker, there has not been a bill for fortifications passed that has 
been introduced into this House by that Committee on Appropria- 
tions for the two years, or since the rules have been changed, and 
therefore the practice of this House for many years affords no argu- 
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ment in favor of the Committee on Appropriations. I had hoped that 
the question of jarisdiction had been disposed of and would not be en- 
tered into again. I thought that the House had heard as much of it 
as it cared to hear. I maintain that the dignity of this House has not 
been insulted, and I maintain further that the jurisdiction of no com- 
mittee has been trespassed upon. I hold, and I think no lawyer can 


| givea fair and candid examination to the rales who will not hold, that 


the subjects incorporated in the Army bill by the Senate legitimately 
belong to that committee. Mr. Speaker, the report from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations itself suggests that the members of that com- 
mittee have some other idea of the word *‘‘fortifications’’ than the gen- 
tlemen of the committee have given to it on this floor. They say in 
their report upon the fortifications bill that—- 

The Committee on Appropriations in presenting the accompanying bili mak- 
ing an appropriation for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial, and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. 

They incorporate, according to their own admission, a very great many 
subjects in their bill outside of all they themselves have said to be 
embraced in the word ‘‘ jortifications.”’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am almost ashamed to go over this subject 
again; it has been so frequently presented to this House. The rule, 
for it is but one rule, defining the powers and authority of the various 
committees provides, as follows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named under the 
preceding rule, as follows: 

Then it proceeds: 

Subjects relating, 

1. to the election of members: to the Committee on Elections. 

Then it goes on to enumerate the various committees, defining their 
powers, until we reach clause 3, which I do not find at this moment, 
but which I will state from memory, gives among the subjects belong- 
ing to the Committee on Appropriations the subject of ‘‘ fortifications.’’ 

Then we come down to clause 12, in which we have the following 
words: 

Tothe military establishment and public defense, including the appropriations 
for its support and for that of the Military Academy : to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Now, I maintain that a fair interpretation of this rule gives to the 
Committee on Military Affairs jurisdiction—if not exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, at least concurrent jurisdiction—of the matters which the Senate 
has chosen to incorporate into the Army bill. If concurrent jurisdic- 
tion, then it is within the power of the House to confide this subject 
either to the Committee on Military Affairs or to the Committee on 
Appropriations. Because the House voted a few days ago to appro- 
priate $1,500,000 for the purchase of steel ingots in the fortifications 
bill, that does not bar it from voting to-day $3,500,000 in the Army 
bill. 

Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] suppose that 
the materials to be purchased with the $1,500,000 appropriated the 
other day will be consumed in one year? Yet the principal objection 
he has made to the appropriation of $3,500,000 is that it can not be 
consumed within a year, or until this House meets again and may 
make avother appropriation. The scheme of his committee spreads 
over a petiod of six years, According to the showing of the report of 
the Committee on Appropriations $1,500,000 will procure ninety steel 
guns of various calibers. Ninety guns for the defense of 4,000 miles 
of coast! Three million five hundred thousand dollars will purchase, 
according to the estimate given by the Committee on Appropriations, 
two hundred and ten guns of various calibers. Two hundred and ten 
guns for the defense of the entire coast of the United States of America, 
exclusive of Alaska! It is wholly insufficient. We want at least a 
thousand of these guns for the defense of our coast. 

I wish also to call attention to the fact that the armory at Water- 
vliet is now capable of turning out guns of 10-inch caliber, and, as 
General Benét states in his letter to the Committee on Appropriations, 
in one year it may be put in a position to turn out guns of 12-inch cal- 
iber. So that we do not need to wait one, two, or three years for the 
erection of the new works at the Watervliet armory. It can turn out 
now the 10-inch caliber guns provided for in the bill, and within a 
year it can begin to turn out the 12-inch gun, and thus within a very 
short period, two or three years, it will be practicable, in my judgment, 
to commence the construction or the assemblage of 14 and 16 inch guns. 
The gentlemen who are so excessively sensitive upon this question ot! 
jurisdiction seem at the same time to be exceedingly anxious that some 
provision shall be made for the defense of our country, but I can see 
no hope in the digection of the Committee on Appropriations. They 
brought into this House a bill a few days ago providing for the con- 
struction of guns by private corporations. An analysis of that bill 
will show that it is utterly impracticable. . 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH], 
if he were in his seat, how many tests would be made under the provis- 
ions of the bill which his committee has reported and by which they 
hope to put the country in a proper state of defense. 

It provides that guns of acertain type, equal to the best in the world, 
shall be purchased if they meet the required tests. All the tests may 
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be made in one year. 
the maximum limit of expenditure, but the ultimate expenditure may 
reach an amount beyond $13,000,000. According to the bill which 
that committee reported the Government of the United States may be 
made liable for the payment of more than $13,000,000 for ordnance 


within one year, and after the Government has contracted for their pur- | 


chase they become utterly worthless as compared with guns improved 
after that period. The bill also proposes that the construction of ord- 
nance shall be submitted to the competition of private corporations for 
the purpose of encouraging home manufacturers; but, Mr. Speaker, | 


do not understand that the bill limits the competition to American | 


manufacturers. 

As I understand it, the Government would be required to purchase 
guns of the manufacturers of the Old World if their ordnance should be 
found to be superior to those manufactured by American manufactur- 
ers. 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. MAISH. 
propriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me correct the gentleman. The provisions of 
that bill require not only that the material shall be of American man- 
ufacture, but that the parties engaged in manufacturing the guns shall 
be bona fide residents of the United States. 

Mr. MAISH. 
bill. I say, sir, that the bill enables foreign manufacturers to compete 
with American manufacturers for the sale of ordnance. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
bill, where it is provided that all materials purchased under the pro- 
visions of this section shall be of domestic production. 

Mr. MAISH. I have noticed that provision. 

Mr.SAYERS. Verywell. Then there was an amendment adopted 
by the House, with the consent of the Committee on Appropriations, 


To what bill does the gentleman refer ? 
I refer to the bill reported by the Committee on Ap- 


roviding that any person engaged in the manufacture of steel for | 
} 4 y { 


which the fortifications bill provides shall be a resident of the United 
States. 

Mr. MAISH. But, Mr. Speaker, does that answer my objection? I 
allege that the bill reported by the Committee on Appropriations would 
allow foreign manufacturers of ordna to compete with American 
manufacturers, and I ask the gentleman to point out the provision in 
the bill which prohibits them from doing that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read to the gentleman from section 4: 

That all tools, machines, and materials for said guns shall be manufactured in 
the United States. 

Mr. MAISH. Yes,sir; I admit that the bill contains that provision; 
but it does not provide that the guns which are to be submitted to test 
shall be manufactured in America. 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot see the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. MAISH. If the‘gentleman can persuade this House that by 
**material’’ is meant the finished piece of ordnance, I grant he is cor- 
rect. 

But, Mr. Speaker, whilst we are contending over questions of juris- 
diction no progress is being made towards putting the country in a 
state of defense. I have felt the weight of a great responsibility. I 
have endeavored to discharge my duty. When a grave public neces- 
sity confronts us, I care very little how it is met; my chief anxiety is 
that it should be met. When the subject of the public defense was, 
by the action of the Senate, committed to the committee of which I 


am a member, the question that presented itself to me was whether | 


their action was right. 

The warning words of Samuel J. Tilden made a deep impression upon 
the minds of the people of this country. 
criminal neglect of duty for this Congress to procrastinate the subject 
longer. 


The report of the Board of Ordnance, sabmitted to President Cleve- | 


land on May 12, 1885, presents the defenseless condition of our coun- 
try in language that can not be too solemnly considered: 


It is of no advantage to conceal the fact ae Se ports along our seacoast—a | 


length of about 4,000 miles, not including Alaska—invite naval attack; nor that 


our richest ports, from their greater depth of water and capacity to admit the | 


largest and most formidable armored ships, are of all the most defenseless. 


to billions of dollars, and the contributions which could be levied by a hostile 
fleet upon our seaports should be reckoned at hundreds of millions. 

It is impossible to understand the supineness which has kept this nation 
quiet—allowing its floating and shore defenses to become obsolete and effete— 
without making an effort to keep progress with the age, while other nations, 
besides constructing powerful navies, have not considered themselves secure 
without large expenditures for fortifications, including armored forts. 

Our nearest neighbor, though, reasoning from the past, she should have no 


occasion to dread a naval attack from us, has nevertheless constructed armored | 


forts at Halifax and Bermuda, both as a refuge for her fleets and as outposts for 
offensive operations. 


In the mean time we have acquired great riches and apparently dreamed that 


getting that riches are a temptation, and that the ong of one of our sea- 
ports might abundantly reimburse an enemy for the expenses of a war con- 
ducted against us. 

Had another policy prevailed and been consistently pursued towards the for- 
mation of asuitable coast defense, we should at the present moment have noth- 
ing more serious to engage our attention than a measured developmentin the 
strength of the works of defense and in the power of guns, in order to keep pace 
with the gradual progress in the means of attack. 
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Two million five hundred thousand dollars is 


pursued the 





| discussed that 


I ask the gentleman to refer to the provisiens of the | 


| on Appropriations. 


I call the gentleman’s attention to page 10 of the | officer 


j pe red of 


| } 


| conferences, and I have never yet 


| flict with those of the Senate. 


fort ily receded. 


| matters 


They feel that it would be a | 


| is demoralizing Congress. 


| impossibility. 


| which offers facilities for improvident legislation. 
| controversy between two committees of the House over large expendi- 
prosperity should inspire friendship and not envy in less favored peoples—for- | 
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Chat 
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nited States with full knowledge of this f 
public record before this report was prepared, i 
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I hope the House will 
1ere were nothing else 
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the gentleman Pennsylvania 
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subject-matter involy 
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as not only been decided by t! 
but a ery gentleman on this 
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House a s its rules 
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sent that its rules shall be vio 


pe cone, If t 
question, I ho 
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ated by 


i edge of the fact 


I have had ] sent in part the House on a g 


} + 
Known the Senate to consent 


nor to rep! 


proposition placed upon an appropriation bill in violation of its 
ome law. Yet, 


should be« foralong ] eriod our rules were in direct con- 
We allowed legislation 
tion bills when in the interest of economy; the Senate did not. Yet, 
whenever that issue came up between the House and the Senate, the 
louse, inasmuch as it was trenching upon a rule of the Senate, un 


The Senate never receded in a single instance that I 


on appropt la- 


can call to mind. 

If the House should now recede from its position in regard to these 
pertaining to fortifications as involved in the amendment 
the Senate to this bill, the House will dowhat up to this time the Sen- 


ate has never done; it will forget itsown dignity. l 


¢ 
3 ol 


The Senate at least 


| has not forgotten that in the controversies between that august body 


and this House it has always maintained that its rules should be 


therefore, there were 


re- 
ion involved here, I 
to it that the Senate 
shall beinformed that the House of Representatives ex pects to be treated 
with the consideration and respect which have uniformly been accorded 
by the House to the Senate. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with a question which goes 
away beyond that. We are to determine in connection with 
port how far this side of the House will disregard the obligation 
sumed by gentlemen here when they were elected to seats on this floor, 
the obligation to see to it that the affairs of this Government should be 
economically administered. I know that there are two forces at work 
here which render a reasonable economy almost if not absolutely im- 
There is a state of things which renders frugal and honest 
government practically impossible. The great surplusin the Treasury 
The hard earnings of the people hoarded in 
the Treasury is the prize that organizes these lobbies and loads down 
the appropriation bills. With organized forcesin your corridors from 
all sections of the country, forces increasing every hour with plausible 


spected. If, no other quest 


should insist that the House owes it toitself tosee 


this re 


possible. 


| schemes toreach your Treasury, the idea of economy and honesty in Gov- 
The property at stake exposed to easy capture and destruction wouldamount | chemes tore hy r Trea : — y and hon aw 


ernment is simply out of the question. Experience demonstrates its 
‘ No greater misfortune could fall upon the country than 
these hoarded millions. 

But to add further to our misfortunes and make a record for the pres- 
ent session of Congress which will be a source of indignation at least 
to our constituents, there comes in a new factor in addition to the cor- 
rupting surplus in the Treasury, a state of the rules of this House 
The spectacle of a 


tures is not encouraging, a controversy as to which committee has 


| proper jurisdiction of an important matter affecting the public interest! 


Gentlemen must now see what a fatal mistake has been made. The 
whole country will see that there has been committed a serious mis- 
take somewhere as to measures tending to economical government. 
Under your present rules I predict that in less than three years more, if 
this fatal surplus remains and the rules remain unchanged, your com- 
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mittees will be rivaling each other as to which shall make the heaviest 


drains upon the public Treasury. 

The old rule as to a responsible Appropriation Committee, and the 
rule of the Forty-fourth Congress of trugal appropriations, were safe- 
guards for prudent and frugal legislation. If our promises to the peo- 


ple in the future are to be fulfilled they must be restored. 
them has ever been departed from in any material degree without the 
departure resulting in the extravagant and lavish expenditure of the 
public money. Let us consider the matter. An Army appropriation 
bill carrying $29,381,300, and our Army composed of twenty-five 


thousand men! A Naval appropriation bill of $19,943,225.45. Ido 


not blame gentlemen who represent States where these vast sums of 


money are to be expended, especially in erecting public establish- 
ments. Asa rule, all gentlemen here display thesame anxiety to have 
money appropriated for expenditure in their districts. No one ques- 


tions all this. 

It is perhaps proper enough; no gentleman has the right to complain 
of it. When a gentleman here yields to the instruction on the part of 
his constituents, and asks for an appropriation for a public building in 
his district, it is all proper enough todo. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Tracry] and other gentlemen who represent districts 
where the large amounts of public money are to be expended, can with 
equal propriety ask for these large appropriations, but can the other 


Representatives on this floor, can the Representatives on this side of 
the House, who fill seats on this floor by virtue of the plighted faith of 


the Democratic party that the Government shall be economically ad- 
ministered, can they afford to permit it to be done? 

Think of it, gentlemen, $19,943,225 for the naval service; $29,381,- 
300 for the Army ! And yet the conference report actually reduces the 

Navy from the amount named in the bili when it passed the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object to the gentleman from Indiana making such 
insinuations as to my motives. It is not parliamentary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not said a word about the gentleman’s mo- 
tives. 

Mr, TRACEY. I would vote for the appropriation because I believe 
it to be right, just the same as if it were for an appropriation not to be 
expended in my district. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is nothing in the remarks made by 
me which the gentleman can make objection to. I referred to the 
practice indulged in by gentlemen in yielding to the demands made by 
their constituents in asking for appropriations for public buildings. 

Highly as 1 esteem my friend, I doubt whether he would feel the 
sane interest in this bill if the appropriation were for Rock Island in- 
stead of Watervliet arsenal. Nor, sir, would I expect him to feel the 
same interest in one case as in the other. 

Over nineteen millions for the Navy for this year, more than twenty- 
nine millions for the Army, nearly fifty millions altogether—nearly 
equal to the entire expenditures of the Government only thirty years 
ago! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why did not the gentleman from Indiana 
make opposition to the large increase in the Navy--ten millions last 
year and five millions this year? Why did not the gentleman make 
opposition then? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have always maintained the same opposition 
against extravagant appropriations. I opposed as well as I could the 
bills referred to. I have found opposition to such appropriations un- 
der the present rules useless, and wholly without effect. 

You can have no economy under the present rules, and must yield 
to the constant demands of the Senate to enlarge the appropriations. 
I now give notice that I shall introduce next Monday a resolutior, for 
referencs to the Committee on Rules, for the restoration of the old 
order of things, under which severe economy was accomplished, and 
honest and upright government was preserved. 

1 can speak more freely now on this subject as [am not a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations. What I predicted at the be- 
ginning of the Forty-ninth Congress, when the rules were changed in 
this regard—what I predicted would happen has already been more 
than fultilled. With the corrupting surplus and under the change of 
the rules economical government can not be maintained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Indiana does not want 
to do injustice ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Appropriations most un- 
doubtedly has been fully as extravagant as any other committee. When 
it brought in an Army bill appropriating $24,000,000, why did he not 
criticise that committee? 

Mr.HOLMAN. Thedemoralization under the new rules affects that 
committee as well as the other committees. It has, it is true, a larger 
number of bills, and the demoralization will and does affect that com- 
mittee as it does any other committee of the House. It is absolutely 
impossible to avoid it. 

Where the committee has but one appropriation bill, or only partial 
appropriations, it becomes impossible to preserve economy. It becomes 
unconscionsly the mouthpiece of every bureau of the Department and 
every interested party in and out of the Departments. The pressure 
is irresistible with an overflowing Treasury. However anxious my 
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arises by itself and its next friend in its behalf and asks the House not 


friend may be, and I am certain he is, to reduce the appropriations to 
the actual needs of the public service, he will find it impossible to d 
so. He can not keep the appropriations down to the proper figure. 
Take the single item of transportation in the Army bill, which involves 
millions of dollars. It was expected there would bea reduction in that 
item. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I served on the Committee on Appropriations 
for four years, and aided my friend from Indiana in the preparation of 
the Army appropriation bill, and I do not see why he should especially 
select the Committee on Military Affairs, when the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, as we both know, reported these large increases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here you report over $29,000,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘Those are the Senate amendments. And in 
the bills reported from the Committee on Appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army the amounts carried by the bill varied from $23, 000,- 
000 to $24,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; the appropriations ran all the way from 
twenty-three to twenty-four million dollars. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And twenty-four millions is just what we re- 
port in this bill. The Senate have made the increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but the report involves over $29,000,000, 
I did not myself have charge of this particular bill at any time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think, ifthe gentleman will recollect, in the 
Forty-eighth Congress he, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney ], 
and myself had charge of the bill as a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That may be, but I never had special charge of the 
bill—I mean in the sense of having the control of it on the floor of the 
House. 

But, sir, the idea of these enlarged expenditures is impressed upon 
the minds of gentlemen in the name of the most sacred impulse that 
can animate an American citizen, the impulse of patriotism. Gentle- 
men who represent the great constituencies of this country ought not 
to underestimate the greatness of their country, and yet that is just 
what we are doing when we insist that the expenditure of vast sums of 
money is now necessary for the defense of our coast. 

The foremost of the nations, with the greatest resources possessed by 
any nation; with millions of men ready to defend the honor of the na- 
tion at any moment; a nation great by the arts of peaceful industry, 
with no schemes of conquest or plans of injustice, isolated from the tra- 
ditional feuds and hatreds which monarchy has inspired and kept alive 
for centuries, ought not to oppress its people by vast warlike expendi- 
tures. It is not the fear of foreign invasion that prompts these war- 
like preparations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LArRD]. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, so far as the question of the conflict 
of jurisdiction in regard to appropriations between the House and the 
Senate is concerned, arising from the supposititious violation of the rules 
of the House by the Senate, I have nothing whatever to say, because 
I am frank to own that individually I do not feel that my part of the 
dignity of this House has suffered anything, and consequently those 
gentlemen whose dignities suffer may rise and resist the injury while 
I will take my time for something else. 

I notice that whenever you scratch the Committee on Appropriations 
the antique character from Indiana rises to defend it, to assert the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Appropriations, and to deny the existence 
of a nation and the functions that go with it. We are asking of the 
Congress of the United States an appropriation which shall manifest the 
existence of the military power of the Government, to-day evidenced 
alone by an occasional flag strung up between the heavensand the earth 
at some post or barrack, and 30,000 miles of our coast undefended. 

The Committee on Appropriations shows a very commendable or non- 
commendable disposition to absorb everything and swailow up all the 
powers which the Congress of the United States in its grace has seen 
proper to confer upon the various committees of the House; and it has 
kept on absorbing with the same unsatisfied greed until it has suc- 
ceeded in swallowing up the surplus, much to the disgust of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana and others on his side, I take it. [Laughter. ] 
And this effort of the Committee on Appropriations is evidenced by 
the speech of the gentleman from Indiana and the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations who preceded him, and the whole pro- 
ceeding will be evidence to those gentlemen who keep their eyes open 
that the purpose of the committee and its friends is to swallow up the 
apparently frank and open effort now made to secure legislation on this 
subject. 

The clamor and cry about a conflict of jurisdiction in the House, and 
the invasions.of the House by the Senate, and the placing of amend- 
ments upon the Army appropriation bill by that body, I say here, Mr. 
Chairman, are nothing but a trick and a contrivance by which it is at- 
tempted to array the prejudice of the House against the merits of this 
legislation and thereby destroy the only chance the country has of any 
possible legislation, if you want it. If you want legislation upon the 
subject, here it is now, and take it. ‘The Committee on Appropriations 
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Mr. LAIRD. Well, I would like to have an hour more of time 

Mr. SAYERS. I v yield fi) il to the g é n { 
I ida [Mr. D HERTY |. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, the House is the proper author 
ity to decide the question of jurisdiction as between m- 
mittees; and at the proper time it will doubt é se tl is- 
diction and determine the disputed question. If the Senate has by 
amendme invaded any of the rights of this House, I 1 for x 
such invasions. But underlying a t question iat of the pro- 
priety of making these appropriations as proposed by the bill now under 
consideration and what is known as the fortifications bill. 

Living upon the coast of the United States, and living, too, upon a 
section of that coast which is entirely unprotected, either by forts or 
by fleets, I am free to say I believe all this kind of expenditure 
is entirely unnecessary at the present time. Why? Because all that 
we need in this country in the way of a navy (and that is to be con 
sidered in such bills as this under consideration and the bill which has 
been sent to the Senate)—al U need in the shape of a navy vy are 
some powerful monitors to guard the principal harbors of the country; 
because it is well known that of all vessels now afloat the monitor is 





the most impervious to shot. 
Che defense of the coast by fortifications is utterly impracticable at 
the present time, because a fort only protects that portion of the coast 


immediately within range of its guns, from 6 to 7, or, if you please, 10 
miles; and what then becomes of the balance of the coast uncovered 
anl unprotected by forts ? 

Mr. Speaker, the torpedo system of this country is in such a con- 
dition that any harbor upon our coast could be in a few days put in 
shape so that no man even in a White Hall row-boat could safely enter 
it, much less a man-of-war. These heavily armored vessels, belonging 
to the various foreign powers of which we hear so much, the only ones 
from which we have anything to fear, are naturally slow sailers, and it 
would not be possible for one of them under any ordinary circumstances 
to cross the Atlantic within less than ten or twelve days on an average 
passage. During that time information as to what was being done 
could be disseminated all over our country, all along the coast, and the 
purpose the vessel had in view in sailing to our shores be known. In 
that time we could, as a rule, be pretty well prepared to meet it. 

What we need is a few heavy guns in addition to the monitors; they, 
too, can be moved quickly, and in that way we can amply protect our 
entire coast. Muchcriticism has been indulged in about the condition 
of the Navy and our defenseless coast line; but all the navy we need 
for foreign service is a few first-class and as swift cruisers as can be 
built, while all we need to guard our coasts, I repeat, is the torpedo 
and the monitor systems, and the monitors do not cost anything like as 
much as the cruisers. 

Now, whenever you come to consider the question of the expendi- 
ture of vast sums of the public money, I am always ready to vote lib- 
erally when any general benefit is to be derived from such expendi- 
tures; but, Mr. Speaker, Iam unable tosee the necessity forthe passage 
of bills providing for any such expenditure at the present time. Years 
ago, when different conditions prevailed, it might have been necessary ; 
hut that condition does not now exist. It is no longer necessary, fo1 





the reason that the only power with which we as a people are ever 


likely in the future to have any trouble with, which trouble might 
lead to war, is the Government of Great Britain. I think, all gent) 
men will admit, that so far as any member of this House can speak 
with anything like an approach to a spirit of prophesy upon this sub- 
ject, this is a fair if not an undeniable proposition. If, however, there 
shall be trouble arising in the future, or if difficulties occur betvreen 
the Government of the United States and that of England, they will 
never attempt to invade this country through our seaboard, but they 
will come, if at all, from the Dominion of Canada. 

And besides that, Mr. Speaker, while the gentlemen talk about 
English fleets appearing on the coast of the United States and destroy- 


ing, or laying under tribute our great cities, the fact is that in ourday | 
war is conducted on a different and more human principle, and is not | 
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pervious to shot of any class of war vessels, and can have more when 
necessary. ‘They can be moved to any point threatened. We have a 
few and need more fine fast cruisers to carry our flag abroad and upon 
which to train and discipline our officers and sailors. 

Such ships are now in process of construction or provided for, or will 
be provided for, and they should be as fine and fast as any in the world 
they probably will be. 

All this fear or probability of destruction and laying of tribute 
amounts to nothing. The question of the people of this country, any 
portion of them, paying tribute was settled long ago, and when the 
time comes the ‘‘ millions for defense ”’ will be forthcoming, but ‘‘ never 
a cent for tribute.’’ 

Boasting never amounts to or accomplishes anything, neither am | 
ever given to it in the name of my country or for myself; but can 
any intelligent man doubt that the outcome of war between the United 
States and England or any other power would end in defeat and dis- 
aster for the latter? The end would come, and if any property of any 
kind was wantonly destroyed; if upon the levy of tribute the demand 
for it being refused, as it should be, and would be, was followed by the 
ruthless sacrifice of the lives of women, children, and non-combatants 
by England or any other power, retaliation upon the part of this Gov- 
ernment would be entirely justifiable and fearful to contemplate. 

After a time we would get prepared for war by land and sea, and 
the rulers of all powers know it. They know, too, with our wealth, 
population, mechanical andinventive genius, and illimitable resources, 
that, the time would be short which we would require for preparation. 
Whenever any emergency has arisen the people of the United States 
have proven themselves equal to it. 

Whenever England or any other power or powers shall so act towards 
this country as fears are sometimes expressed here they may, will, or 
can act, ancient history will be repeated in these enlightened days. 

tome destroyed Carthage. Let England or any other power or 
powers violate the rules of war, let there be any wanton destruction 
of life or property, let there be any tribute laid upon the cities or peo- 
ple of this land, in case of war, and the nation committing such deed 
or deeds will have its power broken and pay tribute for generations. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it has been charged upon this floor 
time and again, and it has been especially charged by the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], who addressed the committee a few mo- 
ments ago, that the fortifications bill, which passed the House, car- 
ried with it $19,000,000. I desire simply to call the attention of the 
House to the exact items which passed this House and which make 
up the aggregate of that bill, showing that the gentleman is very far in 
error in the statement that he has made. The items making up the 
total of the bill are as follows: 


For protection, preservation,and repair of fortifications and other 


Se voctnevsaneiebtinninieccthiepiaainsaibnccerteten suhuenehanniaenitanubinmnnals $100, 000 
For sea-walls and earth embankment.................. scseeseceeseseccesenseeceeees » 117,000 
For torpedoes for harbor defense,the purchase of submarine mines, 

For the manufacture or purchase and test of cannon and carriages,etc. 400,000 
To complete guns now under fabrication 158, 000 
Por gun foundry at Watervliet 750, 000 






For purchase of stcel..,..........0.s0sesccssessees sas 1, 500, 000 
OE DRPEEE.- BE MOR TIR, ccnvesccnsencnnpetarete bacenensenemneunenseinepinssemneuaeaaineiet 500, 000 


Pemba Ws CNMIE OG csciikses wicrckanicpsstisiissncmninttetsia baci 3, 725, 000 





That is the amount of the bill which passed this House and is now 
pending in the Senate. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RYAN, I wanted to call my friend’s attention to a fact which 
I presume he has already brought to the attention of the House, but 
which I did not hear as I was not here during the time he made his 
remarks, That is in relation to this provision of the Senate amend- 
ments for the expenditure of five millions of money for the purchase 
of steel. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Texas yield ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Whatever the gentleman from Kansas needs. 

Mr. RYAN. The point I desired to speak of was that this five mill- 
ions of money is to be expended in the purchase of steel forgings for 8, 
10, and 12 inchguns. It isadmitted that it will take at least ten years 
for the Ordnance Department to manufacture and assemble these guns. 

Mr. MAISH. ‘The gentleman is mistaken; it is $3,500,000. 

Mr. RYAN. Thatiscorrect, and I thank the gentleman for the cor- 
rection. This $3,500,000 instead of five millions is to be expended for 
the purchase of steel forgings for 8, 10, and 12 inch guns, to be assembled 
by the Ordnance Department, which will take at least eight years. 
Then what have we got? Wewill not then have a single, solitary gun 
from this enormous expenditure of money to cope with the high power 
guns of all the European nations. You have not a 14-inch gun; 
you have not a 16-inch gun; you have nothing under heaven with all 
this expenditure of money, after eight years of labor by your Ordnance 
Department, to cope with the higher-power guns of the world. Now, 
if it is wise at all to expend such alarge sum of money for the purchase 
of steel, it onght to contemplate the manufacture by our own Ordnance 
Department, which has been so much lauded by the Military Commit- 
tee, of guns of equal power at least with those that now exist and that 
can be brought to bear against us at any time. Why should we go to 








work here and give your Ordnance Department steel forgings that will 
employ them for a period of eight years and not receive from them a 
single, solitary gun that can cope with modern guns, 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that that would be unbusiness like and 
would be the very height of folly. Besides, sir, if we are to go any fur- 
ther than to provide steel forgings to give employment to our Ordnance 
Department for the assembling of 8, 10, and 12 inch guns, we should 
not purchase steel four or five years in advance of the time it can be 
used. The processes of steel manufacture have been gradually advanc- 
ing so as to bring prices down year by year, and that condition of things 
is liable to go on in the future. 

‘These are some of the business reasons that suggest themselves to me 
as sufficient of themselves to move this House and every man in it to 
disagree with the report, and ask at least of this committee that if they 
are to purchase three and a half millions’ worth of steel forgings that 
they shall make provision for some guns of equal power with those now 
manufactured by the other nations of the world. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lyield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I care to say nothing upon the subject of the amount 
in the several bills in relation to fortifications. Ido not care to re- 
peat what I have said on a former occasion in relation to the issue be- 
tween the two Houses. I regret very much that my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] has seen fit to raise the question as to the ap- 
propriate division of appropriation bills at this time. I think the real 
issue is of too much importance to have the mind of the Housediverted 
for a single instant by a controversy as to whether or not the division 
of the appropriation bills made under the rules of the House has re- 
sulted in disadvantage to the public service or no. If there is any ad- 
vantage in bringing that proposition before the House, I fail to see it. 
If there is any purpose of inducing a conclusion by raising a prejudice 
against the several other committees, other than the Committee on 
Appropriations, who have charge of appropriation bills, Iam unable 
to comprehend its wisdom; and I think my friend in his eagerness on 
that matter has injected it here, where, ifit has any effect at all, it is to 
prejudice the real issue. 

For one, I do not believe that the appropriations for fortifications 
ought to have been placed upon the Army bill by the Senate; but I 
am not willing that to facilitate the rejection of that amendment the 
country shall understand that the separation of these bills has brought 
about an action on the part of the several committees having appro- 
priation bills to make them as large as possible. I happen, sir, to 
represent one of those committees, and I challenge the truthfulness of 
the statement of the gentleman from Indiana as to that. I know, 
sir, that so far as the work of that committee is concerned, having 
served on the Committee on Appropriations and having had charge of 
the postal appropriation as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and having likewise had charge of the same appropriations as a 
member of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, that the 
separation has resulted in a far better consideration of the bills and 
without the slightest disposition to magnify the appropriations. I 
believe that is true in reference to the bills of the other committees of 
the House. 

I stand here, sir, supporting the claims of the Committee on Appro- 
priations at this time, because I think that it is our duty in the inter- 
est of an orderly procedure of business that they shall have the mat- 
ters allotted to them; that they are responsible for the consideration of 
other measures which give them peculiar advantages in reaching right 
conclusions. And I likewise claim, sir, the same thing obtains as to 
the bills of the other committees; that they have had much better con- 
sideration, and that they have produced more careful legislation. | 
protest against any effort ina matter disconnected with the question 
here that the gentleman from Indiana shall revive an old struggle in 
which he failed at the beginning of this session, and which, I believe, in 
the light of the experience we have had in the matter of separation of 
these bills, will bring him to failure again. Ido not think the gentle- 
man from Indiana does himself justice when he arraigns the several 
committees of this House having charge of these appropriations here, 
charging them with an effort to make the largest appropriations possi- 
ble. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend does not quote me exactly. What I 
said was that inside of three years there would be an actual rivalry 
between the committees as to which should appropriate the most 
money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman would cite instances. It is 
very easy to make a siatement that there is arivalry amongst the com- 
mittees as to which shal! report the largest appropriations, but it is 
not just to the country or to the committees or to the gentleman him- 
self to make such a charge without giving the House some facts to 
justify it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It is my prediction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah, the gentleman says it is a prediction. I have 
nothing to do with his prophecies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was a prediction that I was making. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The House did not so understand you. 
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LEAVE 


r. DOUGHERTY and Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to extend in the REcorD their remarks on the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the Army appropriation bill. 


TO PRINT 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, how much time is left? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ail the time allowed in opposition to 
the report has been exhausted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ear for a few moments I will direct attention to the real issue pre- 
sented here. There is no question of jurisdiction now pending or in- 
volved in the vote that will soon be cast. 
that can be raised, as has been ruled, not by the present occupant of 
the chair, but by the Speaker of the House. All this talk of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] and the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] about the ‘‘insuit’’ which the Senate has cast 
upon the House, and about the infringement by the Senate of the right 
ot the House to be governed by its own rules, is mere child’s play 
and absurd. I will not impute to these gentlemen that it is their pur- 
pose to indirectly divert by such assertions the attention of the House 


from the real issue, but that is the effect ot the line of discussion which | 


they have pursued. There is not a member of this House who is not 


intelligent enough to understand that the Senate is an independent | 


body, and that it has the right to amend in its own way any bill which 
this House may send to it. The Senate has no right to dictate to this 
House as to how it shall frame its rules in regulating its order of busi- 
ness, nor has this House any right to dictate to the Senate how it shall 
frame its rules or methods of procedure. 

Now, what arethe facts? ‘The Senate has seen proper to place upon 


the Army appropriation bill amendments establishing a gun factory | 


and authorizing the purchase of, from American manufacturing estab- 
lishments, 
factory. That is the sum and substance of the amendments which the 
House conferees have agreed to in conference. I do not propose to 
argue the question of order. 


this was a new proposition, it would be in order to place these amend- 
ments on this bill, and that they come rightfully within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs. In other words, that com- 
mittee has the right to make appropriations to establish a gun factory 

and provide for the purchase of steel forgings to make steel gunsor any 
other kind of guns for the Government. That is re ally all that is in- 
volved in these amendments. 
placed upon this bill which in my judgment encroached upon the right 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the House we non-concurred in. 
That was an appropriation for Fort Barrancas, in Florida. The House 
conferees, recognizing the right of the Committee on Appropriations 
to control that item, insisted on rejecting that amendment, and the Sen- 
ate conferees agreed that, as it involved a question of making appropri- 
ations for fortifications, it might go out of the bill and be left for the 
fortification bill. The striking out of that amendment left the bill, in 


infringe the rules of this House. But, as I have already stated, the 
question of jurisdiction is not involved here. The Senate, exercising 
their rightful authority under the Constitution, has amended the Army 
bill in accordance with its own judgment, and the sole question now is 
as to the merits of the proposition, and that is what I propose to dis- 
cuss. Before I do so, however, I must say a word with reference to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN]. In myjudg- 
ment there are some, but very few in number, who will vote against 
these amendments because they think they ought to go upon some other 
bill. I do not attribute such a motive to the gentleman from Indiana 
or to any considerable number of members of this House. The oppo- 
sition which appears under that pretext comes from gentlemen who are 
opposed to any appropriation for making guns for the defense of the 
coast. 

That is the real ground of their opposition, in my judgment, and 
that, I think, is the real objection of the gentleman from Indiana. 


Now, with these gentlemen we have a square issue, and I am ready to | 


meet them in argument. I am one of those who believe that we ought 
to make some effort to prepare for the defense of the country in case 
danger should arise from complications with foreign countries, which 
may sooner than many gentlemen apprehend. 

Why, sir, what are the facts of this matter? It is stated by the War 
Department that there is not one single modern steel gun owned by 
the Government of the United States which is capable of coping with 
the modern guns possessed by European governments, by China, Japan, 
and by one or two of the South American republics. 
there is not to-day a first-class nation on the earth which could not, 
with a mere fraction of its navy, pass by any guns or fortifications that 
Wwe possess, and bombard and lay under tribute any city upon either 
our Atlantic or our Pacific coast: and that if we were involved in war 
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so late as 1865 it warned Napoleon III out of Mexico. It 
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tainly will not ma those expenditures when we have no longer a surplus in 
the Treasury 

To leave our vast interests defenseless in order to reduce the cost of whisky 
to its consumers would be a solecism. 

The present time is peculiarly favorable for providing for this great national 


necessity, too long ne Not only does the eerpius in the Treasury supply 
ample means to enable us to meet this great public want, without laying new 
burdens upon the people, but the work can now be done at a much lower cost 


than hasever before been possil rhe defensive works would consist almost 


rlecte d. 












entirely of steel and iron. These materials can now be had at an unprecedent- 
edly low price A vast sup} ot hinery and of labor called into existence 
by a great vicissitude in the sicel and iron industries offers itself to our service, 
Ve should ha the satisfaction of k1 owing that while we were availing our- 

lyes of the supplies whi h would ord rily be unattainable, we were set- 
ting in motion important industries and giving employment to labor in a period 


of depression. With « vere it by the guaranty of work, or perhaps by 
the Government itself fur ] rthe plant, the inventive genius of our people 
would be applied to the creation of new means and improved machinery, and 
establishments would spring into existence cay able of supplying all the na- 
tional wants, and rendering us completely y independent of all other countries 
in respect to the means of national defens 

I endeavored to impress these ideas upon Mr. RANDALL the last time I had 
the pleasure of seeing! i. 

With my highest regards to Mrs. Carlisle 

Very truly yours, 





and yourself, I remain, 


8. J. TILDEN. 


Hon, Jouw G. CARLISLE. 

This letter was written at the beginning of the present Adminis- 
tration, But, sir, it seems that not only the advice of Tilden, but the 
urgent recommendations of this Administration have been unheeded 


by the so-called economists of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I sometimes doubt the soundnessof the economy of my 
friend from Indiana[Mr. HoLMAN]. The other day we had presented 
to us from the Committee on Appropriations a bill which involved ap- 
propriations of over $19,000,000. I resisted the consideration of that 
bill, and called on my friend from Indiana to aid me. To my amaze- 
ment, sir, instead of aiding me to prevent the consideration of so ex- 
travagant and unwise bill, he joined hands with those who were urging 
its consideration in this House; and with his assistance the friends of 
that bill suceeeded in voting me down. The bill then proposed to be 
brought up, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] stated in his 
report, involved appropriations of over $19,000,000, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam going to do the gentleman justice. 

. SAYERS. I want to correct you right here. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield my time. 
with my statement. 

The SPEAKER p» » tempore. 


Let me get through 


rhe The gentleman from Illinois refuses to 
yield, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill to which the gentleman refers carried only 
about three and a half million dollars. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, it is true, upon a point of order 
made by myself, that bill was stripped of nearly $16,000,000 of appro- 
priation that it carried; and it was finally sent to the Senate with a 
little less than $4,000,000 of appropriation. But at the time we voted 
to consider it, there were over nineteen millions in it. Now, ifthe 
gentleman from Indiana had been a true economist he would, in my 
judgment, have held up my hands in my effort at that time to prevent 
the consideration of that bill, which endangered the Treasury to the 
extent of more than $19,000,000. And it was an unwise measure in 
other respects. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I took that course because of the amendments 
on the present bill which called for appropriations of only about$6, 000, - 
000, and which in conference we have since been able to reduce to less 
than five millions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
speaks of a bill carrying $19,000,000. 
propriate $3,725, 000 ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have already stated that upon points of order 
made by myself the bill was stripped of about $16,000,000 of appro- 
priation, and as fin: lly passed appropriated only $ 3,725, ov0. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And I helped to make the points of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (to Mr. SAYERS). Do not take up my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, be very brief. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois knows very well that 
by raising the point of order on the occasion referred to he struck from 
the bill the very last hope that the private industries of this country 
had of competing with the Government establishments in the manu- 
facture of guns. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield for a speech. 

Mr. SAYERS, Just one sentence more. Further, the gentleman 
knew that it would require thirteen years to expend that money if it 

vere expended at all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have permitted the gen- 
tleman to make his explanation. He confesses what I have stated— 
that his bill did carry appropriations of $19,000,000 or more. He says 
that it would take years to expend that sum of money; but neverthe- 
less the bill proposed to make a drain upon the Treasury to the extent 
of more than $19,000,000, And the gentleman from Texas had asa 
coadjutor on this floor the gentleman from Indiana, who, if he had 


Will the gentleman let me ask a question? He 
Did not that bill as passed ap- 
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been the faithful ‘‘ watch-dog of the Treasury’’ that I have known 
him to be in the past, would have joined with me in seeking to pre- 
vent the consideration of so extravagant and unwise a measure. 

Now, what danger has the passage of that bill put the Treasury in? 
The , bill has gone ‘through the House; it is in the Senate. When it is 
reached there is danger that the Senate may substitute for it one or 
of two very extravagant bills now pending in that body, 
a very influen tial Senator from 
a Democratic Senator, and involves an appropriation of 
The other of those bills, having in view the same pur- 


Maryland, 


makes an aj ppropri: ition of $125,000,000. Now, when you strike down 
the Senate amendments to this bill you open up the opportunity to the 
Senate to wade into the Treasury, if it should suit their pleasure and we 
permit it, to the amount of perhaps $125,000,000. What do we do in 
this report? We put it beyond the power of the Senate, if this report 
be adopted, to make an appropriation of more than $4,742,000 for that 
purpose. If you accept the Senate amendments to this bill, you guard 
against a vast drain upon the Treasury; you’ prevent a larger appro- 
priation for this purpose than the $4,742,000 contained in this bill. 

Those of you who are in favor of $19,000,000, or $38,000,000, or 
$125,000,000, as provided in the bills to which I have referred, ought 
to join with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and vote down 
these Senate amendments. But if you wish to confine appropriations 
within the limited sum of $4,742,000, as fixed in this bill, you will 
accept the amendments of the Senate now and put at rest this matter, 
soas toavoid during this session larger appropriations for this pu rpose. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My time is very limited. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwill detain the gentleman buta moment. As 
the tortification bill has gone to the Senate, what is standing between 
the House and legislation of the Senate in making an appropriation of 
$38,000,000? Is there anything of dignity, or the rules, or regulations, 
or courtesy in the way ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; there will be no question of dignity 
or other question in the way, as the gentleman from New York has 
said, in passing the fortification bill as it left the House with the sum 
of $ $38 000, 000, except it may be prevented by passing this bill. If 
you wish to find the line of economy you will do it on the bill provid- 
ing for the establishment of a gun factory for the purchase of necessary 
steel forgings to make heavy guns, ete., as limited by this bill to the 
cost of $4,742,000. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] sat here and kept 
his temper when they increased the appropriations for the Navy last 
year over $10,000,000, and when this year the appropriations for the 
Navy were increased over what it formerly was of $5,000,000. When 
these large increased appropriations are made to build ships of war, 
if such increases of appropriation are deemed to be necessary and proper, 
why is it wrong to do something of the kind for the Army? We need 
an efficient Army as well asa Navy. If it is right as you say to-day to 
make an appropriation to build a gun factory at the navy-yard in this 
city for the Navy, to increase the appropriation for the Navy $10,000,- 
000, why is it not proper and necessary to allow the Army to have 
the necessary guns to resist invasion in time of danger ? 

Now, this appropriation of $4,742,000 is not intended to be expended 
this year. The gentleman from Kansas who last spoke said it would 
take eight years to expend the money. Therefore it is but asmall sum 
of money which the bill carries for this yearor annually. It will take 
three years to build and equip the gun factory, and eight years to make 
the guns. 

Mr. RYAN. It would be eight years before you could have a gun. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Buta very small portion of this money is ap- 
propriated to be expended during the present year. 

Mr. RYAN. You do not answer my question. Will it not be eight 
years before you will have a gun under this appropriation ? 


Mr. TOW NSHEND. I have not time to go into that. How much 


time, Mr. Speaker, have I remaining? 
The SPE AKE R pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes re- 
maining. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burrer- 
WortTH] has time and again repeated the question which the gentle- 
man from Kansas asked the other day, that a million of dollars of pro- 
posal by the Government some years ago to purchase steel to make 
guns for the Navy brought forw ard three competitors for the contract, 
and asks, why would we not get competition now for a million and : 
half dollars’ worth of steel? But the fact has been thrown into the 
face of gentlemen that the offers of the Government were for $4,000, - 
000 of steel, and that statement has been verified by the gentleman 
from Alabama. He said that while only one million and a half were 
then offered for guns, the fact was made known there would be three 
and a half millions more required for plate armor for the ships. 

Mr. RYAN. Two of the bidders for guns did not bid for armor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When theSecretary of the Navy offered to buy 
one million of steel forgings for guns, the South Bethlehem Iron Works 
said to the Navy Department, ‘‘ We will not bid for your million of steel 
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adopt this report and put at rest all furth ontroversy over this ques- | 
tion of fortifications and coast defenses. now call for tl revi 
question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question then recurred on the adoption 

The question was put, and the Speaker 


i 
1e noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have a div 
The House divided; and there were-—aye: 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not wis! 
quorum, but I ask for tellers so that t 
the question. 
Mr. BYNUM. Does it 
to order tellers ? 
The SPEAKER pr 
of the vote. 
Mr. BYNUM. 
that by a count. 
The SPEAKE} 
Mr. BYNUM. 
must be a count. 
The question was then put as to ordering tellers. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (after the count 
risen, evidently a sufficient number for tl] 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Illinois 
the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. SAYERS] a 
The House again divided; and the tellers repor 
38, noes 61. 
Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of no quoru 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say her Oo far : 
cerned I deem the action of the House as a verdict of the 
these amendments; and if Iam on the confere 
I shall make that fact known, leaving the qu n er 
Senate to determine. I have done my utmost consisten 
terests of the country to secure this legislation, : 
decision of the House upon these amendments. 
Several Members. That is right. 
Mr. TRACEY. I had raised the question of no quor 
sire to make an explanation here. Iam strongly of the opinion, Mr 
Speaker, that the majority of this House is in favor of these 
nents if we had a quorum, as a vote was taken some time ago which 
practically decided the question by a majority of thirty, but many 
gentlemen are away at present, and I would like the v 
until a larger number of members can be procured. 
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UNION GAS COMPANY. 

Mr. PHELAN also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company 
to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio River; which was referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the | 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. PHELAN also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back | 
favorably the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments under the Marine- | 
Hospital Service of the United States; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PAYNE, JAMES & CO. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 575) for the relief of Payne, James & Co.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, aud, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COLLIN & ADAMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- | 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11146) for the relief of Collin & 
Adams; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resoive itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the gen- 
eral deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole | 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the | 
bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. The pending question is the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES], on which 
the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. NELSON] has the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman,I desire to submita few considera- 
tions in respect to this question of order. It struck me last evening 
at the end of the discussion on the point of order that the real ques- 
tion involved in the point of orderis, after all, nothing but a pureques- 
tion vf law, and in that light, and in the view I take of it as such, I 
will discuss the question. The House by its special order on the 19th 
of December conferred jurisdiction upon the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to insert this matter of the French spoliation claims into the 
deficiency bill and gave that committee ample power for that purpose. 
Subsequently, however—in fact but two days later—the House adopted 
a set of rules, one of which contains a subdivision which is in direct 
conflict with the previous order of December 19th made in respect to 
this matter. The subdivision of the rule to which I refer and cali the 
attention of the House is subdivision 3 of Rule X-XI, and reads as fol- 
lows: 

No appropriation shall be reported’In any general appropriation bill or be in 
order as amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such works and objects as are 
already in progress, ete. 

And here I pause to remark, first, that there is no question that 
this deficiency bill isa general appropriation bill. Thatis an accepted 
verity. In the next place, it conceded as matter of fact and of law 
that the payment of these French spoliation claims is not an ‘* expend- 
iture previously authorized by law.’’ In other words, leaving out of 
view the special order which was made on the 19th of December, this 
third clause of Rule X XT, which I have quoted, would fit the case ex- 
actly, and would necessarily by its own vigor eliminate these French 
spoliation claims from the deficiency bill. 

We have, then, in this case a special act—I will use that expression— 
if you please—a special act made on the 19th of December conferring 
jurisdiction on the Committee on Appropriations to insert these claims 
in the deficiency appropriation bill; and then, two days afterwards, we 
have an express direction in these rules—in the subdivision cited— 
that nothing of that kind shall be inserted in any such bill. For be 
it observed, that if you apply this subdivision of the rule to the facts 
of the case, and leave out of the view the special order of the 19th of 
December, the subdivision of the rule would read as regards this mat- 
ter: ‘‘No French spoliation claims, the same not being an expenditure 
previously authorized by law, shall be inserted in the deficiency bill or 
in any general appropriation bill.’’ 

First, then, we have an act—for I treat the order of the House and its 
rules as equivalent toa legislative act—first, then, we have an act, 
that of December 19, giving jurisdiction to the committee to insert 
these items, and ther. we have a subsequent act, to wit: a set of rules,’ 
one of which contains a provision totally inconsistent with the prior 
order and which in express terms forbids the insertion of these items. 
Now, whatis the rule that governs courts of justicein such cases? Tor 
if we understand that rule, I apprehend it is the rule we ought to fol- 
low in this case, for it keeps us in a safe ard beaten path, and this is 
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of the utmost importance both because of the amount involved in this 
controversy and because of the importance of the question in its general 
aspects. 

I will now bring the attention of the Chair and the committee di- 
rectly to the law on this subject as I understand it. I read first from 
Maxwell on the Interpretation of Statutes, page 46: 


When two passages of an act are so repugnant as to be mutually destructive, 
the earlier passage gives way to the later, which is taken, as in a will, to speak 
the latest intention. 


That, as you note, is true even where these conflicting provisions 


| oceur in the same act. So where the last section, or the last provision, 
| of an act conflicts with the first or with any prior section or provision 


the later section or provision of the act operates to the extent of such 
conflict as a repeal of the priorsection or provision. But our case does 
not go to this extent, for here we have two distinct acts, if I may 
use that expression. 

Again, the same writer says, page 134: 

When the later of the two enactments is couched in terms which are negative 
in form— 

That is precisely the case here—‘‘ No appropriation shall be incor- 
porated,’’ ete.— 

When the later of the two enactments is couched in terms which are negative 
in form or in effect it is difficult to avoid the inference that the earlier one is 
impliedly repealed by it. For instance, if an act exempts from the licensing 
regulations the sale of a certain kind of beer, and a subsequent one enacts that 
“no beer” shall be sold without a license it would obviously be impossible to 
save the former from the repeal implied in the later. 

I next call attention to Sedgwick on Statutory and Constitutional 
Construction, page 104. I read: 

But, on the other hand, it is equally well settled that a subsequent siatute 
which is clearly repugnant to a prior one necessarily repeals the former, al- 
though it do not do so in terms; and even if the subsequent statute be not re- 
pugnantin all its provisions to a prior one, yet if the later statute was clearly in- 
tended to preseribe the only rule that should govern in the case provided for, it 
repeals the original act. Leges posteriores priores contrarias abrogant. ‘‘Sub- 
sequent laws abrogate prior contrary Jaws,” 
which is very bad English. [Laughter. ] 

Again: 

It has been repeatedly declared that every statute is by implication a repeal 
of all prior statutes, so far as it iscontrary and repugnant thereto, and that with- 
out any repealing clause. 

To the same effect is Potter’s Dwarris on the Construction of Statutes, 
page 154. Here is what the author says: 

If a subsequent statute, contrary to a former act, have negative words, it shall 
be a repeal of the former act. Every affirmative statute is a repeal of a pre- 
cedent affirmative statute, where its matter necessarily implies a negative; but 
only so far as itisclearly and indisputably contradictory and contrary to the 
former act ‘‘in the very matter.” 

I refer also to the language of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in Daviess vs. Fairborn, 3 Howard, in which that court goes 
even further than the authorities I have already cited: 

There are cases, however, where, though the latter statute be not repugnant 
to a former one and no express provision in the latter repealing the former, if 
the latter prescribe the only rules which shall govern-- 

Which is the case here— 
it repeals the former one in all those respects in which it differs from the lat- 
ter as to the governing rule, 

I read further from a note to Dwarris, on page 156: 

A subsequent act making a different provision on the same subject— 

Which is exactly the case here— 
is not to be construed as an explanatory act. butan implied repeal of the former, 
if the latter act be incompatible with the former. 

I will now call your attention to the case of the Columbian Manu- 
facturing Company vs. Vanderpool, 4 Cowen, 556, a case directly in 
point. I will read the syllabus, and then make a brief statement of 
the case: 


The real and personal estate of manufacturing companies are, by the act for 
the assessment and collection of taxes passed April 2%, 1823 (sess. 46, ch. 262, s. 
14), rendered subject to taxation; and that act virtually repeals the act for the 
encouragement of manufactures within this State, passed February 28, 1817 
(sess. 40, ch, 64). 


The facts of the case were these: In 1817 the Legislature of New York 
passed an act exempting the buildings, machinery, and the manufact- 
ured articles of certain manufacturing companies from taxation, for the 
purpose, I presume, of aiding such corporations to start in business. 
Subsequently, in 1883, the Legislature passed a general tax law con- 
taining no express words of repeal of the act of 1817, but making the 
real and personal property of all manufacturing companies subject to 
taxation. The court, in commenting on the act of 1523, says: 


The fourteenth section. provides that all incorporated companies receiving a 
regular income, ete., shall be considered persons within the meaning of the act, 
and assessments shall be made and taxes imposed and levied upon them and 
collected in the same manner as upon individuals; and that the cashiers of 
banks, secretaries of insurance companies, and secretaries or treasurers of all 
manufacturing companies shall make and deliver to the assessors, etc., a list 
containing the real estate occupied by such company, if any, and the amount 
of capital actually paid in (except, ete.), and the assessors shall insert in their 
assessment-roll, opposite to the name of such company, the amount of such 
real and personal property. 


Then the court goes on and comments in this language: 


The language of the fourteenth section is as broad and comprehensive as it is 
eapable of being made, and in terms renders the real and personal estate of ail 
manufacturing companies subject to taxation. Does it not, then, in relation to 
the act of February 28, 1817, fall within the general principle that leges posier® 
ores, priores contrarias abrogant? 
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The one declares that all the buildings, machinery, etc., of every cotton, 
woolen, and linen manufactory shall be exempted from taxation; the other, that 
the assessments shall be made and taxes imposed, levied, and collected upon 
all incorporated companies, etc.,as upon individuals; that the secretaries or 
treasurers of all manufacturing companies shall deliver a list of the mal estate 
occupied by such company, and the amount of capital actually paid in, to the 
assessors, who shall insert itin their assessment roll, etc. ; and that the secretary 
or treasurer shall pay the tax imposed upon such company. 
Two statutes more directly repugnant to each other could not well be penned. 
Though the language of the later statute is not couched in negative terms— 
Mark this language— 
Though the language of the later statute is not couched in negative terms— 
As is the case with the third clause of Rule XXI— 

yet it app 


the former 


ars to me necessarily to imply a negative, and virtually to repeal 


[{ will call attention to one other case, and then stop. I refer to the 
case of Moore vs. Westervelt, 3 Sandford, 762. Before the adoption of 
the Code of Procedure of the State of New York, with which all law- 
yers are familiar, there was an old statute providing that if a public 
officer was sued for anything in connection with the duties of his of- 
fice and he obtained judgment against the plaintiff in such suits, he 
should be entitled to double costs. Afterward the Code of Procedure 
was adopted, and without repealing the former act giving double costs, 
prescribed among other things the costs to which the prevailing party 
in a suit would be entitled. The court, in the case I have cited, held 
that the adoption of this code making provision for the recovery of 
costs by the prevailing party, and specifying what those costs should be, 
operated as an implied repeal of the former act giving double costs. I 
beg leave to quote a definition contained in this decision as to what 
constitutes a ‘‘ repugnant and inconsistent’’ act which goes further than 
is necessary to go in the present case, but which is so apt and brief that 
I will read it: 

A prior law is inconsistent with a subsequent when, if suffered to remain in 
force, it would defeat or frustrate in any degree the object and intent of the 
latter; and this it may do, even when the terms of the laws are perfectly con- 
sistent and imply no contradiction that would prevent the provisions in both 
from being carried into effect. 

What can be stronger, clearer, and more to the point than that? 
Mr. Chairman, nothing can be clearer than that the special order adopted 
December 19, directing the Committee on Appropriations to insert these 
French spoliation claims in the deficiency bill, is repugnant to and in- 
consistent with the rules of the House as adopted two dayssubsequently. 
If you shut your eyes to that special and prior order of the House, 
leave it out of sight altogether, it must be apparent and clear to every- 
one, that under the third subdivision of Rule X XI, it would be utterly 
irregular and unlawful to insert these items—these French spoliation 
claims—in the deficiency bill. Under that third subdivision these 
claims could find no home or resting place in that bill. 

And is not that the true test of repugnancy and incompatibility? 
under that third subdivision of the rvf&e standing alone, without the 
prior order of December 19, these French spoliation claims could not 


be inserted in this general deficiency bill, then evidently it requires no | 


argument more than to state the case 
inconsistency with the prior rule. 

It follows, then, Mr. Chairman, it follows to my mind, at least, from 
a judical standpoint, and in accordance with the authorities cited, that 
the adoption of our rules on December 21 operated in law and fact, under 
the judicial constructions with which we are familiar and to which I 


to show the repugnancy to and 


have briefly directed your attention, as a repeal of the former special | 


rule, and that we are now acting, so far as these spoliation claims are 


concerned, under subdivision 3, of Rule X-XI, and that the special 


order of the 19th of December is repealed and obsolete. 


There are other of our rules, Mr. Chairman, which perhaps have a | 
bearing on this question; but I believe in going right to the root of | 


the matter, and I put this question in its true legal basis, as a court of 
law would put it in construing repugnant and inconsistent statutes. 
And I think that right here and on this oceasion, owing to the im- 


portance of the subject, we ought to be governed by the same rules of 


law, and the same principles of construction which hold and are good | 
For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I think these | 
| Cries | 


in courts of justice. 
I’rench spoliation claims have no place in this deficiency bill. 
of ‘‘ Rule!” ‘‘Rule!’’] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, permit me again 
to call your attention to Rule XX VIII—I called your attention to it 
before we adjourned—and to notice that the two words ‘‘ order’’ and 
‘rule’? occurred—‘‘ that no order or rule shall be altered without one 
day’s notice,’’ete. Rule XXVIII makes a distinction between ‘‘rules’’ 
and ‘‘orders.’’ 
the House. They have nothing to do with an order which has been 
made by the Hoase. The two words are distinct. An order of the 
House controls the Committee on Rules, as it does every other indi- 
vidual member of the House. In its capacity as the Committee on 
Rules it has nothing to do with an order of the House, I do not care 
whether made the day before the rules were reported or on the first 
day of the session. There is the distinction, and that rule has pre- 
vailed so long as I have known anything about the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ‘Lhe Committee on Rules are not asked or requested or in 
any way obliged to interfere with any order made by this House. 


If 


The Committee on Rules have to consider the rules of | 
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That order is directed to the Committee on Rules just as it is to other 
members of the House until rescinded in a formal manner 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, i shaii not detain the committee long, 
butsimply wish to remark in reply to the points which have been raised. 
There is, I conceive, oue very important distinction between the prece- 
dents which have been cited in relation to statutes and the precedent 
which is now this House. Even in the case of statutes, Mr. 
Chairman, as distinguished a jurist as Lord Kenyon has said: 
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Now, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the distinction to 
which I allude. In the construction of statutes of courts of justice 
they are construing the action of bc dies foreign to themselves; but even 
in such cases, as Lord Kenyon has ruled, where the intention of the 
legislature is apparent that the subsequent acts, strictly and gram- 
matically, have repealed the former act, the courts of law have held 
they ought not to receive such a construction. 

But here we are, the very body that passed both the order and the 
rule. Weare here, and we know what we intended. We know that 
we deliberately, by a vote of the majority of this House, 163 out of 
325 of its members, made a solemn order that our Committee on Ap- 
propriations should do a certain thing. We know that when we did 
that we were already in the act of organizing, and had made arrange- 
ments to get our general rules for adoption, and that the very day on 
which the rules were adopted was a matter of little purpose in this 
connection. It was a contemporaneous act with the adoption of the 
rules themselves. We had taken the initial steps for the adoption of 
the rules; two days before that this order was passed, and the day we 
adopted the rules we adopted a provision in the rule which excepted 
expressly such orders as had been made. 

We adopted it in a clause in a resolution in which the rule was not 
read. It was adopted with the whole code of rules. You, Mr. Chair- 
man, and I and the rest of us know that this never entered—this par- 
ticular item of the special rules that govern the Appropriations Com- 
mittee—never entered into the intention in which we adopted asweep- 
ing set of rules, that the rules of the last Congress should govern us 
exceptin certain particulars. The only thing in which the Housecould 
actually make its intention perfectly clear was in the changes in the 
body ofthe rules whichitadopted. This wasa body recently assembled. 
| A large number of its members, if not a majority of them, were not 
| present in the Forty-ninth Congress. Can it be said that there was an 
intention to repeal the purpose of the rule to which I have heretofore 
called attention, in the mode of the adoption of the general rules ? 

I hold asa matter of fact that we know what the intention was. 
We know that it was not the intention to repeal that order of the 
House. It was not contemplated when the rules were passed that 
such was the intention, and even if the Chair should construe it that 

the words ‘‘ The rules of the House shall be the rules unless otherwise 
| ordered ’’ do not except from their operation orders of the House, yet 

you have the fact of the manifest intention of which we are able to 
| judge on the part of the House when it adopted the rules, and that 
that manifest intention should prevail in this case. 

Mr. YOST proceeded to address the committee. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman from Virginia is not ad- 

dressing himself to the point of order. 
| Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a suggestion. It is 
impossible, of course, for anybody to tell what bearing the speech of 
the gentleman from Virginia may have on the point of order until he 
progresses a little further; but I would be very glad if the gentleman 
from Missouri would waive his point and let the gentleman havea few 
minutes longer. 
Mr. YOST. I shall not consume more than ten or fifteen minutes. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The pending question is the point of or- 
| der as to whether or not the French spoliation claims, reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations in the general deficiency bill, are prop- 
erly a part of that bill. The gentleman from Virginia is addressing 
himself to the Blair educational bill. I have no objection to his print- 
| ing his speech, but I insist on the objection. 

Mr. CANNON. A word, Mr. Chairman. I have listened with great 
care to the arguments made to the Chair touching the point of order. 
I have heard gentlemen argue the question of the amount of money 
that was involved in the claims, and all that kind of thing, as well as 
the history of claims themselves. I think, on the whole, I have heard 
some arguments during the course of this discussion at a little fur- 
| ther distance from the point of order than that of the gentleman from 

Virginia, if anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the gentleman 
should not address himself to the subject, that seems to be contem- 
| plated in his remarks up to this time, at a moment when the comwmit- 
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| was in force. 


iee is engaged in ec lering a question of order on a provision in an 
appropriation bill Phe Ch no doubt that the committee would | 
indulve the gentleman later on and e1 him to complete the remarks 
that he] commenced, But the Chair must sustain the point of order. 
Mr. GEAR. Iasi i nt that the gentleman may have 
m 
Ir. BUI 1 will yield a moment, I 
be f Hikes opptetnntiy during 
anil I am satisfied the gen- 
tlen 1 can have t} ble time he asks at an the r time, but not 
) 
Mr. CANNON, I k unanimous consent after the point of 
der is disposed of that gentleman may have fifteen minutes. 
Ir. GEAR. He may: ell have it 1 . 
CHAIRMAN. Is t ( tion to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 
There w is no obj tion 
Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard briefly on the 
point of order. I understand the practice to be that the rules of one 
Ifeuse or one Congress are the rules of another House or another 
Cong until new rules are made. We find, sir, by an examination 
of the rul Ww prevailing that Rule XXI, that has been under dis- | 
wit was a rule of the Forty-nin th Congress. The same clause 
which is claimed would allow the Chair to strike these spoliation 


claims from the bill on this point of order was a clause in the rules o1 
the Forty-ni ; and until the rules of the Fiftieth Congress 
were made the rules of this House—— 

ir. BLAND. Let me interrupt the gentleman right there to ask i1 
i@ pretends that one House can fix r 
forty-ninth Congress can fix a rule binding the Fiftieth ? 

Mr. NUTTING, I undertake to say that the Speaker of this House 
has decided that the rules of the former Congress are the rules of this 
Congress until rules have been adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I say the gentleman can not 
of that kind 

Mr. NUTTING. The Fiftieth Congress passed a resolution that the 
rules of the I’orty-ninth Congress were the rules of the Fiftieth Con- 
rress until rules were adopted. At least that is what I am informed. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Until that is done they are not the rules, 

Mr. NUTTING. But that 

December 19 was made, and the rules of the Forty-ninth Congress were 
in operation in this House on the 19th day of December. If that be 
irue, and it is true, then this third clause of Rule X XI was in opera- 
tion when the resolution of December 19 was passed. 
case, the Chair must see and must hold that the order of the 19th of 
December was made with the very object to do away with the effect of 
clause 3 of Rule X XI. Now, if the House, in deliberate action, passed 
the special rule of December 19, to do away with the clause which is 
now claimed to be in the way, I think it is important for us to look 
very carefully before it is decided, that two days afterwards, when the 
rules were adopted and when the House simply adopted a rule which 
had been in force, it intended to abrogate the order of the 19th of De- 
cem ner, 

If you can, by looking into the intention of the makers of the law, 
hold that the two statutes are compatible with each other, then you 
must doitand letbothstand. Mr. Chairman, letme go further. Here 
was clause 3, Rule XXI, in force at the very time the order of Decem- 
ber 19 was made by the House for the purpose of giving this commuit- 
tee jurisdiction of this matt r, notwithstanding clause 3, Rule XXI. 
Now, you must see that the order of the 19th of December was passed 
with the very view of doing away with this clause, which they claim is 
in force now, and which is claimed to be so dangerous to the spoliation 
claims in this bill, and upon which this point of order must be held 
good if at all 

Now, the House of Representatives, by this order of 19th of Decem- 
ber, gave this committee authority and made it a duty thatit put these 
spoliation claims in this very bill which is now in the House and re- 
port them to the House for its action. 

Gentlemen have argued that that made no difference, because it did 
not appropriate money. Why, how poor that argument is! What 
was it made by the House for? What did the House order these spolia- 
tion claims putin the bill for? They had them put in the bill that 
they might come into the House for consideration and appropriations 
be made to pay them if the House thought best. 

Will the Chair say by his decision that two days after the House had 
by special order given jurisdiction to the committee that it decided it 
would pass this rule so as to do away with the special order? Was it 
the intention of the Committee on Rules, and the House when they 
adopted the rules which the Committee on Rules reported, to do away 
with the order of the 19th of December? You must say that it was 
not. And when you say that, then this point of order is of no value. 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. NUTTING. Now, one thing further in order tosustain my po- 
sition. The chairman of the Committee on Rules is the Speaker ot 
this House, and no one will question his being a parliamentarian. Im- 
mediately after these rules were adopted hy the House he treated and 
continued to treat this subject as if the order of the 19th of December 
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He did not believe that clause 3 of Rule X XI had ab- 
rogated the order of the 19thof December. If hehad then, Mr. Chair- 
man, he would not have referred to this committee the French spolia- 
tion a as they camein. It will not do for you to say, nor will it 


do for tis House to say that the Speaker of the House, in making these 


references, did not recollect that the rules being adopted the order was 
abrogated. It will not do for this House to say that it made a special 
order, and two days afterwards by an act, such as adopting the ral s, 
iit. That would he to stultify itsown action. That would ] 
boy’s play. 
A special act or law is not abrogated by a subsequent general act or 
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Here we have a special act passed by the House, in this order of De- 
cember 19, Clause 3 of Rule X XI does not in any way re mee or- 
der. Rule XXiand clause 3 of that rule is precisely the same that it 


had been for many Congresses past 

CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The House’ of Representatives 
on the 19th of December last passed a resolution to the effect that the 
reports of the Court of Claims under the act of Congress in reference 
to French spoliation claims should be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, when appointed, with instructions to report back ‘‘ such 
s have been favorably decided, in the general deficiency bill.”’ 
December the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL], from the Committee on Rules, submitted a report, which 
was to the effect that the committee recommended the adoption of the 
rules of the Forty-ninth Congress until the further order of the House, 
with certain changes which were therein set forth. 

\mong the changes was one amending clause 4 of Rule XXI so as 
to provide that bills of a private nature should be delivered to the Clerk, 
as in the case of memorials and petitions, and referred to appropriate 
There was also a change in clauses 1 and 2 of Rule XXII, 


claims a 


| which were amended so as to provide that bills of a private nature 
| should be delivered to the Clerk and indorsed with their names, and 


had been done at the time the order of | 


That being the | 


referred to appropriate committees, and it was expressly provided that 
if such bills should be improperly referred such erroneous reference 
should not give jurisdiction to the committee to which they might have 
been erroneously sent. ‘This was the substance of the report of the 
committee, with some additional rules not necessary to be mentioned 
in this connection. 

The rules were adopted on that day, namely, December 21. The 
rules of the Forty-ninth Congress contained, as has been stated in ar- 
gument, clause 3 of Rule XXI, which is to the effect that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
coe as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previous!y authorized 
by law. 

That rule also provides, clause 5, that— 

No bill for the payment or adjudication ofany private claim against the Gov- 
ernment shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other than the 
following-named committees, namely: To the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims,to the Committee 
on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, 

These provisions were in the rules of the Forty- ninth Congress, as 
well as the provisions contained in clause 3 and “clauses 30 and 31 of 
Rule XI, which define the jurisdiction of the respective committees 
that might have jurisdiction of this subject. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] makes the point of 
order that the rules of the House of Representatives, as adopted on the 
2ist of December, are in conflict with the special order or rule of the 
House, adopted on the 19th of December, in regard to the French spolia- 
tion claims. Gentlemen have referred in argument, especially the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrspBLE], to the fact that the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases were referred 
by law to this House ‘‘for final action.’’ Such ‘‘final action,’’ when 
those reports reach the House, must be taken in accordance with the 
rules of the House, and when the House proceeds to take action upon 
them that action must be taken under the rules as they exist at the 
time. 

What, then, are the rules of the House of Representatives at this 
time? Do they embrace the special rule adopted on the 19th of Decem- 
ber, as well as the code of rules adopted on the 2ist day of that month? 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in front of the Chair [Mr. O’ NEILL], 
has called attention to Rule XXVIII, requiring that one day’s notice 
shall be given of any proposed change or suspension of arule. The 


gentleman willobserve that that rule was adopted on the 21st day of 


December, and relates to the rules then adopted. It was not adopted 
on the 19th, and therefore it has no reference to the rule adopted on 
that day, which was adopted without qualification, and subject to any 
future action of the House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The same rule, word for word, is 
to be found in all the books of rules going back through many Con- 
gresses 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. The Chair understands. It has 
been adopted by Congress after Congress. But that rule, adopted by 
this Congress on the 2ist day of December, requiring a day’s notice of 
any proposed change or suspension of a rule, did not have a retroactive 
effect, so.as to apply to a rule adopted on the 19th day of December. 
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The gentleman from New York [Mr. Nprrinc] referred to the fact 
that there had been some decision of the Speaker to the effect that by 
the very terms of the forty-fifth rule of the House the rules of the 
Forty-ninth Congress were the rules of this 
changed. The Speaker of the House has held, and other Speakers 
have frequently held, that under the Constitutio l 
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of the United States, 
Article I, section 5, clause 2, each House determine the 





























its own government, and that no House of S itives ¢ 
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rhe gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BURNES] cited yesterday a lead- 
ing case ({ 3 Dillon, 2 1 ¥ i pinion of the 
upreme court of Ohio was deliver: y Judge Thurman when amem- 
ber of that court. [Applause on the Democratic side. In the sylla- 
bus of that case it is stated: 
It follows that all laws in force when the 















not inconsistent with it, would have remaine £ 
n to that effect, and all inco stent law Ly 
istent; in other words, all repugnant laws were re} 
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reconciled, the law must stand. 





In the case decided by the Ohio supreme court contention was as to 
whether a special law of the Legislatare had been repealed by impli- 
cation by the adoption of a new constitution. The court held that the 


two were not repugnant; but had there been repugnancy, the court 


Congress until they were | 


was unanimously of the opinion that the prior special act would have | 


been repealed. 

Following the lines of this decision, if the two provisions now. in 
question can be construed together so as to give both effect they must 
both stand. But in this case now presented to the Chair there seems 
to be a positive repugnance between the resolution adopted by the 
House on the 19th of December and the third clause of Rule XXI, 
which prohibits on a general appropriation bill any appropriation for 
an expenditure not previously authorized by law. 

In the case in 2 Ohio Reports there was a dissenting opinion by Judge 
Ranney, which held that there was a repugnancy in the provisions in 
question; and that learned judge held even more pointedly to the ef- 
fect that repugnant provisions of subsequent laws repealed prior stat- 
utes. The Chair has been unable to find a decision ora text-book 
which lays down a different doctrine. The gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] has cited in argument several authorities which seem 
to the Chair conclusive on this point, and he invites members of the 
committee to give them a carefu! consideration. 

From the examination which the Chair has been able to make in 
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the brief time permitted, it seems that the rule is universally estab- | 


lished in all courts of law that subsequent statutes which are incon- 

sistent with prior statutes repeal such prior statutes by implication. 

If there is a repugnancy between the two, the former statute falls. 
The Chair is therefore of opinion that the rules of the Honse, and 
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especially clause 3 of Rule XXI, are utterly inconsistent with and re- | 


pugnant to the special order of the House adopted on the 19th of De- 
cember, and that the order adopted on that day was by implication re- 
pealed, and is no longer operative in this House or upon this committee. 
The gentleman from New York has cited the fact that the Speaker 
of the House has continually referred these reports to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and it has also been urged that the Committee on 
Appropriations has reported these items in the bill. That is very trt 
It was the duty of the Committee on Appropriatior 
provision. It was not in the power of that committee to raise a qui 


tion of jurisdiction with the House of Representatives. The Speaker, 





s to report th 





performing a perfunctory duty, had -sent these claims to that com- | 


mittee. Butif the claims had gone to the committee even by a reso- 
lution of the House, if subsequently to the 21st of December the 
House, by a vote of yeas and nays, had referred these reports to the 
Committee on Appropriations without instructions, the committee under 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
ident of the United States was delivered to 


one of his secretaries. 


A message from the Pre 
the House by Mr. PRUDEN 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States 


ATIONS WITH CANADA, 


To the Congress 


The rejection by the Senate of the treaty lately negotiated for the settlement 
and adjustment of the differences existing between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the rights and privileges of American fishermen in the ports 
and waters of Dritish North America, seems to justify a survey of the condition 
to which the pending question is thus remitted. 

The treaty upon this subject concluded in 1418, through disagreements as to 
the meaning of its terms, has been a fruitful source of irritation and trouble. 
Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected to numerous vexatious interferences and annoyances: their 
vessels have been seized upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmis- 
sible, and they have been otherwise treated by the Canadian authorities and of- 
ficials in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 

This conduct has been justified by Great Britain and Canada, by the claim 
that the treaty of 1818 permitted it, and upon the ground that it was necessary 
to the proper protection of Canadian interests. We deny that treaty agreements 












justify these acts, and we further maintain that, aside from any treaty restraints, | 


of disputed interpretation, the relative positions of the United States and Can- 
ada as near neighbors, the growth of our joint commerce, the development and 
prosperity of both countries, which amicable relations surely guaranty, and 
above all, the liberality always extended by the United States to the people of 
Canada, furnish motives for kindness and consideration higherand better than 
treaty covenants. 

While keenly sensitive to all that was exasperating in the condition, and by 
no means indisposed to support the just complaints of our injured citizens, I 
still deemed it my duty for the preservation of important American interests, 
which were directly involved, and in view of all the details of the situation, to 
attempt by negotiation to remedy existing wrongs and to finally terminate by 
a fair and just treaty these ever-recurring causes of difficulty. 

I fully believe that the treaty just rejected by the Senate was well suited to 
the exigeney, and that its provisions were adequate for our security in the 
future from vexatious incidents and for the promotion of friendly neighbor- 
hood and intimacy, without sacrificing in the least our national pride or dig- 
nity. 

lam quite conscious that neither my opinion of the value of the rejected 
treaty nor the motives which prompted its negotiation are of importance in 
the light of the judgment of the Senate thereupon. But it is of importance to 
note that this treaty has been rejected without any apparent disposition on the 
part of the Senate to alter or amend its provisions, and with the evident inten- 
tion, not wanting expression, that no negotiation should at present be con- 
cluded touching the matter at issue. 

The co-operation necessary for the adjustment of the long standing national 
differences with which we have to deal, by methods of conference and agree- 
ment, having thus been declined, 1 am by no means disposed to abandon the 
interests and the rights of our people in the premises or to neglect their griev- 
ances, and I therefore turn to the contemplation of a plan of retaliation as a 
rode, which still remains, of treating the situation. 


fam not unmindful of the gravity of the responsibility assumed in adopting | 
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this line of conduct, nor do I fail in the least to appreciate its serious conse- 
quences. It will be impossible to injure our Canadian neighbors by retaliatory 
measures without inflicting some damage upon our own citizens, Thisresulis 
from our proximity, our community of interests, and the inevitable comming- 
ling of the business enterprises which have been developed by mutual activity. 

Vininly stated, the policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces the in- 
fliction of the greatest harm upon a who have injured us, with the least 
possible damage to ourselves. Ther® is also an evident propriety as well as an 
invitation to moral support, found in visiting upon the offending party thesame 
measure or kind of treatment of which we complain, and as far as possible 
within the same lines. And above all taings the plan of retaliatiom if entered 
upon should be thorough and vigorous. 

Fhese considerations lead me at this time to invoke the aid and counsel! of 
the Congress and ils support in such a further grant of power,as seems to me 
necessary and desirable to render effective the policy I have indicated. 

rhe Congress has already passed a law, which received Executive assent on 
the 5d day of March, 1887, providing that in case American fishing vessels being 
or visiting in the waters or at any of the ports of the British dominions of North 
America, should be or lately had been deprived of the rights to which they 
were entitled by treaty or law, or if they were denied certain other privileges 
therein specified, or vexed and harassed inthe enjoyment of the same, the Pres- 
ident might deny to vessels and their masters and crews of the British domin- 
ions of North America any entrance into the waters, ports, or harbors of the 
United States, and also deny entry into any port or place of the Uniied States 
of any product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said dominions 
to the United States 

While I shall not hesitate upon proper occasion to enforee this act, it would 
seem to be unnecessary to suggest that if such enforcement is limited in such a 
manner as shall result in the least possible injury to our own people, the effect 
would probably be entirely inadequate to the accomplishment of the purpose 
desired, 

I deem it my duty therefore to call the attention of the Congress to certain 
particulars in the action of the authorities of the Dominion of Canada, in addi- 
tion tothe general allegations already made, which appear to be insuch marked 
contrast to the liberal and friendly disposition of our country as in my opinion 
to call for such legislation as will, upon the principles already stated, properly 
supplement the power to inaugurate retaliation already vested in the Executive. 

Actuated by the generous and neighborly spirit which has characterized our 
legislation, our tariff laws have, since 1866, been so far waived in favor of Can- 
ada as to allow free of duty the transit across the territory of the United States, 
of property arriving at our ports and destined to Canada, or exported from Can- 
ada to other foreign countries 

When the treaty of Washington was negotiated in 1871, between the United 
States and Great Britain, having for its object very largely the modification of 
the treaty of ISIS, the privileges above referred to were made reciprocal and 
given in return by Canada to the United States, in the following language, con- 
tained in the twenty-ninth article of said treaty: 

‘Jt is agreed, that for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXII of this 
treaty, goods, wares or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United States, which have been 
or may from time totime be specially designated by the President of the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, through the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue, as the G +y- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rul.s, regulations, and conditions, goods, weres or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit without the payment of duties from such possessions through 
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| the territory of the United States, for export from the said ports of the United 


States, 

it is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise 
arriving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Mejesty’s possessions in North 
America, and destined for the United States, may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit,without the payment of duties, through the 
said possessions ander such rules, and regulations, and conditions for the pro- 
tection of the revenue asthe governments of the said possessions may from time 
to time preseribe; and under like rules, and regulations, and conditions goods, 
wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of duties, 
from the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions.” 

In the year 18%6 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to this country, and eversince that time 
such shipment has been denied. 

The privilege of such shipment which had been extended to our fishermen 
was a inost important one, allowing them to spend the time upon the fishing 
grounds, which would otherwise be devotedto a voyage home with their catch, 
and doubling their opportunities for profitably prosecuting their vocation. In 
forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over theirterritory in bond 
and free of duty the Canadian authorities deprived us of the only facility de- 











| pendent upon their concession, and for which we could supply no substitute. 


The value to the Dominion of Canada of the privilege of transit for their ex- 
ports and imports across our territory and to and from our ports, though great 
in every aspect, will be better appreciated when it is remembered that for a 
considerable portion of each year the St. Lawrence River, which constitutes 
the direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by ice. 

During the last six years the imports and exports of British Canadian proy- 
inces carried across our territory, under the privileges granted by our laws, 
amounted in value to about $270,000,000, nearly all of which were goods dutiable 
under our tariff laws, by far the larger part of this traffic consisting of exchanges 
of goods between Great Britain and her American provinces brought to and 


} carried from our ports in their own vessels, 


‘The treaty stipulation entered into by our Government was in harmony with 
laws which were then on our statute-book, and are still in force. 

1 recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all laws and regulations 
permitting the transit of goods, wares, and merchandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada, 

There need be no hesitation in suspending these laws arising from the sup- 
position that their continuation is secured by treaty obligations, for it seems 
quite plain that Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871, which was the only article 
incorporating such laws, terminated the Ist day of July, 1885. 

The article itself declares that its provisions shall be in foree “ for the term of 
years mentioned in Article X XXIII of this treaty.’’ Turning to Article XX XIII 
we find no mention of the twenty-ninth article, but only a provision that Arti- 
cles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX shall take effect as soon as the 
laws required to carry them into operation shall be passed by the legislative 
bodies of the different countries concerned, and that ‘* they shall remain in force 
for the period of ten years from the date at which they may come into opera- 


| tion, and further until the expiration of two years after either of the high con- 





tracting parties shall have given notice to the other of its wish to terminate the 


; same,’ 


1 am of the opinion that the “term of years mentioned in Article XXXII,” 
referred to in Article X XIX as the limit of its duration, means the period dur- 
ing which Articles X VIIL to X XV, inclusive, and Article XXX, commonly called 
the “fishery articles,” should continue in force under the language of said Ar- 


That the joint high commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understood 
and intended the phrase is certain, for in a statement containing an account of 
their negotiations, prepared under their supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the subject: * The transit question was discussed, 
and it was agreed that any settlement that might be made should include a re- 
ciproca! arrangement in that respect for the period for which the fishery arti- 
cles should be in force,”’ 

In addition to this very satisfactory evidence supporting this construction of 


| the language of Article X XTX, it will be found that the law passed by Congress 


to carry the treaty into effect furnishes conclusive proof of the correctness of 
such construction, 

This law was passed March 1, 1873, and is entitled ‘An act to carry into effect 
the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
in the city of Washington the 8th day of May, 1871, relating to the fisheries.”’ 
After providing, in its first and second sections, for putting in operation Arti- 
cles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of the treaty, the third section 
is devoted to Article X XIX, as follows: ‘Sec. 3. That from the date of the 
President's proclamation authorized by the first section of this act, and so long 
as the Articles XVIII to XXV, inclusive, and Article XXX of said treaty shall 
remain in force according to the terms and conditions of Article XX XIII of said 
treaty, all goods, wares, and merchandise arriving,” etc., following in the re- 
mainder of the section the precise words of the stipulation on the part of the 
United States as contained in Article XXIX, which I have already fully quoted. 

Here, then, isa distinct enactment of the Congress limiting the duration of this 
article of the treaty to the time that Articles X VIIl to XXV, inclusive, and Arti- 
ticle XXX should continue in force, That in fixing such limitation it but gave 
the meaning of the treaty itself, is indicated by the fact that its purpose is de- 
elared to be to carry into effect the provisions of the treaty, and by the further 
fact that this law appears to have been submitted before the promulgation of 
the treaty, to certain members of the Joint High Commission, representing both 
countries, and met with no objection or dissent. 

There appearing to be no conflict or inconsistency between the treaty and the 
act of the Congress last cited, it is not necessary to invoke the well settled prin- 
ciple that in case of such conflict the statute governs the question. 

In any event, and whether the law of 1873 construes the treaty or governs it, 
section 29 of such treaty, I have no doubt, terminated with the proceedings 
taken by our Government to terminate Articles X VIII to XXV, inclusive, and 
Article XXX of the treaty. These proceedings had their inception in a joint 
resolution of Congress passed May 3, 1883, declaring that in the judgment of 
Congress these articles ought to be terminated, and directing the President to 
give the notice to the Government of Great Britain provided for in Article 
XXXIILI of the treaty. Such notice having been given two years prior to the 
ist day of July, 1885, the articles mentioned were absolutely terminated on the 
last named day, and with them Article XXIX was also terminated. 

If by any language used in the joint resolution it was intended to relieve sec- 
tion 3 of the act of 1873 embodying Article X XIX of the treaty from its own 
limitations, or to save the article itself, I am entirely satisfied thatthe intention 
misearried. 

But statutes granting tothe people of Canada the valuable privileges oftransit 
for their goods from our ports and over our soil, which had been passed prior 
to the making of the treaty of 1871 and independently of it, remained in force ; 
and ever since the abrogation of the treaty, and notwithstanding the refusal! of 
Canada to permit our fishermen to send their fish to their home market through 
her territory in bond, the poamee of that Dominion have enjoyed without dimi- 
nution the advantages of our liberal and generous laws. 

Without basing our complaint uvon a violation of treaty obligations, it is 
nevertheless true that such refusal of transit and the other injurious acts which 
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have been recited constitute a provoking insistance upon rights neither miti 
gated by the amenities of national intercourse nor modified by the recognition 
of our liberality and generous considerations. The history of events connected 
with this subject makes it manifest that the Canadian Government can if sodis 
posed administer its laws and protect the interests of its people without mani- 
festation of unfriendliness and without the unneighborly treatment of our fish- 
ing vessels of which we have justly complained 


now sought through legislative action 
I am satisfied that upon the principles which should govern retaliation our 


intercourse and relations with the Dominion of Canada furnish no better op- | 


portunity forits application than issuggested by the conditions herein presented 
and that it could not be more effectively inaugurated than under the power 
of suspension recommended. 

While I have expressed my clear conviction upon the question of the contin- 
uance of section 29 of the treaty of 1871, I, of course, fully concede the power and 
the duty of the Congress in contemplating legislative action to construe the 


terms of any treaty stipulation which might upon any possible consideration of | 
good faith limit such action; and likewise the peculiar propriety in the case | 


here presented of its interpretation of its own language as contained in the laws 
of 1873, putting in operation said treaty, and of 1883 directing the termination 
thereof; and if in the deliberate judgment of Congress any restraint to the pro- 


posed legislation exists it isto be hoped that the expediency of its early re- | 


moval will be recognized. 

I desire also to call the attention of the Congress to another subject involving 
such wrongs and unfair treatment to our citizens as, in my opinion, require 
prompt action. 


The navigation of the Great Lakes, and the immense business and carrying 
trade growing out of the same, have been treated broadly and liberally by the | 


United States Government, and made free to all mankind, while Canadian rail- 


roads and navigation companies share in our country’s transportation upon | 


terms as favorable as are accorded to our citizens. 

The canals and other public works built and maintained by the Government 
along the line of the Lakes are made free to all. 

In contrast to this condition, and evincing a narrow and ungénerous com- 
mercial spirit, every lock and canal which isa public work of the Dominion of 
Canada is subject to tolls and charges. 

By Article XX VII of the treaty of 1871 provision was made to secure to the 
citizens of the United States the use of the Welland, St. Lawrence, and other 
canals in the Dominion of Canada, on terms of equality with the inhabitants of 
the Dominion, and to also secure to the subjects of Great Britain the 
the St. Clair Flats Canal on terms of equality with the inhabitants of the United 
States. 

The equality with the inhabitants of the Dominion which we were promised 


use of 


their navigation, but we had a right to expect that we being Americans and in- 
terested in American commerce would be no more burdened in regard to the 
same than Canadians engaged in their own trade; and the whole spirit of the 
concession made was, or should have been, that merchandise and prope 
ported to an American market through these canals should not be enhanced in 
its cost by tolls many times higher than such as were carried to an adjoining 
Canadian market. All our citizens, producers and consumers, as well as vessel 
owners, were to enjoy the equality promised. 

And yet evidence has for some time been before the Congress, furnished by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, showing that while the tolls charged in the first 
instance are the same to all, such vessels and cargoes as are destined to certain 
Canadian ports are allowed a refund of nearly the entire tolls, while those bound 
for American ports are not allowed any such advantage. 

To promise equality and then in practice make it conditional upon our vessels 
doing Canadian business instead of their own is to fuifill a promise with the 
shadow of performance. 

I recommend that such legislative action be taken as will give Canadian ves- 
sels navigating our canals,and their cargoes, precisely the advantages granted 
to our vessels and cargoes upon Canadian canals, and that the same be meas- 
ured by exactly the same rule of discrimination. 


The course which I have outlined, and the recommendations made, relate to | 


the honor and dignity of our country and the protection and preservation of 
the rights and interests of all our people. A government does but half its duty 
when it protects its citizens at home and permits them to be imposed upon and 
humiliated by the unfair and overreaching disposition of other nations. If we 


invite our people to rely upon arrangements made for their benefit abroad, we | 
should see to it that they are not deceived; and if we are generous and liberal | 


to a neighboring country our people should reap the advantage of it by a re- 
turn of liberality and generosity. ; 

These are subjects which partisanship should not disturb or confuse. 
survey the ground calmly and moderately, and having put aside other means 


of settlement, if we enter upon the policy of retaliation let us pursue it firmly, | 
with a determination only to subserve the interests of our people and maintain 


the high standard and the becoming pride of American citizenship. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 23, 1888. 


[The reading of the message was greeted with loud applause on the | 


Democratic side. } 

The SPEAKER. The message will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY. Before leaving this subject, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
be allowed to report upon the message at any time, 

The SPEAKER, 
from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HITT. 


— number than usual of this document printed for the use of the 
ouse. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, it is a good campaign document. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would also suggest that there be printed with 
this message copies of the various treaties and laws therein referred to. 

Mr. STRUBLE, That is very proper. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Kentucky to modify his request for unanimous consent 
to report on the message at any time, by submitting at the same time 
a request that a larger number than usual of the documents be printed. 
What number would the gentleman suggest ? 

Mr. McCREARY. Iam perfectly willing that there shall be printed 
a@ hundred thousand copies, if the gentleman wants it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Let us have a hundred thousand. 


| ceeds that sun 


and whatever is done on our | 
part should be done in the hope that the disposition of the Canadian Govern- | 
ment may remove the occasion of a resort to the additional executive power | 


| would sugg at least 1 


: ints } > : | the Committee on Printing. 
in the use of the cana!s of Canada did not secure to us freedom from tolls in | 


rty trans- | 


| or treaties referred to in 


Let us | 


| for the 


Is there objection to the requestof the gentlemaa | 


I would suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky, the | 
acting chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that there be a | 


| has ceased, may issue his proclamation to that effect in | 


The gentleman from Illinois suggests to the gen- | 


Mr. HITT 
The SPEAK] 
order the p 
é oncurrent 
HiT! I ould 


Mr. 
will probably not exceed the limit 
REARY 


resolution W 


sugges 


Mr. Mc¢ I think we 
> U00 Conples 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let is have $500 1 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jers 
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and statutes referred toin the mess: 
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Mr. BLA> 
The SPEAKI 
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I 
will 


we of the Pres 
cost. 
Let that be done in a separate 
: ere be no objection, he pr j } 
age with the treaties and statutes refer 
be referr 2 on Printirg, which committ 
ascertain and report the cost. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. HITT. That would include only tl 
utes relating to that. 
The SPEAKER. There 
that of 1818 and of 1871 
Mr. | ARQ HAR. I hope the order will ilso il 
on March 3, 1887, which was the act retaliatory 
The SPEAKER. It includes that, because 
message. 
Mr. FARQIT 
be printed ? 
The SPEAKER 
tee on Printing with 
Mr. FARQUHAR. 
Mr. GROSVENOR, 


are two tre 


HAR. What numberof the docu: 

It is proposed to refer the matter to the ¢ 
a view to ordering 15,000 copies printed. 
well; I think that is better 

ihe whole matter of printing had bett« 
I am inclined to think that perha; 
ill not be so anxious to have it printed when it goes 


Verv 
go to 
ssome 
or our friends w 
there. 

TheSPEAKER. The order has been made to refer to the Commit- 
tee on Printing the question of printing 15,000 copies of the message 
with the t » in the messa 

Mr. HIT’ 


ties and statutes referred t 
Including that referred to by the message as 


severai trea 


| been negotiated ? 


The order will ine 
the message, ‘ 
can report to the House the cost. 
AMERICAN 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, by unanimous conse 
H. R. 11257) t 
act to protect and di 
March 3, 1887: 
Committee on Foreig and o 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
bill printed in the REcoRD 
The SPEAKER. Without objection 
There wa 
The bill 
A bill (H. R. 11257) toempowerthe President m« 
poses of an tled ‘‘An act to authorize 
to protect and defend the rights of Americ: 
men, American trading and other vess« 
poses,’ approved 1 3, 1887, and to authori 
American inter igainst unjust discrim 
British dominions of North America, 
Be it enact c., That whenever the President r 
ercise any 
the President « 


fishing vessels, 
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Sec. 2. Whenever the President shall be satisfied that there is any dis 
tion whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River « 
the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawba« 

tolls, or otherwise, which is or may be detrimental to the interests of the 
States or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful for the President in his 

to issue a proclamation to that effect; whereuy 
of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo p 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the Secr 
Treasury may authorize and direct any of the customs officer 
levied under this act. The President, when satisfied that suc 


yn there shall be « 


r throt 


assing 


3 to colle 
h dis 
is discretior 


collected. 


upon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make any regu 
needful to carry this act into effect. 

Mr. BURNES. Regular order. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places, and the 
count will proceed on the appeal of the gentleman from South Carolina 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BURNES. I would ask what the vote is at this time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The tellers have reported—yeas 70, nays 63. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that within the limit 
of the session we can not expect a quorum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘There are ten minutes more. 
move that the committee rise, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the result been announced ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers have reported—ayes 71, noes 63. 
The point of no quorum having been made, it is the duty of the Chair, 
under the rule, to report the fact to the House. If there be no objec- 
tion, however, the Chair will omit the provision-of the rule which re- 
quires that the roll shall be called. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that it be dispensed with. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the call of the roll will 
be dispensed with and the committee will rise. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1688, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

I'he motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


[After a pause.] I 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 11253) for the relief of Nathaniel 
Gofl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11254) granting a pension to 
Elvira A. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11255) granting a pension to Joshua Harper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R, 11256) for the relief of John D. 
Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
un:ler the rule, and referred as follows: 
iy Mr. COLLINS: Petition of W. G. Halpin for copies of his peti- 


tion and evidence to support his claim against the Government of 


Great Britain for damages for unlawful imprisonment—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

by Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic of 
Idaho, asking an appropriation of $200,000 for head-stones for deceased 
Union soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of citizens of Allegany and of Catta- 
raugus Counties, for amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILKINSON (by request): Petition for the relief of John 
W. Youman, of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 24, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. A. W. Pirzer, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Congress: 

The rejection by the Senate of the treaty lately negotiated for the settlement 
and adjustment of the differences existing between the United States and Great 
Britain coneerning the rights and privileges of American fishermen in the ports 
and waters of British North America, seems to justify a survey of the condition 
to which the pending question is thus remitted. 

Tbe treaty upon this subject eoncluded in 1818, through disagreements as to 
the meaning of its terms, has been a fruitful source of irritation and trouble. 
Our citizens engaged in fishing enterprises in waters adjacent to Canada have 
been subjected te numerous vexatious interferences and annoyances; their 
vessels have been seuced upon pretexts which appeared to be entirely inadmis- 
sible, and they have been otherwise treated by the Canadian autherities and 
ofticiels in a manner inexcusably harsh and oppressive. 

This conduct has been justified by Great Britain and Canada, by the claim 
that the treaty of 1818 permitted it, and upon the ground that it was necessary 
to the proper protection of Canadian interests. We deny that treaty agreements 
justify these aets,and we further maintain that, aside from any treaty restraints, 
of disputed interpretation, the relative positions of the United States and Can- 
ada as near neighbors, the growth of our joint ecommerce, the developmentand 
prosperity of both countries, which qmicable relations surely guaranty, and, 
above all, the liberality always extended by the United States to the people of 
Canada, furnish motives for kindness and consideration higher and better than 
treaty covenants, 

W hile keenly sensitive to all that was exasperating in the condition, and by 
no means indisposed to support the just complaints of our injured citizens, I 
still deemed it avy duty for the preservation of the important American interests, 
which were directly involved, and in view of all the details of the situation, to 
attempt by negotiation to remedy existing wrengs and to finally terminate by 
e fair and just treaty these ever-recurring causes of difficulty. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





AvGusT 24, 





I fully believe that the treaty just rejected by the Senate was well suited to 
the exigency, and that its provisions were adequate for our security in the 
future from vexatious incidents and for the promotion of friendly neighbor- 


| hood and intimacy, withoutsacrificing inthe least our national pride or dignity 


1 








| am quite conscious that neither my opinion of the value of the rejected 
treaty nor the motives which prompted its negotiation are of importance 
the light of the judgment of the Senate thereupon. But it is of importance to 
note that this treaty has been rejected without any apparent disposition on the 
part of the Senate to alter or amend its provisions, and with the evident inten- 
tion, not wanting expression, that no negotiation should at present be con- 
cluded touching the matter at issue. 

The co-operation necessary for the adjustment of the long standing national 
ditferences with which we have to deal, by methods of conference and agree- 
ment, having thus been declined, I am by no means disposed to abandon the 
interests and the rights of our people in the premises or to neglect their griev- 
ances,and I therefore turn to the contemplation of a plan of retaliation asa 
mode, which still remains, of treating the situation. 

Iam not unmindful of the gravity of the responsibility assumed in adopting 
this line of conduct, nor do I fail in the least to appreciate its serious conse- 
quences, It will be impossible to injure our Canadian neighbors by retaliatory 
measures without inflicting some damage upon our own citizens. This results 
from our proximity, our community of interests,and the inevitable comming- 
ling of the business enterprises whieh have been developed by mutual activity. 

Piainly stated, the policy of national retaliation manifestly embraces the in- 
fliction of the greatest harm upon those who have injured us, with the least 
possible damage to ourselves. There is also an evident propriety as well as an 
invitation to moral support, found in visiting upon the offending party the same 
measure or kind of treatment of which we complain, and as far as possible 
within the same lines. And above all things the plan of retaliation if entered 
upon should be thorough and vigorous, 

These considerations iead me at this time to invoke the aid and counsel of 
the Congress and its support in such a farther grant of power as seems to me 
necessary and desirable to render effective the policy I have indicated. 

The Congress has already passed a law, which received Executive assent on 
the 3d day of March, 1887, providing that in case American fishing vessels being 
or visiting in the waters or at any of the portsof the British dominions of North 
America, should be or lately had been deprived of the rights to which they 
were entitled by treaty or law, or if they were denied certain other privileges 
therein specified, or vexed and harassed in the enjoyment of the same, the Presi- 
dent might deny to vessels and their masters and crews of the British domin- 
ions of Nerth America any entrance into the waters, ports, or harbors of the 
United States, and also deny eutry into any port or place of the United States 
of any product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said dominions 
to the United States. 

While I shall not hesitate upon proper occasion to enforce this act, it would 
seem to be unnecessary to suggest that if such entorcement is limited in such a 
manner as shall result in the least possible injury to our own people, the effect 
would probably be entirely inadequate to the accomplishment of the purpose 





| desired. 


I deem it mv duty therefore to call the attention of the Congress to certain 
particulars in the action of the authorities of the Dominion of Canada, in addi- 
tion to the general allegationsalready made, which appear to be in such marked 
contrast to the liberal and friendly disposition of our country as in my opinion 
to call for such legislation as will, upon the principles already stated, properly 
supplement the power to inaugurate retaliation already vested in the Executive. 

Actuated by the generous and neighborly spirit which has characterized our 
legislation, our tariff laws bave, since 1866, been so far waived in favor of Can- 
ada as to allow free of duty the transit across the territory of the United States, 
of property arriving at our ports and destined to Canada, or exported from Can- 
ada to other foreign countries, 

When the treaty of Washington was negotiated in 1871, between the United 
States and Great Britain, having for its object very lagely the modification of 
the treaty of 1818, the privileges above referred to were made reciprocal and 
given in return by Canada to the United States, in the following language, con- 
tained in the twenty-ninth article of said treaty: 

“It is agreed, that for the term of years mentioned in Article XXXITI of this 
treaty, goods, wares Or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Bos- 
ton, and Portland, and any other ports in the United States, which have been 
or may from time to time be specially designated by the President of the United 
States, and destined for Her Britannic Majesty’s possessions in North America, 
may be entered at the proper custom-house and conveyed in transit, without 
the payment of duties, threugh the territory of the United States, under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions for the protection of the revenue, as the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may from time to time prescribe; and under like 
rules, reguiations, and conditions, goods, wares or merchandise may be con- 
veyed in transit without the payment of duties from such possessions through 
the territory of the United States, for export from the said ports of the United 
States, 

“It is further agreed that, for the like period, goods, wares, or merchandise 
arriving at any of the ports of Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in North 
America, and destined for the United States, may be entered at the proper cus- 
tom-house and conveyed in transit, without the payment of duties, through the 
said possessions under such rules, and regulations, and conditions for the pro- 
tection ofthe revenue as the government of the said possessions may from time 
to time prescribe ; and under like rules, and regulations, and conditions goods, 
wares, or merchandise may be conveyed in transit, without payment of dutics, 
from the United States through the said possessions to other places in the United 
States, or for export from ports in the said possessions.”’ 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to thiscountry, and ever since that time 
such shipment has been denied. 

The privilege of such shipment which had been extended to our fishermen 
was a most impurtant one, allowing them to spend the time upon the fishing 
grounds, which would otherwise be devoted to a voyage home with their catch, 
and doubling their opportunities for profitably prosecuting their vocation. In 
forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over their territory in bond 
and free of duty the Canadian authorities deprived us of the only facility de- 
pendent upon their concession, and for which we could supply no substitute. 

The value to the Dominion of Canada of the privilege of transit for their ex- 
ports and imports across our territory and to and from our ports, though great 
in every aspect, will be better appreciated when it is remembered that for a 
considerable portion of each year the St. Lawrence River, which constitutes 
the direct avenue of foreign commerce leading to Canada, is closed by ice. 

During the last six years the imports and exports of British Canadian prov- 
inees carried across our territory, under the privileges granted by our laws, 
amounted in value to about $270,000,000, nearly allof which were goods dutiable 
under our tariff laws, by far the larger part of this traffic consisting of exchanges 
of goods between Great Britain and oe American provinces brought to and 
carried from our ports in their own 

The treaty stipulation entered into by our Government was in harmony with 
laws which were then on our statute-book, and are still in force. 

Il recommend immediate legislative action conferring upon the Executive the 
power to suspend by proclamation the operation of all jaws and regulations 
permitting the transit of iS, Wares, and merenandise in bond across or over 
the territory of the United States to or from Canada. 
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the 10 and the 20 mile delimitation that a treaty which is said to have 
been before the Senate provided for, and sailing asa purely commercial 
enterprise to a port of British North America for the purpose, as a 
commercial matter, of sending her cargo of fish by rail to Boston, has 
been by a general order, a sweeping order, denied that privilege and 
excluded. 

‘The President says, and says justly, that that was a great, a most im- 
portant, a grievous injury to American interests and to American rights. 
Why has he been silent for eighteen months, with the whole power of 
the law in his hands and the easy means of exerting all the functions 
that the law imputed to him in such a case to try it? Why has he re- 
mained inactive? Doubtless under the patriotic advice of the gentle- 
men who compose his Cabinet, or the heads of Department, and doubt- 
less with the most patriotic motives, that it would be well to submit 
to what is now declared to be a gross and grievous wrong, with the 
means at hand to redress it or defend against it, and to enter into a dis- 
cussion with the wrong-doer to provide for a new arrangement on a 
broader basis of British territoriality and a new arrangement on a 
broader basis of British free trade. 

So I must suppose that these important and urgent powers that Con- 
gress unanimously put into his hands to be exercised as aduty in case 
he found the fact to exist that was described in the statute have been 
suspended by executive authority, by prerogative, as I think it is men- 
tioned in some of the minority reports of some of the committees here, 
as if one of the attributes of the President has been suspended by pre- 
rovative, as an English King in some old time would undertake to sus- 
pend anact of Parliament—not to carry it into execution as long as you 
could talk with the nation that was continuing, while it was talking 
peace, the very wrong that is now so fully and well set forth in this 
message, 

1 must confess, Mr. President, my astonishment at such a course of 
action on the part of the Executive of the United States. I must ex- 
press my surprise and my regret, and, using his language, not the re- 
gret of a partisan, but the regret of a citizen, that here for more than 
& year, with the means in his hands to redress it, he has failed to take 
any step, and now sends to us a message asking that additional pow- 
ers, bearing as he supposes upon a broader field of retaliation and cov- 
ering other topics, be given to him, and, as I must suppose, on the 
principle that he has already acted upon, that until they are given to 
him he will do nothing at all, 

This business is very odd. I wish to call attention to one incident 
of this message which also struck me with a good deal of surprise, for 
referring to this treaty, which he says has been disposed of, we ap- 
parently do not now know what was the course of the negotiations 
that led to the treaty; we apparently do not now know what sub- 
stipulations, and engagements, and understandings, and protocols, and 
glosses, and declarations existed. The President sent us the treaty 
with, I believe, one protocol, which was simply a formal one. Hesent 
us another letter, I believe, in which our commissioners, or whatever 
ihey were called, our plenipotentiaries, declined to go into the customs 
duties question; and then on a resolution of the Senate, passed as every 
Senate trom the beginning has passed such resolutions, asking for all 
the papers, the minutes, the protocols, the information, so that the 
Senate could see it in the light that our supposed representatives and 
the President had seen it, to understand how far it went and what it 
meant, what was proposed and what was denied, we were told that we 
lid received all the information that it was thought proper to commu- 
nicate, because there was an understanding that the discussions and 
propositions should be confidential. We know how that understand- 
ing came out in another country than ourown. It was not confidential 
as to them, so far as now appears. 

Lut here I find in this message a thing to which I wish to call the 
especial attention of the Senate. In his discussion as to whether the 
twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 is in force or not, and as sup- 
porting the opinion that it is not (as gravely erroneous as in my judg- 
ment that opinion is, and as has been so often agreed in this body in 
iormer discussions of topics that touch this question, and as was agreed 
when we passed the act directing the President to terminate the other 
articles named), I find this statement: 

That the joint high commissioners who negotiated the treaty so understood 
and intended the phrase is certain, for in a statement containing an account of 
their negotiations, prepared under toeir supervision and approved by them, we 
find the following entry on the subject: “The transit question was discussed, 
and it was agreed that any settlement that might be made should include a re- 
ciproeal arrangement in that respect for the period for which the fishery arti- 
cles should be in foree.”’ 

What bearing that has upon the question as to whether the twenty- 
ninth article is in force it isimpossible forme tosee. As we can some- 
times learn from Canada, the question as to whether this article con- 
tinued in force after the notice of termination, which took effect in 
1885, we readily ascertain from the Canadian discussions of it, from 
the Canadian pretension in respect of the shipping of our fish from 
their ports by railroad to our own; for so far as I yet know, and I think so 
far as anybody knows, the Canadian Government have not refused to 
transship fish upon the ground that that article was notin force. They 
have made no such pretension. They have refused to transship fish 
on the ground that that article did not override the convention of 1818, 
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by which an American fishing vessel was not to come within 3 miles 
ot the land for any purposes whatever excépt the four specially named. 
That was their point. 

So, without at this time going into any broad consideration as to 
whether the twenty-ninth article is in force or not, I have only to say 


| that it is of no consequence to the purpose we now have in hand 


whether it is in force or is not in force, and whether the act of 1866 is 

in force or is not in force. 

In order to have anybody who shall read these discussions understand 
precisely what the powers of the President are in this connection, I ask 
the Secretary to read the fisheries act of 1887—the whole of it, from 
beginning to end. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CHAP, 339.—An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect 
and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, Amer- 
ican trading and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President of the United States shall be 
satisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or being 
in the waters or at any ports or places of the British dominions of North Amer- 
ica, are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any 
rights secured tothem by treaty or law, or are or then lately have been unjustly 
vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unreasonable 
restrictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights; or other- 
wise unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or whenever 
the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such fishing vessels 
or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United States to touch and 
trade at any port or ports, place or places, in the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port 
or ports, place or places in the same manner and under the same regulations as 
may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most favored nation, or 
shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or otherwise be unjustly 
vexed or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from purchasing such supplies as 
may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation; or when- 
ever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any other vessels 
of the United States, their masters or crews, so arriving at or being in such Brit- 
ish waters or ports or places of the British dominions of North America,are or 
then lately have been denied any of the privileges therein accorded to the ves- 
sels, their masters or crews, of the most favored nation, or unjustly vexed or 
harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by the 
authorities thereof, then, and in either or all of such cases, it shall be lawful, 
and it shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, 
by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the 
British dominions of North America, any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels 
in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies as to the President shall seem 
proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on 
such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined voyage 
elsewhere; and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States 
of fresh fsh or salt fish or any other product of said dominions, or other goods 
coming from said dominions to the United States, the President may,in his 
discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to all ofthe foregoing-named 
subjects, and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from 
time to time as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution of the pur- 
poses of this act. Every violation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof, 
is hereby declared illegal,and all vessels and goods so coming or being within 
the waters, ports, or places of the United States contrary to such proclamation 
shall be forfeited to the United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and 
proceeded upon in the same manner and with the same effect as in the case of 
vessels or goods whose importation or coming to or being in the waters or 
ports of the Ugited States contrary to law may now be enforced and proceeded 
upon. Every person who shall violate any of the provisions of thisact, or such 
proclamation of the President made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on convinction thereof, shall be punished by a 
fine not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two 
years, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court, 

Approved March 3, 1887. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the same connection, as a kind of glossary or 
protocol to that statute, ask the Secretary to read the report made by 
my friend from Alabama [|Mr. MoRGAN], my friend from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE], and myself as the managers of the conference on the part of 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill 
which resulted in that law. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Epmunps, Mr. Frye, and Mr. MorGAN, managers on the part of the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 3173) to authorize the President of the United 
States to protect and defend the rights of American fishing vessels, American 
fishermen, American trading and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other 
purposes, submitted the following report: 

The managers on the part of the Senate of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on their disagreeing on the amendments proposed by 
the House to the bill (S. 3173) respecting the fisheriés, respectfully report that 
the bill passed the Senate on the 24th day of January, 1887, and on February 23 
was returned from the House of Representatives with an amendment striking 
out the whole of the Senate bill and proposing one entire House amendment in 
its place. 

On the 24th the bill was laid before the Senate, and the House amendment 
was disagreed to and a committee of conference asked and the papers ordered 
to be printed. 

On the 25th instant the House agreed to the conference, and on the 2¢th the 
managers on the part of the House met the Senate managers in the afternoon 
of that day and the differences in the views of the two Houses fully discussed 
The House conferees did not object to the substance of any part of the bill as it 
passed the Senate so far as it goes, but the first part of the first section of the 
House amendment undertakes to restate the enumeration of the cases and in- 
juries mentioned in the Senate bill by entirely dropping the classifications or 
groups of vessels made in the Senate bill and to bring all vessels of the United 
States, of whatever character or class, within one definition. 

The ground on which the Senate bill went in this respect was that United 
States fishing vessels purely had their rights regulated and measured by the 
treaty of 1818, as having the absolute right of fishing inshore in certain parts of 
the marine territories of the British dominions in North America and being pro- 
hibited from fishing in other parts, but still having the right to enter those other 
waters for the purposes enumerated in the treaty, and not to be abused with a 
view to fishing in prohibited waters. 

The second classification of United States vessels made in the Senate bill cov- 
ered precisely the same vessels, but having also a commercial character ob- 
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tained by having not only a license to fish, but also 
States a permit to touch and trade in forei 
their character as trading vessels, would n 
prolibitory prov of the fishery treaty 

The third ec assification covered all other 
falling within the two preceding classes 

It was thought by the Senate, in passing the l in 
clear understanding could be has its app! 
the d under one descriptior rhe 
ce ide for cases not merely of the denial 
tishing ves , or the denial of lawful trading 
wise to tou ul rade or lawful rights to p 
also unjust nand harassmen 
accorded tothe vessels of the most fi 

The House amendment applicable to the whole of this part of the subject pur- 
ports to provide for the cases ls of the United States which “ are denied 
in the ports or territorial waters of the British dominions in North America 


nder the laws of the United 
, and which, therefore, in 
vas thought, be 
isions« 
of the United States not 
that form, that a more 

srcement than if all 
Senate bill then pro- 
of treaty rights to purely 
rights to fishing vessels other- 
irely trading vessels, but to include 
ll as exclusion from rights to trade 
nation, 


nde 
Vosst ] 


1 


id been mass 
ted to i 


i vess 


rights to which such vessels are entitled by treaty or by the law of nations or | 


are denied the comity of treatment or the reasonable privileges usually accorded 
between neighboring and friendly nations.’’ 

itis, with great respect to the House of Representatives, thought by the Senate 
managers of the conference that this provision is not nearly so adequate to the 
condition of affairs as the provisions of the Senate bill which have been already 
described. There is no treaty in existence between the United States and Her 
Majesty's Government on the subject of the treatment of American vessels in 
British North American waters or ports, other than the provisions already re- 
ferred to concerning purely fishing vessels and contained in the treaty of L518, 
with possibly an exception as it respects one or two particular ports, and with 
the exception of such provisions as are contained in the treaty of 1871, which 
provisions in this last-named treaty are in these respects not applicable to the 
now existing difficulties. What positive rights ‘the law of nations’? mentioned 
in the House amendment United States vessels entering British North Ameri- 
can waters are entitled to the Senate managers think it would be somewhat 
difficult to define or explain. For, it is believed, by what is called the “law of 
nations’’ no vessel of the United States would have a right to enter British 
waters at all other than under an implied and tacit consent of the sovereign of 
that country, which could, at any moment, be positively withdrawn consist- 
ently with the understood sovereign rights of all nations. The Senate man- 
agers, therefore, think that this definition, measured by the law of nations, is 
really not much more than a definition measured by the will of the British Gov- 
ernment so faras exclusion or the regulation of conduct in such waters might 
happen to go. 

The next phrase in the House amendment proposed to take the place of the 
enumerations and descriptions mentioned in the Senate bill purports to pro- 
vide for cases in which American vessels ‘‘are denied the comity of treatment 
orthe reasonable privileges usually accorded bet,. cen neighboring and friendly 
nations.” 

The Senate managers are of opinion that this phrase, so far as it applies to 
purely fishing vessels, may go beyond the treaty rights of such vessels as meas- 
ured by the treaty of 1818. Whether the phrase was intended to include treat- 
ment and reasonable privileges secured between neighboring and friendly na- 
tions by treaty, such as exists in respect of British vessels of Her Majesty's do- 
minions in Europe in waters of the United States and American vessels in 
European British waters, does not appear to be at all clear. If it be meant to 
cover such cases, then the provision would be entirely inapplicable to the case 
in hand, If it be meant to make the test that of the conductof neighboring and 
friendly nations in the absence of a treaty concerning the respective rights of 
their vessels in the waters of che other, then the cases occurring in the last year 
of the treatment of American vessels in British waters of North America might 
be considered the standard to which this language would apply, for Great Brit- 
ain is, in respect of her dominions of North America, a neighboring, and, in a 
public sense, a friendly nation. Butif it were taken in general as applied to 
the general good neighborhood of nations, the standard would probably vary 
more or less, whatever country should be resorted to for finding the measure- 
ment of administration in regard to foreign vessels, 

But, as has been before stated, the House managers, so far as we can under- 
stand, do not appear to find fault with tne substance or the essential phrase- 
ology of the Senate bill. 

The irreconcilable point of difference between the managers on the part of 
the two Houses is the insistance, on the part of the House managers, upon add- 
ing to the scope of the Senate bill, and so going beyond it, the further provision 
that, in case of injurious treatment to our vessels in British North American 
waters, it shall be within the competence of the President of the United States 
to absolutely stop intercourse not only by water, but by land, between the peo- 
ple of the United States and the people of the British territories adjacent, thus 
absolutely cutting off the continuous movement of railway trains from the 
British provinces to any part of the United States, and, in effect, reciprocally 
from the United States to British dominions, either on the northern border of 
Minnesota, at the river St. Mary, at Port Huron, at Detroit, at Grosse Isle, at 
Buffalo, at Niagara Falls, at Rouse’s Point, at Highgate, Franklin, Richford, 
Troy, Derby,and Norton, on the northern border of Vermont, and on the north- 
ern and eastern borders of Maine; at all of which places it is understood there 
now exist interior railroad lines crossing the boundaries of the two countries 
in some cases operated and practically owned by British subjects, and in other 
cases operated and practically owned by American citizens. 

The Senate managers have felt it to be a duty to decline to go to this extent, 


and have thought it to be clear that the provisions for the protection of Ameri- | 


can interests set forth in the Senate bill, and in that part of the House amend- 
ment applicable to any British violation of the treaty of 1877, are entirely ade- 
quate to the peaceful end in view, and that there is no present justification for 
reposing in the Executive this further enormous power proposed by the House 
of Representatives in its amendment, and insisted upon by the House managers. 

It seems clear to the Senate managers, and has not been controverted by the 
House managers, that the things the President is authorized to do by the Sen- 
ate bill in the cases named are none of them in derogation, either directly or 
indirectly, of any treaty right, or of the peaceful business intercourse of nations, 
but that this Government in these respects is absolutely free to act in the man- 
ner proposed without being subject to the imputation that it is either in any 
way infringing the most liberal interpretation of any treaty or doing any act 
that nations at peace have not hitherto found themselves from time to time jus- 
tified in doing, not in a spirit of belligerency, but merely as a matter of counter- 
vailing business regulations. 

The Senate managers offered to the House managers to add to the Senate bill 
the provision contained in the House amendment providing that, if there should 
be any violation of Article XX1X of the treaty of 1871 on the part of Great Britain, 
the President should be authorized reciprocally to withdraw from British sub- 
jects the benefits of the same article with certain changes of phraseology, which, 

t is understood, were satisfactory to the House managers. 

The Senate managers also expressed their willingness to accede to the third 
section of the House amendment, although the propriety of its form and sub- 
stance is open to very considerable question. 

The result of the conference, therefore, has been that the House of Representa- 
tives, through its managers, not objecting to the Senate bill, but desiring toadd 
a new and enlarged provision to the Senate bill and to adopt measures addi- 
tional to those mentioned in the Senate bill, and not necessarily dependent 
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‘F. EDMUNDS 
P. FRY! 
Tr. MORGAN, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. n that one of very things that 
the President of the United States is now apparently for the first time 
solicitous upon was brought directly to the attention of the two Houses 
of Congress preceding the passage of this law, and that the Senate was 
of the opinion that the provisions contained in the law as it was pro- 
posed and as it finally passed were entirely adequate tothe protection 
of American rights and interests in the respects in which they had been 
intruded upon and assailed. And we took into view, as Congress did 
when it passed the act providing for the annulment of the fisheries ar- 
ticles of the treaty of 1271, the fact that the twenty-ninth article of 
the treaty of 1871 was in force, both Houses did, and in order to leg- 
islate so that that would not stand in the way of redress we passed this 
statute (which the President in his message says a statute may do) to 
authorize him to deny Canadian vessels and Canadian goods access to 
our ports if they denied the right of our fishermen to transship fish; that 
the treaty had nothing to do with it; that if Great Britain, the treaty 
being in force, violated it on her side and denied to us a right that we 
had under it, we were no longer under any obligation to grant to her 
a right that she had under it, and it did not need a statute to do that. 
There are gentlemen within the hearing of my voice now who have oc- 
cupied positions as Cabinet ministers of Presidents of the United States, 
there are others who have not who have been students of public law, 
and my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] I can appeal to as one 
of the best of them, and they know that when one nation having a 
treaty with anothor chooses to break it or to refuse or refrain from car- 
rying it into reciprocal and equal effect, the other nation is no longer 
bound, and it is at the option of her Executive, whose business it is to 
see that the laws are faithfully executed, and that nothing else is exe- 
cuted, shall stand up for the rights of the nation that is thus wronged, 
] did under a treaty 


J 


So it will be see 


they chose to put a certain interpretation upon that treaty then he 
vould regard it, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, as an end of the treaty. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont to assert 
that under the act of March 3, 1887, known as the retaliation act, the 
President had the power to retaliate as to the grievances of jwhich he 
complains, and which are set forth in his message? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. That is the position of the Senator? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the position. 

Mr. VEST. I understand him further to state that without any 
statute the general power exists in the President of the United States 
to retaliate whenever there has been an infraction of a treaty? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave not said that. I will try to state my posi 
tion again. I stated some time ago, I think, that the message of the 
President contains a reference to some topics of discontent that he has 
for the first time communicatod to Congress, although very old ones, 
and the attention of Congress was called to them in reports of com 
mittecs long ago, touching the canals, for instance, that this actof 1887 
does not touch at all, because the preamble, so to speak, the introduc 
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our fishermen having a right to transship their fish from Halifax to 
Boston, where they have caught them on the high seas, and that being 


denied to them, under the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, 
if was within the competence and the duty of the President of the 
United States to inform the British Government that we regarded that 
article as no longer of foree, for it could not bein force on one side and 


not on the other at the same time. That is what previous Presidents 
and Secretaries of State have done, to the honor and benefit of the 
American name and of American interests. 

Now, sir, I want to read on the subject of this twenty-ninth article 
of the treaty of 1871 being in force a letter from the Secretary of State, 
dressed to Hon. Mr. REAGAN, a Senator of the United States, in 
conne with investigations of the Interstate Commeree Committee, 
and which was laid before that committee by the Senator from Texas 
in the e of his duty as a memberof that committee, and it is now 
files hnically speaking, although, in fact, 


Lion 





TSE 
on the of the committee, tech 
it is iu my hands: 


DEPARTMENT OF STate, Washington, January 7, 1887. 


§ [I had the honor to receive late yesterday afternoon your telegram ask- 
ing to be informed “when was the treaty of Washington between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada abrogated? When did its provisions cease 
to operate ?’’ 

rhe information you desire is found inthe accompanying document, contain- 
ing the correspondénce which took place between this Department and the 
British minister in 188, and the President's proclamation in regard to the ter- 
wination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of Washington. 

This document is reprinted in full in the recently printed Executive Docu- 
ment in relation to the rights of American fishermen in British North Ameri- 
can waters (Executive Document No. 19, House of Representatives, Forty-ninth 
Congress, second session, pages 199-210), a copy of which is also inelosed here- | 
with. 

The treaty of Washington between the United States and Great Britain did 
not relate solely to the Canadian fisheries. Only the fishery articles thereof 
were abrogated, as enumerated in the President’s proclamation of January 31, 
The remaining articles, comprising those which relate to commercial in- 
course between the United States and the British North American possessions, 
are still in force. 

{ have the honor to be, sir 





155. 


your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 
Jouwn H. REAGAN, 
U. 8S. Senate. 


Ion 


Those enumerated articles did not, as the President says in his mes- 
sage, contain Article XXIX. They named the articles that were an- 
nulled by the force and in the method provided for in the treaty itself | 
by the action of Congress, and when Congress came to pass the law 
which required the President of the United States to give notice of the 
termination of those articles, it named them, and then it provided for 
reinstating the laws of the United States which were then in astate ot 
suspense as it respected those abrogated articles. With this careful 
phraseology, which, as I have said, was adopted because Congress per- 
fectly understood, as every lawyer on investigation perfectly under- 
stood, as the Secretary of State, himself a great lawyer and statesman, 
understands, that Article X XTX is still in force, Congress provided for 
setting on foot again all the laws, etc., ‘‘so far as it relates to the arti- 
cles of said treaty so to be terminated shall be and stand repealed and 
be of no force on and after the time of the expiration of said two 
years.”? 

So much for that. We have got them, as we stand now in respect 
of the only fisheries wrong that the President mentions in this mes- 
sage of his as of crying and loud importance, as it is, the denial by the 
Canadian authorities, persisted in, as the President says, from 1886 
until now, and now continued, of the right of American fishermen fish- 
ing on the high seas under that Article X XTX or under commercial rec- 
iprocity and kindness to transship their fish to Boston or New York, 
while a Canadian fisherman or any other British vessel coming to any 
one of our ports is by the force of that article and our friendly laws 
authorized to carry his fish to Canada or from Canada to New York for 
exportation without the payment of any duty, there is the fact; and 
the President tells us that it has existed now for two years. 

Following that fact, which he says is a gross outrage and injury, is 
this statute of the United States, which says that when he is satisfied 
of that fact he shall apply the means of redress that the statute has | 
put in his hands. Why does he not doit? I should be glad to have 
somebody say, I should be giad intellectually if the President of the 
United States has said in this message what the reasons are, what the | 
impediments are to his endeavoring to faithfully execute the statute of | 
the United States upon a state of circumstances that he officially re- 
ports to exist, when that statute makes it his duty to employ the 
means that the law has given to accomplishit. Oh, no. I believe in 
the time of the late war, if I may refer to that without offense, it was | 
said from time to time that the more troops a certain Union general, 
or perhaps more than one general were supplied with, the greater dif- 
ficuliy they found in moving on the enemy, and were continually tele- 
graphing to President Lincoln that they could not go until they had 
more force. Does the President of the United States really mean to 





say to Congress that he can not take any step provided for in the act 
of 1887 until Congress shall give him further powers, and particularly 
and chiefly the very powers that on full diseussion eighteen months 
ago the Senate thought it was unfit to give him? 

‘My friend from Alabama united with my friend from Maine and my- 
self, and the Senate agreed with us, in saying that there was no neces- 
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sity for reposing in the President such an enormous power as that, and 
that it ought not to be done certainly until it should have been found, 
by a faithful execution of the proposition that we did send to him and 
that he agreed to, that those means were inadequate, then we could 
consider what should be done next. 

Alas, I think it is an infinite pity somewhere—perhaps it is the fault 
of this side of the Chamber or the other, or of somebody—it is an in- 
finite pity that in so simple a case with adequate and full statutes, the 
force or weakness of which, if they have any weakness, has never yet 
been tested by the President, the Jaw should remain nnexecuted and 
in ‘‘a state of innocuous desuetude’’ until the President of the United 
States, these wrongs before his eyes as he says, could see whether Con- 
gress put any more ammunition into his hands before he fires. 

Mr. HoAR and Mr. MorGAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to sub- 
mit any remarks on this motion ? 

Mr. HOAR. I rose for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. Proceed then. 

Mr. HOAR. I recognized the entire propriety when the Senator 
from Alabama rose at the same time that one on that side should be 
recognized, and if the Senator from Alabama desires, ,I will yield to 
him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. Proceed; I do not desire to take the floor just now. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, confession is good for the soul, and it is 
a subject of considerable satisfaction to a benevolent mind to witness 
the working of the grand Democratic confessional which seems to have 
established itself in the White House. We got a message a short time 
ago, within three months, from the President of the United States which 
contained this language: 

As the documents and papers referred to will supply full information of the 
positions taken under my administration by the representatives of the United 
States, as well as those occupied by the representatives of the Government of 
Great Britain, it is not considered necessary or expedient to repeat them in this 
message. But I believe the treaty will be found to contain a just, honorable, 


and, therefore, satisfactory solution of the difficulties which have clouded our 
relations with our neighbors on our northern border. 


The Senator from Massachusetts 


The whole subject-matter of our relations with our neighbors on our 
northern border so far as on the 20th day of February they seemed 
to require the removal of any cloud, were dealt with in atreaty which 
the President of the United States sent to us and which he and the head 
of the Department of State and every Democratic Senator who has 
dealt with the subject, so far as Inow remember, loudly and vocifer- 
ously declared removed every cause of offense or prevented its exist- 
ence in the future which the American people had against the Domin- 
ion of Canada; andwe were told when we pointed out grievance after 
grievance which was not touched, that we were proposing retaliation, 
that that was a most dangerous and abominable thing, never to be 
thought of or heard of, if it could be helped, among friendly nations, 
and that if we did not look out we should get the country inte a war. 

The Senators on that side of the Chamber having laid down before 
the demands and threats and pretentions of the little Dominion of 
Canada, they thought they were lying down by the side of the Presi- 
dent to comfort him in his own position. Now, behold, poor man, the 


| Pesident undertakes to get up and shake the mud from his own coat 


and leaves them where they have placed themselves. 

Why, sir, if this thing which is now set forth, and which has been 
affirmed by Republican Senators who have raised two committees of 
this body to address themselves to the charge that Canada has been all 
this time violating the treaty of 1871 in regard to our use of her canals 
and other transportation facilities, and in regard to the engagement 
made by Great Britain that she should afferd us equal facilities to 
those afforded to her in our territory—if, I say, that is true, as we on 
this side of the Chamber have been affirming, how happens it that the 
Administration and the negotiators of this treaty have been dumb dur- 
ing the last two years on that subject? 

if, when the representatives of Great Britain were in Washington, the 
Administration called their attention to this breach of faith on the part 


> 


| of Canada and Great Britain, to this wrong which the President now 


says demands the instant and prompt measure of retaliation, and they 
reiected a demand for redress, how happens it that that part of the ne- 
gotiation was kept wholly secret from the Senate and from the people 
of the United States, how happens it that the President sent to us a 
treaty which it was claimed removed every cause of offense and complaint 
on the part of the American people so far as their relations with Canada 
were concerned? If, on the other hand, he did not call this to the at- 
tention of the representatives of Great Britain; if, on the other hand, 
our negotiators in negotiating a treaty of peace and amity were silent, 
then in what attitude does he now seek to place the people of the United 
States, or would they have been placed but for the intervention of the 
Senate in rejecting the proposed treaty? He would have had a long 
negotiation with Great Britain extending through months, he would 
have declared to her that the results of that jiation were perfectly 
satisfactory to the country he ted, then the mgment the 
treaty to which she had amanial had been ratified and acéepted, he 
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Notice having be riven by the proclamation of the President, dated Ja 
ary al ‘f Articles XVIII to XXV and Article XXX 
the treaty of tors of customs are hereby notified that art 
cle 44 of the ¢ toms Regulations of 1884, which is identical with article 19 of 
the Regulations of March 3, 1875, made pursuant to Article XXX of said treaty 
will cease to be in force from and after this date. ; 
Shipments of merchandise in transit from one port or place within the terri- 
tory of the United States to another by a route a part of which is by land car- 
riage through the Dominion of Canada, and a part by the Great Lakes and the 
rivers connecting the same, or by the river St. Lawrence,in either British or 
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Now, see what he says in regard to our social and commercial inter- 
course in bis message transmitting the treaty: 

Our social and commercial intercourse with those populations who have been 
placed upon our borders and made forever our neighbors is made apparent by 
a list of United States common carriers, marine and inland, connecting their 
lines with Canada, which was returned by the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Senate on the 7th day of February, 1888, in answer to a resolution of that body; 
and this is instructive as to the great volume of mutually profitable interchanges 
which has come into existence during the last half century. 

This intercourse is still but partially developed, and if the amicable enterprise 
and wholesome rivalry between the two populations be not obstructed, the 
promise of the future is full of the fruits of an unbounded prosperity on both 
sides of the border, 

The treaty now submitted to you has been framed in a spirit of liberal equity 
and reciprocal benefits, in the conviction that mutual advantage and conven- 
jence are the only permanent foundation of peace and friendship between States, 
and that with the adoption of the agreement now placed before the Senate a 
beneficial and satisfactory intercourse between the two countries will be estab- 
lished so as to secure perpetual peace and harmony. 

Mr. President, if the patriotic and American spirit of a majority of 
this Senate had not scorned the surrender contained in the treaty just 
rejected, the American people would never have heard from the Execu- 
tive a lisp of a desire to affirm and maintain and defend and establish 
their rights of equality and mutuality in relation to the system of 
transportation between this country and the Canadian provinces. The 
Senate has called the attention of the public and the Administration 
to it. It has demanded from time to time of the Secretary of the 
Treasury the information in his possession, and it has got a few brief, 
meager lines which are contained in the communications which have 
come in. It has raised two special committees in addition to the in- 
vestigation of the Committee on Foreign Relations to collect the facts 
on this subject which this dilatory and halting Administration has 
failed to deal with. These facts were set forth in part in the spirited 
and able speech of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], and they 
are set forth in part in the collections already made under the direction 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations; and itis idle for the President 
of the United States to undertake at this day to cover up his retreat, 
to cover up the surrender which would have been made but for the 
spirit and patriotism of the Senate, by undertaking to come to the 
front in regard to this matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me a word be- 
fore he proceeds? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HOAR,. I desire to add onesentence which I accidentally omitted 
when I was on the floor. I desired before I sat down to say that for 
myself, and no doubt for this side of the Chamber—I have no right to 
speak for them; of course I do not know the opinion of a large major- 
ity of the Senators—I should be in favor of giving to the President of 
the United States any authority in this matter which on examination 
shall be found in any respect to be needed. There is no difference of 
opinion on that subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the message which camein yesterday 
afternoon and has been read this morning seems to have given a great 
shock to the Senators on the other side of this Chamber. The first 
effect of it was to cause theSenator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] to in- 
terrupt the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson] in his loved employ- 
meut of speaking upon the political situation in the South, and to 
ask him to give way until he could make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I may interrupt the Senator to say that he is en- 
tirely mistaken. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken, if he will pardon me. 
Of course it is a matter of no public consequence. I had suggested, as 
the Senate Chamber was nearly empty, and knowing nothing of the con- 
tents of this paper which he is now speaking of, to my friend from Iowa 
that he had better let us adjourn, and he said that the moment he got 
to the end of the paragraph he would, and he did. 

Mr. MORGAN. And thereupon, being very greatly surprised at what 
was going on here, and that the President of the United States should 
be treated with such excessive discourtesy, to say the least of it, I in- 
formed the Senator from Vermont in the open Senate that a message 
had been brought into this body which related to the fisheries treaty, 
and thereupon the Senatorfrom Vermont informed the Senate and my- 
self that the reading of that message could wait. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thereupon, in order possibly to get the Senators 
on that side of the Chamber to forget the dictation of their caucus ar- 
rangement for a little while upon this matter, I called the yeas and 
nays, and the vote revealed a party division upon the question as to 
whether the President’s message should be read, for that was the sub- 
stance of it. We are not in the habit of adjourning at 4 o’clock these 
afternoons when the business of the Senate is very pressing. 

Now, this morning, without our having had an opportunity to read 
the message, except through the indulgence of the House, finding it in 


Does the Senator from Alabama 


Certainly. 


Am I? 
You are. 
Then I am mistaken in what my eyes revealed to 
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the RECORD in the House proceedings, not having heard it read at the 
desk of the Senate on yesterday, we are precipitated into a debate about 
it. But I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont that his tactics are 
notavailable. There is no precipitation of debate that can ever put the 
friends of this message and of the President of the United States in the 
slightest degree of trepidation or bring to us the slightest degree of dis- 
comfort, because he has laid before the people of the United States in 
such a clear, manly, true, and American way the actual situation in 
respect of our relations with Canada that no covering up, no finesse, 
no apology, no excuse, no post morfem examination of this caucus 
victim that has been thrown before the country can have any possible 
effect to disparage or in any way to lessen the weight and influence of 
that message upon the honest American mind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Alabama pardon me for a 
moment? Referring to the most important part of this whole affair, 
and that is a discourtesy to the President of the United States, which 
I should be the last man knowingly to be guilty of, in adjourning with 
the message on the table, I find on taking up the CONGRESSIONAL 

RECORD of this very day, that yesterday morning there was laid be- 
fore the Senate immediately after the Journal was read, no less than 
six messages from the President of the United States, which had been 
delivered to the Senate on the day before or some preceding day, and 
which had not been laid before the Senate because it was convenient 
for the Senate to adjourn before they were; and so it is the case almost 
every day in the session. 

Mr. MORGAN. We do not know what the reason was for with- 
holding the reading of those messages until yesterday morning. That 
is a matter of no consequence at all. But in this case attention was 
distinctly called to the fact, and the Senator from Vermont knew what 
the message related to. Therefore it was nothing else, I think—we feel 
that it was nothing else—than a petulant effort on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to show the President of the United States that he 
entertained a sovereign contempt for him. Well, sir, I believe the 
President of the United States and the Democratic party both can 
stand that without the slightest tremor in their nerves. I think we 
shall survive that. The Senator from Vermont withheld his advice, 
which is so very valuable to the people of the United States, during 
all of the long discussion upon the treaty. He did that, I dare say, 
because he did not think that it was appropriate to speak upon that 
treaty or upon any treaty in the open sessions of the Senate; and yet 
the Senator thought that it was appropriate by his vote to force us to 
do it. His vote would have saved us from that necessity. His vote 
would have saved this country from all the scandal and clamor and 
vituperation that has gone out of a political character against the Ex- 
ecutive and against the policies of his administration. 

That honorable Senator forced by his vote the Democratic party to 
an open defense of this treaty and to allusions to every fact that was 
possibly in reach in its defense and in its support, and he retired from the 
Chamber in lofty indignation at the idea that we would undertake to 
debate a question in open session that we were forced to debate by his 
own vote. Perhaps if we had enjoyed the advantage of his counsel 
during the progress of that negotiation we might have arrived at some 
amendment of the treaty, for it was amendable, by which the Presi- 
dent of the United States would have been saved the necessity of sending 
in this message and trying to get us to adopt a policy which he thinks 
is a wise one and is least dangerous to otir own people in trying to cor- 
rect what is wrong and unjust and violative of treaty obligations on 
the part of Canada. 

But in the progress of this whole affair, from the time the President 
sent his first message into the Senate in 1886 down to this moment, it 
now turns out, as we think the evidence clearly establishes, that the 
purpose of all this opposition to the President in respect of his dealing 
with these fisheries has not been to get the interests of the people of 
the United States into a better shape, but it has heen to entrap the 
Executive, tv put him in side lines, in a political strait-jacket. The 
effort seems to have been to put him where he would do the bidding 
of the representatives of the minority of the people of the United 
States who have in this Chamber the majority and deprive him of the 
option to do anything else than what they required and commanded. 
This party have gone so far that they have even threatened him with 
impeachment if he dared to disobey their commands and to counter- 
vail their will. I do not know that I was ever more disagreeably as- 
tonished in my life than I was when I read in the majority report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations upon that treaty the language I 
will now put in the RECORD. 


These “ plenipotentiaries "— 


Say that committee 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading from the REcoRD, page 8509, an ex- 
tract that I made from the report. 

These “ plenipotentiaries” came to a conclusion of their labors on the 15th of 
February, 1888, and the offices of “ plenipotentiaries ’’ terminated, and the re- 
sult was reached without the advice and consent of the Senate having been 
asked or taken concerning the selection of these public ministers, and without 
any communication to either House of Congress concerning this most important 
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ect. 
is not difficult to see that, in evil times, when the President of the United 








1888. 


States may be under influence of foreign and adverse interests, such a course of 
procedure might result in great disaster to the interests and even the’safety of 
our Government and people. 

That declaration in their report has been followed by frequent as- 
severations that the President of the United States was under the in- 
fluence of foreign and adverse interests, and that he was conniving at 
and attempting to assist the British interests in the treaty of 1580, 
which he laid before the Senate, and which we rejected. 

The report proceeds: 

It is no answer to this suggestion to say that an arrangement thus concluded 
can not be valid or effectual without the advice and consent of the Senate, for 
the rights and interests of the people of the United States might be so negiected, 
misunderstood, abandoned, or sold by President's ** plenipotentiaries 
greatly embarrass if not defeat their ultimate reassertion in better times ai d 
under better administrations, though it is hoped that such will not be the case 
in respect of these negotiations. 

The word ‘* hoped’’ is used there for the purpose of 
it is the belief of the committee thatsuch will be the result. 
expectation that such will be the result, but hoping, howey 
hope, they pray that it may not so turn out. 

The report further proceeds: 

The document submitted to the Senate by the President as the outcome 
these negotiations may,it is thought, well illustrate the dangers of 
ods. 

But holding in reserve for the time being these grave questions touching 
usurpations of unconstitutional powers, or the abuse of those that may be 
thought to exist on the part of the Executive, the committee thinks it suffic'ent 
for the present occasion to deal with the document itself. 

That is a distinct threat. Withholding for the present any dealing 
with the President of the United States in this matter, they think it 
is quite ‘‘suflicient for the present occasion to deal with the document 
itself’’—the treaty. The dealing that they propose to have with him 
is in respect to the alleged abuse of his constitutional power. 

The subject with which, according to the message of the President transmit- 
ting it, this document professes to deal is ‘the settlement of the questions grow- 
ing out of the rights claimed by American fishermen in British North American 
waters.” 

The Senator who prepared that paper never means anything but what 
he says, and he never says anything idly. Therefore those who read 
these paragraphs in the report of the majority understand that one dis- 
tinct feature of this movement was that the 
States was to have a rod held over him, and in the event that he did 
not see proper to conform his policy to suit the wishes of the majority 
in this body or to suit the wishes of the majority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations he might expect hereafter that these alleged abuses 
of his constitutional powers will be brought in judgment against him. 

I am very much gratified to know that the President is not alarmed 
at this atall. I think the country appreciates the fortitude of the man 
who can stand up against the utterances of the honorable Senator from 
Vermont and with cool, quiet complacency still pursue the line of duty 
without tremor and without any departure. 

So we like him better since this message has come in. 
confidence in him sirce he bas been able to withstand this terrible re- 
buff. We think more of him since he has been able on this and on all 
other occasions to exercise the high functions of his executive office in 
the choice of the measure which he considers that it is necessary to pur- 
sue and the best to pursue in order to deliver and relieve his country 
from embarrassments growing out of misconduct of our neighbors in 
Canada. 

The Senator from Vermont, at the head of the subcommittee about 
which he has spoken to-day, made a declaration to this body which I 
shall read. After having summed up the evidence taken by that com- 
mittee, and having gone over a historical review of many of the facts 
connected with our treaty and other relations with Canada and Great 
Britain regarding the fisheries, he proceeds to say 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On what page? 

Mr. MORGAN. Page 583. 


It will be seen from the correspondence and papers submitted by the President 


as to 


in his message on the subject, of the 8th of December last (Executive Document | 


No. 19, Forty-ninth Congress, second session), and from the testimony taken by 
the committee, that some of these instances of seizure or detention, or of driving 
vessels away by threats, etc., were in clear violation of the treaty of 1818, and 
that others were on such slender and technical grounds, either as applied to fish- 
ing rights or commercial rights,as to make it impossible to believe that they 
were made with the large and just object of protecting substantial rights against 
real and substantial invasion, but must have been made either under the stimu- 
lus of the cupidity of the scizing officer, sharpened and made safe by the ex- 
traordinary legislation to which the committee has referred, whereby the seiz- 
ing officer,no matter how unjust or illegal his procedure may have been. is 
made practically secure from the necessity of making substantial redress to the 
party wronged,or of punishment, or else they must have arisen from a system- 
atic disposition on the part of the Dominion authorities to vex and harass 
American fishing and other vessels so as to produce such a state of embarrass- 
ment and inconvenience with respect to intercourse with the Provinces as to 
coerce the United States into arrangements of general reciprocity with the Do- 
minion. 


Now, a more distinct arraignment of a government was never made 
than was thus made by the Committee on Foreign Relations of this 
body, of Great Britain for the actual, willful, intentional violation of 
the treaty of 1818, with the exception that the Senator from Vermont 
in preparing this indictment against Great Britain did not specify the 
particular instances in which Canada had willfully and intentionally 
violated the treaty of 1818. He made a broad sweep at a very large 
number of cases which had occurred before that time, not stopping in 
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his examination of them until he got back to the beginning of the treaty, 
so that all antecedent acts on the part of the provincial courts ar d au 
thorities of which complaint was made in this report are referred to in 
treaty olf 1818 had been intention- 

nent of Great Britain, and 
mentioned in a general way, of seizures and 
in clear vio- 
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The act of 
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the act of 
manda- 
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igh with these troubles with Canada by 


eaty-making power. 


March 3, 1887, was carefully prepared by the ator from 


the 


Pel 
as to throw the entire 
President. It entirely competent after the declaration which he 
made in this report for him to have prepared a law containing as a re- 
cital, if you please, the matter set out in the report in ke 1 t, and 
ause the treaty had 
to proceed to retaliate, and then to have supplied him 
n and means to have made that retaliation effectual. 

Hlere is the declaration, followed by what? By an act that left it 
in the discretion of the President of the United States to do or not to 
do these things. In the debate which attended the passage of that 
law, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] wanted to know whether 
it was the purpose to force the Government of the United States into 
retaliation as the result of the action of Congress upon this question. 
law very similar in its 
passed, but containing 
the additional stipulation—I do not quote the language, but I quote 
the substance of it—that the President of the United States should 
have the right by proclamation to exclude railway trains from coming 
into the United States, and thereby shut out completely intercourse 
Not merely commercial intercourse, but also, 
necessarily, to a large extent to prevent intercourse of a social char- 
acter, to prevent families from having the opportunity of visiting each 
other, to prevent our delectable bank-robbers from havinga chance of 
making a ready escape into Canada for the purpose of getting rid of re- 


responsibility of action upon 


was 


} 


been violated 


| sponsibility to the law and finding shelter there. 


The provision on that subject about which the Senator from Vermont 
has been reading from the report of the committee of conference has no 
sort of relation to the subject of the passage of goods in bond back and 
forth between these countries, not tie slightest, as it was found in the 
House bill. That subject was left to be disposed of according to the 
treaty of 1871, and according to the laws of the United States based 
upon and enacted in connection with that treaty. When the Sen- 
ate conferees ohjected to the conferring of this enormous power into 
the hands of the President of the United States, the objection was dis- 


| tinctly based upon the ground that it was too near an approach in our 
| legislation to actual hostility. 

myself and other Senators that when we prohibit intercourse between 
| the people of two countries, then we have got to a position where we 


The ground was taken in debate by 


would not be able to hold our own people in restraint, as I announced 
on that occasion, and could not do it for a month at a time unless we 
involved the countries in a state of actual war. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabamaa 
question to see if I understand him. Does he claim that the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was abrogated by the later notice? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not got to that, Mr. President; I am not 
near that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator to say—— 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will please indulge me. I shall dis- 
cuss that question, but just now I do not want to have it interpolated 
in this particular part of my remarks. : 

What I am discussing is this: What power was it that the Senate com- 
mittee of conference wanted to deny tothe President of the United States 
in respectof thisactof retaliation? Itwas the power to prohibit actual 
intercourse between the people of Canada and the people of the United 
States so far as the running of railroad trains was concerned. That was 
the whole thing. It had no more reference to the question of the trans- 
shipmentof goods in bond through Canada tothe United States or through 
the United States into Canada than it had to one of the Psalms of David. 
The subjects stand entirely apart, and so great a lawyer as the Senator 
from Vermont is confessedly placed in a question :ble attitude before 
the people of the United States when he undertakes to discuss these 
questions as if they were one, or as if they were of the slightest kin to 
each other. We did not want—I did not want to put the discretionary 
power in the hands of the President of the United States, not that I 
distrusted him, to forbid intercourse between the United States and 
Canada absolutely as a measure of retaliation, but because I do not be- 
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lieve that in the absence of a declaration of war by Congress we could 
put a measure upon the statute-book that was more warlike in all its 
aspects than just that. 
If we were to pass an 
people of the United States should not pass the border, that the rail- 
road trains should not deliver freights to each other, that there should 
be no commercial intercommunication and no means of transit be- 
tween the two countri« would place ourselves in such an attitude 
towards Mexico as that a war would become necessary within a month’s 
time. The Congress of the United States has not got the power to hold 


the American people back behind an imaginary line—on our side of it— 
by an enactment of that kind, until they bring the war power to bear; 
declare a state of actua r between the two countries, and then bring 
into actual operation all of the great and arbitrary powers which be- 
long to a state of war. 


So when the House of Representatives, as I thought, without due 
consideration, brought forward that feature in that bill, it occurred to 
me that for no purpose whatsoever relating to the then relations be- 
tween the United States and Canada could that be supported as wise 
legislation, and I opposed it for that reason, and so stated on the floor 
of the Senate. 

In all of that debate, so far as I remember it, and I think I do re- 
member it, the question of the transshipment of fish in bond was not 
even alluded to. Onthe contrary, this report of the Committee on For- 
‘ign Relations before me shows that it was then the belief of the com- 
mittee that the legal relations between the United States and Can- 
ada were such, whether they grew out of the treaty of 1871 or out of 
our own acts of Congress, as that goods might be admitted from Canada 
in bond and passed through our country without the payment of duties, 
and, on the other hand, that goods might pass through our country into 
Canada in bond, upon like terms. There was no disposition at that 
time to disturb that relation between the people of the United States 
and the people of Canada, for then this question of the proper way to 
deal with the fisheries question had not got into the narrow condition 
and shape that it is now, since the rejection of the treaty of 1888. 

I am compelled here to make a statement which I regret the neces- 
sity of making at all. In 1886 and 1887, when we were passing this 
retaliation law, we were looking forward to some means of healing up 
the difficulties between Canada and the United States which had so 
long embroiled the two countries. Every man on the floor of the Sen- 
ate knew that the time would arrive sooner or later in his history or 
in that of a successor in office when he should have to consider this 
matter upon a treaty between the two countries. If we retaliated and 
Canada yielded we could not consent that that retaliation and that 
yielding or concession should be a mere ephemeral matter that would 
pass away inaday. It was obligatory upon us and the Government 
with which we were dealing that whatever conclusion might be reached 
between the two, whether under the stress of retaliation or whether 
by a consensus of opinion or an agreement absolutely obligatory upon 
both governments, the final result should be stated in an agreement 
between the two countries, and be ratified as a treaty. 

Why was this necessary? Because, as has been so often repeated in 
the debate upon the treaty of 1888, the interests between the people of 
Canada and the United States in these fisheries are joint interests—in- 
terests that can never be controlled and regulated by laws of retalia- 
tion. Two partners can not conduct business jointly when they are 
continually endeavoring the one to swindle the other, or when one is 
trying to get the advantage in accounts of the other, or when one is 
evincing a personal hostility to the other, or when one is interfering 
with the affairs of the other. Much more so is it the fact in respect of 
the joint tenancy in the fisheries, where men must anchor their ships 
side by side upon the banks and fish together, or where they must draw 
their seines if they are near the shore in the same waters, or where the 
bait that they throw upon the waters shall attract the fish so that each 
vessel may catch the fish from its own deck. So every Senator, when 
he was considering this retaliation law, knew that the only effect of it 
that was possible was to bring Canada nearer to the line of what we 
believed to be correct in her dealings with us, and that we could thereby 
establish a basis and foundation for a new treaty upon which we would, 
as we hoped, be soop required to act. Therefore in the discussion of 
that law of retaliation I was discussing a law that was looking toa 
treaty as its result. But it appears the Senator from Vermont was 
discussing a law that looked to war for its result. 

I was not for retaliation then for the purpose of destroying Canada, 
niuch less for the purpose of destroying our own people. Iwas for put- 
ting it in the power of the President of the United States to retaliate 
and thereby to convince Great Britain and Canada that we had armed 
our own local authorities here with power enough to rectify whatever 
of wrong they might do us, and that we meant to execute that purpose 
unless they came to some wise and just and honorable agreement with 
us. If there was a Senator on this floor who had it in his mind to do 
something else, let him avow it. If there is a Senator here who be- 
lieved that it was the duty of the President of theUnited States imme- 
diately to proceed to retaliate upon Canadian commerce for injustice 
and ‘wrong which before that time had been done to us, let him avow 
it. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Lest by silence I should be taken by the public 
and I am very sensitive about that—to have acceded to all that my 
friend says, I wish to state, if he wants me to answer him now, that 
[ am very far from avowing that anybody in the Senate thought the 
President under the law was to proceed to obtain redress for matters 
that had occurred before the passage of the law, unless they had then very 
recently occurred, for the statute itself, which my honorable and dis- 
tinguished friend was so useful in helping to frame, provided that the 
occasion for the President’s action should be something which when he 
came to act should have then recently occurred. We were looking un 
doubtedly chiefly to the future. 

But I must say also in answer to my friend’s question that I had 


no expectation and I did not know anybody then who had, that it wa 
a lever for a treaty, and that that was all it was. The report of the 
committee, I believe, was carefully read over to every member of the 


committee, in 1887, and all concurred in it just as it was presented to 
the Senate; and I think that it is difficult for anybody now to read 
that report and fail to understand that the report thought the case 
could be much better treated by legislation than by negotiation, as all 
our relations with Canada, except for two short intervals that were 
referred to, had been carried on by what is called retaliation on former 
occasions until reciprocal legislation adjusted them. That is as far as 
I ought to go as a mere answer to my friend’s question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator ought to goa good deal far- 
ther. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I wiil, if you desire. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the Senator might answer with a good 
deal more clearness than he has yet on thisoccasion. His answer was 
in one particular pretty clear until by his subsequent remarks he got 
it thoroughly under a cloud and in a fog. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me try it again. 

Mr. MORGAN. LIobject to your trying it any more until I have 
discussed all that you have already laid before us. The Senator says 
that there were some events of a then recent occurrence in respect of 
which he thought retaliation would and ought to take place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I misunderstood him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have misunderstood me, if I may interrupt 
you. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say that the law having passed, the statute was 
carefully framed not to go into a retaliation for the events which had 
taken place, but it may have been dependent upon what the President 
found to have been then recently occurring. ‘The act was passed on 
the 3d of March. If on the 2d of March, for instance, or the 28th of 
February, or the Ist of February, or the 1st of January, there was a 
case where, in a fair and public sense, a great official like the Presi- 
dent of the United States would say this outrage has now recently oc- 
curred which Congress was looking to, he was authorized to act. He 
had a right to go behind the date of the act in that respect, because the 
description of the event upon which he was to act was made as clear 
as it was possible for language to make it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That committee in its report gave a statement of 
cases by name, by the date of the occurrence, and some memorandum 
also of the facts upon which the committee thought that the Govern- 
ment of the United States might properly make the declaration which 
the committee drew up with so much of clearness and force, that the 
treaty of 1818 had been violated willfully and intentionally by Great 
Britain. There are the cases stated by the Senator from Vermont, 
and there is the declaration, and some of those cases were then very 
recent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the last date? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know that these are put here in chrono- 
logical order so that I would be able to give the last date. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not give yourself trouble about it. 
look it up. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can easily find it, because he has pre- 
sented the list of cases to which he of course thinks his remarks made 
in this report have the greatest application. Then the Senator drew 
this law. If he knew the cases then recently occurring that violated 
the treaty of 1818, why did not the honorable Senator put those cases 
in and make them the basis of legislation? Why did he notsay to the 
President of the United States, ‘‘ These cases have occurred, and this 
treaty has been violated, and here are the facts lying before you; and 
the Congress of the United States declares in a bill that retaliation 
shall take place, that the time for negotiation has ended, and that 
these cases are not a fit subject for negotiation?’’ Why not put all 
that in your law instead of requiring of the President of the United 
States first that he shall ascertain at his own peril what cases there 
were that were in the mind of the Senator from Vermont that he did 
not put in black and white upon any sheet of paper; why did not the 
Senator state the cases that had then recently oceurred, or ‘‘lately’’ in 
the language of the act? Why was not all this disclosed, if the object 
of this legislation was to compel the President of the United States to 
put our commercial interests in jeopardy by declaring an embargo be- 
tween us and Canada? Why were not the cases mentioned? Why 
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tions, a joint resolution, which is now upon our table, le- ; next was that 

clare that Venezuela is in default about this matter st | 1 to t : 

be made to settle speedily—I 4 quoting the language—and ft t 

the forces of the United States are put by that joi ! lut t tl ict a ‘ 

command of the President of the United States to compel s Lent Le ¢ of 1 ' 

to be made. That meansa declaration of war most plainly unless V« il, iron, o thing else tl] ild ] f 

ezuela pays the money within some 1 ynable time, or unless she en- | self not on to t t er t 

ters into some negotiation or arrangement by which that money is to it h muld t La 


be paid. was 
Suppose you had put the languag t] int resolution in th t 
of 1887, then the President of the United ates would have had no | Senator f é t put his 











4 doubt or difficulty about the meaning of the law. But instead of do- | the Presi yi e intot then 
% ing that there is that sort< um blir bout the matter which ¢ da | Cases t l | ; r 
f and the people of the Uni States alike understand to an t toa} twen 
4 mere declaration on our part th: causes which h lately taken Mr. GEORG t é 
< place, some of which we did n I vould tify us in retaliation Mr. MORGA) 
if the President saw proper to 1 t to it di h ¢ sions arose tely oceul y 
in the future that they would justify aliatior But even in respect P le t WAS 21 
of that it was !eft to his discretion whether he would issue his procla- | h: 1 CO i h ¢ guis tra t ( 



























Now, I will read the lang e of t use n States ust 1 é t ( 
portant in this connection to pre wha that the ilmo ( He ] vy all t 7 
gress of the I 1 States d I ident of the United story of t 
to do: ic | 3] rb t 
That whenever the President of the 1 ted re S it ae ’ . 
can fishing vessels or American fishern n waters ora tained ¢ i rm ¢ xat that 
rts or places of the British dominious ‘ rthen la had « Y Ad tration: but 1 
een denied or abri i he enjoy! s secured to the ales , 
by treaty or law, or are or then lately have t ed or harassed p OU . : , ; = 
2 in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to unre ‘ rictions. recu stat o reta t 1 3] | 
; lations, or requirements in ect of s rights, or « I tly v 1 1 | pos ( t 
: or harassed in said waters, ry ~ iH 
l ‘ i A i > ( i 
The President must be satisfied that thes ha er op 1 4 r mouth in the way « 
a The Senator from Vermont was satisfied that [UNDS. W the ra 
4 so stated in his report, but instead of expressin The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bert 
; own honest mind in an act of Congress and Senat om : ) Ss \ 
= action upon that, he abdicated the duty of di Ir. MORGA) 
the United States to proceed to retaliate and Mr MUN that 1 
leaving it to the President to become satisfied, friend fr ’ li é 
The President of the United States has a rigl o be t 9 I ! ‘ the trutl Ll so I 
withstanding the omnipotence of the Senator from Vermont in the Re- i : ytton that m 1854 
publican party, from taking his counsel on every occasion and under | Ing ro : 01 ible possibility of 
all circumstances as being infallible. The Senator from Vermont y | hected vy 1 the erles t ng place 1 i 


modestly declined to put himself in the front of this matter I cons bine ai chew from 1871 to 
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part of that report (which I should be glad if I were alone responsible 


for, as a mere matter of pride, but I have no right to claim it) and for | 


the language of the act itself which his gree: . vility and skill helped 
to frame as the humble Senator from Vermont. 

I submit to him, therefore, that it is not quite just to say that the 
Senator from Vermont was looking to party considerations in the frame- 
work of that bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, there was a period prior to 1854, 
reaching back to 1818, during which there was a terrible record made 
of occurrencesand wrongs by Canadians and provincial authorities, and 
oftentimes by the British navy, against the fishermen of the United 
States, and with the exception of the cases of the Washington and the 
Argus, which were arbitrated before the commission that was organized 
under the treaty of 1853, no redr. ss had been sought for those evils, and 
they remained there rafted up in vast masses of wrong at the time that 
that report was written, when they are referred to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, if my friend will pardon me, 
as we are trying to get at the truth, the Senator will certainly agree 
that the convention of 1853, of which the Washington and the Argus 
were two instances, covered every previous wrong of a similar charac- 
ter, and all the cases that could be proved were allowed, and those 
that could not were disallowed. There was nothing, therefore, left to 
the action of the commission by the treaty of 1853 that the United 
States had the slightest right to complain of. 

Mr. MORGAN. The treaty of 1453 was a convention for the pur- 
pose of settling damages that were due from the Government of Great 
Britain to our citizens individually and personally. It did not take 
into consideration aay national questions at all, such as dishonor of the 
flag, invasion of the treaty. No question of that sort came before the 
convention of 1853, and it could not come before it. The Government 
of the United States, whose flag had been dishonored and outraged, 
had omitted to make any demand of reparation for these private citi- 
zens; but a convention was formed in 1853 to consider the question of 
damages between a private individual of the United States and a for- 
eign government. Then they came in of their own motion and got 
their damages; and now, because the private citizen got his money for 
the property that was taken from him, it is argued by the Senator from 
Vermont that that was a condonation and a healing up of all the in- 
ternational questions concerning the construction of the treaty of 1818 
and the wrongs that had been done to our flag and country. 

No, sir, those questions remain there undisposed of. They were vio- 
lations of the treaty, not the mere capture of private property under 
circumstances that did not warrant capture. What the Senator from 
Vermont complained of in his report was the persistent and intentional 
violation of the treaty by these governments, not by their petty courts 
in the colonies or elsewhere. That is notthe question—far short of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator says that the treaty of 1853 did not 
cover these subjects, and so on; but the fifth article says: 


‘The high contracting parties engage to consider the result of the proceedings | 


of this commission as afull, perfect, and final settlement of every claim upon 
either government arising out of any transaction of a date prior tothe exchange 
of the ratifications of the present convention— 

Whether presented to it or not. I appeal to my friend to say what 
public claim the United States had against Great Britain after this 
treaty of 1853-’54 had been executed. 

Mr. MORGAN. After the Senator from Vermont has spent twenty 
years in the Senate of the United States and is one of the most emi- 
nent jurists in the country, that he should put a question of that kind 
to me surprises me. It astonishes me that he should attempt to iden- 
tify the governmental responsibility between these two great powers 
for the violation of the treaty, with settled purpose, with the claim for 
damages to which that convention of 1853 clearly limits the jurisdic- 
tion of that commission. I do not think I need to occupy my time in 
going over that ground on the floor of the Senate. I prefer to pursue 
the tenor of the argument that I was making. 

Then, here we have these*unrequited evils, these misinterpretations 
of the treaty, these abuses of our fishermen in violation of the treaty 
of 1818 by the colonial legisiatures, which is complained of in this re- 
port, and that occurred before 1854. Then came a period between 1865 
and 1871 during which all of these troubles that have been engendered 
always by the treaty of 1818, when it came into control of the relations 
between the two countries, flared up intoa bonfire. The whole country 
was in anxiety and in distress because of the renewals of these troubles 
between 1866 and 1871. 

This treaty of 1871 was put into the extraordinary form that it was 
in order that the Republican party might buy its peace rather than 
meet these questions face to face and settlethem. We gave the Cana- 
dians fishing rights down our coast to the thirty-ninth degree of north 
latitude, which they did not have before. Wegave them, as it turned 


out, five and a half million dollars in money for the purchase of this 
peace, and we gave them free fish and free fish-oil. 

That was considered good Republican doctrine then, and we used 
the fishery rights and all of the influences to be brought to bear upon 
British and Canadian cupidity by agreeing to large relaxations of the 
duty on fish, in making the treaty of 1871, in order to get money 
from the British Government to pay over to the insurance companies 
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of the country, to compensate them for their losses by the Confederate 
cruisers, 

I do not wonder that the Senator from Vermont wanted Mr. Cleve- 
land to limit his proclamations of non-intercourse to cases then lately 
occurring, but it would have been a most convenientthing, an entirely 


| just and manly thing, when these cases were put for him to consider 


and to investigate and to act upon, that there should have been some 


| indication of what those cases were and what was meant to be included 








in the words ‘‘then lately.’’ 
the President. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. BECK. Suppose he had done then what he wants to do now? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kentucky asks me this question: 
Suppose that he had done then what he asks the authority to do in this 
message, what would we have done about it? We would have said, 
‘* You are acting outside of your authority; we did not put in that power 
atall; we did not give you any jurisdiction and control over that branch 
of the subject. It was not even debated in the Senate, it was withheld; 
and all we gave you the power to do was to prevent ships and goods from 
coming into the country, not from passing through it in bond. That 
subject was not mooted.’? And if he had done it I suppose that the 
threat which I have read here would not have been held in reserve, but 
it would have been executed or attempted to be executed against him 
by presenting articles of impeachment against him. 

This report of the majority of the committee on the treaty of 1888 
went into the question, to some extent, about the twenty-ninth arti- 


I think it was nothing but a trap set for 


| cle of the treaty of 1871, and says: 


In February, 1883, however, as the period was approaching when these pro- 
visions could be terminated on notice, both Houses of Congress unanimously 
(or certainly without any division) passed resolutions terminating Articles 
XVIII, XIX, XX, XXI, XXII, XXIIT, XXIV, XXV, XXX, and XXXII of said 
treaty, which articles covered the whole fishery subject as well ascertain mat- 
ters of navigation, ete. This termination took effect on July 1, 1885. 

By the twenty-ninth article of the same treaty, which is still in force, the 
United States engaged that all goods, wares, and merchandise arriving at cer- 
tain ports named and destined for the British possessions in North America, 
should have entry and transit without the payment of duty, and it was recipro- 
cally agreed on the part of Great lritain thatall goods, wares, and merchandise 
arriving at any of the ports of British North Americaand destined for the United 
States, should also have the right of free entry and transit to the United States, 


ete. 

That the forgoing mentioned article of the treaty of 1871 covered and included 
the transmission of fish from American fishing vessels as well as other goods is 
evident, not only from the plain and comprehensive language of the article, but 
from the statements of the formal British case laid before the Halifax Com mis- 
sion in 1877, wherein the right of the transshipment of fish from Canadian ports 
to the United States free of duty, covered by that article, was made the ground 
of claim for compensation. 

So this committee commit themselves absolutely to the proposition 
that the right of transshipping fish by American fishermen was in- 
cluded in the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871. 

They then proceed to the following deduction: 

It inevitably follows: 

1. That the right of American fishing vessels to transship their fish from Ca- 
nadian ports to those of the United States was not derived from the fisheries ar- 
ticles and did not depend upon them; 

2. That such rightclearly existed by force of Article XXIX and did not depend 
upon any other; and 

3. That Article X XIX not having been terminated, the right of American fish- 
ing vessels to enter Canadian ports for the purpose of transshipping their car- 
goes is as clear and unquestionable as that of any other American vessels. 

Under the treaty of 1871, with all the privileges granted to Americans in re- 
spect of fishing in British waters, the practical result was the diminution of 
American fishing interests and a corresponding large increase of the Canadian 
fishing interests, owing to the superior facilities of the Canadians in fishing near 
their own homes, dnd their right guarantied by that treaty to dispose of their 
fish in American ports free from all duties and impositions. It was this, doubt- 
less, that led the British Government to refuse to terminate the fisheries article 
of 1871 when it had already obtained $5,500,000 as the established recompense 
for the superior (alleged) advantages obtained by American fishermen under 
that treaty. 

After the final termination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of 1871, it being 
apparent that the United States could not be persuaded or beguiled into a re- 
newal of the so-called reciprocity with Canada, the former methods of un- 
friendly coercion and harassment were again resorted to and with great exag- 
geration. New Canadian laws, sanctioned by the home government, were en- 
acted, calculated and evidently designed to effectually frustrate and destroy all 
the substantial rights that American fishermen were entitled to enjoy under the 
treaty of 1818, and to destroy the mutuality of the act of 1830 and the benefits of 
Article XXIX of the treaty of 1871. 


Suppose those declarations were true at the time they were made, 
they were not affected in the slightest degree by the treaty Mr. Bay- 
ard negotiated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
which he is reading? 

Mr. MORGAN. On pages 13 and 14. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of what report? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of your report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report of 1887 or the report on the treaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The report on the treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama kindly yield to me, 
that I may offer a resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will yield now to any morning business, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the. House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (i H. R. 10234) making appro- 


Will the Senator kindly refer me to the page from 
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priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes; that the House further insisted upon 
its disagreement to Senate amendments 26, 27, 33, and 35 to the said 
bill, and asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1661) 
for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the city of New York, 
and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had | 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by | 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. B. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Bussey; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a pension to Joseph 8S. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of William Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russel L. Doane, of Peck, 
Salinac County, Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fulton; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) increasing the pension of W. E. Stokes; 

A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 

A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Horgain; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 

A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charles Walster; 

A bill (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 6001) granting a pension to Sarah J. Fraily; 

A bill (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray; 

A bill (H. R. 6501) to grant a pension to Joseph F. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

A bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
sonS. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to Jacob Copes; 

A bill (H. R. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; 

A bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary; 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

A bill (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin, | 
asurvivor of the Mexican war aid late a private in Company D, Third 
United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 

A bill (H. R. &912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J. 
Patchin; 

A bill (17. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 

A bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Hogan; 

A bill (H. R. 9372) granting a pension to John Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emanuel H. Custer; 

A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

A bill (H. R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 9702) to increase the pension of Charles S. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension-roll; | 

A bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 

A bill (H. R. 10418) granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 10525) increasing the pension of Edward Jardine; 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 10789} granting a pension to Philip Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) for the relief of M. M. Gibson; 

A bill (H. 3055) for the relief of A. F. Saint Sure Lindefelt; 

A bill (H. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn; and 


hk 
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A bill (H. R. 11118) to authorize the construction and operation of 
a street-railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and Pasodel Norte, Mexico. 


TOLLS ON GOODS EXPORTED TO CANADA. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama very courteously allows me 
to offer a resolution which I had designed to offer at the appropriate 
time in the morning business, and as I am going to leave the Senate Cham- 
ber in a short time to be absent until Monday, I shall ask for the pres- 

. b 
ent consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resoluti 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States |! 
judgment incompatible with the public interest, to commun 
copies of all communications, if any, addressed by his direct ove 
ment of Great Britain, remonstrating with that government ainst the wrongs 
and unfair treatment to our citizens by the action of the Canadian Government 
in refunding to vessels and cargoes which pass through the Welland and other 
Canadian canals nearly the entire tolls if they are destined to Canadian ports, 
while those bound for American ports are not allowed any such advantage, and 
the breach of the engagement contained in the treaty of 1871, whereby Great 
Britain promised to the United States equality in the matter of such canal trans- 


portation. Also copies of any demand made by his direction upon Great Br 
ain for the redress of such wrongs an ) 


ithe of Gre 
munication and demand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I want time to examine it. 
printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution will be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie over and be 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of July 5, 1888, a report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Oflice in regard to improper and unlawful selections under the 
swamp and overflowed land-grant acts of 1850 and subsequent years; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and erdered to be 
printed. 


yn will be read. 


tin his 
he Senate 
rii- 


replies at Britain to such com- 


Is there objection to the present con- 


r and be 


printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3017) for the relief of Daniel Donovan, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 

(H. R. 4239) for the relief of P. H. Winston, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved its reference, accompanied by a 
report, to the Committee on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

ERROR 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back House joint resolution 201, and as it is simply to cor- 
rect an error in an appropriation bill which has passed, and is neces- 
sary in order that the money appropriated for a specific object may be 
iilable, I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution may 
be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ireport back the joint resolution (H. Res. 201) to cor- 
rect an error in the act making an appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That an error in the act making an appropriation for the 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June , 1889, and { 


purposes, designating the “ Ladies’ Silk Culture Society of Calif t 
“California Ladies’ Silk Culture Association of California’ 


IN AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION ACT. 


Does the Senator from Alabama 


Is there objection to the present con- 
J z 


De- 
wr other 

as the 
be corrected so that 


} the same shall read, ‘* Ladies’ Silk Culture Society California.” 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There is an amendment to be moved. Before the 
word ‘‘California,’’ in the last line of the joint resolution, I move to 
insert the word ‘* of.’’ 

I wish to say that the language found in the bill as it passed was 
precisely as it came from the House of Representatives. The Senate 
had no information on the subject, and in addition this association was 
described by the precise name in the last preceding agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. But it bas been discovered that in order thas the 
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money may be drawn it will have to be otherwise named, and hence 
the necessity for the passage of the joint resolution. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to insert the word 
‘tof’? before ‘*California’’ in the last line of the joint resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In accordance with the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps], and inasmuch as the joint resolution 
will have to go back to the House of Representatives any way on ac- 
count of the amendment which has already been made, I will move to 
further amend the joint resolution by striking out the word ‘‘ corrected,’’ 
in line 8, and inserting the word ‘‘ amended.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There is one other place of the same kind where 
that improper language is used. 

Mr. PLUMB. In view of the language in the first part of the joint 
resolution, I think I will let it stand just as it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; let it go. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concvrred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolution 
to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3484) to empower the President 
more effectually to carry out the purposes of an actentitled ‘*An act to 
authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trad- 
ing and other vessels in certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
March 3, 1887, and to authorize the President to protect American in- 
terests against unjust discrimination in the use of canals in the British 
dominions of North America; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BECK. Let the bill be read at length; it is not long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, if there be no objection. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the President may deem it his duty to ex- 
ercise any of the powers given to him by an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the President of the United States to protect and defend the rights of American 
fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and other vessels, in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, it should be lawful 
for the President in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to suspend in 
whole or in part the transportation in bond and without the payment of duty of 
goods, wares,and merchandise imported or exported from any foreign country 
except Canada to or from the British dominions in North America across the 
territory of the United States. 

Sc. 2. Whenever the President shall be satisfied that thereisany discrimina- 
tion whatever in the use of the Welland Canal, the St. Lawrence River canals, 
the Chambly Canal, or either of them, whether by tolls, drawbacks, refund of 
tolis, or otherwise, which is or may be detrimental to the interests of the United 
States or any of its citizens, it shall be lawful forthe President in his discretion 
to issue a proclamation tothat effect; whereupon there shall be collected a toll 
of 20 cents a ton upon every foreign vessel and her cargo passing through either 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal or the St. Clair Flats Canal, and the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury may authorize and direct any of the customs officers to collect the tolls 
levied under this act. The President, when satisfied that such discrimination 
has ceased,may issue his proclamation to that effect in his discretion, wkere- 

< upon the tolls authorized by this act shall no longer be collected. 

Sree. 3. The Secretary of tho Treasury is authorized to mako any regulations 
nee ful to carry this act into effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be considered as read 
the second time, if there be no objection, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather the bill should go over until the 
President’s message isacted upon. Letitgo until the President’s mes- 
sage is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Ohio to object to the second reading of the bill to-day ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do; but at a later period, if the President’s mes- 
sage is referred to-day, I should be glad to have the bill read the sec- 
ond time and referred. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
time, will lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8S. 3485) restoring the homestead 
right of Charles Weitfie; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 3486) for the relief of the State 
of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3487) to subdivide the 
internal-revenue collection district of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 





The bill having been read the first 


Mr. CULLOM. 
that when ihe Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next, 
The motion was agreed te. 
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FISHING RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to refer the message of the 
President of the United States to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is proper now that I should make 
some examination of our statute laws as they relate to the subject of 
the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871, not for the purpose of 
trying to demonstrate that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty is in 
existence or trying to demonstrate that it is not in existence. A ma- 
jority of the Committee on Foreign Relations, in the report which they 
made upon the treaty which has just been rejected by the Senate, affirmed 
that the twenty-ninth article was in existence and continued to be in ex- 
istence and that it applied tothe transshipment of iish in bond from Amer- 
ican fishing vessels through Canadatothe United States. That view of 
the case has been denied by the British Government, and the colonial 
governments have refused and given notice of their refusal to permit 
fish to be transshipped by our fishermen in bond under the provisions 
of that treaty, contending that the fisheries clauses of the treaty of 
1871 had no reference at all to the twenty-ninth article and were not 
covered by it in any respect, and that Article I of the treaty of 1818 
prohibited our fishermen from the right to enter their ports for the pur- 
pose of transmitting their fish in bond through Canada. 

It is well enough to look back a little at the history of this matter. 
Before we had enacted any statute on the subject of the Canadians 
having the right to go through our country with their produce in bond, 
the regulations of the Treasury Department based upon some law— 
and I do not know what it is—permhitted goods to pass to and fro be- . 
tween Canada and the United States in bond without the payment of 
duties-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the law of 1866. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was before that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before 1866? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; before 1866. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There must have been a law for it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think there was any law forit. I think 
there was no positive statute for it, no statute bearing directly upon 
the subject at all. It was a reeulation of the Treasury Department, 
which found its way, however, into practice, as Iam informed. I am 
not complaining of it at all, because I think that it was—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 
him or the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHzRMAN] whether the act of 1866 
was the first statute on that subject? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the first statute, but the practice I allude 
to obtained before that. 

Now I want to read section 5 of that act of 1866, and let us get at 
something of the meaning of it. 


Sec. 5. And be ¢t further enacted, That from and after the passage of this act 
al] goods, wares, or merchandise arriving at the ports of New York, Boston, 
and Portland, or any other port of the United States which may be specially 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the ad- 
jacent British provinces, or arriving at the port of Point Isabel, Tex., or any 
other port of the United States which may be specially designated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and destined for places in the Republic of Mexico, may 
be entered at the custom-house and conveyed in transit through the territory 
of the United States without the payment of duties, under such rules, reguia- 
tions,and conditions for the protection of the revenue as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. TELLER. What act is that? 

Mr. MORGAN. The act of July 28, 1856, Thirty-ninth Congress, 
first session. 

Now, in respect of goods arriving at New York, Boston, and Port- 
land, or any other port of the United States which may be specially 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, to fall within the provis- 
ions of this Jaw they must be goods destined fur places in the adjacent 
British provinces, not goods coming from the British provinces and pass- 
ing out of our ports, but goods coming to our seaports and passing duty 
free under bond into places in the British provinces. Ido not know 
by what legislative authority it is asserted here, or ever has been as- 
serted, that goods coming from Canada may pass free through the United 
States to foreign countrie:. That act does not provide for it, and there 
is no act providing for it that I have been able to find. 

This act was re-enacted in the Revised Statutes, changing one word 
in it from ‘‘ Point Isabel’’ to ‘‘Brownsville,’’ and making only that 
change, and no other change was made or suggested at all; so that until 
we came to the treaty of 1871 there was no authority for passing Cana- 
dian productions through the United States under bond conferred by 
any statute of the United States that I have been able to lay my hands 
It was a one-sided arrangement, we providing for the legisla- 
tion on ourside in anticipation that the Dominion Parliament, or who- 
ever had authority there, would pass laws of a parallel kind granting 


| the same concessions to us. 


It was a mere case of parallel legislation; but it appears that the 
other side of the case has never been provided for, and therefore we 
have never passed any act at all to permit Canadian productions to 
pass into the United States duty free and out from our ports to foreign 


By consent of the Senator from Alabama, I move | countries. Therefore it was the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue that circular that the Senator from Massachusetts read here 


to-day, to impose duties on goods passing through the United States 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the act of 1873—the act tocarry out the 
treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Section 2866 of the Revised Statutes provides for 
the carrying into execution of the treaty of 
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There is the first time that there occurred any legislation in respect 
to goods coming from Canada into the United States and passing 
through in bond for export to foreign countries, and that was to exe- 
cute the treaty of 1871. 

Now, let us see the language l 1€ | 
is ‘‘and so lo les remain in force.’’ 

Now, whatarticles? The enumerated 
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l articles 


XX YV, inclusive, and Article X XX of said treaty.’? The express lan- 
guage of our act is that so long as these articles, which are mentioned 


in the statute itself, remain in for > privileges shall be extended 
to Canadian commerce coming into t United States for export to for- 


eign countries, and also shall be granted to Canadian commerce com- 












ing to ports of the United States destined for places within Her Maj- 
y's possessions in North Ameri 
Now, a > articles in force? Beyond all question they are not. 
The act icl ited the t a limitation by act 
of Congress—declaring the will of 1 the right—it made 


no difference what it might be under any construction of the treaty of 
1871—puta limitation upon the right either of bringing goods in bond 
and carrying them through the territory of the United States for ex- 
portation, or goods landed at our ports destined for Canadian ports. 
Here are the various articles mentioned—from Article X VIII to X XV, 
inclusive, and Article X XX in the statutes 

Mr. GEORGE. 
MORGAN. Itis not merely a Congressional construction, but 
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316 not merely a Congressional construction? 








a construction and declaration of the ultimate power of the people of 
the United States, for no doctrine is better settled in this country than 
that Congressihas the right to repeal a treaty whenever it pleases to do 


so. Therefore it can give a treaty operation just as long as it chooses 
todoso. If indoingso it chooses to interfere with the language of th 





treaty or its purpose the treaty falls. The supreme legislative power 
in the United States resides in the Congress of the United States and 
is not found in the treaty-making power lodged in the President and 
in the Senate. Anda most happy circumstance it is, sir; for we should 
be here continually repealing laws by making treaties with foreign 
countries, revenue laws and all manner of laws that are not agreeable 
to the President of the United States and the Senate, if we had the 
supreme power to impose on this country obedience to our 
thereby to override the will of Congress 

So the President of the United States finds himself confronted with 
March, 1887, made no referent 


ss, not the slightest, nor has that act 
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an act of Congress here. The: 


to section 2866, Revised Statut 








or that of 1866 in any way been modified by the retaliation law of 


1887. It makes no difference what interpretation we give to the act of 


Congress in respect of the repeal of Article XXIX of the treaty of 


1871, there stands that act of Congress to prevent the President of the 
United States from accepting the conclusion that that treaty is opera- 
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brace other subject-matters, and there is nothing that bears testimony 
to the force of that proposition so much as the message the President 
has just sent to us upon these various subject-matters. They ought all 
to have been combined and negotiated upon, and then there would 
have been no occasion for retaliation. 

Mr. MORGAN. If we had to take Republican opinion from all the 
variety of conflicting sources from which it is derived here, or from 
which it is promulgated, we should have a variable batch of it. Here 
is one committee and there are various Senators denouncing the Presi- 
dent of the United States for entering into any negotiation on the sub- 
ject of the fisheries at all, or any other subject, so far as that is con- 
cerned, Other Senators come in here and ask why the President did 
not take the universal world into the scope of his negotiation. 

Mr. HALE. The President selected a subject-matter that did not 
need the interposition of the treaty-making power, and has now called 
cur attention to these other matters that his Administration neglected 
entirely. 

Mr. MORGAN. I repeat, Mr. President, what I said awhile ago, 
that when we have commissioners accredited to this Government to 
treat on certain subjects, we are not expected to spread the treaty over 
a much longer list of topics. 

We have had a number of propositions in regard to the fisheries 


treaty. Propositions were made by the commissioners at the time of 


the treaty of 1818 and the treaty of 1854 and the treaty of 1871, to 
which each replied, ‘‘My Government has not authorized me to treat 
on that topic at all, therefore I can not consider it.’’? So in making 
the treaty of Ghent this matter of the fisheries was brought forward, 
but its discussion was refused. So when a commissioner comes here 
to make a treaty we must take him with his instructions and say that 
we will treat with him on that subject or we will not. 

In regard to this fisheries treaty, the foreign commissioners came 
here specially charged to treat of that subject, and also to treat of reci- 
procity. Mr. Bayard and his associates said, ‘‘ We are not authorized 
by the United States to treat of reciprocity at all, and we will throw 
that subject out’’—an example found in the very case we are consid- 
ering. So I think it is hardly worth while to discuss a question of that 
kind. 

We are discussing the question of whatare the relations of the United 
States and Canada as expressed by treaty, and we are trying to account 
for why it was that the President of the United States did not take up 
the treaty of 1871 and have an adjustment of it, and have an agree- 
ment made as to whether Article X XIX was in force or was not, and 
also whether Great Britain had broken the treaty regarding the trans- 
portation of goods and passengers across the Canadian canals and on 
the northern lakes. 

Mr. HALE. I will not interrupt the Senator if he does not wish me 
to do so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I do not think there is any value in this de- 
bate at all. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will wait until the Senator takes his seat. 

Mr. MORGAN. Whenthe President of the United States negotiated 
the treaty of 1888 he did not touch on this question—the twenty-ninth 
article of the treaty of 1871. You ask, ‘‘ Why did henot doit?’’ I 
reply that it was not the subject of the instructions of the British com- 
missioners. Our Government had never taken a stand upon that ques- 
tion in any of its departments; but you have now compelled the Presi- 
dent of the United States to resort to retaliation by denying him the 
right and privilege of exerting his powers, his diplomatic powers, in re- 
spect of the fisheries treaty of 1818 or any fisheries right that we have 
got. 

The Senate of the United States has notified him in the most solemn 
manner that it makes no difference what treaty he negotiates with Great 
Britain in respect of these fishery rights, it is not to have any consider- 
ation here. You say to him, ‘‘ You must proceed with retaliation; you 
must take that discretionary law, that permissive law of March 3, 1887, 
and you must construe that now to be a mandatory law.’’ The Presi- 
dent of the United States says to you, ‘‘I find another statute in my 
way here, and I want you to remove it or I want you to explain it by 
Congressional action, I find a statute here which puts an end to the 
twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 by its express terms.’’ And 
it makes no difference how you construe the treaty or how anybody else 
may construe it, that article of the treaty has been destroyed in its 
operation and effect in this country, so far as the Executive power is 
concerned, by the act of March 1, 1873. 

He comes to the Congress of the United States and says ‘‘I am willing 
and anxious todo all I can to redress the wrongs of the American fisher- 
men andthe American people caused by Canadian interference, but I 
find this statute barring my way. I find that you omitted from the act 
of 1887 the power to retaliate by stopping Canadian goods from passing 
duty. free through the United States. I think the safest retaliation is to 
exclude from the right of transit through the United States the prod- 
ucts of Canada from ports abroad and from our ports of the United 
States into the ports of Canada amounting to very nearly $300,000,000 
in the last six years without paying duty. I desire to stop thisif Iam 
under a compulsion to retaliate, because in doing so the heaviest part 
of this blow will fall upon the Canadian people, not upon our own peo- 
pis.’’ And he asks the Congress of the United States whether he has 
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the right to do that under the law as it stands. If he has not that 
right he asks for it. It was a Congressional act that put the difficulty 
in his way, if it is there, and he says, ‘‘ Remove that if you want re- 
taliation, and I will place an embargo upon the goods passing both 
ways, back and forth, unless they pay duty.’’ 

Mr. President, that is something that we ought to have considered. 
When we impose the duty on the President of the United States of mak- 
ing retaliation upon Canadian commerce at his discretion and after he 
has investigated the subject and at his peril, we ought to have been 
careful to see whether we would not violate the twenty-ninth article 
of the treaty of 1871. It seems that we adroitly shunned that question. 
No, sir. That was not the thing that was wanted to be done. These 
railroads—the Grand Trunk and the other lines running out from the 
northeastern parts through Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont which 
have borne in six years about $300,000, 000 of commerce back and forth to 
and from Canada, were valuable property. They were money-paying 
institutions. They were a great convenience to that country. They 
enriched the merchants at the terminal points and furnished facilities 
to the people along the way, and the earnest purpose that has attended 
every step in this whole legislative proceeding, and has marked every 
step in respect of this legis!ation with careful guards—the earnest pur- 
pose has been to keep the hands of Congress and of the President of the 
United States off these railroads. It made no difference who else it 
might fall upon, they were not to share the burden of the retaliatory 
law of 1887. They have been the pets of the Republican party of this 
Senate,nurtured by it, watched over, hugged to its bosom,and sheltered 
and protected against the amendments that were brought in here by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and urged upon this Sen- 
ate when the act of 1873 was passed. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator voted against it, did he not ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did; I voted againstit. I did not then believe 
that that act as the House passed it could be made effective without 
stopping intercourse with Canada. I believe it now firmly in the new 
form presented in the message we are discussing. The evidence has 
satisfied me that I was wrong about it. My vote ought to have been 
given to include those railroads in the power of the President to pro- 
hibit intercourse. I did not then believe that we meant commercial 
war by the act of 1887. Now I do believe it. I am now quite satis- 
fied that if we will give the President of the United States power to 
prevent the passage of goods in bond free of duty over these railroads 
we will touch the whole subject right at the core, and then two sets 
of people will be convinced that a fair treaty is the best remedy. The 
railroads and their managers in the Northeastern States, and the Cana- 
dians, will be convinced, and then we will have peace on the basis of 
a fair treaty. Then we will have an agreement, and whether Mr. 
Cleveland is elected or whether Mr. Harrison is elected it will make 
no difference. The winds of December will not have blown across this 
country until Canada and the people of the United States will be in ac- 
cord through a treaty that will have been brought here, and we will 
ratify it, notwithstanding our solemn declaration in the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that the fisheries treaty of 1818 and 
the fisheries question are not fit subjects of negotiation. 

You compel the President of the United States to retaliate, and yet 
you take the greatest possible care. that in the exercise of the power 
of retaliation certain of your great and overmastering railroad interests 
shall be taken care of, and shall not be interfered with. Your candi- 
date for the Vice-Presidency is now, or if he is not now he was up toa 
recent date, a director in one of those roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. How about Mr. Brice and Mr. Barnum ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I expect they are in it; I have no doubt of it. I 
do not know whether they are against this treaty or for it; and I do 
not care. 

Mr. CULLOM. They are directors of the road. 

Mr. MORGAN. So is Mr. Morton a director. 

Mr. FRYE. No, Mr. Morton resigned long ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long ago? 

Mr. FRYE. Long before the date of his nomination. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I would not go by the date of his resigna- 
tion. The time of his resignation is probably very recent; the date of 
his resignation is probably old. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to say on behalf of, but without any au- 
thority from, Mr. Morton, the Republican candidate for the Vice-Presi- 
dency, who is dragged into this debate (which I supposed was non- 
partisan), that Mr. Morton is notthe man who antedates papers, and 
that his honor in that regard is as clear as that of my honorable friend 
from Alabama. Mr. Mortonplaysno tricks on the people of the United 
States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, now, we have a sort of ex cathedra utterance 
from the Senator from Vermont not based on any fact he knows about 
it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Based on some facts that I do know about it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I expect that when the Senator comes to the bot- 
tom facts in this matter he will be perhaps at liberty to change his 
judgment. We do not hear of Mr. Morton’s having sold his stock. | 
suppose he must have done so. He must have been a stockholder in 
order to be a director. His resignation out of the directory does not 
amount to much if he is still a stockholder. 
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But what I wish to say about it is that gentlemen of both the great 


political parties are interested in these railroads in carrying, not merely 
fish, but all manner of production under bond and free of duty through 
the territory of the United States. If we stop it and let the Canadians 


take the St. Lawrence River as their mode of exit to the sea and their | 
channel of importation, then you will find that that will make some | 
impression on the Dominion and upon Great Britain also; then you | 


will find that the Canadian Pacific Railroad will not be absorbing all! 
the business of the different railroads of this country and threatening 
at this date to bankrupt the Union Pacificand the Central Pacific Rail- 
roads, over which we are holding a debt to-day of $113,000,000-—— 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senator whether his views have 


undergone any change since the time that we passed this law that is | 


now in force? 

Mr. MORGAN. In respect to what? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In respect to the extent to which it was sufficient 
to go in the way of retaliation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; my views have undergone a change. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator no longer, then, stands on this para- 
graph which he signed gladly in the report of the Senate conference com- 
mittee on the 28th of February, 1887: 

The Senate managers have felt it to be a duty to decline to go to this extent, and 
have thought it to be clear that the provisions for the protection of American 


interests set forth in the Senate bill, and in that part of the House amendment 
applicable to any British violation of the treaty of 1877, are entirely adequate to 


had declared that that article should not have operated one day r 
than the other articles operated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS Why, Mr. Presiden 

Mr. MORGAN I should like to know row whether the Senaotr 
denies that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS I do distinctly deny that, because the act of Con- 
gress does not prof to affect the force or durat ( article in 
| the treat, 

Mr. MORGA} What 

Mr. EDMUNDS The act of Cor vres fv 187 »>wh ny nonor- 
able friend refers. The act of Congress is prov r for the conduct of 
the public servants of the United States connected with the revenue, 
and it says that so long as that treaty, or some part of it, I do not care 
what p rt « r how much, is in force, every ofticer of the United States 
in regard to the revenue shall do so and so, and that is all it says 

It would be a very extraordinary performance on the part of the 
Senate of the United States, that being an intelligent. and honorable 
body, after ratifying a treaty, and proceeding to pass a statute to carry 
out that treaty, to say that part of it ought not to be operative. The 
treaty provi les that that article can be got rid of like the others, under 
suitable notice. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the President of the United States, under 


the peaceful end in view, and that there is no present justification for reposing | 


in the Executive this further enormous power proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives in its amendment and insisted upon by the House managers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no occasion to change any view or any expres- 
sion contained in the statement, but I do have occasion to object that 
the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMUNDs] should undertake to identify 
what we were opposing or objecting to in that bill with the right of trans- 
mission or transshipment of goods under bond and free of duty through 
the United States or through Canada. They have not the remotest 
connection with each other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | Then may I ask the Senator another question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will ask the Senator whether in his opinion the 
twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 is in force ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will’ pardon me—I do not wish to 
go on without his permission—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In his minority report on the fisheries treaty, 
which I had here a moment ago, the Senator, I think, had a different 
view—I think so; I will not speak with positiveness until I turn to it. 
Yes, on page 41 of ‘‘ Miscellaneous Document No. 109, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session,’’ being the mingrity report on the treaty, the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaAn], after first saying that Articles 
XVIII to XXV of the treaty of 1871 were abrogated, and no other ar- 
ticles in the treaty related to the fisheries, says: 

Article XXTX was not terminated, but it never had the least reference to the 
fisheries treaty of 1818, ete 

Bat the Senator now says it was terminated, just as Mr. Bayard 
in his letter to a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee—a 
public letter, of course, for public information—also stated. 

Now, whether Article X XIX is reciprocal in respect of the trans- 
mission of fish over the United States and across Canada is of course 
another question. The British contention is that it is not, because 
they say the treaty of 1818 (about seventy years before) overrode the 
treaty of 1871, seventy years afterward. 

Mr. MORGAN. What was the question to which I was addressing 
myself at that time? The Senator from Vermont had stated in his 
majority report that Article X XIX of the treaty of Washington was 
not terminated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why, the act of Congress which terminated all the 
other articles from XVIII to XXV inclusive, and Article XXX—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and the Senator says the same thing in his 
minority report. 

Mr. MORGAN. I now say the same thing. Terminated by what? 
Terminated by the action of the United States Government in giving 


notice under the treaty. Now, I think the Senator from Vermont is | 


lawyer enough, and I think he will credit me with being lawyer enough, 
to use phrases that have reference to the very subject at hand. I was 
referring to the question whether or not it was terminated by the act of 


Congress which gave notice to Great Britain of the termination of those | 


articles of the treaty under the provisions of Article XX XIII. There- 
fore I used the word ‘‘terminated.’’ If the Senator from Vermont had 
not hid an idea, as I think surely he must have done because of his 


very keen introspection into the statute, in respect of the limitation | 


put upon the articles of the treaty by the act of Congress of 1873, per- 
haps he would have branched out in his argument and said something 
to us as to whether or not Congress had put a limitation upon its op- 
eration. And, whether Congress had terminated it or not, Congress 


| upon which it is to operate. He says here, * 


| 





his oath to see that the laws are faithfully executed, can say that the 
treaty is not in force, because the act of Congress puts a limitation on it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The act of Congress does nothing of the kind. 
Will the Senator ple ase read it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read it carefully to the Senate. No, sir; 
the act of Congress of 1873 and the treaty of 1871, in their apparent 
conflict, stand as a bar across the way of the President of the United 
States when he comes to demand duties upon those importations 
brought in under bond. It is an apparent conflict that Congress ought 
toremove. It ought togive him a clear field of operations before he is 
required to execute any law or piece of legislation which excludes Cana- 
dian goods from coming here. He has a right under the act of March 
1887, in his discretion to determine the existence of the cause on 
which he would base a proclamation for the exclusion of Canadian 
goods, and of the nece ssity for such action, and to select the articles 
find the treatv at an 
end, terminated by the limitations of an act of Congress, according to 
my construction of it, and I propose to make a proclamation that the 
Canadians shall not bring goods in here free of duty under bond. If 
I may exclude goods that pay duties, why may I not exclude those 
that pass through duty free? Now, let Congress say whether or not 
they are in earnest about this matter.”’ 

Why will you expose the general commerce of this country in which 
all of the small dealers, the small merchants, the agriculturists, the 
miners and the timber-men, all theindustrial interests are concerned— 
why will you expose them to injury in your act of Congress, requiring 


the President of the United States as you say you have required him 


2 
oa, 


(and you threaten to impeach him if he does not do it), to put an end 
tothe commercial intercourse that we have had between these two 
peoples, and vet leave your great raliroadas al 1 ti rich tra ic they en- 


joy out of the question ? 


Mr. GEORGE May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask whether the recommendation of the 


President, if carried out, relative to the transshipment of goods as pro- 
vided for in Article X XIX of the treaty of 1871, will that simple act 
injure anybody in the United States except the railroad companies who 
do business with Canada? 


Mr. MORGAN. Notahumanbeing. These railroad companies are 
thrown into direct competition with the St. Lawrence River. It is a 
question whether they would carry those goods or whether the St. 
Lawrence River steamers would carry them. When the St. Lawrence 
River is blocked up with ice, then the goods would have to come this 
way, and they would have to pay duties. As a matter of certainty 


| the whole arrangement would hurt the Canadians and benefit our own 


people. But that is not the disposition evinced her 

The President of the United States is censured and threatened be- 
cause he dares to stand between the interests of the people of the 
United States and the blow they must receive from this act of Con- 


gress. The demand that it shall be executed according to their will 
includes the demand also that he sha bdicate his constitutional 
powers—refuse to exercise his power—ot treating with Great Britain 
upon the fisheries question until he has done so1 1g for the sup- 


posed betterment of the fisherman in the way of 1 ition, and that 
will produce serious commercial distress to our own people, at the same 
time retain in favor of the railroad compa 3 all this harvest of money 
that they have been gathering in carrying over their road three hun- 
dred millions’ worth of property that they have been earning back and 
forth in the lastsix years. Thatisall thereisofit. The question is not 
going to be submerged under the dust blown over it, and it is not to 
be buried out of sigh It will force itself upon the attention of the 
people of the United States, and the President’s wise and beneficial 
recommendations in this message will receive their hearty approval, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 
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Mr. HAL ros 
The PRESIDENT pro lempore. ‘The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. SHERMAN I yi 


ld the floor to the Senator from Maine. 
Mr. HALE. I shail oceupy but a very little time. 

‘The President’s message is a desperate attempt to recover lost ground. 
It isa confession that the attitude taken by him and his Administra- 
tion as to the treaty which has just been rejected by the Senate is an 
attitude that has no force in it. The treaty was presented and urged 
and bas been kept before the American people as the panacea for all 
the ills that affect business and communication between the people of 
the United States and the people of Canada. ‘That treaty has been 
rejected by the Senate, upon which the President of the United States, 
instead of acting upon the statute already passed giving him the power 
of retaliation as to the relations between our people and the people of 
Canada, comes in with a message demanding more law to enable him 
to set right grievances which for the first time he has brought out here, 
that rest upon our people owing to certain acts of the people of Canada 
or of their government. 

Now, Mr. President, nothing has shown more clearly than has the 
President’s message the wisdom and patriotism of the course taken by 
the Republican Senate in rejecting this treaty as a worthless treaty. 

The President, by reason of the action of Republican Senators in re- 
jecting this treaty because it was worthless, and because it did not reach 
the case, is now coming nearer to the position which any American ad- 
ministration that fittingly represents the American people ought to 
occupy. He is driven to that by the fact that his treaty which was 
urged upon as month in and month out as the panacea for all evils is 


dead and buried, And at once, in his distress, his treaty having failed | 
| culty in dealing with the question of the shipment of goods across our 


and heand his Administration having been discredited, as we are learn- 
ing by the English newspapers (which influence the Administration 
more than our newspapers do), the President attempts totake the view 
that we have been taking for months past. Onecan well imagine the 


conference of the familiars of the President, if he have any, after thede- | 
feat of the pet measure of the Administration, and when they realized | 


the view that was to be taken, not only here, but by the world out- 


side, that the Administration was defeated and humiliated—one can 
understand how the President and his associates, his familiars, turned 


to some new method of securing the confidence of the American people. 

in some remarks that I had the honor to submit to the Senate in the 
month of June last I called attention to the tact that in dealing with 
this subject-matter the Administration had not embraced grave sub- 
jects which are now made the basis of the President’s communication. 

On that occasion I inquired why it was that in making up these ne- 
gotiations the grave subjects to whichI referred ,had not been included, 
and I predicted then that until a treaty was negotiated upon the hasis 
of all these subject-matters there would be no accord between the coun- 
tries affected, and no satisfactory result reached. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] who has just taken his 
seat says that that could not have been done because the representatives 
of the British Government, when they appeared here, were not author- 
ized by their letters of instruction to treat of these subject-matters. 
Why, Mr. President, that was not the time when the Administration 
first took cognizance of the subject. When the ship had brought here 
Mr. Chamberlain and his assistants, and when the railroads had brought 
down his Canadian associates upon the board, that was not the time for 
the Administration tointerfere. Negotiations, like everything else be- 
tween two uations or individuals, are set afoot long before the final in- 
structions are given to the negotiators, and all the subject-matters 
that should be embraced in a negotiation are the subject of communi- 


cations back and forth between the one power and the other before they | 


are agreed upon. When the Administration determined that it would 
treat with Great Britain upon questions arising in the relations between 
the Canadian people and our people, all of these subjects ought to have 
been embraced. That is precisely what I said two months ago, and the 
Senator from Alabama was not able to make me an answer. 

The President now sends in a message covering these very points. 
Why has he waited until this time? What is this message but the 
desperate attempt of the President to recover lost ground with the 
American people after the rejection of the treaty which fell dead in 
the Senate a few days ago, when the Senate voted it down? There is 
not a single subject-matter of the message that was in any way dis- 
cussed, or considered, or alluded to by the negotiators of that treaty. 

In arraigning the Administration atthe time of which I have spoken, 
I distinetly referred to these very things—the transshipment of fish 
by us through Canadian territory; the treatment that is visited upon 
our people in the British territory and water ways, where the Cana- 
dians discriminate against us; the almost incalculable advantage that 
the Canadian railways gain by transporting their goods through our 
territory over and above what we gain from them, setting aside all the 
questions that arise on the Pacific Ocean. I stated distinctly that the 
treaty had nothing whatever to say as to these important questions. 
Why has the President waited until this treaty was rejected before 
presenting this appeal to the Congress of the United States? Is it be- 
cause he and his administration are discredited, and this is the effort 
to recover lost ground? Why, sir, if the treaty had been accepted by 
the Senate and it had been ratified, there was nothing in it that should 
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prevent the President from coming in and making this same demand 
with regard to the subject-matters of this message. 

The American people will understand this. They will appreciate 
that the President has said to Congress and to the country that this 
treaty was wise and all-embracing; that it covered everything, and 
would be a final settlement of our difficulties. And we have had it 
dinned into our ears day after day by the Senator from Alabama and 
others that this side of the Chamber was unpatriotic because it did not 
accept the treaty. We have been told that the underlying objection 
on our part was a partisan desire to gain a partisan advantage! And 
now, aiter all that has been said, the President himself comes forward 
with a message demandin: more legislation upon subject-matters that, 
as I have already said, are no more embraced in the treaty than are 
the words of the Declaration of Independence. 

With the infirmity which has characterized the Administration up 
to this time, with the lack of ability to doanything in a direction that 
is American, the President does not now propose to do anything. He 
comes before us after having failed in his much vaunted treaty, to find 
fault with the statute that was passed by a Republican Senate and by 
a House of Representatives in sympathy with him—a statute putting 
the power of action into his own hands, which he has waited for eighit- 
een months without putting into execution. He now states that that 
statute is not enough; that there is no power given to him to retaliate 
against Canadian aggression ! 

Why has the Administration been able to deal with the situation 
when it was not a question of our being protected, but when it was 


| a question of giving undue advantages to Canadian railways and Ca- 


nadian shipping companies? Then the Administration had no difii- 


territory or across the Canadiin territory. ‘he act of the Seeretary of 
the Treasury that permitted a British line of steam-ships to take for- 
eign imported goods at San Francisco, a port of ours, and transp nt 
them without duty to another port of ours, and to the terminus there- 
from of the Canadian Pacific Railway in Canada, so that they might 
reccive the benefit of the freightage of those goods, was something a; 
to which this Administration did not hesitate. 

There was no message sent to Congress then demanding that we 
should settle the point whether or not the Administration had power 
to give this immense advantage to that line of Britis’: steam-ships. 
When Secretary Fairchild issued his letter of September 4, 1886, giving 
this British company that advantage, making it practically an addi- 
tion to the Canadian Pacific Railway, giving it the privilege of taking 
goods from one port of ours, Sau Francisco, and transferring them to 
another port in the North, and from thence to the Canadian Pacific 
terminus, nobody heard then that there was any question that Con- 
gress should give a construction of the right that the Secretary of the 
Treasury had as shown by his letter of September 4,1886. The whole 
of that privilege was given by the Secretary, and that British steam- 
ship company has the same right now to come into our port of San 
Francisco that an American company has, and to take goods there 
and to touch and trade at ports of ours; and instead of our companies 
being given the benefit of freightage on all this vast amount of goods 
that come in, the benefit goes to the Canadian railway companies. 

The attitude of this Administration is not one that raises a question 
between the railroads and the people, as the Senator from Alabama has 
said. Thequestion is whether the roadsthat have been built by Ameri- 
can money, the roads that have pierced the continent, and under which 
our great cities and towns have grown up, shall receive, as they should 
receive, the benefit of the commerce crossing the continent, or whether 
British companies, Canadian companies, whose roads were built by 
governmental subsidies (by subsidies that Great Britain herself gives 
for the purpose of increasing her military power and of increasing the 
thrift of her Canadian cities and towns) shall have the benefit, and not 
our companies and railroads. On that question the President of tho 
United States never hesitated as to the power of his Administration; 
he did not apply to Congress for more legislation or more authority. 

Mr. President, that act of retaliation, passed by Congress and ap- 
proved by the President of the United States, gives him ample power. 
It is an act that is farther reaching and more extensive than any act 
that has ever been called forth in the history of the American Govern- 
ment to be exercised by any administration. These grievances that he 
now arrays before us so strongly have existed for the last two years or 
more, and it does not lie in the mouth of the President, with such anact 
as that at his command, to attempt here to recover fallen fortune and set 
back the tide of battle (which has been going against himself and his 
Administration) by this attempt to gain favor again with the American 
people. The American people will see through it. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator now to assert that under 
the retaliation act of 1887 the President of the United States would 
have the power to retaliate as to the acts stated in his message? Would 
he have the right to retaliate as toanything except as to fishing vessels 
and the objects specified in the act of 1887? 

Mr. HALE. I might answer the Senator, and it would be a very 
complete answer, by saying that I would be willing to wait and see 
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whether the President would execute that act even on the narrow basis 
on which the Senator from Missouri sees fit to put it. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis an entire evasion, if the Senator will permit me. 
He arraigns the President of the United States, as I understand him, 
very distinctly, because with the power in his hands the Presiden 
not exercised it. 

Mi HALE, la aign the President of the United § 
for the first time, after his treaty has been re | —- 

Mr. VEST. Ah! 

Mr. HALE. For the first time, now, he comes in here and speaks 
of these grievances which have been existing for years. If he has not 


the power under the retaliation law to act in these matters, there is n¢ 
sense in his having waited until now to ask for more I 
uation is the same as it has been for years past, and there is no sense 
in the President coming here now and making this demand after, 
the foreign papers admit, the defeat of himself and his ad 

by the rejection of this treaty. 


pt wer. 


Mr. VEST. ‘Then I understand the Senator to say, by implication 
: J I 
at least, that that power does not exist under the act 
Mr. HALE. I have no doubt an act could be made that would giv 


him more power, but under that he has such plen: 


ry power 4&5 li 





cised in his discretion would at once bring this matter strai a 
head, and we should know where we stood. 

I did not mean when I rose to take up so much of the time of the 
Senator from Ohio, and I thank him for his courtesy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I must confess that the message 


of the President of the United States gave me more pleasure than I 
usually derive from documents coming from that high authority. It 
is the first assertion made by t President of the United St 
what I consider his patriotic duty in the protection of American citi- 


zens in their rights. Therefore 1 welcome his message with pleasure, 


he 
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even although I look upon it as rather in the nature of a political 
movement than as a movement in defense of American rights. I 
think very much as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has 


expressed himself, that this is a movement to retrace lost ground, 
because it is manifest that the treaty which we have been acting upon 


for a number of days did not excite the support of any portion of the | 
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American people except so far as it was dictated by political reasons 
to support a Democratic administration. 
expression of public opinion there was a general condemnation of that 
treaty as totally insufiicient to secure the rights of our fishermen or 
any American rights, as lowering the tone, under British influences 
and British promises, of the position hitherto taken by American 
diplomatists. Therefore I regard the message of the President with 
pleasure. 

If the President of the United States had based his treaty upon the 
principles laid down in this message, there would have been no difli- 
culty about the treaty; it would have been ratified, I believe, by the 
unanimous consent of all, because this message does assert the rights 
of American citizens, it does complain of the injuries done by the Ca- 
nadian authorities. Ido not extend that complaint to the Brit 
thorities, because I believe all these difficulties were merely local, 
growing out of a desire of the maritime provinces of Canada to press 
unduly what they claimed to be their rights. Therefore the assertion 
by the President of the United States of the wrong done to our fisher- 
men and the rights of our people and the misconduct and injustice 


done by the Canadian authorities gives me pleasure; and, as I have | 
said, if the treaty had been based on these principles we should have | 


had none of this long debate; we should have had the assertion of 
American rights under the law of 1866. ‘This law was passed in co- 
operation with Canada, for notwithstanding the impression of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] our 
nadian law of.a reciprocal character. Thisstatutory arrangement was 
carried on for seventeen years, to the vast benefit of both countries. 
Those were reciprocal rights provided for, first, by our legislation, and 
next, by Canadian legislation, and under the laws of those two coun- 
tries this exchange of products, this giving to them a short passage- 
way to the ocean, especially in the winter time when the River St. 
Lawrence is closed, has taken place. It was based upon reciprocal leg- 
islation of the Canadian Dominion and of the United States of Amer- 
ica. It was not based simply upon the laws of the United States, 
Now, Mr. President, the main question in discussion here to-day is 
whether or not the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of 1871 was abro- 
gated by the notice given in 1883 and by the subsequent action of Con- 
gress. This is made the principal point by the President of the United 











Ca 
States, he affirming on the one hand that the twenty-ninth article was 
abrogated as the necessary result of the measures I have already alluded 
to. It seems to me upon reading his argument a very plausible one, 
and if I were to rest my judgment entirely upon the facts stated by him 
in his message I should be inclined to think that Article XXIX, being 
only tributary and incidental to the articles that were designated by 
the act of 1883, was abrogated with them; but this is a question that 
I would not decide upon the mere reading of the message, especially in 
view of the strong authorities to the contrary. It seems that the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN J and the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMuNDs], concurring, agreed 
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This is as clear language as can be framed by mortal man. It gives Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to the 


every American citizen the right to convey any goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise in the broadest terms possible, free entrance into every port 
and through any possession in the British dominions on this side of the 
water, the right to transship, the right to move them into our own 
country without let or hinderance, without exception or qualification, 
and without duty. That is the right we have under the treaty. [1 
that is a subsisting provision of the treaty they can not deny to ou: 
fishermen the right to land in their ports, enter their harbors, trans 
ship their catch, and sell it in the markets of the United States. You 
can not frame language clearer. The British Government acted upon 
that construction, and during the existence of certain articles of this 
treaty, and until 1883, American fishermen did exercise this right, did 
go into the port of Halifax and other ports along the coast there and 
transship their goods. And they have that right to-day if the twenty- 
ninth article of the treaty is in force. If it is not in force, then they 
have the right, which stands unrepealed by the acts of the two coun- 
tries, under the laws of 1866. 

I will now read section 6 of the law in this connection, so that it 
will be seen according to the plain provisions of the treaty and of the 
law, one or the other of which is in foree, that the reciprocal rights of 
both American and Canadian fishermen to free transit of goods and 
merchandise are equally prohibited by the law and the treaty. 

Src. 6. That imported goods, wares, or merchandise in bond, or duty paid, 
and products or manufactures of the United States, may, with the consent of 
the proper authorities of the provinces or republic aforesaid, be transported 
from one port or place in the United States to another port or place therein, 
over the territory of said provinces or republic, by such routes, and under such 
rules, regulations, and conditions as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
acribe; aud the goods, wares, and merchandise so transported shall, upon ar- 
rival in the United States from the provinces or republic aforesaid, be treated in 
regard to the liability to or exemption from duty, or tax, as if the transpor- 
tation had taken place entirely within the limits of the United States. 

That is, we had absolute, under this act, so far as the laws of the two 
countries provided for it, free trade or reciprocity. That law still stands 
upon the statute-book. So in either horn of the dilemma, whether 
we rest upon the treaty or rest upon the law, the rights of our fisher- 
men are clear and unquestionable. 

That is not all. The British Government, however, did put an end, 
according to the message of the President, to these rights under the 
treaty. At that moment the President of the United States ought to 
have acted, or if he had not the power he should have promptly, on 
the meeting of Congress, called our attention to the fact. Here is this 
significant passage in the message of the President of the United States: 

In the year 1886 notice was received by the representatives of our Government 
that our fishermen would no longer be allowed to ship their fish in bond and 
free of duty through Canadian territory to this country, and ever since that time 
such shipment has been denied. 

Two years ago that notice was given by the British Government and 
the right of the citizens of the United States conferred by this treaty, 
or conferred by these reciprocal laws if the treaty does not exist, was 
nullified, rejected, set aside by a formal notice to our authorities. What 
was done in consequence of that? Was any action taken? Was the 
attention of Congress called to it? Wasthere any proclamation made ? 
Why, sir, under this state of circumstances stated by the President 
himself, the very moment this action was taken by the Canadian au- 
thorities, the clear and unquestioned right of the United States and of 
every executive officer of the United States was to disregard the recip- 
rocal provision in their favor just as broadly as it might be thought to 
be for the interest of the United States to exercise that right. When 
Great Britain notified us that she would no longer concede to us the 
rights conferred upon the United States by that treaty, that moment 
the reciprocal rights conferred on her were at the mercy of the execu- 
tive authority, and if the Executive had not power enough to give that 
notice as the British Government did, then he should have called on 
Congress for power to declare that the reciprocal rights conferred upon 
the people of Canada were at an end. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me right there to ask whether 
it was not upon the heels of this act of Canada notifying us that our 
privilege of transit and transshipping fish was to be taken away from 
us, that the Secretary of the Treasury granted this great privilege to 
these British lines upon the Pacific coast ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know much about that. 

Mr. HALE. It was almost at the same time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No doubt the Senator is correct in his statement. 
I do not know about it myself, but I do know about this. In conse- 
quence of offensive acts by the local authorities, and especially the 
denial by the British Government of our rights under the treaty or of 
our rights under their Jaw to transship our fish, etc., from Halifax and 
other ports, Congress in due time did pass the retaliatory act, which 
provides that the President of the United States shall have power— 

To deny entry intoany portor place of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish 
or any other product of said dominions, or other goods coming from said do- 
minions to the United States. 

So the President now has the power to prohibit any goods from 
coming into the United States and through our ports as well as fish. 
It is not confined to fish. My own opinion is 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, if I am in error in anything I have stated. 


words in the statute he has read. It applies only to goods coming 
from the Dominion to the United States, and not to goods coming 
from any foreign country toa port in the United States to be trans- 
shipped to Canada. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It includes all ‘‘ goods”’ as well as fish. Thess 
come from citizens of the United States; they are brought by citizen 
of the United States. Our interests in the fisheries on the coast of 
Newfoundland are just as much part of our territorial rights as the 
State of Mississippi. They come from a region where we have terri 
torial rights admitted on all hands, and come into their ports, the law 
plainly allowing all goods, wares, and merchandise of citizens of the 
United States to be brought within any port of the Canadian Domin- 
ion and to be transshipped. The fish here are not goods transported 
from England by way of Halifax into the United States, but they are 
goods transported from our own country, because on those Newfound- 
land coasts it is admitted on all hands we have an equal right with 
Great Britain and enjoy that right. The Canadian fishermen catch fish 
side by side with the Yankee fishermen, and they take their goods into 
the harbor of Halifax and ship them over a railroad built and owned 
by American citizens through the State of Maine to the city of New 
York and supply our people with fresh fish preserved on ice, while the 
American vessel catching fish alongside the Canadian vessel is not al- 
lowed to go into Halifax and transship those goods. Why? Because 
Great Britain denies that right in the face of the twenty-ninth article 
of this treaty that exists between the United States and Great Britain. 
But if, as the President thinks, that treaty is abrogated, we have the 
right under the law as it stands to demand reciprocity and to give to 
them the same nieasure that they deal to us. 

Mr. President, this, it seems to me, covers the point. What I wish 
to say in all seriousness, and I say it without the slightest party feeling, 
is that Lam glad we are likely to come together and harmonize on this 
old contention. I hope the Senators on this side of the Chamber are 
willing to make proclamation according to the ideas now advanced by 
the President. I say we can not be expected to permit Canadian fish 
caught on the Banks of Newfoundland to be carried over our railroads 
into the American market free of duty when the Canadian authorities 
will not permit American fishermen to ship fish caught at the same 
place to be transported over the same roads to the same market. Lei 
it be understood that the American Senate is united upon that propo. 
sition, that we will insist either upon the enforcement of the treaty or 
the law; that we will have equal rights or that we will deny them the 
rights that they deny to us. If you are willing to stand upon that po- 
sition, we will all act together. If the President needs more authority 
to carry out that doctrine we will give it to him without stint or limit. 
I do not see myself that he needs it, because either the Jaw stands or 
the treaty stands; and the nullification stands according to the state- 
ment of the President. What more do you wish to do than simply to 
deny to them the same privileges and rights which they deny to us? 

I assure you that the English people will not resist this plain propo- 
sition. They may negotiate in aid of their Canadian subjects and do 
what they can to protect and give the Canadian fishermen advantages 
over American fishermen, but when it comes to a question of equal 
rights between equal nations and equal peoples we will have no con- 
troversy with Great Britain. And this message of the President isa 
sign that he is willing to stand there, and if so I do not think there 
will be much trouble about this fishery question. 

I do not want to weary the Senate now, as all this matter has to be 
debated over again; but I wish to say a word upon the other branch of 
the question, which is entirely distinct. Even there I am perfectly 
willing to stand where the President does. Butit is entirely a distinct 
proposition, not yet considered by us. It ought to have been considered 
before. The Senator from Maine called our attention to it early in the 
session. I refer to the discrimination made against us all along the 
northern lakes by the provincial laws of the Dominion Parliament, 
about some of which I know, having looked into the laws. 

What is the condition? When we construct a public work in aid of 
commerce, we make it free to all the world. The Canadian fishermen 
can go through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal without paying one cent of 
toll. They come into our harbors without any port charges or any 
taxes whatever that are not imposed upon American citizens. The 
general policy of our people in the Northern States is to encourage the 
Canadians, help them along, give them privileges and rights. But 
how do they do when we enter their jurisdiction? When we go 
through the Welland Canal we have to pay toll. That is not objec- 
tionable if the Canadians pay toll, because then“we are on a footing of 
equality. They never have agreed to allow their canals to be free of 
tolls as we have, but they charge tolls with a view to their mainte- 
nanceand improvement. But now it turns out, according to the Presi- 
dent, that they collect the tolls from us and keep them in their treas- 
ury when the goods are shipped to American ports, but when they are 
paid by Canadian vessels to the same amount, and the Canadian ves- 
sels go to Montreal or any other Canadian port, they are refunded. — 

That is a condition of gross inequality far worse than any which 
the interstate-commerce law wasintended to correct. That is not right. 
We ought not to submit to it, and we ought here again to agree that 
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whatever measure they mete to us we will mete outtothem. If they 
make discriminating tolls against us, we should make discriminating 
tolls againstthem. There is no other principle upon which two nations 
side by side can live. 

Our nation is likea great big boy, with an overflowing Treasury, boun- 
tifal and generous, and careless what we do, not only for our own peo- | 
ple but for all the world. When we are dealing with the Canadian | 
people they are more careful. They look out for the dollar much more | 
sharply than any of the Yankees that you think are so careful; they look | 
out carefully, and now they are practically levying discriminating du- 
ties against our vessels so that there is an object in carrying American | 
produce to Montreal to be shipped from Montreal instead of from New | 
York or Oswego or Buffalo. 

We ought not to submit to that; we ought to say so at once; have a 
united vote in the Senate, when this matter shall be reported back to 
the Senate, that we will insist upon reciprocal treatment. 

This arrangement of sending goods through Canada and then to Port- 
land is a matter of mutual benefit to the people of both countries, and 
if conducted fairly and properly there can be no complaint about it. 
If we get a portion of their commerce, or our neighbors get a portion 
of carrying goods across the continent, well and good; that is all right 
as long as we are on equal terms, and when we are not on equal terms, 
then an injustice is done to our people that we ought not tosubmit to. 

Mr. President, that is all I have to say about this question. Let it 
go to the Committee on Foreign Relations and be considered there. 
This question of law and fact will be presented no doubt in due time. 
But I wish to say one thing more about the President’s message. 

It seems to me that the position taken by the President is a good 
deal like that held by him as to the payment of the public debt. My 
former old and honored colleague [Mr. Thurman] is going around 
through the country talking about the surplus money in the Treasury 
there accumulated all because we Republicans will not let it out. Of 
all the financial management that I have read or know of the worst is 
that by the present Administration. Here there was an accumulating 
surplus in the Treasury day by day and year by year since the first 
day Mr. Cleveland entered the Presidential chair. What did he do 
with that surplus revenue? He did not make proclamation of it for 
two or three years, but let it accumulate and accumulate until he did 
not know what to do with it. Finally the attention of the Adminis- 
tration was called to the fact that they ought to buy bonds with it. 
Well, Mr. Cleveland, with his sharp construction, thought he had not 
the power to buy bonds; he thought he could not do it legally. The 
law confers the power upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PresidenS had no more power over it than the Senator from 
Connecticut before me [Mr. PLATT] has. The law confers it upon the 
Secretary; it was his duty to buy bonds. What untold sums have been 
lost by his failure to comply with that law. Until recently, during 
nearly all the administration of Mr. Cleveland, the 4 per cent. bonds 
have been sold in the market at about 123. I have here the American 
Almanac giving the value of the 4 per cent. bonds during his admin- 
istration, and they have been usually sold at 123. If the United States 
had quietly watched the opportunities in the way the present Secre- 
tary’s predecessors had done, he could have gone into the market and 
absorbed those bonds to the amount of half a million or a million ata 
time and bought them up at the market price, 123; and then how much 
money would have been saved to the Government of the United States. 

My former colleague says they have over $100,000,000 of surplus. 
If they had applied that one hundred million in the purchase of bonds 
they would have saved 4 per cent. per annum for three years—that is, 
12 per cent. And besides, they would have saved 6 or 7 per cent. lost 
by the advance of bonds. At any time during the administration ot 
Mr. Cleveland, if his Secretary of the Treasury had exercised the power 
conferred on him by the law, he might have saved the Government 
of the United States from 12 to 16 per cent. on the whole hundred 
million of dollars if he had invested it in bonds of the United States. 
But he would not do it because he had not the power. So the Presi- 
dent sent to Congress and asked for power, just as he has done in this 
case, when he had ample power, and both Houses declared unanimously 
that he had the power, and then, after the bonds had gone up to 127 
or 128, when he had lost three years’ interest on a large portion of this ' 
accumulation, he commenced to buy bonds and complains that they 








are too high, and that he calls wise financial management. So now 
here is a law on the statute-book for over a year, to enforce a demand 
on the Canadian authorities that our fishermen who are there carrying 
on their hazardous enterprise should have the right to enter the port 
of Halifax and ship their goods under the plain provisions of the treaty 
or the law, and if that right was denied, then here was the Jaw ex- 
pressly prepared for that particular case to authorize the President, not 
to do any violent act of retaliation, not to involve us in any dangerous 
or delusive measure which would excite the public mind and probably 
create animosities between these two great countries. But suppose he 
had simply said, ‘‘ Well, if you deny to the Yankee fishermen the right 
to transship their fish, we deny you the right to bring fresh fish into 
Maine, Boston, and New York, and scatter them all over, cured by 
ice,”’ for that is the effect of it—ice takes the place of salt. 

That simple remedy which would be the natural dictate of any ordi- 
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nary man was never applied; but it could have been applied, and no 
man knows that better than Senatorson the other side of the Chamber 

And now when we have had a seven weeks’ debate on the treaty, and 
the Senator from Alabama has filled, I believe, fifty or sixty columns 
of the REcoRD in favoring the treaty, and it has finally been rejected, 
now allat once we are surprised with a demand for more power, more 
power, more power! Why, he has powerenough to bring the Canadians 
to terms in twenty-four hours. 

The mere declaration of these two points I have mentioned, that we 
will not submit to allow free fish to come into our market as long as 
they deny our fishermen the rights guarantied to them by treaty, and we 
will not allow them to discriminate against us in the use of their great 
transportation lines, but if they are free to one they must be free to 
both, if there is a toll to be paid that toll must be paid honestly, not 
paid back to one and never refunded to the other—if we should deal 
with the Canadians upon the principle of justice and equality and right, 
we should win their favor rather than cause their opposition. 

I said the other day that I believe the measure of the future is 
more thorough, generous, liberal interchange of commodities between 
these peoples, and I think the result of all ought to be the union 
of the Dominion of Canada and the United States. It would be better 
forall. The very friction that is encountered by this fisheries trouble 
away off on the coast, all this question about the canals between Lake 
Erie and Lake Ontario, and all this question of shipping from San 
Francisco around to Portland in order to get cheap transportation 
over the Canadian Pacific Railroad, all the controversies that occurred 
in Manitoba when Manitoba revolted against Canadian authority and 
built a railroad to connect with one of our railroads—all these irritat- 
ing circumstances are likely to increase from time to time, and they are 
increasing until the time may come when two great and powerful na- 
tions involve themselves in more dangerous controversies, which God 
forbid! 

I believe that a policy on the line I have indicated, of generosity, but 
always of equality and of liberality, will finally bring these two coun- 
tries together in one harmonious government, and thatis what we ought 
to desire to see. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to inquire 
whether it was not the Republican party that put fresh fish on the 
free-list? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, sir; wedid it to secure reciprocal advantages. 
We did it—what return did we get for it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If your Administration would only enforce reci- 
procity, for you have had time to doit, it would beall right. It would 
have been corrected if this was a Republican administration; but the 
treaty of 1871 could not be terminated until during vour administra- 
tion, and you took no measures to correct it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that we 
are trying to correct all the errors we can as fast as we can, if your 
party will permit it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama 
does himself great injustice to make a party allusion of that kind. 
But if you leave the Republican party to prescribe the measures to get 
us out of this difficulty in which your Administration has involved 
us, we will make short work of it. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will 
please suspend. The Chair desires to admonish spectators, who are 
present by the courtesy and the privilege of the Senate, that demon- 
strations of applause or disapproval are not permitted, and if they are 
repeated the galleries will be cleared. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam sure the Republican party through its caucus 
has had perfect control over the recent treaty which we have de- 
stroyed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Republican party will take the responsibility 
of destroying that treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And will take great credit for it. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to ask the Senator a question, if he will yield to 
me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I ask whether there have not been three changes of our 
tariff laws, one in 1872, one in 1875, and one in 1883, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] being chairman of the Finance Committee dur- 
ing two of those changes; and I ask whether he ever suggested that 
free fish should not be longer allowed? I wish further to ask whether 
or not in the tariff bill that has been under discussion for the jast eight 
months in the other branch any Republican member of the House of 
Representatives ever suggested it during all that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer the first question. During the 
time the Senator refers to he knows as well as I dothat we were in 
treaty relations, and had bound ourselves by atreaty for ten years and 
two years longer until notice was given, and during that time we could 
not refuse to admit fish free without violating the treaty, and the Re- 
publican party never proposes to violate a treaty with any foreign na- 
tion. 
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On the other question, as to what was said over in the House about 
free fish, I do not know. I have never looked through the voluminous 
debates there. Will the Senator vote for such a proposition? 

Mr. BECK. Todo what? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To puta tax on fish. 

Mr. BECK. 1 said in a speech I made the other day that the whole 
object of this entire difficulty is to have the importation of fish pro 
hibited, so that you can hire poor Canadians for little or nothing in the 
interest of Gloucester syndicates, and you dare not venture to stop the 
railroads in Vermont and Maine that are subsidized by the Canadians, 
as the President proposes, and if he had attempted to do it without 
asking for a law to do it the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Vermont would have tried to impeach him for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer the Senator from Kentucky who 
has notanswered my question, by asking another. Is the Senator from 
Kentucky in favor of allowing free fish to come in to our market from 
Canadian fishermen when they deny to our fishermen the right to enter 
according to the terms of the treaty the harbors of the Canadian coasts, 
so as to exclude our people from competing with them? 

Mr. BECK. I will answer that by saying that I will not punish the 
poor individual fisherman nor deprive the people of the United States 
of the right to eat fish. I will punish the Government of England or 
the Government of Canada that passes those laws and enforces them, 
as the President now proposes to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘Then the Senator from Kentucky is very much in 
favor of the poor Canadian fisherman, but he has no care for the poor 
American fisherman who is cheated out of his life-long employment and 
of the right that he has inherited from his ancestors for two hundred 
years. 

Mr. President, I wish the heart of the Senator from Kentucky beat 
as warmly and generously for the Yankee fishermen of Gloucester—he 
seems to have a great pique at Gloucester; I do not know anything 
about the town; I have never been there—as for the Canadian. The 
great trouble is that he has no care for the poor fishermen of Glouces- 
ter, but for the Canadian fishermen his heart goes out like a gentle 
stream— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Like an impetuous fountain. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, like animpetuous fountain. That is better. 
I have said all I wish to say in reference to this question, which no 
doubt will be the subject of further debate after the matter has been 
acted on by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GEORGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Mississippi having the floor, will he 
allow me to say a word before he proceeds? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that it having 
heen believed to be the policy of the American people and in their best 
interest to allow fresh fish to enter this country free of duty, I do not 
propose, when trusts and combinations have been built up at Gloucester 
and Boston and everywhere else along that coast, to make all the peo- 
ple ofthis country pay $2 a barrel more for fish than they do now by 
pretending to punish Canada and England for something they have 
done, to repeal our own tariff law in a respect that no Republican has 
ventured to offer to repeal either in 1883 or during this long debate. 
But I will reach out, if we have power to punish at all, for the men 
who are guilty of the great wrongs that have been complained of, and 
I will not allow the bonded goods to go through the country, even if 
the subsidized roads in Maine and Vermont do have to suffer. I re- 
peat that when the President comes in a manly way and. deals with a 
great subject, and a bill is now introduced in the other House, and 
another in the Senate, I want to see how far those patriotic gentlemen 
will go to reach the evil complained of. 

When they said there was no power and no right to negotiate any 
longer, if the President had dared to do what he now says ought to be 
done, the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber would, as they 
have threatened to do in their report, have held him responsible for a 
violation of this very thing, and your articles of impeachment would 
have been attempted to be brought up before now. 

He has met the issue in a fair way; and the Senator from Ohio gets 
away from the treaty and talks about this Administration not buying 
bonds and how much we could have saved because they have raised the 
price. Iam done with that; I am not going into that; but I want to 
say that he himself was the man, both as Secretary of the Treasury and 
as chairman of the Committee on Finance, who arranged our debts in 
such a way that we could not pay them, and fastened this sinking fund 
upon us, that made us tax ourselves $50,000,000 a year more than there 
was any necessity for or more than the Government required, in order 
to enable the bondholders to rob this people out of the premiums now 
placed before them. 

We are trying to get clear of those laws by reducing taxes, and for 
three years the Republican party have sat in the House of Represent- 
atives and have resisted every effort at reduction, and when a vote was 
taken two years ago for leave to bring in a bill, 140 men voted for it 
and only 4 Republicans could be found to do it; and when we tried 
again they voted it down. 
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the other House at this session, and to-day, after four years of cogita- 
tion to see what they can do, they dare not present a bill on which they 
will go before the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish very briefly to answer the Senator fr 
Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
GEORGE] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. It is getting so late that I believe I shall resign th 

loor entirely and let this debate go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to answer very briefly the stump-speec! 
made by the Senator from Kentucky, and I will do it in a reverse order. 
He says 1 am responsible for the fact that there is the prolonged p 
riod of thirty years to the 4 per cent. bonds. He knows, because h 
was here the other day when I showed from the public record, that the 
Senate of the United States proposed to pass a bill to issue bonds run- 
ning only twenty years with the right of redemption after ten years; 
aud if the law had been passed in that form in which it was sent from 
the Senate none of this trouble would have existed; but it was changed 
by the House of Representatives, of which the Senator from Kentucky 
was then a member. I believe he voted for the House proposition 
against the Senate proposition by which the time was extended to 
thirty years, and they were not redeemable during that time. Yet | 

am charged with the responsibility of lengthening these bonds. 

Whatever my sins, I can claim to have always favored the right to 
redeem the bonds of the United States as the five-twenties and the 
ten-forties were issued to be redeemed; and if I had had my way we 
would have had the same kind of bonds issued instead of the thirty-yea1 
Now, enough for that. 

The Senator talks about trusts. Mr. President, the great trusts of 
this country are in thecontrol of the Democratic party. They are like 
the thief whois crying, ‘‘Thief!’’ ‘‘Thief!’’ If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will do as muchas I to prevent wrongful trusts he will have hard 
work to follow. I believe that any agreement whatever, whether in 
the form of a trust or any other form, that tends to restrain competi 
tion in trade or to prevent production in this country is unlawful by 
the common law and ought to be made so by statute law in every State 
in the Union and by laws of the United States. 

The Senator lugs in trusts as if they were a Republican invention. 
Who controls the whisky trust in his own State, and the other trusts ? 
Who controls the great sugar refinery trust? Who controls the great 
bedy of trusts that deal in domestic products? Ah, this talk about 
trusts as a party cry has spent its force. They are the common ene- 
mies of the people of the United States, and I trust that all parties will 
take their share in preventing illegal combinations to put up the price 
of property, or to restrain production, or to advance the necessaries of 
life. 

The Senator talks about the tariff. Well, sir, Iam responsible for 
all the sins of the tariff, you may say, although I am only one out of 
several hundred who passed those laws. I believe the tariff laws of 
the United States since the war have been a most bounteous stream o! 
wealth, have conferred increased wages, and done more for the health 
and comfort of the people of the United States than any other cause in 
the world. 

The Senator is opposed to it all. He believes in the free trade that 
he brought from the old country with him, though I have no doubt the 
views are honestly entertained by him. . I believe that it is the duty 
of the United States to give the American market to American produc- 
tions, and to put such a rate of duty on every article we can manufact 
ure in this country as will induce its manufacture here. I would make 
everything free that wecan not produce here. Under tl:e tariff laws as 
they exist (and the Senator says I have been responsible for their pas- 
sage) more than one-third of the products imported from foreign coun- 
tries are absolutely free of duty, and the other two-thirds are articles 
that enter into competition with ourindustries. We put protective du- 
ties upon those, and I shall continue to vote to do so. 

My friend from Kentucky is very much in favor of the Mills bill. 
He thinks it isa little bitof a bill. It is just little enough to destroy 
one hundred industries from the very beginning, to cripple and par- 
alyze great branches of trade, to reduce the wages of every laboring 
man in the country, to destroy the hopeful prospects in the Southern 
States, to bring desperate disaster and poverty where now there is com- 
fort and comparative luxury. 

The Senator from Kentucky and I differ and honestly differ, nodouhr, 
upon this subject as widely asthe poles. If I had the power alone ani! 
unsupported I would protect every industry and every branch of this 
country, North and South, East and West, without javor or diserin- 
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bonds. 


ination; and to fully compensate the difference between the cost of 


labor in this country and in Europe I would make the duty so steady 
and so strong that everybody would be interested in it and interest 
in the development of this country; and then I would protect t! 
policy from all combinations at home and abroad, from all trusts, au! 
especially from consignments by Europeans to our country witha view 
to undervaluation. 


That is my idea in regard to trusts and the tariff. Whether I have 
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but if I ha here wi t é igh in tl » « ee ny 
srro1 

Mr. BECK h Pr t 

The PRESIDEN ‘ oes t Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Gr y t Sel 1 Kent y [Mr. I <j]? 

Mr. GI uC 

Mr. BECK. There wi e time enough, if we can ever get a tariil 
bill fore ti “ ais ll these things I de ire to say to tl 
Senator f 1 Ohio, if het 1at I brought free-trade ideas to this 
country with me, that that was a good while ago, when I was perhaps a 
lit bi r than t . Im ive brought them wit 
but I have endeavored as far as I knew how, and with the st lights 
before m I I have been a public man, to do what I thought was 
for the best interests of the country Phat is all I care to say al 
tha 


But when the Senator from Ohio talks about his own part in t! 


























transactions in this country I will show him, since he has challenged 
me and the matter is to be brought up, that he above all other men 
responsible for the present condition of affairs in this country a1 d 
the surplus in the Treasury. Why, sir, in 1875, after we had reduced 
the w r ta ff only r cent n 1872, he raised the cry that the sink 
iny fund was in dang¢ n he vy and had to report the v ry next 
year after he had passed the bill restoring that 10 per cent., increasing 
the taxes upon sugar, upon tobaceo, and upon distilled spirits, and re- 
stored the 10 per cent., that the nking a wi l« 1 its 
quil its $225,000,000. He so reported the very next year, when! 
became Secretary of the Treasury 

His predecessor in the Department, William A. Richards l 
furnished a report that he had in his hand when he came into t} I 
ate, and under it the war tariff that had been reduced in 187 
demand of the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON] and all the lead 
Republicans in both Houses of Congress was reste when he ] 
that the clamor that t! cing fund was in danger is untrue 
the record showed it, and he proved i mself th ve 

Che Senator from Ohio talks about tl u st, and says t 
is very dangerous. In 1885 ] day after day and night a 
night to endeavor to bring doy ion upon the sugar that w 
through the refineries so that the } f this country could get it 
and we made it 2} cents, and he went into a conierence committ 


with no Democrat in the Senate on it—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because they refused to go. 

Mr. BECK. He broug 
sidered it, and none of them had ever looked at it, and added 25 cent 
a hundred on refined sugar, making it $2.75 per hundred instead of 
$2.50, which was the maximum that they could obtain for it by av 
of this body upon a dozen trials; and in that conference committee 
without daring to tell that he had done it, when he came on the floor 
of the Senate on the last night of the session, when I was attacking his 
conference report, he walked into yonder cloak-room and never opened 
his mouth, and never told us that he had added on the additional taxa- 
tion in thatsecret conference, which made the sugar trust possible to-day. 

Chat the record shows, and the printed biils will show it. While 
there may have been some difference of opinion as to what should be 
the true rate of taxation, the Senate had agreed and the House had 
not disagreed, that $2.50 per hundred was all that they could have. 
He gave them $2.75, and put them beyond the control of foreign com- 
petition. 

On the 13th day of last March, I believe it was, when I was making 
@ speech on this floor and was proving, as I thought, that trusts were 
maintained to the extent orf the tariff tax which excluded other com- 
petition, he rose in his place and denied that there were any trusts 
in this country, and the REcORD shows it. Now the Senator says he 
will go as far as I will to destroy them. We will see when the time 
comes, 

We had taken off every burden that was imposed by the internal 
revenue upon our manufactures, upon incomes, upon everything but 
whisky and tobacco. Three hundred and odd million dollars were 
at one time collected from internal taxes, $127,000,000 of which came 
from manufactures alone. ‘The tariff was increased because of those 
burdens; they have all been removed, and to-day with the tariff at 47 
per cent., while the average paid as wages to workmen is less than 25 
per cent. difference between here and abroad, an attempt to reduce the 
tariff from 47 per cent. to 42 per cent. is called a robbery, and free 
trade, and an alliance with the English and other foreign people to 
starve out our manufacturers ! 

The truth is that the struggle now is not to help American labor, 
for the Senator from Ohio stood by the importation of Chinese to the 
last minute, to degrade the American laborer. He stood by the bill 
that was enacted in 1864 to allow the importation of foreign laborers 








until after Mr. Cleveland was elected, whereby not only could men be | 


brought from all parts of the world free of duty at the cheapest rate to 
drive American laborers out of the manufacturing establishments, but 
their importers could follow them and take away their little home- 
steads if they dared to ran away from the men who brought them 
here, and sell the homestead over their heads whenever they ventured 
toleave the men who imported them. 


rht it back when the other House never con- | 
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le toa L ce erence t rl bill as it 
the Hou ( \ v thir ( it! i ao t whether 
1 1st he ¢ ernme from the fonndation of the ¢ rn 
to 1s tin Ww ever before th ibsolute refusal of ne g t 

trollin y a majority of the Senate to take part in a « 

Int ca ‘ 31 l t] House ot hepresenta- 
tives, i a confer ointed on the part of the 
. at i Vi Ve J nentur ky | Mr. Bet | l 
the then Senator from ware, d, and three Republica 
according to the rule, were appointe Democrats refused to serv 
When before was that 

The Senator talked about my daring to do anything. Itis not worth 
while to say that to me, because I dare do anything that I think is 
right. I ask him if that was not a cowardly refusal by a great part 
und then to come right back here and say that we are responsible 

We are responsible for the tariff act of 1883. We are responsib 
some reductions in that tariff th ight not to have been mad 





for which we paid severely, and for which t 




















raigned us; but it was the Democratic party ) Se 
the committee of conference that it a o1 G 
men on the otherside ought to remember t] t g 
they ought ever to m« mn 

Now, as to the sin fui vided for b 
a law in one of the st g midst of 
the war, in which we set san y, to 
be increased |! ¥ yearly ac t bh 1ato 
says that in 1875 I ins sinking fund. I 

He 3 that there nking fu a) 

lere was. for several year the Gove I 
were more than the amount of the sinking fund, and the: 
plied to the payment or the public debt. 

The Senator from Kentucky claimed that tlie ; imulat 
which was applied to the public debt in exc of the 1k ! 
should be counted out of the future sinking fund Phat 
of his; and I think thesinking fund is] ly t ry hel 
because every Congres eg he intro 7 +, ; 1 
and yet they never p: 

I did maintain the ng i L 4 
right. Iti intail by sA re ist 
mendation from Secretary Fairchild, or from President Cleve 
any other Democrat except the Senator from Ken 
pealing the sinking fund? He stands solitary I 
ciates around him vote with him out of a kind « } | 
is a good fighter, there is no dou t t. 7 ve 
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in it. I know there are men in my eye who do not believe in the aboli- 
tion of the sinking fund, who look upon it as a violation of public faith, 
but they vote with him because they know it isa harmless amusement, 
and they indulge him by voting with him to repeal the sinking fund all 
the time; and hesaysI am responsible for it. Well, lama pretty good 
scape-goat for all such sins asthat. I am in favor of the sinking fund. 

My friend again refers to the Chinese. Mr. President, I do not often 
talk about my record, Ever since 1872, when I saw the Chinese in Cal- 
ifornia, I have been satisfied that the importation of Chinese laborers was 
a mistake, and that it ought to be ended, and I have voted for every 
bill upon the subject when the treaty between China and the United 
States allowed it. I would not violate a treaty with any foreign na- 
tion, especially with China. We had sent our embassador to China 
and we had boasted, all of us, Democrats and Republicans alike, that 
we had broken down for the first time in two thousand years the se- 
clusion of that great empire of 300,000,000 people. It was a feather in 
our cap. When Mr. Burlingame came back with his laurels fresh upon 
his brow he was toasted and {éted in every part of the United States, 
and nowhere more than in California. They thought he had performed 
a great achievement for modern civilization, opened wide the doors of 
a vast empire. 

jut when the Chinese immigrants came in it was found that they 
did not affiliate with us; that they did not sympathize with us; that 
they did not bring their wives along; that they only came to gather 
what money they could and then go back to the country from which 
they came. Therefore an alarm sprung up against them, and as 
soon as the treaty could be changed to enable us to exclude them I 
was in favor of their exclusion. I have reported three bills here in the 
Senate for the exclusion of the Chinese. Every bill for the last two or 
three years except the one reported at this session at my request by the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has been reported by me as chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations. The committee have 
considered the bills without regarding it as a party question. 

I have voted for the exclusion of the Chinese except only when the 
treaty would not allow it, and before the treaty was changed I would 
go up to the extent of the treaty, and when the treaty was changed I 
went on from step to step, until now probably the Chinese are excluded 
by alaw as mandatory as any law can be made. 

What does the Senator throw that into my face for, when men of 
his own party were of the same opinion, when all of us around here 
were of the same opinion? I dare do anything but violate a treaty 
obligation, and I would not do that to save the Senator from Ken- 
tucky I do not know from what fate. I should dislike to bave him 
meet a very severe one, but certainly I would not vote to violate a 
treaty under any circumstances except one of dire necessity, involv- 
ing the fate of our country. That is the theory upon which a treaty 
rests. It is an obligation between two proud and spirited nations, 
and it ought never to be violated except by mutual consent. That is 
the ground upon which we on this side of the Chamber have acted. 

My friend now who is candidate for President of the United States, 
and who I sincerely believe will be elected, stood in the same position. 
He was a member also of the Committee on Foreign Relations. The 
Senator from Vermont and the rest of us around here all voted for these 
bills just as rapidly and as fast as our treaty relations would allow us 
to do, and we went to the extreme verge. The last bill was passed in 
the Senate before the last treaty negotiated by this Administration was 
ratified by the contracting parties, and we sent it to the House and they 
passed it in the form in which we had passed it. 

Now, it is merely a tub to the whale to talk about Chinese in the 
Senate of the United States. It would do very well in the far inward 
counties of Kentucky, clear on the hill tops; it would not be good in 
Lexington or Louisville, or any such place, but he might possibly tell 
that in the mountains of Kentucky. 

The Senator said something abouf trusts. He says I said there were 
no trusts. What I said was that there were no considerable trusts in 
the foreign trade. The only trusts that exist there are trusts by com- 
mission where manufacturers in Europe send over their goods, trans- 
mit them to a commission merchant as a trustee, because he becomes 
a trust sometimes for many merchants in the same line of trade. That 
kind of trust has been exposed. Suppose a particular merchant or 
dealer in New York should be made a consignee and a trustee for a great 
many houses producing a particular line of goods, and they are sent all 
to him and no market price is fixed. Hebecomesatrustee. That kind 
of trust I have always been in favor of breaking down, and I think the 
Senator from Kentucky is; but when youcome to some other trusts he 
is not so anxious about them. But we shall have enough time in the 
future to talk about trusts. 

I hope now that the message of the President will be referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am satisfied we shall not be able to conclude the 
disposition of the question to-night. I move, therefore, that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn. 

Mr, BUTLER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorcE] has 
the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought he relinquished it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi was 
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recognized by the Chair, and yielded to the Senator from Kentucky 
{ Mr. Beck] and to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to interfere with the Senator from 
Mississippi taking the floor on this question if he wishes to do so. 
Does the Senator desire to proceed to-night ? 

Mr. GEORGE, Ido not; but I should like to have the floor and go 
on with my remarks on Monday morning. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator desires to take the floor, but not to 
address the Senate to-night. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] for the purpose of submitting a conference report. 


APPRAISERS’ WAREHOUSE IN NEW YORK. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The cominittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ 
warehouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered J, 2, 3, 4, 6, and 7, respectively, and agree to the same with the fol- 
lowing amendment: In lines 17 and 18, first page, strike out the words ‘‘ seven 
hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words “six hundred and fifty ;"’ and that 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “three” in said amendment and insert the word “‘two” in lieu there 
of;”’ and that the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 


WM. M. EVARTS, 
JNO. W. DANIEL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
S. S. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the action of the House read. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House has adopted the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 24, 1888, 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in the city of 
New York, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3486) for the relief of the State of South Car- 
olina, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in 
severalty to the United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Territory, it 
agr.ed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, 
Mr. Cops, and Mr. PERKINS managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
Senate bill No. 12, the title of which will be reported by the Secretary. 

The SecreTarRy. ‘‘A bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and 
admission into the Union of the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes. ’’ 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to knowif itis the understanding that 
I am entitled to the floor on Monday morning on the question of refer- 
ring the message of the President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business has been 
laid before the Senate and will be the regular order at 2 0’clock, be- 
ing the bill to admit the Territory of Washington asa State. The 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] was interrupted in the midst ofa 
speech yesterday afternoon by a motion to adjourn, which prevailed. 
He would properly have been entitled to the floor this morning to fin- 
ish his remarks, but the debate upon the motion to refer the Presi- 
dent’s message continued by unanimous consent and without inter- 
ruption until the present time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that it is my wish to take 
up the resolutions reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which were before the Senate yesterday and on which I commenced 
my remarks, after the morning business on Monday, in order that I 
may conclude my observations on those resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to refer the message of 
the President of the United States to the Committee on Foreign Kela- 
tions will not be resumed on Monday except by the affirmative action 
of the Senate. 

Mr.CULLOM. I renew my motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois. ° 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 27, 1888, at 120’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 24, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 12 0’clock m. by Mr. CRISP, as 
Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the following com- 
munication: 


SPEAKER’s Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., August 24, 1888. 


Sir: Hon. C. F. Crisp is designated to preside at the session of the House to- 


day as Speaker pro tempore. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurHspert, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8074) 
to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias 
and Miamies in the Indian Territory with Senate amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amendments 
be non-concurred in, and that the conference asked for be agreed to. 
I would say in explanation that this bill provides for the allotment of 
lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamies in the Indian 
Territory. The bill in the first instance authorized the sale of land in 
excess of 260 acres, and that provision has been stricken out by the 
Senate, and it confines the allotment to 200 acres and provides that 
the excess shall be held for them. Then it also strikes from the orig- 
inal bill the proviso which authorizes the sale of the land which the 
Indians owned in Kansas. It has been found that these lands were 
sold and that there is no necessity for that provision, and we ask that 
the amendments be non-concurred in and the conference agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS. That was the reason that I objected to it before. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for the reading of the amendments. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask now that the further reading be dispensed 
with. Does it require unanimous consent to consider this at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hopethe gentleman will withdraw the objection. 
I would like to say that the bill as it passed the House had the unan- 
imous report of the Committee on Indian Affairs. It does not provide 
for the sale of any of this land; it does not open it to settlement, and 
does not take it out of the possession of the Indians. The Indians had 
a delegation here asking for this legislation; it is reeommended by the 
Interior Department. The House committee have reported unani- 
mously in its favor, and I do hope that there will be no objection. The 
chairman of the committee [Mr. PEEL] will be appointed one of the 
conferees. 

Mr. HOOKER. Do you move to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the motion that I make. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked. 
Is there objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

SUPPRESSION OF INFECTION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 102) appropriating $200,000 to suppress infection in the 
interstate commerce of the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask, in reference to the resolution which has just 
been read by the Clerk, whether it is in order to consider it now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOOKER. I was about to ask unanimous consent for its con- 
sideration, but my friend from Florida [Mr. DAvrpson] says that he 
desires to propose an amendment. I do not make the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. I ask that the Committee on Appro- 
priations have leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the Committee on Appropriations have leave to re- 
port at any time upon the joint resolution which has just been referred 
to that committee. The title will be again read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MORRILL. Have not the Committee on Appropriations the 
right to report at any time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On general appropriation bills they 
have, but perhaps not on matters of this character. 

The Clerk again reported the title. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. McKINNEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 








To Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, indefinitely, on account of sickne 

To Mr. CAMP , Gf Ohio, for ten days 

ro Mr. Br RTH, for six days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

fo Mr. Tuomas H. B. Browne, for five days : account of busi- 
ness, 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pr 
The report was read, as follows 





The committee of conference on the disagreeing v es of thet » Llouses on 
| the amendments of the Senat t Hous f ‘ ‘ n 
of anappraisers’ warehouse in the city of New York, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recomme i and do ree- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,6, and 7, and agree tothe same withthe following amend- 
ment: In lines 17 and 18 of the first page,strike out the words ‘seven hun- 
dred’ and insert “six hundred and fiftv:'’ and the Senate agree to the same 
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That the House recede from its di reement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 5, and agree to the sar ith an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “ three” in said amendment and insert ‘‘two” in lieu thereof; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
SS. COX 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN C. SPOONER 
WM. M. EVARTS, 
JOHN W. DANIETIT 
Managers on the part of the S 

The conferees on the part of the Ifouse submitted the following state- 
ment: 

The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 1661) for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 


the city of New York, and for other purposes, respectfully submit the following 
statement with the conference report, for the information of the Hous« 

All of the Senate amendments except the fifth simply add words providing 
for acquiring a site by condemnation as well as by purchase, and to these the 
House agree, with an amendment changing $700,000 as the limit for the build- 
ing to $650,000, elsewhere provided in the bill for building. 

The fifth Senate amendment will be understood from the following explana- 
tion: The bill provides for the purchase of a site not to exceed in cost $850,000, 
and the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse thereon, not to exceed in cost 
$650,000, and the House and Senate have not disagreed on this. but the bill also 
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shail have the discretion to pur- 
chase a site large enough to embrace a custom-house building also, as well as 
an appraisers’ warehouse, or two sites near each other, for these two purposes, 
instead of a site for an appraisers’ warehouse only; and in this contingency 
the House bill fixed a limit of $1,500,000 for the cost of such double site or sites, 
and the Senate increased this limit to $3,000,000. The conference report recom- 


mends $2,000,000, the House conceding $500,000 and the Senate conceding $1,000,- 
000 in order to an agreement. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
S. S. COX, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires some ad- 
ditional information on this subject or desires to discuss this report, I 
move its adoption. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether there 
is not an entirely new item in the bill which has not been considered 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DIBBLE. There is nonew item in the bill that I know of which 
has not been considered by the Committee of the Whole. There was a 
clerical error in the bill where in one place it prescribed that the cost 
of theappraisers’ warehouse should not exceed $650,000, and in the next 
sentence said that the plans for it should not exceed an estimate of 
$700,000. We corrected that latter amount by bringing it down to 
$650,000. The part of the bill relating to the appraisers’ warchouse— 
$250,000 for the site and $650,000 for the building—has been agreed 
upon by both Houses, and also some amendments in relation to putting 
in words of condemnation as well as of purchase. The other part of 
the bill, giving the Secretary discretion to purchase a double site so as 
to put the custom-house near the appraisers’ warehouse, which is gen- 
erally regarded as desirable or necessary, was in the House bill and 
was considered in Committee of the Whole, and the House fixed the 
limit for the purchase of such a site at $1,500,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A double site ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. A doublesite; that is, in case the Secretary thinks 
that itis better than to put the building on the single site, which is pro- 
vided for, and the provision for which has passed both Houses regularly. 
That has all been considered in Committee of the Whole, and the House 
in Committee of the Whole fixed the limit for the purchase of that 
double site at $1,500,000. The only change made in theSenate was as 
to the amount. They put it at $3,000,000. We had two conferences 
on it. At the second conference the House committee and the Senate 
committee agreed on the amount of $2,060,000, the House committee 
going up $500,000 and the other committee coming down $1,000,000. 


That is, in case the Secretary, instead of buying the site the price of 


which is limited to $850,000, and putting up simply the appraisers’ 
warehouse, should think it better to have the custom-house and the ware- 
house at the same place, then he is given the right to pay for the site 
for both buildings as much as $2,000,000, which is half a million higher 
than the House limit and a million lower than the Senate limit. There 
is no provision in the bill that was not considered in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
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DIBBLE] willexplain to the House the condition of affairs in New York 
City in regard to the custom-house and the appraisers’ office, as to the 
land which is owned by the Government as well as the buildings. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I will proceed to do that; and what I shall say in 
regard to it is the result of an investigation made by a subcommittee 


of the Forty-ninth Congress, so that I know the situation from per- | 
sonal inspection and from consultation with the officers there. The ap- | 
praisers’ warehouse in New York, as was stated to the House when this | 
bill was passed, and which it may be well to recall to gentlemen’s | 


minds at this time, is an old building, badly arranged and poorly adapted 
to the purposes for which it is used. It was formerly either a soap fac- 
tory or a sugar refinery, and we were told by the officials that it was 


very difficult to inspect and appraise fine goods there without their get- | 


ting damaged, 


atipe 


‘The accommodations are so poor that sometimes when goods are 


brought there it takes several hours before they can be unloaded; so | 


that they may not get through the appraisement until the day after. 

I do not suppose there is anywhere in the whole country greater need 
for a public building of this character. The business transacted there 
affects the whole country. Because of the large proportion of imports 
coming into New York, there is no case where there is such need as in 
the city of New York of the Government owning its appraisers’ ware- 
house., At present the Government occupies rented property under a 
lease which will expire, I think, next year—certainly by the year after. 
‘The rent paid by the Government is $64,000 per annum, which at 3 
per cent, is the interest on an investment of over $2,000,000, This 
rent has been going on for some time, and every time the lease runs 
out there is an increase in the amount paid. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this bill appropriate money or simply au- 
thorize-—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. It appropriates the money. In that form it passed 
the House and the Senate. I am speaking now as to the appraisers’ 
warehouse. That is not now in conference. That part of the matter of 

which Iam speaking has been agreed upon by both Houses. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood that the bill, as passed by the House, 
authorized the sale of certain property. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It did not. There was no property to be sold, be- 
cause the appraisers’ warehouse is rented property. The matter in 
regard to the purchase of ground suflicient for the custom-house as 
well as the appraisers’ warehouse being left to the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, it may become necessary to provide for the 
sale of the custom-house property, because, if the interests of the Gov- 
ernment required provision for another custom-house, it would be nec- 
essary to sell the present property and buy a new site. 

As to the present custom-house, I will say that we went through it 
and inspected it thoroughly. We saw the collector of the port, and 
went through the different departments. We visited the place during 
working hours and saw how business goes on day by day. We talked 
with importers in relation to the matter. That custom-house has not 
to-day suiflicient capacity for the public business. A large portion of 
adjacent property is now rented for some of the offices, and a bridge 
has been carried across the street to connect the annex. Still there is 
general complaint of insufficient accommodations for business; and by 
the crowd in the general office, where business with the merchants is 
directly attended to, we saw that there were not such accommodations 
as the public business requires. Merchants are sometimes delayed 
twenty-four hours in the transaction of their business. There certainly 
ought to be enlarged accommodations for the custom-house. And it 
is the opinion of the collector of the port that the custom-house should 
be near the appraisers’ warehouse. 

The distance between these two establishments is now a mile and a 
half. ‘The appraisers’ warehouse is in that section of the city where 
the steamers landwhich bring importations; and the importing busi- 
ness has accommodated itself to this location, the appraisers’ store being 
now rather intermediate between where the goods land and where the 
importers’ warehousesare. The custom-house, however, is a mile down 
town. Papers have to be sent back and forth between the collector 
and the appraiser by messenger; and sometimes the time thus lost oc- 
casions a delay of twenty-four hours to businessmen. Itis the general 
opinion that these two establishments of the Government should be 
near each other. Hence, while providing for an appraisers’ warehouse, 
we also, after consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury, put in 
this clause, giving him authority to buy ground which would provide 
for both, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a new feature in the bill? 

Mr. DIBBLE. No, that was in the bill of last session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean it is new in the bill as passed by the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No, sir; it was in the bill as introduced last session; 
it was also in the bill introduced by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] at this session, and it was in the bill as reported. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] to claim that under the bill property owned by the Government 
would be sold and the proceeds of the sale would pay the expense of a 
new building, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will go on and explain that matter. If the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should adopt the course about which there is now 
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| no difference between the two Houses, both having already agreed upon 

| that point, that is, if a square of ground be purchased and an apprais- 

| ers’ warehouse simply be erected thereon, then there will be no sale of 
| Government property at all, because the present appraisers’ warehouse 
is a rented building, and the custom-house will remain where it is, 

But if the Secretary of the Treasury should come to the conclusion 
that it would be better to buy a site large enough for the appraisers’ 

warehouse and custom-house both, then, of course, as soon as the new 

custom-house accommodations are completed the present custom-house 
with its site could beand would besold. Thegentleman from New York 

[ Mr. Cox] stated the other day (and I think that is the subject to which 

the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] alludes in his question) that 

in his judgment, on account of the situation of this property, the present 
site being in Wall street where property is exceedingly valuable, the 
old site in that location would bring, if sold, about three million of 
dollars, which amount would pay for this double site entirely, and 
would then leave a million of dollars over to put up a new custom- 
| house, which ought to complete it. 

And if the double site was purchased, of course it would involve in 
future the sale of the present custom-house property. There is nosec- 
tion of the city of New York, as I am informed by those who are 
familiar with the subject, where land commands as high prices as on 
Wall street owing to the consolidation of great business interests there, 
and therefore the land which is proposed for the new appraisers’ 
warehouse and custom-house combined, in case both should be built, 
could be bought at a much cheaper figure than the old site would 
bring. 

The Government paid many years ago for the present custom-house 
site—it was the old Merchants’ Exchange Building which is used for 
that purpose—I think, a million dollars, at a time when property was 
considerably lower than it is now; because it is estimated by those who 
know the facts that this site alone has increased in value to such an 
extent as to be worth $3,000,000, in consequence, as I have said, of the 
concentration of great business interests in that immediate neighbor- 
hood. Of course, property in other parts of the city would not be so 
high, and a less sum than that for which this could be sold would pur- 
chase the double site for the custom house and appraisers’ ware-house, 
in the opinion of the House committee. 

We put it into the bill two years ago at one and a half million dol- 
lars. Mr. Cox introduced the bill in that shape, and we so reported 
it back. The Senate Committee said that in their opinion it would 
take $3,000,000 to purchase a double site for both buildings; but we 
did not agree on that, and finally fixed the maximum as here embodied 
at $2,000,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What are the two buildings to cost, the appraisers’ 
warehouse and the custom-house, provided the custom-house is to be 
built? 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is provided that the appraisers’ warehouse shall 
not cost over $650,000; and that amount is fixed in accordance with 
estimates obtained from the Architect’s Office, which show that that 
amount will be sufficient. 

It is also provided that it is to be a plain brick building, without 
porticos or needless ornamentation, but shall be constructed at the 
same time specially with a view to the convenience of the transaction 
of that particular business. So that it will be an economically-con- 
structed establishment, designed expressly for the purpose to which it 
is to be applied. That amount is fixed in the event of the purchase of 
a single or a double site. In either event that amount will be applied 
to the construction of this building; but there is no provision, I will 
say to the gentleman from Indiana, or anything said about the erec- 
tion of a custom-house building, or the sale of the present custom- 
house property. In case the Secretary of the Treasury should pur- 
chase a double site, it would be for Congress to determine how much 
the custom-house building should cost, and also provide, I suppose, 
when this new building, if it is constructed at all, shall be finished 
and ready for occupancy, that the present site and building should be 
sold. I have already stated the opinions of those who know as to its 
value. 

In this matter we did not act—those of us who went to New York 
and looked into the matter—upon our own judgment alone, but we in- 
vited a conference with every member then representing New York; 
and Mr. Hewitt, of New York, was kind enough to spend a half a day 
with us on our inspection and gave us very many valuable suggestions 
and much useful information, which assisted materially in framing the 
original bill on which this report is founded. The Secretary of the 
Treasury was also consulted in relation to the matter. 

It is, in my judgment, absolutely necessary in the first instance that 
we should have an appraisers’ warehouse; and the price fixed, accord- 
ing to the ascertained facts in New York, are for the building $650,000 
and for the site $850,000. That part of the plan is already established. 
It is also a matter of economy, I think, to the Government that the 
Secretary of the Treasury should not be tied to that plan alone, if he 
finds on an examination of the subject that he can buy the double site 
at a reasonable price, which will facilitate the customs business of the 
Government, and erect the building within a reasonable limit. But, 
in the opinion of the committee, the sale of the old castom-house site 
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will certainly bring more money than the site for both the new build- 
ings will cost. Then, of course, provision will be made for building 
a custom-house. It is about as economical a disposition of the matter, 
which is of great interest to the country, as could possibly be made in 
the opinion of the committee. 

I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT]. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, my object in taking the floor at this 
time is not specially for the purpose of opposing this report, but to call 
attention to what I deem to be a serious error beginning to take firm 
hold upon this House. We have witnessed recently a struggle between 
two of the committees of this House in reference to jurisdiction over 
appropriations, which struggle it is hoped has been finally and well 
disposed of. We likewise have on one of the general appropriation 
bills a provision for the payment of a vast number of claims exceptional 
in their character and contrary to the ordinary mode of procedure here. 

Now, sir, we have a conference report from the Committee on Public 
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Puildings and Grounds on a bill reported from that committee, which | 


committee is charged under the rules of the House with the consider- 
ation of bills authorizing the construction of public buildings through- 
out the country. We have in it not only the exercise of the authority 
to construct the building, but to appropriate the money necessary for 
that purpose, and it is now proposed under a conference report to ap- 
propriate $2,000,000 for that purpose in the present instance. 

Under the rules of this House the appropriations for public build- 
ings belong to the Committee on Appropriations, and are provided for 
in the sundry civil bill of the bills committed to them. 
priations under the rules are distinctly committed with certain excep- 
tions—postal, Navy, ete.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
wisely. There should be one committee in this House charged with 
the examination of the expenditures of the Government, having the 
subject-matter in view, of having the right to examine and regulate 
them accordingly. Now, I undertake to say that there is no member 
in this House who can say at this time what are the expenditures for 
public buildings. I had occasion when one of these bills was be- 
fore the House to inquire whether any appropriations were contained 
in it, and I was assured that there were none. I have been assured on 
more than one occasion that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds were not reporting bills with appropriations. Here, sir, is a 
single item of $2,000,000 that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have no more right to consider than the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
ference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


It is $2,650,000. 
The House bill was $1,500,000; but this is the con- 


It makes the amount $2,650,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The House bill carried really a million and a half. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Secretary of the Interior thinks proper to 
purchase the double site 

Mr. DIBBLE. It would go to $2,150,600. 

Mr. HOLMAN. By the action of the Senate, if agreed to by the 
House, this bill will involve $2,650, 000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That will be the action on the conference report; that 
is not the subject to which I understood the gentleman from Georgia 
to be taking exception, but to the action of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds reporting appropriations. It is out of the hands 
of the committee, and is in conference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I concede that; and I stated that my objection was 
not so much to oppose this specific matter as to suggest that it is en- 
tering upon a grave error of sufficient importance to call to the atten- 
tion of the House. While this is the conference report, I understand 
from the observations of the gentleman from South Carolina the origi- 





nal House bill provided an appropriation of a million and a half dol- | 


lars. 
Mr. DIBBLE. That is myimpression. I have sent for the bill. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The point I make, Mr. Speaker, is that they have 
no right to recommend any appropriations at all. 


The appro- | 


i 


in the history of the rules of this House it appears from the Recorp | 
that an ay-and-no vote was taken as to whether the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Grounds should have authority to recommend | 


appropriations, and it was distinctly voted down. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will my friend from Georgia say when that was? 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Indiana says at the beginning of the 
Forty-ninth Congress. My impression was it occurred at the beginning 
of the Forty-eighth Congress. ; 

Mr. DIBBLE, I think it is further back than that, as it has not 
been done since I have been here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No matter how far it is back, it is true that from 
that time until this every succeeding House has refused to the Commit- 


t 
| conforms strictly and rigidly to the rule of the 
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Mr. HOLMAN. It is almost impossible to ascertain the public ex- 
penses at any one time on that point. 


Mr. BLOUNT. As my friend from Indiana has stated is almost 
impossible to ascertain the expenditures for public buildings at any 
onetime. If you take up thesundry civil bill, which provides moneys 
under the rules of the House for the construction of publie buildings, to 


ascertain the amount therein contained a superticial observer would 
think that would indicate the expenditures had been kept withina 
given amount. If he should follow closely th« islation on } ie 


buildings he will find that th al 9 

here in one single instance Is an appropi n of a million and a half 
in violation of the rules of the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have 
been on a series of measures: first, a contest between two :mittees of 
this House as to fortifications; second, a contest now pending as to the 
payment of claims on appropriation bills, and here is a matter ot 
000,000 reported and in the hands of a conference who have no res} 
sibility to this House on the subject of expenditures. 

Mr. Speaker, my sole purpose has been accomplished if members 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ia this matte ap- 
propriations for public buildings shal niorm to what I believe isthe 
right course in the matter of appropriations, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the rule of the House is that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds is to have jurisdicti f mat- 
ters relating to the public improved and unimpr l 
United States other than appropriations th 

But, Mr. Speaker, in this instance the bill came to us with a pi 


vision for an appropriation in it, and as it was a case of extreme ur- 
gency, we reported it in that form. And so far as that is concerned | 
am rather inclined to believe that when the House refers a matter to 
us it authorizes us to report back the matter which it refers, with our 
opinion as to whether it ought or ought not to pass. It is not always 
the case that the House refers a matter to the committee prescribed in 
the rules, and when the House by its order of reference sends to usa 
bill which provides, as some of these bills do, an appropriation of so 
much money in increase of a limit, in such eases we examine the bill 
and report it back; but our usual form of bill has no appropriation in 
it. Now, conceding all the gentleman has said about the rules of the 
House, I maintain that there is no more vicious rule in relation to 
economy in the transaction of the public business than the very rule 
which the gentleman seeks to have enforced. It has been frequently 
the case in my observation since I have had the honor to be a member 
of this House that that rule has worked against economy. 

At the present session of Congress, in the interest of economy, I in- 
troduced a proposition, which was sent to the Committec on Rules, that 
our committee should be put on the same footing as, if you please, the 
Post-Ofiice Committee, of which my friend from Georgia is chair nar 
stands with reference to Post-Office appropriations, or that we should 
be put on the same footing as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
with reference to appropriations for rivers and harbors (which also are 
a matter of public improvement); and it would be in the interest of 
economy that that proposition should be adopted, for this reason: Ifa 
limit is fixed at the time the bill is passed and an appropriation up to 
that limit is made, so as to render the fand available, it enables co.- 
tracts to be made on a large scale instead of splitting the building up 
into a lot of little contracts, a method which greatly increases the ex- 
pense. The plan I propose would enable contracts to be made for t'1e 
entire work, and in that way, I am assured by the Supervising Arch 
tect and by those who are experienced in building, large amounts o 
money could be saved which under the present system of piecemeal 
appropriations are lost. 

Mr. ELOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question for informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes, sir. 








Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says that some bills are repo:ted b 

5 i « 

his committee containing appropriations and some without. I h to 
> I I 


ask him how much money has been appropriated by bills orizinating 
with the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and about how 
many instances there have been of that kind? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam unable to state that, but they are exceptional. 
We have a form of bill, and when members consult any member of the 
committee or coine to the committee-room and consult the committes 
in advance of introducing a bill, we furnish them a blank form w! 
House, and of c 


contains no appropriation. But in some instances, which Pp 


| tional—I can not state the number or th 10unt, 
| ceptional cases—we have reported appropriatio 


| propriation bills have passed from the hands of the Committee 


i 
' 


tee on Public Buildings and Grounds the right to recommend appropri- 


ations to the House. 
bringing in these recommendations that belong to the Committee on 


Appropriations, and it is a matter which the House eo nomine commit- 
ted to that committee. 





I find, contrary to these rules, this committee are | 


} 


If a measure of emergency came to the Committ n Public Build- 
ings and Grounds now, at this late stage of the session, 1 





propriations, we should probably, in accordance with our eu: 
it back to the House; because otherwise there might be a failure 
appropriation and a delay of the work. But, as I have said, thi 
cases are exceptional. Ihave been speaking as to what ought to 
the rule, and I say that in the interest of economy the best \ would 
be to have the committee which investigates and fixes the limit have 
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charge of the appropriation also. In the last Congress I had occasion 
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The bill (H. R. 10187) to provide for grading and paving the ap- 


to go back and search through the appropriations that had been made | proaches to the national cemetery near Salisbury, N. C., was read. 


under the old system and under the present system, and I found it to 
be the case that in some instances, as the result of the practice of these 
piecemeal appropriations, when a building had progressed so far as to 
come within, say, $25,000 of exhausting its limit, the Committee on 
Appropriations, through inadvertence, would give it perhaps $70,000, 
and in that way exceed the limit by $50,000; whereas if all the money 
had been appropriated at the beginning the building would probably 
have been constructed within the limit. The instances are numerous— 
I do not know but they amounted to a majority of the cases at the time 
of that investigation, two or three years ago—in which the Committee 
on Appropriations, under this piecemeal system, gave a building an 
amount over and above the limit that had been fixed. The appropria- 
tion has always been held by the executive department to amount to 
a repeal of the limit to the extent of the appropriation, and in all such 
cases these excessive appropriations have been used, a thing which 
would not have been possible if in the first instance the appropriation 
had been in the same hands which fixed the limit. That is one 
feature. é 

Again, in one or two instances, under this divided system, appro- 
priations have been made which Congress did not really contemplate 
at all. If I had by me my notes of that investigation I could cite in- 
stances. 

I have always contended since I have had any understanding of this 
subject that when the House is considering the question of a public 
building the proper plan is to take up the question as a whole and dis- 
pose of it in that way; and that we should, in providing for the build- 
ing, appropriate the money. I grant that in case of a large appropria- 
tion which can not be expended at once, there might be an appropri- 
ation of a certain amount to be available this year, a certain amount 
next year, and soon. But if the course which I have suggested were 
adopted there would not be creeping in the appropriation bills and 
passing without question amounts of fifty, seventy-five, or one hundred 
thousand dollars for this or that public building—amounts in many in- 
stances in excess of the original limit. Therefore, I say that the rule 
now followed by the House is not the best, although the committee 
of which I have the honor to be chairman has observed that rule with 
a very few exceptions, which we thought were justified by the fact 
that the bills came to us with appropriations in them, and the cases 
were matters of immediate urgency or exigency. I think the case now 
before us is sucha case. It ought to have been provided for long ago. 
There is need this very day of this appraisers’ warehouse in the city 
of New York. This isa case which ought to be made an exception to 
the general rule. 

The gentleman having said that our committee has no jurisdiction 
over appropriations, I will say that we have never inserted an appro- 
priation in a bill which has come to us without an appropriation. A 
great many bills reported by us with appropriations in them have been 
Senate bills which have invariably come over to us in that form. In 
such cases we report the bills back with or without amendment,as the 
case may be. In other cases where we have reported bills containing 
appropriations, the House has referred the bills with the appropriation 
clause in; and we have left it in. The committee has never itself in- 
serted an appropriation in a bill, within my recollection. The form ot 
bill which we have adopted does not contain the appropriation clause. 
At the same time we consider that the rule adopted by the House is a 
bad one for economy. We can see that its operation every day is to 
open an easy way for getting beyond the limits imposed by the House, 
the appropriations being obtained from another committee, and some- 
times,no doubt,granted inadvertently. In the multiplicity of cases, it 
is a hard thing to go back in evefy instance and count up the little 
piecemeal appropriations year after year, sifting them out from differ- 
ent bills. In that way appropriations in excess of the limits imposed 
creep in sometimes by inadvertence. If we had the power of appro- 
priation in every instance this could not happen, because if an increase of 
appropriation were asked for bona fide meritorious reasons, the matter 
would be referred to us, we would investigate it, and submit the facts 
tothe House; and the House would take it up as an independent propo- 
sition, which is not done now, these appropriations being usually passed 
wholesale in a general appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman wishes to address the 
House in relation to this subject, I will ask the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was agreed to, there being—ayes 30, noes 19. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPROACHES TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, SALISBURY, N. C. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that it be now 
considered and passed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the report read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. BLAND. I hardly think it proper for Congress to go into the 
work of grading and improving the roads to all these various cemeter- 
ies. There is a little cemetery near my town in regard to which I 
would like to have a measure of this kind passed. Ina great many 
other localities the people would like to have the Federal Government 
improve the roads to these national cemeteries. I believe I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is not 
before the House. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


ADDIE BELL. 

Mr. NUTTING. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. NUTTING. I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
will withdraw that demand for a moment, so that I may state what 
this bill is. If he will listen to a brief statement I think he will not 
object to the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regularorderisdemanded. This 
being Friday, the regular order is the call of committees for reports of 
a private nature. 

Mr. BURNES. I move to dispense with private business for this 
day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the understanding that members may 
file reports with the Clerk. 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri, pend- 
ing the motion to dispense with private business, asks unanimous con- 
sent that members be allowed to file reports with the Clerk for appro- 
priate reference. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 
MARY A. HOLLAND. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10874) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Holland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA GIDDING. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to 
Martha Gidding, formerly Martha Priest; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN V. HENNESSEY. , 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2321) granting a pension to John 
V. Hennessey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NELSON J. CROOK. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Nelson J. 
Crook; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LEAMAN L. BOWERS. 

Mr. WALKER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman 
L. Bowers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WALKER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompaning reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3802) granting a pension to William J. Scarborough; 

A bill (H. R. 425) granting a pension to Elisha L. Elam; 

A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to F. E. H. Biller; and 

A bill (H. R. 2616) granting arrears of pension to W. J. McGlade. 


JOHN W. ELLIS. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reporte¢ 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10094) granting a pension to John W 
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Ellis; which was referred to the Cc mmittee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ANN E. MUSSMAN 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. 
Mussman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHRISTINA LESSITT. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9567) granting a pension to Chris- 
tina Lessitt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. CAROLINE TAYLOR, 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3175) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline 
Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELLEN KELLEY. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4820) granting a pension to Ellen Kelley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET GRAY. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11057) granting a pension to Margaret 
Gray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with che accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE JOHNSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2887) granting a pension to George Johnson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES A. STOCKMAN,. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. 
Stockman, of Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCY WAGOR. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10256) to place the name 
of Lucy Wagor, of Hillsdale, Mich., on the pension-roll; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HEINRICH HERGET. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10215) granting a pen- 
sion to Heinrich Herget; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CYRUS MILLINS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10258) to place the name of Cy- 
rus Millins, of Ogden Centre, Mich., on the pension-roll; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SHADRACK W. BROWN. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of 
Shadrack W. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN N. BOVEE. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension 
to John N. Bovee; which was referred to the Committee of the VW hole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SUSAN V. WILCOX. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Mrs. 

V. Wilcox, mother of Martin V. Wilcox; which was referred to 

the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. e 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Perlsions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 10472) granting a pension to Joseph Jenkins; 

A bill (H. R, 224) granting a pension to William Dobbs; and 

A bill (H. R. 11010) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Almon 
B. Blodgett. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin Franklin; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House onthe Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11113) granting a pension 
to Irene Rucker Sheridan; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL TAXATION—ACT OF MARCH 3, 1875. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back with a substitute the bill (H. R. 11039) for 
the relief of certain persons who paid additional taxes assessed against 
them under the act of March 3, 1875; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES HAHNEMAN.,. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11021) to increase the pension 
of Charles Hahneman; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT. GEORGE T. RUSSELL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pension 
to Lieut. George T. Russell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JASPER N. WARREN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, also, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3316) granting a pen- 
sion to Jasper N. Warren; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY HOOPER. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10504) granting a pension to Mary Hooper; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Frederick C. Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 217) granting a pension to C. T. Maphet; 

A bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catharine Bussey; 

A bill (H. R. 549) granting a peasion to Joseph 8. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pension to John D. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of William Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to Alexander Collinge; 

A bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension to Russell L. Doane; 

A bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Mathew H. Fuiton; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) increasing the pension of W. E. Stokes; 


A bill (H. R,. 3055) for the relief of A. F. St. Sure Lindefelt; 
A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of John D. Munnerlyn; 
A bill (H. R. 3710) granting a pension to Samuel Piercy; 


R 
R 
R 
A bill (H. R. 4504) granting a pension to Nancy Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Horgain; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) granting a pension to Jacob Newhard; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) to increase the pension of Charles Ritchey; 
A bill (H. R. 5232) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; 

A bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to William H. Dowdall; 
A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Charies Walster; 

A bill (H. R. 5525) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Potts; 

A bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora Heath; 

A bill (H. R. 60091) granting a pension to Sarah J. Frailey; 

A bill (H. R. 6344) granting a pension to William J. Toncray; 
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A bill (H, R. 6501) granting a pension to Joseph T. Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth A. South; 

A bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension to Julia E. Ambrose; 

A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Keed; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) tor the relief of M. M. Gibson; 

A bill (HE. R. 8076) granting a pension to the minor children of Ori- 
g0n S. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R, 8494) granting a pension to Gilbert Reed; 

A bill (1. R. 8534) granting a pension to Jacob Copes; 

A bill (11. 2. 8545) for the relief of Samuel Purcell; 

A bill (If, R. 8571) granting a pension to Margaret J. McQuary; 

A bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Henry Crotsley; 

A bill (H. R, 8697) to increase the pension of Martin McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 8889) granting a pension to Charles Molseed; 

A bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of pension to Almeron J, 
Patchin; 

A bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Singleton; 

A bill (H. R, 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 9253) granting an increase of pension to Richard Hogan; 

\ bill (HL. R. 9372) granting a pension to John Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of Emannel H. Custer; 

A bill (EH. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy A. Jordan; 

A bill (H, R. 9653) granting a pension to Henry Alward, dependent 
father of Henry M. Alward; 

A bill (H. R. 9672) granting a pension to Eliza A. Williamson; 

A bill (H. R. 9684) granting a pension to William J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 9704) granting a pension to Martha F. Lee; 

A bill (HI, R. 9792) to inerease the pension of Charles 8. Baker; 

A bill (if. R. 9795) to restore Nathaniel Francis to the pension-roll; 

A bill (H, R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 

A bill (H. Rt. 9399) granting a pension to Albert O. Robb; 

A bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, M. D.; 

A bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to John T. Vincent; 

A bill (H. R. 10418) granting a pension to Hannah L. Irwin; 

A bill (H, R. 10525) increasing the pension of Edward Jardine; 


A bill (H. R. 10607) granting a pension to Rachel Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 10789) granting a pension to Philip Neuman; 

A bill (H. R. 10906) granting a pension to Fidel Gates; and 
) 


A bill (H. R, 11118) to authorize the construction and operation of 
a street railway and wagon bridge across the Rio Grande, between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and Paso del Norte, Mexico. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed, with an amendment in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 201) to correct an error in the act making an appropriation for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
3276) granting a restoration of pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

LANDS FOR PEORIA AND MIAMI INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
8074) to provide for allotment of lands in severalty to United Peorias 
and Miamis in the Indian Territory Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. 
Copp, and Mr, PERKINS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the motion ot 
the gentleman of Missouri [ Mr. BuRNEs] to dispense with the consider- 
ation of private business for this day. 

Mr. PERKINS. I presume the gentleman from Missouri would not 
object to the consideration of private business after we dispose of the 
deficiency appropriation bill, if we should do so in a short time. 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lunderstand the gentleman’s object is simply to go 
into Committee of the Whole to dispose of that bill, ~ 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is to dispense with the consideration of private business, with the 
understanding that when the deficiency bill shall have been disposed 
of, private business may be entered upon. 

The motion was agreed to, 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of resuming the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10896) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose it was dividing by 
tellers on the question whether the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair should stand as the judgment of the committee. The tellers 
will resume their places and the vote will be again taken. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Is not the question whether the fourth section, em- 
bracing the French spoliation claims, is in order on this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question is whether or not the decision of the 
Chair shall be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held that the several paragraphs of 
section 4 were not in orderon this bill. From that decision the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. DrpsLE] appealed. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ? 
The tellers [Mr. BuRNEs and Mr. DisgLe] will resume their places 
and the vote will again be taken. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Before the announcement of the result of the division— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not understood that a quorum has been called 
on this vote, the point of order being made that no quorum voted? 
That being the case is it not a fact that gentlemen who are paired are, 
under the general rules of pairing, permitted to vote in order to make 
a quorum? I would.Jike the views of the Chairman upon that point. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum has not been made, the 
result of the vote by tellers not as yet being announced. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on both sides of the House 
have been voting, notwithstanding the pairs, under the impression that 
the point of no quorum was a pending point. 

Mr. DUNN. Iask the Chair to announce the result of the vote by 
tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the purpose of ascertaining if the demand 
for a quorum will be made, the Chair will announce the result as re- 
ported by the tellers. 

The result was announced as—ayes 82, noes 62. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That is not a quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the tellers will resume their places and continue the count. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrpBLE] to the fact that 82 
is a majority of a quorum, and that it is impossible for him to de- 
feat it; and therefore further proceedings will simply delay the busi- 
ness of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have simply this tosay, Mr. Chairman, in response 
to the matter of arithmetic so kindly suggested by my friend from Ar- 
kansas, and which I realize—that I consider that the proposition which 
I have maintained in the course of the debate on this question, and 
which I maintain now, has been sustained by a vote on this floor of a 
majority of all the members of the House—163 members sustaining me 
on a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to deny that any yea- 
and-nay vote was taken upon this proposition. 

Mr. DIBBLE. And owing to the absence of many of the members 
of the House—— 

Mr. PAYSON and Mr. BURNES demanded the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam perfectly willing to proceed with the regular 
order, but was only replying to what the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn] had said. 

Mr. DUNN. I had not completed what I wanted to say, if the gen- 
tleman wants to reply. I was going on to remark—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. I believe I have the floor if any one is entitled to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order being demanded neither gen- 
tleman is entitled to the floor, but the count by tellers will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I would like alittle more speech-mak- 
ing on this question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am ready tooblige the gentleman if the House will 
give me the privilege of proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places and con- 
tinue the count. 

Mr. BURNES. Iam advised, Mr. Chairman, that many gentlemen 
are refraining from voting under the impression that this is a contin- 
uation of the vote begun on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated already that this vote 
would be taken de novo this morning; and the Chair hopes that all 
gentlemen present will vote one way or the other, so that the com- 
mittee will not find itself without a quorum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am informed that the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. SmuMons] voted under a misapprehension, and has stated 
that he desires to change his vote from the affirmative to the negative. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I expected to make that request myself as soon as 
the vote by tellers was announced. I am obliged to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tally clerk will take notice of the change. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask the Chair to state the present condition of the 
vote. 

The Chair announced the vote as—ayes 84, noes 68, 
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Mr. DIBBLE. As there is evidently no quorum present, I move that 
the usual proceedings be taken to terminate the call. I have made the 
point that no quorum has voted, which point I now insist upon, and 
ask that the roll be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having found itself without a quorum, under clause 2, of 
Rule XXIII, the Clerk will now call the roll. 

Mr. BURNES (one of the tellers). One more vote in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. DIPBLE (the other tell I object to the announcement of 
any other votes by ‘tellers after the statement has been made by the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not change the result. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 





Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Kennedy, Reed, 
Anderson, lowa Dargan, Lagan, Rice, 
Atkinson, Darlington, Landes, Robertson, 
Bacon, Davenport, Lawler, Rowell, 
Baker, N. Y. Davidson, Ala, Long, Russell, Conn, 
Barry, De Lano, Macdonald, Russell, Mass. 
Belden, Dingley, Maffett, Rusk, 
Belmont, ey Mahoney, Scott, 
Big Mason, Seymour, 
ingham, ut, Matson, Shaw, 
Blanchard, McAdoo, Shively, 
Boutelile, Finley, McClammy, Snyder, 
Bowen, Fisher, McComas, Sowden, 
Brewer, > Fitch, MecCullogh, Spinola, 
Brower, Ford, McKinley, Spooner, 


Browne,T.H.B.,Va. French, McKinney, Stephenson, 


Brown, Ohio Funston, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Brumm, Gaines, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Glover, McShane, Struble, 
Buckalew, Goff, Milliken, Taulbee, 
Burnett, Granger, Mills, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burrows, Greenman, Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
3utler, Grosvenor, Montgomery, Thomas, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, Morrow, Thomas, Ill. 
Campbell, Ohio Hare, Morse, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y, Harmer, Norwood, ‘Tillman, 
Candler, Hatch, Oates, Wade, 
Carlton, Hayden, O’ Donnell, Weber, 
Catchings, Hayes, O’ Ferrall, West, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Outhwaite, White, N. Y. 
Clardy, Hires, Owen, Whiting, Mich. 
Clark, Hogg, Patton, Whiting, Mass. 
Cockran, Holmes, Peel, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Ill. Perry, Wilber, 
Collins, Hopkins, N. Y. Phelps, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Houk, Pidcock, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cothran, Howard, Plumb, Woodburn, 
Cox, Hudd, Post, Yardley, 
Crouse, Johnston, N.C. Pugsley, Yoder. 
Cummings, Jones, Randall, 
Cutcheon, Kelley, Rayner, 


Mr. PENINGTON. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CorpMANn] 
left the House a few moments ago feeling quite unwell, and I desire to 
make this announcement on his behalf. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to ask that my colleague [Mr. WHITING, of 
Massachusetts, ] be excused on account of sickness, unless he already 
has leave of absence 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for making excuses will be when the 
roll is called in the House. 

The committee will now rise, and the Clerk will report the names 
of the absentees to the Honse, to be entered upon the Journal. 

Mr. LAFFOON. I would liketoask that my colleague [ Mr. StronE] 
be excused, on account of sickness. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done in the House. 

The committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
taken the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bili H. R.-10896, the deficiency appropriation bill, had found it- 
self without a quorum, whereupon he had directed the roll to be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The namesof the absentees will be en- 
tered upon the Journal. No quorum has answered upon the call. 

Mr. BURNES. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COWLES. My friend and colleague, Mr. Jounsron, of North 
Carolina, is absent from the House on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Excuses will be in order on the second 
call of the roll. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The Clerk called the roll, when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Abbott, Biggs, Bunnell, Cockran, 
Allen, Mass. Bingham, Burnett, Cogswell, 
Anderson, Iowa Blanchard, Burrows, Collins, 
Arnold, Bland, Campbell, F., N. ¥. Cooper, 
Atkinson, Boutelle, Campbell, Ohio Cothran, 
Bacon, Brower, Campbeil,T.J.,.N.Y Cox, 
Baker, N.Y. Browne,T.H.B., Va. Candler, Crain, 
Barry, Brown, Ohio Carlton, Crouse, 
Bayne, Brumm, Chipman, Cummings, 
Belden, Buchanan, Clardy, Cutcheon, 
Belmont, Buckalew, Clark, Dalzell 
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Dargan, Hopkins, Il. Morrow, Snyder, 
PDariington, Hopkins, N. Y. Mo Sowd 
Davenport, Houk, Norwood, Spinc 
De Lano, Howard, Oates, Spoone 
Dingley, Hudd, O’ Donnell, Stephenson, 
Dorsey, Johnston, N. C. O’ Ferrall, Stewart, Tex. 
Dunham, Jones, Outhwaite, Stewart, Vt. 
Ermentrout, K y oO Stone, Ky. 
Felton, K Patton, Struble, 
Finley, i . Peel, faulbee, 
Fisher, La S, Perkins, Taylor, FE. B., Ohio 
| Fiteh, I Lu I I. D., Ohio 
Ford La Pp K 
Pi . Le 3, Il 
Ft li, Lo ° i son, ‘ 
G Matlett 
G \l on “i 
G fas I r W 
Granger McAdoo, I \ 
Gi i mms I W 
Cir v ( 3. Vi \ 
Cruenthe ( vh Rov Wh MI . 
Hare Nn , - i Sseli,\ onn, W ~ I 
Harme McKinney, R W r 
Hatch MeMillin, R v 
Hayder M uM Rvya Wilson, \ \ 
Hayes Mes ~ Woodbu 
He I Ya 
H I ‘ 1 ‘ 
< \T 
3 Mor ery Ss ~ 
The SPEAKER pro tem i S$ WL be« ‘ t s 
of absentees called for ‘ 
The names of absentees were called as follows: 
Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of lowa: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ATKINSON: No ext ise offered. 
Mr. BA No excuse offered 


Mr. BAKER, of New York: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BARRY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BELDEN: No excuse offered. 


Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bi No excuse offered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Iask that my colleague, Mr. BLANCHARD, be 


excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BourTELLE: No excuse off red. 

Mr. BROWER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE. 

Mr. YOST. My colleague, Mr. BRowNE, of Virginia, has leave of 
absence. 

Mr. Brown, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BruMM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iask that mycolleague, Mr. BUCKALEW, be excused, 
as he is absent on account of important business, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BuRRows: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FELIx CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No exeuse offered. 

Mr. Timotny J. CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CARLTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Mr. CHIPMAN was in the House an hour ago 
and left, as he was feeling very unwell; and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARDY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CocKRAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COGSWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COLLINS: No excuse oflered. 

Mr. Cooper: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CoTHRAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CRAIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Crouse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CUMMINGS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CuTcHEON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, is it necessary and proper 
| to render excuse for gentlemen who are absent by leave of the House ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless the House makes some other 
| order it is not necessary. It is not necessary to render excuse for gen- 

tlemen who have leave of absence. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask that, because the Recorp mal 
no mention of the fact that members are absent by leave of the Hou 
in a proceeding of this kind, but there appears opposite the names of 
those who do not answer, ‘‘ No excuse offered.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Recorp does contain notice of the 
leave of absence granted to a member, but not perhaps at the particular 
point where there are proceedings under the call of the House. 
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Mr. WARNER. I would raise the question, because I find on look- Mr. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 

ing at the Kecorp that members who were excused by order of the Mr. MILLs: No excuse offered. 

House appear in the Recokp in proceedings under a call of the House Mr. Morritt: No excuse offered. 

with ‘‘No excuse offered’’ opposite their names, and nothing appears Mr. MONTGOMERY: No excuse offered, 

in the Recornp of that day to show that they were excused by order of Mr. Morrow: No excuse offered. 

the House. [t seems to me that the Recorp should show that mem- Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

bers were absent by the leave of the House. Mr. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has observed that that is Mr. OATES. 
the practice, that although members are excused by leave of the House Mr. COBB. I desire to say that my colleague, Mr. OATES, is ab- 
the roll-call shows according to the RECORD that no excuse was offered. | sent on duty for the House. 


That, however, has been the practice of compiling the record of the Mr. O'DONNELL: No excuse offered. 
House and that is a practice of the propriety of which the present occu- Mr. O’ FERRALL. 
pant of the chair thinks there may be some doubt. Mr. WISE. My colleague, Mr. O’FERRALL, is absent on account of 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Would it be in order to move that the | important business. I ask that he be excused. 
RECORD should show who of those absentees hadleave? I found myself ‘There was no objection. 
in that category a few days ago, when I had been excused, I do not Mr. OUTHWAITE: No excuse offered. 
care to appear as one of the ‘foolish virgins.’’ Mr. OWEN: No excuse offered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair Mr. PATTON: No excuse offered. 
would be glad that that question might be made at some time when Mr. PEEL. 
the regular presiding oflicer of the House is in the chair. Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. PEEL, is absent by 
Mr. DALZELL: No excuse offered. leave of the House. Is it necessary to ask that he be excused ? 
Mr. DARGAN. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 
Mr. DIBBLE, I ask that my colleague, Mr. DARGAN, be excused. Mr. Perry: No excuse offered. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. Mr. PHELPS. 
Mr. DARLINGTON: No excuse offered. Mr. KEAN. I ask that my colleague be excused on account of im- 
Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. portant business, . 
Mr. De LANO: No excuse offered. There was no objection. 
Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered. Mr. Pipcock: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Dorsty: No excuse offered. Mr. PLuMB: No excuse offered. 
Mr. DuNHAM: No excuse offered. Mr. PuGsLey: No excuse offered. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. Mr. RANDALL: No excuse offered. 
Mr, FELTON. Mr. RAYNER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. MCKENNA. Iask that my colleague, Mr. FELTON, be excused. Mr. REED: No excuse offered. 
He is unavoidably absent on important business, Mr. Rice: No excuse offered. 
There was no objection. Mr. ROBERTSON. 
Mr. FinLey: No excuse offered. Mr. WILKINSON. My colleague, Mr. RoBERrtson, is absent on 
Mr. Fisner: No excuse offered. leave. 
Mr. Frrcu: No excuse offered. Mr. ROWELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Forp: No excuse offered. Mr. RussELL, of Connecticut: No excuse offered. 
Mr. FuNSTON: No excuse offered. Mr. Russe.y, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GAINES: No excuse offered. Mr. Rusk: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. Mr. RYAN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. Mr. Scott: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GRANGER: No excuse offered. Mr. SeyMouk: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offered. Mr. SHaw: No excuse offered. 
Mr, GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered. Mr. Stumons: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HARE: No excuse offered. Mr. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered. Mr. SOWDEN. 
Mr. Hatcu: No excuse offered. Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Sowprn’s wife has been quite unwell for ten 
Mr. HAYDEN: No excuse offered. or fifteen days, and on Wednesday he left to take her home to Penn- 
Mr. Hayes: No excuse offered. sylvania. I therefore ask that he be excused. 
Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. There was no objection. 
Mr. Hoaa: No excuse offered. Mr. SPINOLA: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Ho_MEs: No excuse offered. Mr. Spooner: No excuse offered. 
Mr, Hopkins, of Illinois: No excuse offered. Mr. STEPHENSON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Hopkins, of New York: No excuse offered, Mr. STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Houk: No excuse offered. Mr. STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 
Mr. HowArp: No excuse offered. Mr. Stone, of Kentucky. 
Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered. Mr. LAFFOON. Iask that my colleague, Mr. STonE, be excused 
Mr. JoHNnston, of North Carolina. on account of sickness. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleagu., Mr. Jonn- There was no objection. 
STON, is absent on account of sickness, and I ask that he be excused. Mr. TAULBEE. 











There was no objection. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. TAvur- 
Mr. KELLEY: No excuse offered. BEE, was suddenly called home by illness in his family on last Sab- 
Mr. KENNEDY: No excuse offered, bath, and I ask that he be excused. 





Mr. LAGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LANDES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LATHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAWLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lona: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAFFETT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MAHONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mason: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. McAnoo, who is out of the city on business, be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLAMMy: No excuse offered, 

Mr. McComas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCuLioan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McKINLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McKINNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MCSHANE: No excuse offered. 





There was no objection. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JosepH D. TAYyLor: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THomas, of Kentucky: No excuse offered. ° 

Mr. THomMAs, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. West: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wuitr, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask that my colleague, Mr. WHITING, be excused 
on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WicKHAM, be ez- 
cused on account of sickness. 

| There was no objection. 
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Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WrLson, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WooDBURN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I ask that my colleague, Mr. YARDLEY, be ex- 
cused on account of important business. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Yoprer: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOVEY. Iask that my name be called. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, will the names of those who are 
excused by the House appear in the RECORD as absent on leave? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the practice of compiling the 
RecorpD the Chair thinks that the RecorpD of that day will not show 
the fact that members are absent on leave. It is the practice that has 
obtained, that those who have had previous absence will not be shown 
in the Recorb. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
CLARK, of Wisconsin, is absent with leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and fifty-eight gentlemen 
have answered when their names were called, not a quorum. 

Subsequently the following-named members appeared, and under 
the rule reported their presence to the Clerk: 

Mr. ABBOTT, 

Mr. ARNOLD, 

Mr. BAYNE, 

Mr. BLAND, 

Mr. BUNNELL, 

Mr. FRENCH, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, 

Mr. LEE, 

Mr. MCRAE, 

Mr. PERKINS, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. STRUBLE, and 

Mr. THompson, of California. 

Mr. BURNES. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 
of the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. McAnoo, who is out of the city on business, be excused. 

«here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. DARGAN, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. PEEL, is absent by 
leave of the House. Is it necessary to ask that he be excused? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I wish to ask the Chair how many members are 
shown to be present by the roll-call and the list of members who have 
since reported to the Clerk ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and fifty-eight members 
answered on the call, and eleven have since reported, making the total 
number one hundred and sixty-nine. 

Mr. DIBBLE. That being a quorum, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to make a proposition. 

Mr. BURNES. 
dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURNES. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of appropriation | 


bills. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to submit a proposition for 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs], the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
DIBBLE] asks unanimous consent to submita proposition. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, my proposition is founded upon the 
fact that on examining the pairs of absentees I find that quite a num- 


ber of those who would vote on the side of the question which I rep- | developed, that the House take a recess until 8 o'clock to-night. 


resent have been unable to get here in time, and that the number of | 


absentees on that side is much larger in proportion than on the other 
side. In view of that fact, in order that both sides may have an equal 
opportunity to have members present, so that there may be a full vote 
on this question, I ask unanimous consent that it be made a special 
order for Tuesday next at 1 o'clock, so that on this day we may go 
into committee and settle the question. At that time I will raise no 
point as to a quorum, and I do not think any such point will be raised. 
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Ido not think the necessity for raising it will exist. This arrange- 
ment will give an opportunity to members who desire to be present so 
that we may have a full vote and a fair and proper settlement of this 
question. A number of telegrams have beeu received from members, 
1 suppose on both sides, expressing a desire to be present when the final 
vote is taken. Therefore, in the interest of the dispatch of business I 
submit what I think is a fair proposition. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I presume I shall have unanimous con- 
sent to make a reply to the proposition of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. We haye under consideration one of the general appropria- 
tion billsof this House. We are near the close of August and there 


| are gentlemen who are claiming that we are detaining the Senate in 


I move that further proceedings under the call be | 


| consent to submit a proposition to the House. 


| 


session. At any rate we are considering a general appropriation bill. 


We have upon our Calendars probably ten thousand claims of equal 


merit, to say the least for them, with the claims now under consider- 
ation. Why, then, should we be soanxious to retard the general busi- 


ness of Congress, to disappoint the expectations of the country, and to 
keep ourselves here struggling in a close House with closed doors over 
this business, when at best but $448,000 of these claims could be con- 
sidered’ in this bill under any view of the point of order pending, and 
the forty millions that are trooping on behind are certainly as meri- 
torious as those which by chance, possibly, but perhaps design, have 
got to the front? 

The general public business of Congress is now paralyzed for certain 
private claims of a century’s age, and we keep ourselves here housed 
in the heat of the dog-days for no better purpose than that of securing 
special advantage for a class of claims no better, but much worse, than 
other classes of claims also pending. 

It seems to me that the general welfare of the whole people and pub- 
lic laws rather than private ones should be preferred. Sixty millions 
of people should be preferred over five thousand people in whose names 
these spoliation claims are preferred and pressed with a persistency un- 
paralleled. The proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina con- 
templates the postponement of a general appropriation bill now under 
consideration. I oppose such delay. Gentlemen who are absent are 
under the same obligations to be present that we are. 

I decline the proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina, and 
I doit with all proper respect te him and in all kindness, This general 
appropriation bill has a right to be passed upon and considered with- 
out delay. Furthermore, there are only five thousand people, at the 
most, interested in these claims, while in this bill, exclusive of these 
claims, there are to my certain knowledge ten thousand people, equally 
meritorious, whose claims are beyond dispute—soldiers of the Repub- 
lic, their widows and their orphans, who have little appropriations in 
this bill, Treasury allowances for bounty, back pay, commutation of 
rations, lost horses, and the like, the allowance of which will carry 
sunshine and happiness to their little homes. Shall we then postpone 
this general appropriation bill as such, and take the usual and ordinary 
course with these spoliation claims? 

Sir, the time is now here—this moment—when the House of Repre- 
sentatives, regardless of party policies, should declare for the transac- 
tion of the public business of the Congress and the country, and rebuke 
any and all attempts to give any class of claims such an exclusive con- 
sideration as the proposition involves. Already this attempt tosecure 
special privileges for one class of claims over all other classes has cost 
us much valuable time and long delayed the passage of a bill against 
which (with spoliation claims eliminated) there is not a single voice. 
With my consent there shall be no further delay. I take occasion to 
notify the Honse and the country that I shall lose no occasion to press 
this bill toa final passage. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Has the regular order been demanded ? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands the situa- 
tion, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of appropriation bills, and pending that the 
gentleman from South Carolina |Mr. DIpBLE] obtained unanimous 
The Chair understands 
that proposition to be objected to, and the question now recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Pending that I move, as 4 quorum has now been 


The question being taken on the motionof Mr. DisBe, there were— 
ayes 5%, noes 54. 

Mr. BURNES. I make the point of no quorum, and call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
and nays 


I suppose we had better have the yeas and nays. 
I hope the gentleman will not ask for the yeas 
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of no quorum, and the yeas and nays will be the best way to settle the | these claims. I am gratified that he can with perfect certainty count 
question. on every friend of these spoliation claims who is absent as being in 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman call for the yeas | favor of the pending point of order. Theinterest they have shown for 
and nays? their payment must be deemed paramount to a just decision of the law 

Mr. DIGGLE. Well, let the count by tellers go on. on the point of order. I hope they are not all ‘‘made that way.”’ 

Mr. Burnes and Mr, DisBLe were appointed as tellers. Mr. DIBBLE, I will take the balance of my time to say that I in- 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina | tend they shall have the opportunity, so far as I can procure it for them, 
[ Mr. Diner] will please give his attention for a moment. The Chair | whether, when they come back here, they vote for or against the claims. 
understands the gentleman’s motion to include the idea that the even- | They have been favorable to them heretofore; and while those who are 
ing session be devoted to the consideration of the business which has | favorable to them now present appear to be in the minority, I believe 
heretofore been set apart for Friday evenings. that those who are favorable to them are in the majority of those ab- 

Mr. DIBBLE. I presume so, of course. sent from the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (before the tellers had announced their Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina speak for 
count). Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to inquire how the vote | all those who are absent? Some of them, like some of those present, 
stands ? may have changed their opinions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If all gentlemen who desire to vote have Mr. DIBBLE. Iam in favor of giving those who are absent an op- 
done so, the Chair will announce the result. portunity to record themselves upon this question, whether their views 

Mr. BURNES. Before the announcement is made, I would like to | be changed or not. 
make a very brief statement. PRINTING PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks a : 
unanimous consent to make a statement. Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the House directed 

Mr. DIBBLE. I suppose I shall be included in that request. the Committee on Printing to investigate and report to the House the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Missouri and the | ©oSt of printing the President’s message on the subject of our relations 
gentleman from South Carolina each desires to make a statement. Is | With Canada, and the statutes and treaties therein referred to. The 


Mr. DIBBLE. ‘The gentleman from Missouri has made the point of order he can speak for all the absent friends of these claimants and 


there objection? committee has made the investigation and find that it will cost $356.40 
Mr. CULBERSON. Reeular order. to print 15,000 copies of the document referred to. I ask the Chair 


now if I may submit the report pending this count by tellers ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could only be done now by unani- 
mous consent. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimousconsent to submit the report 
at this time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to suspending the 
present proceedings temporarily to enable the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to submit a report from the Committee on Printing for present con- 
sideration ? 
‘There was no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Inow send to the desk the report, which I 
ask to have read. 
I want to state, Mr. Speaker, that there was no resolution introduced 
on yesterday, and hence we can not report one back to the House, but 
simply report back the proposition ordered to be investigated by the 
Committee on Printing, and on which we base the report. Inow make 
the report, and follow it with a motion to print 15,000 copies of the 
message and documents referred to. ° 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, if the order 
of the House made on yesterday is a matter of record on the minutes 
this morning? Irefer to the order instructing the Commitiee on Print- 
ing to make this report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposes the Journal will 
show everything that was done in that connection. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘There was no resolution offered at the time; 
simply a verbal motion; and I want to know if, as a matter of fact, the 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday shows that there was sufficient 
authority given to the committee to make this investigation and re- 
ort? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The order was formally made upon the com- 
mittee to submit a report. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. The Speaker has not so stated. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal Clerk states that he him- 
self reduced the motion to the form of a resolution, the form in which 
it appears upon the Journal. 
The Clerk will read the report submitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Printing have considered the proposition to print 15,000 
copies of the President’s message on the subject of the relations with Canada, 
together with the treaties and statutes therein mentioned, which was referred 
to this committee on yesterday by the House. The committee find that the es- 
timated cost of printing same is $356.40. They therefore direct me to make re- 


port to the House and recommend that 15,000 of said docum@nts be printed for 
the use of the House. 


The report was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsidef the vote by which the re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. | 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places 
and the count will be renewed upon the proposition submitted by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, thatthe House now take a recess until 
8 o’clock, upon which motion no quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. PETERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. If the hour of 5 o’clock arrives while this count is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The | 
Chair will announce the result. On this question the ayes are 68, the 
noes 62. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No one made the point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 

3URNES] made the point, and thereupon the Chair ordered tellers. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The point hasnot been made since the announce- 
ment by the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Upon the point of ‘no quorum”? being 
made, tellers were ordered by the Chair; and unless the gentleman 
from Missouri withdraws his point, the Chair will certainly not con- 
sider it withdrawn. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire very much to make a statement, which I 
think would be of interest to the House. [Cries of ‘‘Go on!’’] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my colleague [ Mr. BuRNEs] will have the 
opportunity he asks. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I hope I shall be included in the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair will again put the question. 
Is there objection to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrnBLEe] making each astate- 
ment to the House? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The regular order is demanded, which 
is equivalent to an objection. 

‘The tellers resumed their count. 

Mr. BURNES (before the count was concluded). I ask unanimous 
cousent for one minute of time to be occupied by the gentleman from 
South Carolina and myself. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from South Carolina and him- 
self be allowed one minute each, in which to make an explanation. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I have every disposition in the world 
to preserve the pension session to-night; and if this remaining halt 
hour of to-day’s session shall be devoted to the consideration of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, I pledge myself that I will do no act which 
wil! place upon the record the fact that there is no quorum; so that the 
pension session can go on. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, it so happens that just at the present 
the gentleman from Missouri would have to make the point of ‘‘no 
quorum ”’ in order to defeat the pension session. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg pardon; I would not have to make that point; 
and the Chair has so decided. ‘The point has already been made. 

Mr. DIBBLE. So far as that is concerned, I have only this to say: 
We can not transact any business in the half hour remaining of to-day’s 
session. Ido not think it right that we should ke fotced to vote on a 
question in regard to which a great many who think with us are, as I 
have stated, absentees. Therefore I suggest to my friend that he with- 
draw the point of ‘‘no quorum”’ and allow the recess to be taken, asa 
majority of those present have voted in favor of it. I made that mo- 
tion simply because I am consistent with my record on the French 
spoliation matter. Iam proposing to sustain a general order of the 
House. Therefore, if the gentleman will withdraw his point, the re- 
eess will simply be taken one half-hour earlier than usual. Otherwise 
we shall waste that half hour, and be no further along than we are now. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the balance of my time, and 
use it now simply for the purpose of saying that I am gratified to hear 
from the gentleman from South Carolina that upon the pending point 
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progressing without the appearance of a quorum, can there be any ti 
business transacted at the evening s iparti for to-night ? . : : , 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unk is record evidence that that e wasins t be 

there is no quorum voting when the House resumes its session at the | ! { : : : eof duty, g i 
evening session to-night, unless some question of quorum shall then be 4 ; a 
raised, the present occupant of the chair thinks it will be entirely in | that he was dis 1 that he 1 scha for said 
order to proceed to transact the usual business fixed by the special | disabil't 

; “yr ee ’ . > 4} Dr. Cl s i 
order. When the hour of 5 o’clock arrives it will be the duty of the | g. 6 practic , : 
Chair under the previous order of the House to declare the House in | that he has an « s 
recess until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be devoted to the consid- | 4nd can not wi a truss i s that y unable to 
eration of pension bills. It oceurs to the Chair that it would not fol- | “?)* 35 ae Saeed 
low, because no quorum is present on a vote by a division at the hour | testities that he exa {claimant and f 
of recess, that there might not be a quorum at the hour of the reassem- | suppurat res on left hip; that he is ible to ra truss and is, there 

< +, entire iabie to pel rm marl i ia bi ! at 1 


bling of the House. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 





























The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. } ant is entitled ease ) l we t $ 
Mr. DIBBLE. If we remain on the floor until 5 o’clock, there can | ™°2¢ 4 es 
be an evening session as usual ? The bill was laid aside to i to Hou ! n- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair | ! endation that 
thinks that when the hour of 5 o’clock arrives, under the order of the ‘ 
House, it is the duty of the Chair t ‘lare the House in recess until | . AIT ED ' ’ ‘ ; 
8 o'clock. , | S07SS) to teerenee' 1 of Gearge ©. @ | 
Mr. DIBBLE. And the fact that a quorum has not voted by tellers | The bill - so ol z r ; 2 
when the hour of 5 o’clock arrives would not necessarily preclude the}; | . ee a , 
work of the night session ? | tl ees a : ~raplcces aeacair as! finde eget > — a ir egiigns.  0 9 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The Chair thinks not. in Captain M r’s company of lilino Mounted Rangers, in the war with t 
Mr. BURNES. I rise to aparliamentary inquiry. Can gentlemen who | Indians commonly called the Black Hawk war, on the pension-r ubject to 
have passed between the tellers change their votes? ee ere eer ee a eee ee +i anette Oa 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he sees no | me si = , al 
objection to that. The report (by Mr. Bui was read, as follows: 
Mr. BURNES (after further proceedings under the count). I with- The Com ee . ’ Keno i the | R. 10738) to i 
draw the point of no quorum. : ris pact Je ae 
Mr. DIBBLE. With the understanding that the gentleman from | ‘ 3a ( v of ‘ ted 
Missouri will repeat the motion for a recess, I will state that I will not a’ , I Fle Ww bly disel \ t 
make the point of no quorum. July 15. 1882. for disease See Se ee ea 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 64, the | and then to$ -month, as the disability iner I rease to $! u 
nays 69; the noes have it and the House refuses to take a recess. ones noes i weet ter yg : ' ware 
Mr. BURNES. I move that we take arecess until 8 o’clock p. m. | - 1888, stated —<—< ely Petr a ie 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 40 min- | °“ The ex ition of apy eals following « r rch 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. ( ans aoe a pre. gece f pisnter musctes a 1 of feet thin and 
a ' Says that he can not perform m inl la ¥ 1 stat mi at : = : a 
EVENING SESSION. bg Oe ee ee ee a 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Mr. tl ita s of both fee gested, s¢ and i 
Crisp, the Speaker pro tempore. ee oan ie Cast ath ieenekie oes wage shee, ro 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under n ‘ 4nt’s feet, and who state that } able t | :: 
which the evening session is held. man ) : 
The Clerk read as follows: pee Ee oo ae ieee I See 
Re — i, That, until further ordered, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., the | sh ahd be wed an increase of pension to $3 per! ith, wh : 1 is th: rate 
House shall take a recess until 7.50 p. m., and after the 15th day of April next | allowed in si ir cases for such a degree of disa 
until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private Calendar granting | Your committee, therefore, recommend t ss of the 1 unended, 
pensions, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Commit- | however, by striking out the words y-fiv in line 8, and inserting in lieu 
tee on Pensions, and bills on the Private Calendar reported from the Commit- | thereof the word “‘thirty 
tee on the Judiciary removing political disabilities, shall be considered, and no nm . i ots : , 4 , 4] } ; . 
other business shall be transacted at such evening sessions, and the House rhe amendment was agreed to, and the |} mended was laid 
shall adjourn on each of said evenings not later than 10.30 p.m. | aside to be reported to the House with the 1 yummendation that it do 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. ou. 
Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- ee ee 
tee of the Whole to consider bills under the special order. tt bill (H. R. 7657 


The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, | Wort. 








Mr. Dockery in the chair. The bill was read, as follow 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole under | . Be #t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the J e, and h y, 
the special order. ———- Was “w a hee, wecetear’ .~ 7 —4 = oe ae o arag : 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask, by unanimous consent, that | aly Volunteers, on th 1 ension-roll, at rate pres sibed by exieti g eneute- 





the roll of members be called in alphabetical order, and each member | ions of Jaw 
present, when his name is called, be allowed to call up a bill for con- The report (by 
sideration. I also ask that the names of delegates be included in the rhe Cot ' 
list. for the rel ie Mi 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the request of the gen- | _ Mary Woodwor 
tleman from Indiana will be taken as the order of the House. [After ‘hated at Detroit % 


a pause.| Thé Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. him deserted from 
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The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. io the comp 2, 1862 
armington 
DANIEL WILLBORG, | Claimant fil ai ‘ m , 
. . ; : jected October 7 . I ste 
Mr. ADAMS. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2073) granting Sateen Sin Glad Hameed Coon yatoacke se gh mado is emirate freer tse seid gil ce 
4 an increase of pension to Daniel Willborg. | seems to establish the facts that the soldier was ad in a small way in to- 
4 The bill was read, as follows: es gars a he hes tllowed certait eges by his captain, with 
bas . . - 4 5 whom ne WAS atl es v« vy it I t t ne it soidier ou a nev ofter 
a Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | and came to be called the “ banker that he Joar money to the captain: tl it 
a thorized and directed to increase the pension of Daniel Wiliborg, late of Com- | not long bi e his alleged desertion he and the | 
f pany O, Forty-third Illinois Volunteers, from $4 per month to $16 per month, One comrade t 5 t knew the sold ‘ heath’ to tee a 
i subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. eral ht red dollars al ! \ seen with his « an On 
; The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: the da st s te g for a s« 
a . ’ ind several « er me \ ‘ p at da‘ the co 
ra The committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase | went with the reg nt on 6 806 and wie ahaens all : Shen ental / 
3 of pension to Daniel Wiliborg, have duly considered the same, and beg leave to | was reported that t) lier Woodwort! ted. I cnthaten Tinea 
submit the following report | Hf. Botham) did not. : 23 usual. report said so . 6 withess leav: 
That the claimant now draws a pension of $ per month for injury to hip and | or “ missing t at t roll-eall after 1 ubsent said to the or- 
thigh; that he bases his claim for increase of pension on the ground that he was | derly, ‘Ma him ac t ( i d—n him y th lavit of Fir 
ruptured. Lieut. Oliver C. Leo . oui 
he Department refused to grant the increase on the ground that he failed to | that at the time he » mark t rid 1 deser 18 an 
show origin of rupture in service. | “outrage.” Said Lit " : ‘ us two 
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months after this time said captain resigned because, as he (Lieutenant Leon- 
ardson) was informed and believes, he (Captain Botham) feared death at the 
hands of his own men for the inany acts of injustice towards them. 

Joseph W. Iluston, @ first lieutenant of Company C of the same regiment, 
makes affidavit that— 

‘Botham was held tn very low esteem by the officers of said regiment. on ac- 
count of his brutal instincts aud his licentious and dissipated habits. He was 
continually engaged in quarrels and personal altercations with the members of 
his company, which not infrequently resuited in personal violence. That 

jotham should have, in a moment of passion (for his temper was uncontrolled 
either by judgment, moral principle, or education), or for the gratification of 
pesneaes malice, wrongfully or inconsiderately have charged any member of 
1is company with desertion or any other offense, would seem to affiant to be 
strictly consonant with the nature and character of the man.” 

Captain LDotham did not order any hunt or make any inquiry as to the where- 
abouts of the missing man, but his comrades testify that on the day when the 
soldier was left in camp as aforesaid, while the company went on a scout, he 
went to acreek within the lines to wash clothing and that on the next day some 
of his clothes were found on the bushes near the creek. Comrades also testify 
that near the missing man’s clothing so found were discovered wheel tracks 
not made with an army wagon. The tendency of the testimony is to show that 
the soldier, on account of his sore leg, was obliged to use a crutch or cane, or 
both, to travel, and that he could not on that account have deserted; also, that 
at this time they were in close proximity to the enemy, and for that reason the 
soldier could not have Ceserted, as skirmishes were almost daily occurring; 
also, that he would not be inclined to desert when the men and officers were 
owing him sums of money. A part of the testimony given shows that the man, 
Ebenezer F, Woodworth, came to his death at the hands of his comrades who 
were left in camp with him on the day on which he was last seen. 

Joseph W. Huston, a first lieutenant of Company C of the same regiment, 
makes affidavit that he firmly believes that the said soldier gave up his life for 
his country ; that the charge of desertion is “ undeserved, false, wicked, mali- 
cious,’’ 

Dr. Andrews, surgeon, writing to a daughter of the said soldier, says: 

“I do not now see any reason why your father’s army record should not be 
corrected in accordance with the facts. It is now certain that the whole story 
about your father’s desertion originated with Captain Botham, who was re- 
garded in the Army as a passionate half-lunatic.”’ 

J. K. Mizner, major Fourth United States Cavalry, late colonel Third Michi- 
gan Cavalry, in a letter written in December, 1835, says: 

“Unless the fact of desertion can be established by good and sufficient evi- 
dence the act of desertion should not be assumed, and your father’s family al- 
lowed to suffer from an error in reporting him as a deserter.”’ 

Lieut. Monroe C. Carlton makes oath that— 

** Hie has no recollection that it was charged or believed at the time that the 
said E. T. Woodworth had deserted.” 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not hear the reading of the report distinctly, 
and I will ask if I am to understand that this bill is to pension a man 
who deserted from the Army? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. This man was a soldier in a Michigan regiment 
who was left in camp unable from a crippled limb to get around with- 
out a stick or crutch. He went from his camp to a little stream near 
by to do some washing. That was the last that was seen of him. His 

“aptain was a very passionate man and had had some trouble with him 
a few days before, anda few days after he was missing he directed the 
officer to mark him as a deserter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would it not be just as reasonable to say that he 
deserted and came over to our side? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN, The evidence shows that he was murdered. 

Mr. KILGORE. What evidence is there on that point? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. His clothes were found there. His disappear- 
ance occurred at a time when there was a large amount of money due 
him from some members of the company and regiment, and when there 
was no motive that the man could possibly have had for deserting. 
Nothing has been heard of him since; and this is to place his widow 
on the pension-roll the same as other widows. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam very much disposed to antagonize this bill. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I wish to read for the information of the gen- 
tleman a letter about Mrs. Woodworth’s daughter. 


CLEVELAND, Onio, August 6, 1888. 


Dear Str: * * * Mrs, Woodworth’s daughter, who has worked up all the 
evidence to get the charge of desertion removed from her father’s memory, is 
now lying at the point of death, and I want to see this bill pass the House be- 
fore she dies. She is the bravest little woman I ever saw. Six years ago I had 
a pension agent look into the case, and after a thorough investigation he told 
me that it was impossible to have the charge of desertion removed. Well, the 
litle girl said her father was not a deserter. She wrote letters to the colonel 
and all the ofticers and nearly all the men in her father’s regiment and secured 
evidence that he was murdered instead of beinj{ a deserter. She visited the 
officers at their regimental reunion, spoke to then, and had a hall full of wild 
men in tears before her. The regiment then took action in her father’s behalf, 
all of which is before Congress. She has worked herself out to get this pension 
for her old mother. * 

* * a * * 7 * 


Yours, truly, 
7 7 JOHN ©. CAVERT. 


While the letter was being read, 

Mr. KILGORE. That is suflicient. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. All that is asked is $12. The same as other 
widows. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


How much do you want? 


MARY VANBUSKIRK. 


Mr. BUNNELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of 
Mary Vanbuskirk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Vanbus- 
kirk, widow of John E. Vanbuskirk, private in Company G, Fj Regiment 
United States Artillery, Florida war, and pay hera pension, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11029) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Vanbuskirk, have considered the same, and report as 
ollows: 

The claimant is the widow of John B. Vanbuskirk, who wasa soldier from 
January 23, 1836 to January 23, 1839, in Battery G, First United States Artillery, 
He served in the Florida Indian war. 

The widow is nearly seventy years of age, and in need of relief, as itis shown 
by a numerously-signed petition of her neighbors and townsmen. 

She is entitled to a service pension under the bill recently reported by this 
committee for the survivors and widows of survivors of the Indian wars. 

You committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN E. LATTURE. 


Mr. BUTLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension 
to Susan E, Latture. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan E. Latture, 
widow of Jacob Latture, late a private of Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volun- 
teers, Mexican war, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws. 


The report (by Mr. Biiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, ‘to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11030) 
granting a pension to Susan Lb. Latture, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The husbond of the claimant was a soldier in the war with Mexico. He served 
as a private in Company D, Fifth Tennessee Volunteers, for that war, having 
been enlisted November 7, 1847, and discharged July 20, 1848. He died in Janu- 
ary, 188%, from catarrh and diabetes mellitus. 

liis widow's claim for pension was rejected upon the ground that the disease 
of which the soldier died was not due to his military service. 

Your committee have examined the papers in the claim, with other evidence 
produced before them, and find the following facts to be established, namely: 
‘That the soldier was sound when he enlisted for the Mexican war; that he con- 
tracted disease while in service and continued diseased until his death. 

Col. George R. McClennan, who commanded the regiment in which soldier 
served, testifies that while in Mexico and in the line of duty the soldier con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea and chills and fever of a malignant form, and that he 
remained in bad health ever after the war until his death. 

Jobn MeCrary, a fellow soldier, testifies to a similar state of facts. 

Dr. M. M. Martin treated claimant from 1872 until the time of his death for 
chronic diarrhea, and also for chronic catarrh and diabetes, and that death was 
due directly to diabetes. 

Other testimony shows that diarrhea anc chills and fever continued to affect 
soldier from discharge up to 1872 and since, and while it may not be established 
aceording to the rules of pathology that diabetes was due to the chronic diar- 
rhea and malaria, this would seem to be a case wherein the benefit of the doubt 
should be cast in favor of the widow of the soldier, 

Moreover, the widow in a few years will reach the age when she would be 
entitled to a service pension by reason of her husband’s services in Mexico. 
She is now in a dependent condition and a worthy object for pension. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


RICHARD PORTER. 


Mr. CARUTH. [I call up the bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pen- 
sion of Richard Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Richard Porter, late a private in Company B, 
One hundred and ninth Regiment United States Colored Troops, a monthly pen- 
sion of $72, instead of $4, the amount now paid, the said Richard Porter being 
totally blind. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter, submit the following report : 

The soldier, Richard Porter, was a member of Company B, One hundred and 
ninth United States Colored Troops. tHe enlisted June 13, 1864, and was mus- 
tered out with his company February 6, 1866. 

The evidence of the surgeon of the regiment, Dr. 8. H. Gratzny, shows that— 

“Richard Porter, an enlisted man in Company B. while in Texas, was afflicted 
with rheumatism and scurvy, and was also suffering from dengue fever, from 
the effects of which he was entirely disabled for duty. The said claimant's 
eyes were also affected from the dengue fever.” 

The captain of the company, Edward a ny og swears— 

‘That after Porter’s return from the hospital to the company he was troubled 
with inflamed and watery eyes; continued to have this trouble as long as they 
were together in the service.”’ . 

The proof shows that this eye trouble continued after the discharge, he hav- 
ing ese treated by several physicians and specialists until total blindness was 
the result. 

In April, 1885, Porter filed an application for a pension. In April, 1888, he was 
granted a pension and rated at $4 a month. There seems to be a controversy 
among the medical men as to the actual cause of this loss of sight, hence the 
small rate allowed. However, the fact remains that this soldier of the Union 
had a disease of the eyes in the Army which might result in loss of sight; that 
he is totally blind now; in destitute circumstances; an object of charity. The 
doubts as to the origin of the disease which led to this blindness should be re- 
solved in favor of the soldier. In the opinion of the committee his pension 
should be increased. They therefore recommend that the words ‘‘seventy- 
two,” in the sixth line, be stricken out and the word “forty” be substituted 
therefor, and when so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he 
will not compromise on $25 a month in this case? , 
Mr. CARUTH. No, sir; I will not compromise on $25 a month in 
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this ease, and the gentleman from Texas would not ask it if he knew 


the circumstances of the case. 

Mr. KILGORE. How could this man be down in Texas asa Federal 
soldier and lose his eyesight? 

Mr. CARUTH. He was trying to whip you fellows into submission 
to that flag. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. Did he not get his sore eyes after the war? 

Mr. CARUTH. No, sir; he got them during the war. 

Mr. KILGORE. I never heard of any Federal soldiers in Texas dur- 
ing the war. This must be an ingenious device to pension some Con- 
federate soldier, because that is the only kind of soldier that was there 
during the war. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. The trouble, I suppose, with the gentleman from 
Texas is that during the war he did not want to hear or see anything 
about Federal soldiers in Texas. [Laughter.] He probably did not 
come within either seeing or hearing distance of the Union soldiers. 
{[Laughter.] The fact remains that this soldier was there, and that 
from the effects of the Texas fever, which is politely called by another 
name in the report, he got sore eyes; that he became disabled, and that 
after the war his defective vision continued until it eyentuated in an 
entire loss of sight, and he is now blind—a blind beggar upon the 
streets of Louisville. And, although I have upon this docket a num- 
ber of cases for white people, men and women, soldiers and widows of 
soldiers, I have preferred, as a matter of justice and as a matter of 
charity, to call up to-night for the consideration of the House this 
claim for this poor blind negro soldier of the Union Army who may, 
for aught I know, and I suppose who will, vote the Republican ticket 
[laughter], because he will not know any better, as he can not see. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. KILGORE. If he gets this pension how will he probably vote? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. He isa sensible man, and he knows a good Repre- 
sentative in Congress when he sees him, so he will certainly vote for 
my re-election. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to move to amend 
this bill so as to make the amount $30 instead of forty. [Cries of 
“hor” "tier 

Mr. CARUTH. Upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions there are 
two physicians that I know of. One of themis the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and the other is my colleague 
{[Mr. HuNTER]. I give them both a free advertisement when I say 
that they are skillful men in their profession, and they were of the 
opinion from the examination of these papers that this man should 
have been granted the full rating under the law, $72 a month, and that 


rate ought to have been given in the Pension Office, but there was a | 


disagreement of medical authorities. I introduced the bill here for 
$72 a month, and he would have gotten that amount if he had ob- 
tained his rights; but the committee decided to report the bill at the 
rate of $40 a month, and I think that is quite little enough under the 
eilrcumstances, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to say a word, 
we followed the universal rule in the committee. During this Con- 
gress we have passed four or five bills at $40 a month in cases identi- 
cal in their nature with this. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that where there is no question as to 
the cause of the blindness that is the rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; it is the rule where there is question. If 
there were no question the Pension Office would have allowed the pen- 
sion. Thecommittee, having examined the case, gave the man the bene- 
fit of the equity, and reported the bill at $40 a month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Did the Pension Office refuse him a pension en- | 


tirely ? 

Mr. CARUTH. No; they granted him a pension of $4 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I will move to amend by striking out ‘‘$40”’ 
and inserting ‘'$30.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurring on the amendment of the committee to strike 
out ‘‘$72’’ and insert ‘'$40,’’ the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH G. SCOTT. 


Mr. CASWELL. [call up the bill (S. 944) increasing the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Goodale Scott, 
widow of Robert N. Scott, deceased, late lieutenant-colonel Third United States 
Artillery, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by 


law. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I give notice that I shall object to the considera- 


tion of any of these bills granting a higher rate of pension than that 
authorized by law. 


Mr. CASWELL. It seems to me that if the gentleman would hear 
this report read he would not object. This is the case of the widow 
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of an army officer who served the country faithfully for thirty years. 

| She is not a resident of my district nor my State. In fact, I never saw 

| her in my life. In asking favorable action on this bill I am actuated 
only by a desire to do justice to the widow of a very worthy officer 
with whom all the older members of this House, I presume, had an 
intimate acquaintance while he was in charge of te records of the 
war here in this city. When he died he left his widow destitute, she 
being dependent, as I understand, upon her relatives for support. It 
seems to me the case is fuli of merit, and I trust the gentleman will 
not object to its consideration. I am perfectly willing to abide by the 
vote of the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHALRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CurapDLe] 
does, however, object. 

Mr. CASWELL. Ido not understand that the gentleman has the 
right to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. He has no right to object; but as the Chair un- 
derstands, he intimates his purpose to insist on a quorum. 

Mr. CASWELL. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw that bill 
and ask leave to present another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
withdraws the bill just sent up, and, if there be no objection, will call 
up another. 

HARRIET WELCH. 


Mr. CASWELL. I now call up the bill (S. 2899) granting a pension 
to Harriet Welch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Harriet Welch, 
widow of Cyraneous Welch, late a private in Company CU, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
From an examination of the facts as stated in the Senate report made herein, 


and which is adopted and made a part hereof, they believe that this is a meri- 
torious case, and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


} 
| Senate Report No. 1321, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

Harriet Welch is the widow of Cyraneous Welch, who wasa private in Com- 
pany C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. Her husband was se- 
verely wounded in the service and line of duty, and the Pension Office gave him 
a pension on account of his wounded leg, and, inasmuch as the disability was 
progressive, the pension wasincreased. His lamenesscontinued to grow worse; 
so much so as to disqualify him for manual labor and to make him to a consid- 
erable extent helpless. He again applied for an increase of pension, and while 
the claim was pending he was ordered to Green Bay for examination by the 
medical board in order to determine the degree and rating due to his increased 
infirmity. On his return from Green Bay, the 7th of September, 1577, he fell from 
the cars upon the track and was killed. In reference to this accident, Jolin 
Hammertestified that Welch's leg was so crippled that it often failed him, and 
it is his belief that his leg gave out and caused him to fall between the cars when 
he was crushed to death. 

During the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress a bill for the relief of the 
widow of this soldier was passed by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
and was vetoed by the President. In his objections to the bill the Executive 
says: 

“The widow's claim, based upon this state of facts, was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau on the ground that the accident resulting in death was not the re- 
sult of his military service; and on an appeal taken to the Secretary of the In- 
| terior, on that determination, the same was sustained.” 

The committee were atthe time aware of the action of the Bureau of Pensions 
and of the justification of its decision by the Secretary of the Interior. It was 
for the reason that an allowance of pension under the general laws could not be 
made that an appeal for relief was made to Congress; that a bill for her benefit 
was introduced and passed. The propriety of special legislation in certain cases 
is not questioned. In many instances in which severe hardship is the result of 
| inability to comply with the requirements of the Pension Office as to proofs 
the Commissioner of Pensions admonishes the claimant that his or her only al- 
ternative is to appeal to Congress. Such appeals are often made, and in a ma- 
jority of instances they are successful. 

The committee know of no reason why the case of this widow should be made 
an exception. Her husband, by rea<-on of his service,was made practically help- 
less. In his crippled condition he was unable to do anything for her support. 
In consequence of his untimely death the pension ceased. From that time to 
the present she has been in the lowest depthsof poverty. In a letter tothe Sen- 
ator who makes this report, dated May 4, 1888, she describes her condition in 
pathetic terms. She says she is so poor she had to spend the winter with some 
friends. She is unable to work, has no friends upon whom she has a claim, no 
money, no home, no comforts. She appealed to the poor-master for relief, and 

| he said he would send her to the poor-house, and she asks 

‘**Is this the fate of asoldier’s wife? I pray that the President will open his 
; heart and let me have my pension; I pray he may never suffer for lack of food 
as I have done.’ 

The committee, in reporting this bill, assume with entire confidence that Con- 
gress is not exceeding its powers in extending relief by special enactment in 
this and like instances. They also agree with the President that this is indeed 
a pitiable case, and they believe, witha full understanding of it, it will meet his 
approval. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN ROBESON. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I call upthe bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension 
to John Robeson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to put on the pension-roll the name of John Robeson, late 
of Company H, Sixty-eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and to grant him 
a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
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The report (by Mr. MATson) was read, as follows: 
Claimant was enro August 5, 1#62,in Company H, Sixty-eighth Indiana 
Volunteers, and was discharged November 21, 1562, ‘‘ because of asthma, with 
which be has been afflicted from his infancy,” as stated in certificate of dis- 


charge. 

In declaration filed October 24, 1879, he alleges that ‘ 
Lebanon, Ky., on or about September 1, 1862, he was severely attacked with 
asthina, and pre attacked he had been greatly exposed night 
and day while on guard, doing such duty, ete.’”’” The claim was rejected on the 
ground that the alleged asthma existed prior to claimant's enlistment. 

The case has been very thoroughly investigated by special examiners, and 
after a careful examination of the evidence by the committee we believe that it 
is fully shown by a large preponderance of testimony that the claimant was a 
healthy man at the ilistment, and that the disability for which 
he claims pension was incurred while serving in the Army and in line of duty. 
Special Examiner Robertson, who made a very exhaustive exa 
case, in closing h 

“The witnesses who have testified before me in this case are all reliable as to 
truth and veracity. While there is some difference as to prior soundness, in my 


while in line of duty at 
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3 report says 


opinion the weight of testimony is in favor of the claimant, and I recommend 
that this claim be allowed.’ 
We deem it unnecessary to encumber the record by submitting extracts from 


the voluminous testimony on file, and there 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


‘The bill was laid azide to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


fore submit a favorable report, and 


TORIA MAY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN.  Iask for theconsideration of the bill 
granting a pension to Victoria May. 

The bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary ofthe Interior is hereby directed to place 
the name of Victoria May, widow of Paul May, late a private of Company K, 
Second Regiment of Michigan Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

Victoria May is the widow of Paul May, late a private in Company K, Second 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted at the beginning of the 
war in 1861, and served tothe close in 1865, Several witnesses testify, as is shown 
by the files of the Pension Bureau, among them his lieutenant-colonel, that he 
was a sound, healthy man when heenlisted. His hospital record and the testi- 
mony of comrades and officers show that he was badiy wounded inthe back at 
Jackson, Miss., in July, 1863. He died in1872. Thetestimony further discloses 
that he was broken down when he leffthe Army and continued so until he died, 
s0 much so as to be unable to perform hard labor, 

Several witnesses of good reputation state that he habitually complained of 
the wound in his back as painful up to the time of his death. Dr. Truedell, a 
physician, attended him from immediately after his discharge until his death, 
was with him in his last sickness, and examined the wound, which was on the 
right of the dorsal vertebra, finding swelling, great soreness, and pain extend- 
ing clear around to the right lung, and testifies that in his opinion the wound 
had never been cured, but thatatumor had been formed in that region reaching 
his right lung, which,in time, became affected, and was the cause of his death. 

All this testimony was elicited on her claim for pension, which was rejected 
on the ground that the death was not caused by his military service. The 
reasons given for this are that the record of the city clerk’s office in Detroit 
states that May died of bilious fever, and because the reputation of Dr. True- 
dell is not good. Who made the certificate on which the record is founded does 
not appear, as there was nothing in the clerk’s office to show it. 

As to Dr. Truedell’s reputation there is no statement save that of the exam- 
iner; whoassailed him is not disclosed ; yet the claim was rejected on the ground 
that the physician who testified to cause of death “is old and unreliable.”” Dr. 
Truedell has resided over forty years in Detroit, is a regular physician, and 
practices largely in the portion of the city where the claimant lives, That the 
wound was in bad condition up to the soldier’s death is proved by many wit- 
nesses, who testify that it was black, discolored, during his life and when he 
was prepared for the grave. It is not claimed that Dr. Truedell ever made any 
other statement, nor that he was cognizant of the death certificate. 

The soldier, besides the widow, left several young children, 

We recommend that the bill do pass, 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JACKSON CHAPMAN, 


Mr. CONGER. I call up for consideration the bill (S 
ing a pension to Jackson Chapman. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jackson Chapman, late a member 
of Company E, Forty-filth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MorrIL1) was read, as follows: 


rhe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is as follows: 


‘The case covered by the bill was before this committee at the first session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, when it was examined and reported on by Sena- 
Sawyer. His report,adopted by the committee then and laid before the 
Senate May 4, 1886, is approved by the committee now, with the recommenda- 
tion for the passage of the bill. It is as follows: 

** The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2075) grant- 
ing a pension to Jackson Chapman, have examined the same, and report: 

“The petitioner was in the Iowa infantry,as a private, from December, 1862, 
to April, 1863; enlisted again for one hundred days, and was mustered out with 
his company September 16, 1864. This is record testimony, and it is all there is 
except the almost invariable statement that the records furnish no evidence of 
disability, and that ‘the regimental hospital records are not on file.’ 

Phe soldier alleges that he wasruptured while lifting timbers tostrengthen 
the fort at Moscow, Tenn.,in anticipation of an attack from General Forrest 
when he made his raid in the spring of 1864, The event with which he con- 
nects his injury is a historical fact, and the record verifies his presence there at 
the time. 

In a letter to the Pension Office he makes this appeal : 

‘**T wish to know how I can get in possession of the surgeon’s records that 
were kept the spring of 1863 on the quarantine island below St. Louis, while I 
was member of Company H, Thirty-seventh Iowa Infantry, then doing duty at 
St. Louis. I think it was some time in March. I was quarantined with small- 
pox, as the surgeon's book will show.’ 

“The War Department records furnish no information corroborative or con- 
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tradictory of the statements made by the claimant; nevertheless the committ: 

do not see that it is incumbent upon them to ignore what he says on account o 
the delinquency of those by whom the record is supposed to have been kept 
or because the Government is unable to disprove his story. ‘The existence « 
hernia at the present and for a long time heretofore is shown by the examinit 

sur , Who says: 

He has inguinal hernia of the left side. 

e scrotum when his truss is removed.’ 

In reference to the matter Senator WILSon has stated in a leiter to the com- 

ttee that he has known the claimant several years,and for a considerable 
part of the time saw him almost every day; that he has been and is apoor man, 
and depends on his daily efforts forthe support of himself and family; that 
during all the time he has known him he has presented the appearance of a 
man suffering from physical disability; that he has often talked with him about 
his pension claim, and was and is impressed that he stated his case truthfully, 
and that it ought to be allowed. 

In a letier tothe Pension Office he speaks of having procured and forwarded 
the affidavit of the captain of his company, but it is not on the files; he also 
admits his inability to supply the proof required. 

‘The soldier's service record is good, and he is respected for his upright 
character by his neighbors. The war records do not supply what is required 
to prove or disprove his claim, but it has no record except that which verifies 
his service, There is no testimony to disprove his statements, but there is cor- 
roborative proof from the most reliable sources. 

“The man is sixty-six years old, broken in health, and a daily sufferer from 
the injury he alleges, and the committee feel that it would be an act of cruelty 
to deny him the smal! relief for which he has been a long and patient suitor, 

‘The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass,”’ 

Since the preparation of the foregoing report claimant has filed the affidavit 
of two comrades, Jacob F. Garver and Welcome Beach, who testify that they 
were stationed at Moscow, Tenn., during the months of July and August, 1864; 
that some time during the latter month, while employed in placing heavy tim- 
bers upon Fort Kendrick for its defense, claimant received an injury to the ab- 
domen, of which he complained during the remainder of his term of service. 
Affiants derived their knowledge from being present at the time and placeabove 
mentioned, 

Your committee are of opinion that this additional evidence is fully corrobo- 
rative of claimant’s allegations, and therefore return the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
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ELEANOR D. HEATH. 

Mr. CROUSE. Iask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7457) 
granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor D. Heath, mother of 
Lewis Heath, late of the One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio Infantry, 
based on the evidence on file in the office of the Comm.ssioner of Pensions as 
ease entitled ‘*‘ Mother, No. 311115, Lewis Heath, private Company H, One hun- 
dred and fourth Regiment Ohio Infantry.”’ 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

Examination of the claimant’s case shows that Eleanor D. Heath was mother 
of Lewis Heath, late a private in Company H. One hundred and fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Infantry. The soldier, Lewis Heath, was the support of his mother. 
He drew a pension by certificate No. 151763, and this pension was part of the 
means of support which soldier was able to give to his dependent mother. The 
soldier died from the result of injuries received in the service and in line of 
duty. Soon after soldier died his widow died. Soldier's mother is old, desti- 
tute, and without means of support, her son, the said Lewis Heath, having been 
her support notwithstanding thathe had married and left a widow, whose death 
was not long after the soldier's death. 

The Pension Bureau can not allow the mother todraw a pension for the death 
of her son, her support, because the soldier died leaving a widow. 

The committee recomniend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HENRY ROSE. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I call up the bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief oi 
Henry Rose. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry Rose, late private in 
Capt. William 8S. L. Deering’s company, Maj. William Lauderdale’s battalion, 
Tennessee troops in the Florida war, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

The report of the Committee on Pensions (by Mr. BLtiss) was read, 
as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Captain Dearing’s company, Tennessee militia 
Florida war, from November 1, 1837, to May 10, 1838. He filed a claim for pen- 
sion for right inguinal hernia in February, 1884, but he was unable to find wit- 
nesses to prove that the disability was incurred during his military service in 
line of duty, though two comrades testify that they know he was suffering from 
said injury while in service, and that he claimed he had received it by lifting a 
log of wood in the performance of his duty. ; 7 F : 

The claimant is seventy-three years of age, affected by inguinal hernia, and in 
need of aid. He would be entitled to a service pension under the genera] bil! 
recently reported by this committee to the House. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a point of order on 
that bill. My understanding of the order authorizing this Friday 
night meeting for the consideration of private pension bills is that it is 
limited to pensions for soldiers in the late war. 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. KILGORE. If I am not mistaken—I may be mistaken—that 
is the limitation of the order. 

Mr. CARUTH. I make the point of order against the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the order be read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The orderembraces reports from the Committee 
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The proof shows clearly that the boys had stated many times to neighbors 


and friends that they wou!d provide and care for their sister in the future. 

They were both unmarried, and the claimant has never married, These facts 
are abundantly substantiated by numerous witnesses, almost all of whom have 
known the entire family since the childhood of these boys, and been their im- 
mediate neighbors. 

EK. Bb. Wallace, a resident of Warren County, Illinois, in which the claimant 
and her family resided, testifies 

Mhat he has known claimant since 1847, and knew Benjamin and John M. 
Wilber during their lives; that their mother died in their infancy, when John 
was about one year old and Benjamin a few years older; that claimant gave to 
them both the care and attention of a mother as long as they lived, enduring 
sereat labor and self-denial; that she is now and for a number of vears has been 
in delicate health and is without property and dependent on others, and in too 
delicate health to care for herself properly. 

Anne G. Phelps, of said county, testifies to the same substance as the preced- 
ing witness (Wallace), adding that she knew of the confidence of the claimant, 
that the boys would take care of her, and of the claimant’s prostration for three 
years after their deaths, 

R, Ogden, now of Bedford, Iowa, swears to about the same state of facts. 

Edwin Bundy and C, L 
same 

Kugene Ogden, of Monmouth, Warren County, also corroborates these state- 
ments. 

Franklin Ogden and Zephaniah Lewis, now of Knox County, Illinois, adjoin- 
ing Warren County, swear they knew these boys and claimant from their child- 
hood; of the death of their mother and father, leaving them penniless; of the 
care of Lydia for her brothers; that her physical and mental health broke down; 
that previous to their enlistment the boys helped to support her. 

Narcissa C. Ogden, of Warren County, swears to the same facts, and adds that 
she knows— 

“That the said brothers did intend to provide for their said sister, and did 
send her a part of their soldiers’ wages; that John M. Wilber directed his 
guardian, who was deponent’s nephew, to pay to his said sister all his means, 
and that said guardian did so.’ 

Leander Chamberlin, Urania Chamberlin, and Orsan H. Patterson, of Henry 
County, Illinois, swear to their personal knowledge, for many years, of the 
labor and care of claimant for her brothers and of her destitution since their 
deaths. 

k. P. Phelps swears to his knowledge of the care by claimant of her brothers 
from their infaney, and of her poverty and ill health since their death. 

Rachel A. Bilden, Huldah G, Calkins, L. W. Hardenbrook, Harriet O. Spicer- 
inan, and I. D, Ogden swear that claimant cared for and supported these boys 
in childhood; that her health became broken down and still is; that she has 
no means of support,and is unable to support herself; that John particularly 
promised and intended to support his sister,and their deaths cut off her only 
means of support, 

Your committee recommend the passage of this bill. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ISAAC HURD. 

Mr. HALL called up the bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of 
Isaac Hurd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd, a veteran of the war of 1512, 


Vermont Militia, from $8 per month, the amount now allowed him, to $30 per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9935) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Hurd, have considered the same, and report 
as follows 

The claimant was a private in Captain Strait’s company of Vermont Militia 
from September 17,1812,to November 30,1812. He now draws a pension of $8 
per month, 

He is ninety-five years of age,is in a helpless condition, of weak mind, and 
hasnoincomeofany kind except his small pension. He hasa daughter of sixty 
years, who is also in feeble heaith and destitute circumstances, About thirty 
of his neighbors request that he be given a larger pension. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, amended by inserting the 
words * Vermont Militia” after the word “ twelve,” in line 5. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HANNIBAL KIMBALL, 


Mr. HAUGEN called up the bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannibal Kimball. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Hannibal Kimball, a soldier of the 
war of 1812, at the rate of $0 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by 
him under the law. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10245) grant- 
ing a pension increase to Hannibal Kimball, have considered the same, and re- 
port as follows: 

rhe claimant served in Captain Pratt’s company of the Twenty-first United 
States Infantry in the war of 1812, from March 10, 1813, to March 10, 1815. He is 
in receipt of a pension at the rate of $8 per month. He is ninety-one years of 
age; his wife is seventy-two years of age. The claimant is very feeble, almost 
helpless, and unable to dress himself alone. He has no property, except a few 
acres of land without buildings, which afford him an income of $25 per annum. 
His son, who has been the chief means of his support, has met with reverses in 
business, and has a large family of his own to support. 

Tue facts are established by the testimony of several neighbors and by the 
certificate of the county judge, county clerk, circuit court clerk, county treas- 
urer, register of deeds, and postmaster, all residents of Clark County, Wisconsin, 

Your committee in similar cases have allowed an increase to $30 per month. 

They recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by striking out 
the word “ forty,”’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the wore" thirty.” 


Bundy, now of Bedford, lowa, swear to about the | 
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The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 


MRS. ELLA M. 


Mr. HERMANN called up the bill (S. 2 
of Mrs. Ella M. Grover, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Ella M. Grover, widow of 
Cuvier Grover, late colonel of the First United States Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 a month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The gentleman had better withdraw it, as I will 
raise the question of no quorum, 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask for the reading of the report so we may 
know what the facts in the case are, and why the gentleman objects 
to it. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the report. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move that the further reading of the report 
be dispensed with. If the point of no quorum is to be made it is a mere 
waste of time. 

Mr. HERMANN. [Task for the reading of the report so the House 
may know what the facts are and how just this case is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon insists upon the 
reading of the report, and the Clerk will proceed to read it. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2254) 
to increase the pension of Mrs, Ella M. Grover, have had the same under consid- 
eration and beg leave to submit the following facts: 

The bill proposes to increase the pension of the widow of Cuvier Grover, 
who died June 6, 1885, while holding the rank of colonel of First Regiment 
United States Cavalry. She is now a pensioner at the rate of $30 per month, 
the highest rate allowable under the general pension laws. 

Cuvier Grover entered the service in 1846. At the breaking out of the late 
war he held the rank of captain, but was soon promoted to brigadier-general of 
volunteers. In that rank he served with the Army of the Potomac inthe Virginia 
Peninsular campaign. Took part in the siegeof Yorktown and battleof Will- 
iamsburgh. For gallant services in the latter he was breveted lieutenant-col- 
onel in the regular Army. For like services in the battle of Fair Oaks he was 
breveted colonel. General Grover was at the battles of Savage Station, Glen- 
dale, and Malvern Hill. In the Northern Virginia campaign of 1862 he took part 
in the action at Bristoe Station and second Bull Run, From December 3), 1862, 
to July, 1864, he commanded a division of the Nineteenth Corps in the Depart- 
ment of the Gulf and participated in the occupation of Baton Rouge and Port 
Hudson, where he commanded the right wing of the besieging army. 

From August to December, 1564, he commanded a division of the Nineteenth 
Corps in the Shenandoah campaign, and on October 16 he was brevetted major- 
general of volunteers for gallantry at the battles of Winchester and Fisher’s Hill. 
He was severely wounded in the battle of Cedar Creek on the same day. From 
January to June, 1865, General Grover was in command of the district of Savan- 
nah, and in March, 1865, he was brevetted brigadier-general and major-general 
in the Regular Army. From the close of the war until his death General Grover 
served most of the time on the frontier post. Ei 

The immediate cause of his death was hemorrhage of the lungs arising from 
pulmonary abscess, after having been a sufferer from nervous prostration for 
many years, unquestionably due to his long and faithful field services during 
the late war, and great exposures to which he was subjected at different times, 
as shown by the testimony of members of his staff and medical officers of the 
Army. In particular was he a great sufferer from facial neuralgia due to extra- 
ordinary exposure during the Banks campaign. 

Mrs. Grover has a very limited income, with three small children to provide 
for. The long and gallant services of her husband heretofore referred to, which 
are made more conspicuous by the testimonials of his superior officers, on file 
with your committee, would seem to entitle her tothe relief asked for, which 
Congress, in many other cases less meritorious, has so cheerfully granted. 

For these reasons the accompanying bill is returned with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, 


Mr. CHEADLE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to call attention to one point in this case 
different from that in any other to which the gentleman has referted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. For the sake of argument I am willing to admit 
all the gentleman has said, but I wish to say to that gentleman and to 
the committee, and through them to the country, that when a claim- 
ant is receiving the highest pension known to the law they ought to be 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman has forgotten one fact stated in 
that report, and that is that General Grover’s rank in the Army was 
that of a brevet brigadier-general and also major-general. Does not 
that make this an exception to the cases to which the gentleman {or- 
merly objected ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to be heard briefly in answer to what the 
gentleman has said, showing the ground of my objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is proceeding. 
man from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SENEY. Regular order. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have desired to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to the fact that this is a peculiar and an exceptional 
case. I have a right to present this case, and I insist upon my right. 

Mr. SENEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that objec- 
tion having been made to the consideration of this bill, the gentleman 
from Oregon is not entitled to the floor. Why, then, take up the time 
of the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio 
that the gentleman from Oregon is entitled to the floor and that an ob- 
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jection can not be made at this time. When the gentleman from Ore- 
gon yields the floor the Chair will submit the question to the commit- 
tee, at which time it will be proper, if any gentleman desires to do so, 
to make an objection. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ihave called the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to a peculiar point which I claim is embodied in this case, and 
which should merit his kind indulgence and make it an exception to 
cases of this class to which he has heretofore objected. The fact is that 
General Grover was brevetted a brigadier-general and a major-general 


for gallant services on the field of battle, and he died a colonel in the 
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regular Army, for which his widow has been receiving a small pension | 


heretofore. She is in necessitous circumstances, with three small chil- 
dren to support. The gallant military career of her husband is well 
known to all students of history, and I need not mention it now. He 


Was a grand man, a brave soldier, a true patriot, and won his epaulets 


upon the most bloody fields of the late war. He leaves his widow and 


the Government their loved protector so gallantly fought and bled to 
save. But, Mr. Chairman, rather than delay the passage of other bills 
to which no objection is made through the committee to-night, and 
in view of the fact that objection has been made to this case, I will 
trust to securing favorable action of the House on it at some future 
time, and ask unanimous consent now that it may be passed over in- 
formally, retaining its place upon the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

RANSOM RILEY. 

Mr. HUNTER. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and dir-cted to place on the pension-roll the name of Ransom Riley, 
late private of Company G, Fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, at 
the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


It appears that claimant was enrolled at Burkesville, Cumberland County, 
Kentucky, on the 3d day of October, 1861, as a private in Company G, Fifth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and while serving with that command at 


| cation to the Pension Bureau for increase on accou 


little children to his country. They have but little other independent | 
income than the very inadequate sum now received. They appeal to | 


T9AT 


“Mary R. Armstrong, the claimant, is now seventy-one years old, a as 
been a widow since April 25, 1884 

‘In view of these tacts, your committee rec nd the passage of t 
panying bill 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
mendation that it do pass. 

PHILIP TIIOMPSON., 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana I eall up for present consideration 


: & , 


the bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thompson 
The bill is as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and @ he v 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of PI! rh 4 I 
vate of Company D, Seventy-first Regiment of I ia Voluntec $ 
month to $72 per month, as now spe ified in pension certificate N 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows 


The claimant is pensioned for gunshot wound of left knee He madea 





and heart disease, and the same was rejected on the ground of insuffi 
dence to establish incurrence of said disabilities in line of duty 


As to heart disease, John and Barbara Lock testify 















‘That they have known claimant since 1863, and that after his return fre 
the Army he was always sickly and not eto perform labor They lived with 
him and have observed that he was s and confined to his bed most of the 

| time. He always complained of pain in heart and in the t breast. Ile was 
compelled to walk very slow, otherwise he was taken with sharp | is in his 
heart. He did not suffer so much from his affliction during the first years they 
lived with him, but during the last vears he suffered very much, and was con- 
fined to his house most of the time.” 

Benjamin L. Tribble, of same company and regiment 

** Has known claimant before and since the war. Knows that claimant was 


Columbia, Ky., in January, 1862, he was sent to hospital near that place for | 


treatment for rheumatism and lung trouble contracted in the line of duty, 
and remained there until the 10th day of February, 1862, when he was granted 
a sick furlough by the surgeon in charge and permitted to go to his home in 
Cumberland County, Kentucky. A few days after reaching home he was cap- 
tured by the Confederate forces and taken as a prisoner of war to Salisbury, 
N.C., where he was confined until June, 1862, when he was exchanged. 

He was so disabled on his return home from prison from the effects of the 
rheumatism and lung trouble heretofore stated, and the confinement in prison, 
that he was unfit for further military duty, and did not, therefore, rejoin his 
regiment to be mustered into the United States service. 

He is still a great sufferer from the causes above stated, but can not obtain 
relief through the Pension Bureau on account of his failure to be mustered into 
the service. Fle therefore appea!s to the generosity of Congress and asks that 
his name be placed on the pension-roll. 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee feel that this is a meritorious 
case, and report the bill back with a favorable recommendation. 

Amend by striking out all after the word “cavalry,” in the sixth line, and 
add ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY R. ARMSTRONG. 
Mr. JACKSON. I call up the bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary R. Armstrong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary R. Armstrong, mother 


of George R. Armstrong, late a member of Company L, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LyNcH) was read, as follows: 





sound and he 
very frequently, and he has always complained of heart disease which great 
untits him for manual labor.”’ 

Asst. Surg. G. Schmidth states 

“That he knew claimant in 1863; treated him for injury to knee, and at the 
same time he complained of pain in the heart, and as [ treated him at Indian- 
apolis for rheumatism | took the same treatment, and as rheumatism at all times 


althy at time of enlistment Since his discharge he has seen him 








| will have certain effects on the heart, | made my diaguosis accordingly 
rhe claimant states in his application for increase that he received the injury 
to his right knee cap by being run over by an ammu on wagon at the battle 
of Richmond, Ky. There seems to be no positive evidence, in fact, no evidence 
| except claimant's own statement, as toinjuryto right knee. Thereisaninjury 
to the right knee, and a number of his neighbors testify that it is their belief 
that said injury was incurred in the service as stated 
It seems to the committee that the incurrence of heart disease in line of duty 
is sufficiently established to warrant recommending favorable action on the bill 
We therefore recommend that the bill be amended to read as follows: Strike 
out ** Thompson "’ wherever it occurs in said bill and insert “‘ Thomas; ”’ strik 
out all after the word “ volunteers,” in line 6, and insert “ for injury to righ 
knee and heart disease, subject to the provisions and limitat ons of the pension 
laws;:’’ and when so amended we recommend the passage of the bill. 


That we adopt the Senate report, which is as follows, and recommend the | 


passage of the bill: 

“George R. Armstrong, son of the claimant, enlisted September 25, 1861, as a 
private in Company L, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and remained 
in the United States service until his discharge, August 13, 1865. 

* The claimant alleges that the decedent contracted chills and fever on the east- 
ern shore of Virginia in 1864 and 1865; that he never fully recovered therefrom. 
-_ that his death, on August 19, 1868, at Fort Bridger, Wyo., was due to that 
disease. 

‘No medical evidence is produced showing the contraction of the disease, 
owing to the fact that decedent’s company was on detached duty at the time, in 
Accomack County, Virginia, and therefore he was not treated by the regimental 
surgeon, but by Drs. West and Parmer, resident physicians, whose present 
whereabouts she can not trace. The physician who atiended him after his dis- 
charge is now deceased. Nor can she find the physician who attended him at 
Fort Bridger, Wyo., where he died. 

‘She produces, however, the affidavits of five members of his company (includ- 
ing a lieutenant), showing his ill-health from chills and fever, or malaria, con- 
tracted while on detached duty; and showing, moreover, that he was in such 
an enfeebled condition at the time of his discharge as to render it necessary for 
some of his companions to escort him home. ‘The affiants state also that the 
decedent enjoyed good health at the time of his enlistment. 

‘Other affidavits filed in the case establish the fact that decedent’s disability 


continued after his discharge, and that he went West with a view to the restora- 
tion of his health, 





The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


TEMPY M. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. JOSEPH. I ask present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9169) 
granting a pension to Tempy M. Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro 
limitations of the pensien laws, the name « f Tempy 


John Johnston, late sergeant Company B, Eleventh 


subject to the provisions and 


NI ’ 
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Johnston, widow « 


egiment Kentucky V« 


v1 
| 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


















This claimant, Mrs. Johnston, has been twice married fer first husband 
John G. Allen, was a private in Company K, Eleventh Kentucky Voluntee: 
Infantry, and died in service of wounds received at the battie of Stone River 
The claimant was pensioned as his widow from the date his death up to Oc- 
tober J8, 1868, when she married John Jolinston. 

Johnston was also a soldier in the war of the rebel 1, having served as a 
sergeant in Company B, Eleventh Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and at the bat- 
tle of Atlanta, Ga izust 6, IS64, he received a gun-shot wound of right arm, 
which necessitated amputation Mr. Johnston was a pensioner for the loss of 











the arm, and at the time of his death received 224 per mo He died Novem- 

ber 26, 1885. Concerning the cause of his death Dr. W. H. Yost testifies as fol- 
lows 

I knew him previous to his enlistment and that he was healthy Ile was 

wounded in the arm in 1564 r which he had his arm amputated. He came 

| home with gangrene on the stump After he 1 overed from gangrene he had 

| scurvy for quite awhile. In 1880 he was attacked with diabete for which I 


' attended him up to his death. 


The widow's claim was rejected by the office on the ground that the deat! 


of the soldier Johnston was not due to his military service Dr. David G. Cra 
| also testifies in the claim: 

**That during the last sickness of Johnston he visited him frequently as a 
neighbor, and dressed him after his death. That for several days prior to his 
death the stump of the arm was enlarged to twice the size of the natura rm}, 
and was of a purple color and indicated mortificatior 

Several other aftiants testify to this condition of the right arm just preceding 
death, and to its troubling him frequentiy for years previous. 

While it is impossible to state that the diseased ar lid or did not occasion 
the death cause, yet, there being a doubt in the matter, it is proper that the 
benefit thereof should be given to the soldier's widow. Moreover, the pension 


ought to be restored to her which she drew for the death in service of her 
first husband, and which she forfeited by her remarriage to the soldier John 
ston. The honorable Commissioner of Pensions has recommended restorat 
of pension to a widow who had been deprived of it by a remarriage, in cases 
similar to the one under consideration. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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MARY SHATTUCK, 


to call up the bill (S. 3076 


ar 
x ‘he 
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Shattuck. 


Mr. KERR. 


to Mary M. 


) granting a pension 








The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
lin tions of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Shattuck, widow of 
Merritt Shattuck, lat private in Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa In- 
fantry. 

r ° * » tt u49 > = » J 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The facts leviden ippearing in the Senate report, hereto attache 
made a part hereof, satisfy the committee that this is a meritorious case 
they report favorably and recommend that the bill do pass. 

Senate Report No. 14 Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 


The petitioner is the widow of Merritt Shattuck, late a private in Company 
H, Thirty-fifth Regiment lowalnfantry. Hewas enrolled on the4th of August, 
i862, and was mustered out August 10, 1865, having served three continuous 
years. He was pensioned for varicocele and general debility at the rate of $1a 
month, and at the time of his death he had a pending claim for increase. The 
widow filed a claim in 1883 for pension for herself and children, which was re- 
jected on the ground that he died of pneumonia, a disease not shown to be due 
to his military service. 

The case, as it comes from the Pension Office,is very imperfectly briefed, but 
in the opinion of the committee there is ample testimony in the file to show 
that the soldier went intothe service a sound man, came outof it broken down, 
diseased, debilitated, and that death was aresult of his army life. 

The record reports show that he was sick and in hospital at different times 


with fever and diarrhea. The soldier claimed that he had rupture, which was 
due to hard marching. 

Dr. R, M. Youngkin, who was soldier’s family physician, testifies : 

‘Prior to and at the date of enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied man, espe- 


cially free from rupture or any disabling cause of the kind. 
sonal knowledge,” 

Dr. Cobb, late surgeon of the Thirty-fifth Iowa Regiment, testifies : 

* Preated said Shattuck for bilious intermittent fever, attended with diarrhea, 
He never was robust after the fever, and was troubled with diarrhea more or 
less during the remainder of his term in the service. Was able for duty only a 
part of thetime. He now, November, 1880, is notrobust, and has varicocele of 
left scrotum and extending up the cord, which troubles him very much.” 

‘Martin Rice, an orderly sergeant of Company H, swears that in the spring of 
1864 Shattuck, on the march up Red River, gave out; that the hard marching 
and weight he had to carry caused arupture. This from his personal knowl- 
edge. 

Benjamin Hill, another comrax 
was ruptured in the left side. 

Two other comrades, Godfr 
cause, 

Dr. Youngkin says his disability was such as to disqualify him for labora 
ater portion of the time. 
Joseph Owen and C. I. Easttack testify in 1882 that they knew the soldier 


Given from per- 


le, swears to the same statement, and says he 


y and Ferguson, swear to the rupture and the 
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from the time he came home; that he was debilitated, and a sufferer from var- 
icocele to an extent to disqualify him for manual labor. 
vo other neighbors, Rice and Chapnew, swear that he had rupture when he 
ca home, and that he was generally broken down. They knew this from 
secing him daily and from being well acquainted with him before. 
Dr. Forlet, who is an official examiner, and who examined him in 1880, says 
his disability is varicocele of more than ordinary severity, that he suffers all 


the inconveniences belonging to the same. Its volume is that of a hen’s egg 
and extends as far up as the external ring of the inguinal canal, 

The examining board at Cedar Rapids. Lowa, say: ‘“‘ We find a varicose con- 
dition of vessels of spermatic cord, left side,’’ and close with this brief and un- 
sat ictory siatement 

Phis testimony given in support of the soldier's claim for invalid pension es- 
tablishes the fact of the incurrence of the worst form of varicocele, which some 
of his comrades called “ rupture,’’ and of the serious and permanent impair- 
ment of his health. 

In the widow’s claim there is evidence connecting his disabilities with his 
death, Dr. Youngkin says he knew the soldier from his boyhood; was his 
father’s family physician; always considered him healthy; treated him after 
his return from the Army for several years for varicocele and twice for pneu- 
monia; always considered his lungs very weak; he suffered from a cough; 
was pale and emaciated; treated him for chronic diarrhea, 

Dr. Skinner often saw him during the three or four years prior to his death. 
In April, 1883, found him sick with catarrhal pneumonia, affecting the tissues of 
both lungs; constantly attended him to the time of his death. His general ap- 
pearance prior to his last illness indicated an impoverished condition of the 
system, and had always regarded him as suffering from pulmonary disease, 
though he did not prescribe for him or make an examination prior to his last 
iliness, 

isaac B. Johnson and E. F. Johnson, of Mechanicsville, Iowa, testify that they 
were well acquainted with the soldier at the time of his discharge. He was 
brought to their house weak and poorly; had beensick forsometime. Hewas 
much debilitated with chronic diarrhea and tendency to weak lungs; never re- 
covered from affection of lungs and weakened condition. Soon after his return 
home he had an attack of pneumonia, and required the best of care. He was 
never restored to health; had pain in the lungs and side on the least exposure. 
When aftiants heard of his death from pneumonia they were not surprised, for 
they had personal knowledge of his continuous bad health. 

From a careful examination of the evidence filed the committee are convinced 
that it furnishes @ connected history of the incurrence, progress, and fatal end- 
ing of the soldier's disabilities. It is shown that he had chronic diarrhea, vari- 
cocele, lung affeetion—diseases that caused constant suffering, and the progress- 
ive effects of which may consistently and properly be connected with his death. 
The testimony of the physicians, official and lay, it may be admitted, is lacking 
in detail; bat with the honest statements of the affiants, who knew the man, 
there is sufficient to justify the admission of the claim by the Commissioner of 
Pensions, 

The committee report the accompanying bill for the relief of the widow and 
recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ITENRY MITCHELL YOUNGBLOOD. 
Mr. KILGORE. I eall up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Youngblood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and direcied to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry Mitchell 
Youngblood, who served in Captain Richard Sloan’s company, First Regiment 
Drafted Georgia Militia, Indian war, 1836, under the name of Michael Young- 
biood, and pay hima pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 
Youngb!l 


rhe claimant, under the name of Mitchell (or Michael od, asshown 











by > report of the War Department, served in Capt. Richard Sloan’s company, 
Virst Regiment Drafted Georgia Militia, from June 4 to July 16, 1836, and was 
pa d for one month and twenty-five days. The claimant and his wife are each 
seventy-one years of age, invalids, and in destitute condition. He should have 
aservice pension as a survivor of the Indian wars. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill amended by striking out 
the word “‘eight,”’ in line 9, and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘thirty,”’ 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr. GALLINGEK said: This is evidently a meritorious claim; and 
I ask that the further reading of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The reportis quite brief. 

The Clerk resumed aud concluded the reading of the report, as above. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I did not want to object to the request to dis- 
pense with the reading of the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do you mean to object to the bill? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object to the amount fixed in the bill. I 
propose to do in this case what the gentleman from Texas proposed in 
one of the preceding cases. Inasmuch as this bill has been introduced 
for $8 a month, and the committee recommend $30, I propose toamend 
it by making it $20 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. We accept that. 

Mr. MACDONALD. That is business. 
he amendment was adopted. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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Mr, LAIRD. 
John Dauper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of John Dauper, late of Company I, Eighteenth 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


John Dauper was a corporal in Company Iof the Eighteenth Regiment of 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted April 24, 1861, for three months, and was 
mustered out August 23,1861. He applied for pension because of disability re- 
sulting from diarrhea and disease of stomach, liver, kidneys, and bladder, con- 
tracted in said service in the line of his duty. The examiner who had charge 
of the case recommended its admission for chronic diarrhea and disease of kid- 
neys and bladder,and its rejection for disease of the liver; but the office re- 
jected his claim, because, as they allege, ‘‘of claimant’s inability to furnish sat- 
isfactory evidence that he contracted any of the alleged diseases while in serv- 
ice, there being no record thereof; and it appears that he can not furnish medi- 
cal evidence of the existence thereof while in the service or until some years 
after discharged.”’ 

Now, while there is no record or medical evidence to show the existence of 
the alleged diseases while in service, yet it is clearly shown by the affidavit 
of hhis second lieutenant, John Andres,and by the aflidavits of two comrades, 
Vincent Ratcliff and Cleveland Lackey, that while in camp near Parkers- 
burgh, W. Va.,on or about the 10th day of June, 1861, during a rainy night, 
the soldier, for want of tents, was compelled to lie all night on the bare 
ground, and in consequence of this exposure contracted a severe cold, which 
was followed by diarrhea; that he was sick from that time forward, and com- 
plained of diarrhea, his stomach, kidneys, and bladder; that they have known 
him from that time until the present, and that he has been sick and disabled in 
the manner stated from the time said disease was contracted as aforesaid until 
the present time. There is ample testimony to show that he was a sound, 
healthy, able-bodied man when he enlisted,and ample testimony, medical and 
lay, to show that since his return from the service he has been continuously 
afflicted with disease in the manner stated. We have no doubt that he is dis- 
abled in a pensionable degree, and that his disability was incurred in said serv- 
ice in the line of his duty, and we therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass 


SARAH A, 


Mr. LANE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10121) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Mason. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Mason, widow of John 
Mason, late private of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment of lilinois Volun- 
teers. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The committee beg leave to report that they have considered this case and 
find that the claimant was the wife of the soldier, John Mason, late a private 
in Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; that the said John 
Mason was taken prisoner by the Confederate government and was imprisoned 
in Andersonville prison, where he died some time in 1863; that after his death 
the claimant drew a pension as the widow of said soldier up to March, 1870, 
when she was dropped from the pension-roll for the reason that she had 
remarried. 

The facts in regard to such remarriage the committee find to be that the said 
widow was drawing $8 oe month for pension, which was not sufficient to sup- 
port her, and that one Moses Bray induced her to marry him under the false 
and fraudulent representations and statements that he was a man of property 
and was amply able to support her, and relying on such statements she was 
induced to marry him, and after she was married to him she found that she 
was deceived, and such statements as to his property were false and fraudulent, 


I call up the bill (H. 1 342) granting a pension to 
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The period of service was prior to the war with Mexico, and your committee 
are of the opinion that a service pension should be granted to the claimant. 
They therefore reconimend the passage of the bill, amended, however, by 
changing the word * Hereford’s,” in line 5 of the bill, to “* Huxford’s;” and 
also by striking out, in lines 7 and 8, the words “ subject to the provisions and 
Jimitations of the pension laws” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month.” 


‘The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH WELSH, 


Mr. MAISH. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9975) granting 
a pension to Joseph Welsh. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to place on the pension-rol), subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Joseph Welsh, of York, Pa., father of Albertus 
Welsh, J. Frankiin Welsh, and Howard H. Welsh, all of whom are now de- 
ceased, soldiers in the Union Army in the war of the rebellion, on whom the 
said Joseph Welsh was dependent for support during the said war. 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh, submit the following report: 

Joseph Weish had four sons, allof whom served in the Union Army during 
the war of the rebellion, one also having served his country in our war with 
Mexico 

Albertus Welsh, his oldest son, died early in the war, whilstin the service, 
from disease contracted in the service, 

J. Franklin Welsh, anotherson, was wounded at the battle of Winchester, and 
was disabled for life. He died about five years ago. 

Howard H. Welsh, also a son, contracted a disease in the service from the ef- 
fects of which he was partially disabled until he died, about ten years ago. 

Edward P. Welsh, another son, died in 1882, 

Two of his sons lived with their father and mainly supported him and their 
mother at the time when they entered the Army, and they all contributed to his 
support whilst they were in the service, and afterwards untilthey died. Joseph 
Welsh’s wife died about six months ago. 

Joseph Welsh is now eighty-three years old, and is utterly bereft of those on 
whom he could lean for support in his old age, all of his children being dead. 
He states in this affidavit ‘that he is now in a destitute condition and has noth- 
ing but what is given him by charitable friends.”’ 

it is proposed that the bill be amended by inserting the words, in line 10, after 
the end of the sentence, as follows: “and pay the said Joseph Welsh a pension 
of $25 per month.” 

As thus amended the bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

JONATHAN W. LEIGHT. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 2716) granting 
a pension to Jonathan W. Leight. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to put 
on the pension-roll the name of Jonathan W. Leight, late hospital steward of 
the Sixty-azeventh Regiment Ohio Voiunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2716) granting a pension to Jonathan W, Leight, beg leave to report as follows: 

Jonathan W. Leight was hospital steward of the Sixty-seventh Ohio Infantry 
Regiment. In the summer of 1862 he was ruptured while lifting a box of hos- 
pital storesintoa wagon, Theteam started sudden and threw the heavy weight 
of the box on him, thereby severely rupturing him. No officer was present, 
and the claimant, being a hospital steward, and also a partially educated phy- 
sician, treated himself. His only proof is in the existence of the rupture at and 
a{ter discharge, and in the fact that he was thoroughly examined physically at 
enlistment, when he was pronounced to be a remarkably sound and healthy 
man. In short, he had the same trouble in proof that constantly arises in 
rupture, 

‘\ ethink the fact that he was not ruptured at enlistment and was at discharge 
is, under the circumstances, sufficient proof of the fact, especially as he natur- 
ally treated himself instead of calling upon a surgeon, as a non-professional 
person would have done. 

Claimant also contracted rheumatism, which was proven to the satisfaction 
of the Pension Office. On June 30, 1882, the office issued him a certificate, to 
terminate, however, on October 6, 188), at which time the office claimed his dis- 
ability had terminated, 

The existence of the rheumatism, and its increasing violence after the termina- 
tion of the certificate, is testified to by Dr. J. H. Forrester, Dr. S. T. Stewart, Wil- 
son Brown, David Olden,and A. Alexander (all witnesses of exceilent repute’, 
but the examining physicians of the Government find a disability for rupture 
(whieh the Department holds is not sufficiently proven), but none for rheuma- 
tism, which the Department holds is proven. 

Under these circumstances we think that his disability to labor—which is con- 
ceded—arises from his military service, and that he ought to be pensioned. 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MARTIN. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding ‘‘sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

Mr. KILGORE. How much pension is asked in that case? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is to be subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

MARGARET QUINTON. 

Mr. MATSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension 
to Margaret Quinton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret Quinton, 
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an army nurse during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (1H. I. 
Sees) gaeenings a pension to Margaret Quinton, have considered the same, and 
report: 

it appears from the papers on file with the committee that Margaret Quinton 
was employed by the surgeon in charge of a hospital established at Danville, 
Ky., immediately after the battle of Perryville or Chaplin Hills, in October, 1862, 
and served as matron of said hospital until March or April, 1863, when she be- 
came prostrated by sickness from overwork. At that time she was forty-seven 
years of age, and until said service had had good health and been capable of 
earning a comfortable living as tailoress. Since said hospital service she has 
never recovered her former health, and since 1580 has been entirely disabled from 
work by weakness and blindness, and dependent on the kindness of friends for 
subsistence. 

The physicians who attended her in her sickness at Danville are both dead, 
and she is therefore unable to procure medical testimony of said sickness. She 
has never been married, and is now seventy-three years of age; has no means 
whatever; is unable from physical weakness to earn anything, and she is en- 
tirely dependent upon her neighbors and friends for support. 

Dr. Hanna says: 

“She has been sick and under his professional care since February, 1887, to 
the present time, and during all this time she has been confined to her room and 
a great part of the time to her bed, requiring atiention from others; and at no 
period during this time has she been able to make a support for herself, nor is 
it probable that she ever will be able to even take care of her room and prepare 
her own food though the same should be furnished her without cost.” 

There is ample proof that the claimant served as stated; that she was in good 
health at the time of her employment; that her heaith was greatly impaired by 
reason of said service, and by reason of said sickness has been unable-to earn a 
living by manuallabor. In view of her said services, her great age, and her 
extreme poverty, we believe that the relief asked for ought to be granted. 
: e therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the 
ill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM FAIRBANKS. 


Mr. McCORMICK. I callup the bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pen- 
sion to William Fairbanks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Fairbanks, late a private 
in Company A, Fifteenth Regiment New York State Engineers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant served as a private in Company A, Fifteenth New York En- 
gineers, from January, 1862, until February, 1865. 

He claims pension for rupture of right side anda wound of head. Claim was 
rejected because satisfactory evidence was not filed showing origin or treatmnet 
in service, and claimant has alleged he can furnish no further testimony. Evi- 
dence of claimant shows that while on detached duty under Sergeant Moore, 
who is now dead, guarding aponton bridge over the Rappahannock, at Branch 
Ford, while walking upon post was struck in the head and wounded by a piece 
of shell; he was rendered unconscious, taken to field hospital ,and treated for a 
mouth or more. From that time until the present he has been a constant suf- 
ferer from the effect of said wound. As he was upon detached duty at time of 
injury it is difficult for claimant to furnish evidence of eye witnesses of incur- 
rence of injury. 

Comrades Canavan and Powers, who saw him soon after he received injury, 
swear he was suffering from wound in the head. They further say that until 
he was discharged he complained of and was troubled by continual pain in the 
head and dizziness, and Comrade Canavan says this continued until 1869, until 
which date he frequently saw him. 

Two witnesses who knew claimant before enlistment swear he was asound, 
healthy man when he enlisted, that when he returned and until 1873, during 
which time they frequently saw him, he was feeble, unable to perform manual 
labor, and constantly troubled with his head. 

The medical board at Utica, N. Y., who examined claimant in September, 
1886, found a depression, groove-shaped, 1 inch long and one-eighth of an inch 
deep, over left parietal bone. 

The claimant is seventy-five years old, feeble in body and mind, Your com- 
mittce think the bill should pass, and so recommend, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JANE ROBINSON, 


Mr. McRAE. I call up the bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to 


Jane Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Robinson, dependent widow 
of Harai Robinson, late a colonel in the First Louisiana Cavairy, United States 
Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9148) granting a pension to Jane Robinson, have considered the same, and now 
report: 

Col. Harai Robinson, husband of the applicant, at the time of his death was 
drawing a pension for gunshot wound of nates, received in the battle of Sabine 
Cross-Roads, Louisiana, April 8, 1864. He died suddenly at Gogona, Panama, 
December 14, 1886, but the exact cause of death could not be ascertained, and 
hence no application for pension was made at the Pension Office. ~ 

Daniel C. Halliday, a physician of twenty-five years’ standing, testifies that 
he was called upon to examine Colonel Robinson's wound some time after he 
was suffering from it. He found him debilitated from long continued and ex- 
tensive suppuration of the wholetract, which sometimes diminished in quantity, 
but never wholly ceased. He adds: : 

“The long continued suppuration and necessarily constant drain upon his 
system was productive of alarmingly debilitating effects, and rendered the 
patient suffering therefrom subject to loss of appetite and loss of flesh and con- 
stantly progressive weakness and loss of flesh, which must have brought him 
to a premature grave, wholly caused by the nature of his wound and its effects.” 

Colonel Robinson left a lucrative mercantile businessand gave his services in 
behalf of the Union cause. Maj. Gen, W. B. Fanklin says: 
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‘Colonel Robinson was distinguished for bravery, energy, and efficiency. 
He worked hard always, and brought his command toa high state of discip- 
line and efficiency. Atthe battle of Sabine Cross-Roads he was wounded. I 
believe that, while Colonel Robinson was in my command, he was as efficient 
and meritorious an officer as these was in the Department of the Gulf.” 

The widow of Colonel Robinson, the claimant herein, is proved to be, by com- 
petent testimony, in a totally dependentand destitute condition. Favorable ac- 
tion on her application for Congressional relief is earnestly recommended by 
the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of the Gulf, and a large number 
of officers and past officers of that department, as well as others, as in every 
way worthy of asked-for relief. In view of the fact that Colonel Robinson was 
drawing a pension at the time of his death,that in all human probability the 
wound for which he was pensioned was the cause of his death, his efficient serv- 
ices as a Union soldier, and the destitute condition of his widow, the commit- 
tee submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. VAN BUSKIRK. 
Mr. MORRILL, I call up the bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Van Buskirk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Van 
Buskirk, widow of Charles F. Van Buskirk, late of Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment of Missouri State Militia Cavalry, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk, submit the following report: 

The husband of claimant served nearly two years in Company F, Fourth 
Regiment Missouri State Militia. He contracted diseases of the liver and rec- 
tum, for which he was receiving a pension at the time of his death. Dr. W. B. 
Campbell, a reputable physician of Troy, Kans., testified February 17, 1888: 

“I have treated Charles F. Van Buskirk, of Troy, Doniphan County, Kansas, 
as his physician during his last sickness, for chronic disease of liver and rec- 
tum, of which disease he died February 1, 1888.”’ 

The examining board by whom the soldier was examined December 22, 1886, 
reported that he was in the last stages of phthisis. It is, it seems to your com- 
mittee, a question of difference of opinion between doctors as to the existence 
of diseases closely connected and often mistaken one for the other. The evi- 
dence submitted in proof of the soldier’s claim shows that he incurred his dis- 
ability in the service; that it continued and increased until it caused his death. 
While the decision of the medical referee, based upon the report of the ekamin- 
ing board, made fifteen months before his death by physicians who were 
strangers to the deceased and only saw him for a few moments, may be tech- 
nically in accordance with the rules of the office, your committee prefer to ac- 
cept the decision of the family physician, who was his constant attendant and 
treated him up to the hour of his death. They therefore report the bill back 
with the recommendation that it pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS RAINS. 


Mr. NEAL. I call up the bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to 
Thomas Rains. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be placed upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Rains, late 
captain Company B, Fifth Tennessee Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


Thomas Rains, the claimant, from April, 1863, to September, 1864, was engaged 
in scouting and recruiting for the Federal Army in Kentucky and Tennessee. 
On September 23, 1864, he was mustered in as captain of Company B, Fifth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and served from that time with and as cap- 
tain of the company up to July 13, 1865, the date the regiment was mustered out, 
he being mustered out with hiscompany. He alleges that while a member of 
that company and in the line of duty at Cleveland, Tenn., about the Lith of De- 
cember, 1364, he was attacked by inflammation of the eyes caused by cold and 
exposure while on duty. 

the evidence is conclusive that he suffered from soreness and inflammation 
of the cyes for some time previous to his muster out, and that he has so suf- 
fered ever since, and that he is now almost totally blind, and unable for the 
performance of manual labor. The Pension Office rejected the claim because 
the eo disability, in the opinion of the examiner, existed prior to enlist- 
ment, 

While there is some evidence to sustain such a theory, the preponderance and 
weight of the evidence certainly sustains the claimant, that the disease was con- 
tracted in the service about the time alleged. 

He is sustained by the testimony of men of high character and standing, 
among them A. J. Carson, who has been sheriff of Bradley County, Tennessee ; 
Daniel McDonald, deputy sheriff and tax collector; J. C. Tipton, chairman of 
the county court of said county, and some fifteen or twenty other citizens and 
comrades, who knew him before his enlistment or muster in, during his serv- 
ike, and after his muster out, 

The first intimation in the record as to whether the eyes of the claimant were 
diseased prior to enlistment is in a letter to the Department by Dr.G. W. Rem- 
age, surgeon of the regiment, that he was of the opinion that the disease of the 
eye existed prior to enlistment; but when his testimony was taken, it appears 
that Dr. Remage first joined the regiment the last of February, 1865, and that he 
had neverseen Captain Rains until that time, and that was some time after ¢ ‘ap- 
tain Rains’s eyes had become diseased. No reason is assigned for his opinion, 
and, in fact, he corrects his opinion. The other evidence as to sore or inflamed 
eyes prior to muster is hearsay, inferential, and unsatisfactory. 

As already stated, the evidence seems to be overwhelming that this disability 
was contracted in the service, and even if the evidence contra should raise a 
doubt, that doubt should be resolved in behalf of the helpless soldier. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
MARY A. COVEY. 


Mr. PARKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary 
A. Covey. 














ee 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!l the name of Mary A, ¢ 
widow of Henry G. Covey, late a private in Company A, Sixtieth New York 
Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month, otherwise subject to the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws 





The report by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

























The Committee on Invalid Pensix ‘ H. R, 
6309) for the relief of Mary A, Covey ur 

The claimant, Mary A. Covey, is tl Covey te aj f 
Company A, Sixtieth Regiment of N« 

The soldier married the claimant i: ving him at his Case 
the widow and two daughters, one horn Six tee years ize 
during the present year, and the other will reach that age in March, 158 

rhis soldier enlisted September 9, 1861; was honorably discharged ilw 19 
1865: : plied for a pension July 19, 1866; he was pens ied at the rat« BS per 
month for “‘d se of right arm."’ He died April 22, 1855, of disease alleged to 
be typhoid pneu nia. 

The claim of widow was rejected upon the ground that ‘tl 
monia not accepted as dependent on disease of right ar said ck ust 
not otherwise shown to be due to the service.’ 

The facts appear from the documents on file as follow 

The Assistant Adjutant-General says 

* Roll of Company A, dated July 17,1865, reports the soldier absent s 
Novem be r 18, 1865 

Another report by same officer reports that 

‘**Roll of Company A for May and June, 1865, reports the soldier k in New 
York since November LS, 1864, and subsequent roils report him the same 

A report dated February 14, 1857, signed by Adjutant-General Dru iys 

**The soldier wasenrollied in Company A, Sixtieth New York, sept« er 9, 


1861, for three years, and is reported present on rolis from enlistment to Dece 

ber 31, 1862; January and February, 1865, present sick in regimental | pita 

March and April, 1863, present, so reported to December 31, 1863. Re-enlisted 
as a veteran volunteer December 14, 1863, and is reported present on ro!!s from 
January 1 to October 31, 1864; November and December, 1864, absent sick in 
vision hospital since November 18, 1864. * * * Hi 
yalid-roll at United States Army Hospital, Troy, N. ¥ 





e was mustered out on in- 
; ., July 19, 1865 
Surgeon-General’s record shows that the soldier 

‘*Was admitted to general hospital, Troy, N. Y., April 5, 1865, from McDougal 
General Hospital. Diagnosis chronic diarrhea and rheumatism 

Another record ftom the Surgeon-General’s Office says that this soldier 

‘Was admitted to McDougal General Hospital, Fort Schuyler, New York 
Harbor, March 19, 1865, from Savannah, Ga., for treatment for rheumatism and 
diarrhea, and was transferred to Troy, N. Y., April 4, 1865 

Another rep rt from the Surgeon-Gene I's Office, dated February 11, 1887 
shows this soldier— 

‘Admitted to hospital December 14, i864, with diarrhea, where he remaine 
until January 22, 1565; also, admitted to general h tal Savannah, Ga., w 
rheumatism, and was afterwards transferred to hospital steamer S, R. Spauld- 
ing, March 13, 1865; diagnosis chronic rheumatism; entered McDougal Hospital 
with rheumatism and diarrhea, and entered 
and rheumatism, and was turloughed Apri tted May 29, 1865 

Although the pension was granted for * di rhtarm,”’ the evider 
filed shows that the claimant was a weak and broken-down man from his dis- 
charge to the time of his death. 












d 
th 


at Troy with diarrhea 








He was subject to a swollen body and to swollen feet and legs, the disease 
sometimes affeeting his brain 

\. M. Larkin, M. D.,in an affidavit dated March 28, 1887, says 

“ That he was the family physician of this soldier for three years previous to 
his decease oe From the facts and my previous treatment, the dise f 





his right arm had invaded his whole system, his general health and physical; 
also his constitution was totally broken down, consequently Henry G. Covey 
fell an easy prey from the attack of pneumonia, which was the fatal effect of 
the army trouble which he was afflicted with.” 


















Db. Cc. S. Me cticing physician of West Liberty, Muscat Count 
Iowa, testi fic ew the soldier for a year just f his wth, and 

ays 

“That he knew h ; constitutionally broken dow in this eond n 
was 8 ith typ! pneumoni n ten days succum! This disease 
was tie immediate cause of his dea t in my judgment it was but a sequel 
to the constitutional dyscrasia resu m his army life 

In a jater affiday tl ne witness reports the condition of the deceased 
more fully, and concindes 

‘The relation ween his diseased condition and the fatal termination of his 
pneumonia is substantially the relation of cause and effect 

In view of the evidence the committee can but |! eve that disabi 





from which he suffered, and which was the result of his army life, in part cor 
tributed to the death of the soldier,if they were tt principal cause there 
and that his widow is entitled to the relief sought to! iven by this bill, and 


they therefore recomm that it do pass. 
There being no objection. the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
7 


House with the recommendation that it do pa 











EDWARD WATERS. 


Mr. PETERS. I call up the bill (H. Rt. 201) granting a pension to 
Edward Waters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That the Secretary of the Inter 
rected to place the name of Edward Waters, late a pr 
third New York Infantry Volunteers, on the pensi 
ions and limitations of the pension laws 


r be authorized and di- 
n Company K, Ninety- 
1-roll, subject to the prov 












The report (by Mr. MorRILt) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ref 
granting a pension to Edward Waters, submit the follow 
Soldier enlisted in Company K, Ninety-third New York Volunteer Infantry, 
January 14, 1862,and served until January 27,1565. In his declaration he claims 
for rheumatism, contracted in the fall of 154 The case was rejected by the 
Pension Office ause there was no record of the applicant to show that he suf 
fered atism during the war, and because he could not produce suf- 
ficient proof of the origin of rheumatism in the service. There is no doubt 
about the plicant having been a sufferer from rheumatism for years, and the 
only question in the case is whether this rheumatism was contracted in t 

















serv ice 
Jacob Gunston say “TI know Edward Waters; have known him since 1457 
He also says I have boarded in the same family * him, and worked with 





him in the same malt-house off and on from 1857 to 1862 Ile says he Wasa 
young man about twenty years of age when he enlisted and was in good bealth 


4 
b) 
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all the time he knew h I never knew ! 
be strong, hearty, and able-bod 
lciward lloghn testifies 
“T knew edward Water 


to be sick. He also seemed to 


; have known him since 1857. He worked for my 


father for about three years in the malt business, He went into the Army in 
1862, and was at thattime in good health. He was never sick while he worked 
for my father When he came back from the Army, in 1865, I saw him at West 
Ty He was then weak and sickly. He was suffering from rheumatism anc 


so 


a 

vhere he met the soldier, who was then at home on sick furlough; that said 
Waters was then in bad health, in avery weak condition, and he thought he was 
suffering from chronic diarrhea; that after the war Waters and himself wentinto 
partnership in the buying of some property; that he was with him a great deal, 
and that he suffered a great deal from rheumatism in the arms, and at times 
wae unable to lift his hand to his head. 

‘Two druggists also testify to having sold him some medicine for rheumatism 
immediately after the war, 

This and other testimony shows that the soldier was sound at enlistment; 
had never been sick any; that he was sick and on furlough in 1864; that he had 
rheumatism at that time; that he was sick and had rheumatism in 1865, and 


from that time on; that he obtained patent medicines for this disability. He 
has had rheumatism since his discharge during each and every year. 


Ve think, from all the evidence, that itis reasonable to conclude that rheu- 
matism was incurred in the service and in the line of duty, and therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill, 

here being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

hir. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MATSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY, from the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that they had had 
uncer consideration sundry bills and had directed him to report them 
to the House with various recommendations. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar without amendment, were sever- 
ally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. IR. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Will- 
borg; 

A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of !;benezer F. Woodworth; 

A bill CH. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; 

A bill (CH. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture; 

\ bill (H. Rt. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 

A bill (H. R, 10940) granting a pension to Victoria May; 

A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 

A bill (11. Rt. 1007) for the relief of Henry Rose; 

A bill (AH. RR. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 

A bill (HL R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow cf | 
Gustave W. Geyer; 

A bill (H. R. 7912) for the reliefof Frances P. Vernon; 

A bill (H. R. 9969) granting a pension to Tempy N. Johnston; 

A 

. 


! 
ained to me several times of rheumatism in his arm.’ 
Cicorge C, Sambrook, of the same ympany, testifies that he wasa portion of th 
1¢ with the soldier and knew that he was alwaysin fair health; that he, the af- 
nt, was wounded and went to hospital, and went home to New York in 1364, 
| 


bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 
bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 

A bill (IT. R, 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrison; 

A bill (Ji. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 

A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 

A bill (Hf. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 

A bill (HI. R,. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 

A bill (I. R. 6309) for the relief of Mary A. Covey; and 

A bill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 

A bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 

A bill (iL. R. 9935) to inerease the pension of Isaac Hurd; 

A bill (11. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 10997) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood; 

A bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; 

A bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 

A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pensien to Joseph Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; and 

A bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thompson 
(titleamended by striking out ‘‘ Thompson ”’ and inserting ‘‘ Thomas’’). 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
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the Whole House without amend ment, were severally ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

\ bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

A bill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary R. Armstrong; 

4 bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck; and 

\ bill (S. 3166) granting a pension to William F. Pike. 

rhe bill (8S, 2825) granting an increase of pension to Penjamin T. 
Baker (reported from the Committee of the Whole House with amend- 
ment) was taken up, the amendment agreed to, the bill as amended 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the various votes by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House had been passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM 8, LATHAM, 


Mr. SYMES. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William 8. Latham, and that the 
bill be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William S. Latham, late a priyate 
of Company E, Eighty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


The records of the War Department show that claimant was enrolled on the 
15th day of August, 1862,at McLeansborough, Ill.,in Company E, Eighty-seventh 
Regiment of lllinois Volunteers, to serve three years or during the war, and was 
mustered into the service as a corporal on the 22d day of September, 1862, at 
Shawneetown, Ill. 

On the muster-roll of Company E of that regiment for the months of January 
and February, 1863, he is reported absent without leave since January 22, 1863. 
Roll for March and April, 1863, reports him “deserted” at Shawneetown, IIl., 
January 22,1863. Roll for May and June, 1863, reports him present. 

Reported asa deserter January 22,1863, but, upon the following facts being 
ascertained, was restored to hiscompany. He obtained a furlough at Shawnee- 
town, LIL, togo to his home in Hamilton County, Illinois, but was taken sick and 
not able to return until January 6,1863. Roll from June 30, 1863, to February 29, 
1864, reports him “in general hospital, Memphis, Tenn.,since July 4, 1863.” 
Roll for March and April, 1864, reports him present. Muster-out roll, dated June 
16, 1865, reports him mustered out with company at Helena, Ark. 

He filed an application for pension on the 8th day of January, 1870, andalleged 
in his declaration disability from dropsy of chest, palpitation of heart, and 
rheumatism contracted in the line of duty; but the claim was rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on accountof the charge of desertion, which appears to have 
been erroneously entered in his military record, as shown by the corrected rec- 
ord of the Adjutant-General of the Army, above referred to. 

In support of his declaration he filed on the 8th day of January, 1870, the fol- 
lowing affidavit of Capt. Hiram Angel, who was captain of claimant’s company 
and regiment: 

‘That he was captain of Company E, Eighty-seventh Regiment of Illinois 
Volunteers, and that he well knew William 8S. Latham, who was a corporal of 
said company and regiment; that while in the service aforesaid, and in the line 
of duty at the siege of Vicksburg, Miss., on or about June 20, 1863, the said 
Latham became disabled for the performance of military duty by reason of 
dropsy of chest, palpitation of the heart, and rheumatism, which were con- 
tracted at the time and place aforesaid while doing duty in said sieges, caused 
by exposure and hard service; that said soldier was in good health at the time 
of enlistment, and that the diseases aforesaid affected him while in said service 
and at the time of his discharge so as to render him partially disabled for the 
performance of military duty,” 

He also filed in the case an affidavit of Dr. Daniel Berry, who was assistant 
surgeon of claimant’s regiment, which is as follows: 

“That while in rear of Vicksburg, Miss., he (claimant) was sent to general 
hospital February 3, 1863, sick with phthisis. 

‘That while at Marganzia, La., he was treated for diarrhea and sent to gen- 
eral hospital May 9, 1864. That his means of knowledge are from personal ex- 
amination and memoranda.” 

On the 30th day of January, 1870, he filed an affidavit of Dr. W.S. A. Cox, and 
one of Dr. J.N.Goalden, both of Hamilton County, Illinois, who testify as to 
having treated claimant for said troubles after his discharge. 

He also, on the 30th day of November, 1887, filed an affidavit of Dr. James A. 
Mahan, and Dr. Augustus Lewis,of Todd County, Kentucky, as to having treated 
him for his alleged diseases. : 

Dr. J. R. Bailey, United States examining surgeon at Ferguson, Logan County, 
Kentucky, made an official examination of claimant on the 2ist day of May, 
1884, and reports his disability total from the causes stated. Bio 

In view of the foregoing facts, your committee feel that this is a meritorious 
claim, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SYMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL NEIKIRK. 

Mr. SENEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk, and that the bill 
be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Neikirk, of Republic, 
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because of hypertrophy of the heart attended with excessive a 

Dr. H. K. Spooner testifies that he knows from personal knowledge that « 
ant was sound and able to perform all kinds of labor up to April, 18 
affiant returned from service, in September, 1865, he f 1} ffering 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SENEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Th 
ing arrived, the House, in accordan 
till to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11259) for the relief of Joseph Hax- 
thausen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 11260) granting a 


ard Person—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


xension to Leon- 
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By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11261) granting a pension to Helen 


A. De Russy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11262) authorizing the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the 
Richmond, Nicholasville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad Company— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 11263) granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Coppinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11264) granting a 


W. Cahill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ension to George 





— 





By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 11265) granting a pensicn_to 
ka 


- 
a 
‘ 


James |] n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clork’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. J.A. ANDERSON: Petitions of 25 citizens of Carlton, Kans., 
for legislation protecting women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. GEAR: Resolutions of Shriver Post, No. 177, Grand Army | 





of the Republic, of Vernon, Iowa, relative to pensions—to the Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Peti 
Washington County, and of C. B. Jeffers and 40 others, of Athens and 
Meigs Counties, Ohio, for amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. B. Jeffers and others, of Ohio, for prohibition in 
the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

by Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Margaret Driskell, to have herclaim 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of James Winton, for payment of 
war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of William L. Bradford, for removal 
of disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





IMPORTATION OF CHINESE LABORERS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, under leave to print on Senate bill to 
prohibit importation of Chinese laborers, presented the following letter 
and memorial: 

San Francisco, July 30, 1888. 


Dzar Stn: Inclosed you will please “ad a copy of the memorial adopted at 





rbhery and 30 others, of 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 25, 1888, 
The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
Clerk of the House. 


ELECTION OF 
Clerk directed the 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
reading of the following: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., August 25, 1888, 


Sin: As I will be absent from the Capitol until Monday, you will please 
House to elect a Speaker pro tempore. 


The 


DEAR 
ask the 


JOHN G, CARLISLE, Speaker. 


lion, Joun B. CLark, 


Clerk House « 

The CLerkK. The rules of the House provide that, when the Speaker 
is absent and has failed to designate some member to preside, it be- 
comes the duty of the House to elect a Speaker pro tempore to act dur- 
ing the temporary absence of the Speaker. Nominations for that pur- 
pose are now in order, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. 
the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. 
Georgia, bh, and is hereby, 
absence o the Speaker. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. Crisp, on taking the chair as Speaker pro tempore, was greeted 
with applause. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. 


f Representatives. 


Clerk, I offer the resolution which I send to 


Coarces F. Crisp, a Representative from the State of 
elected Speaker pro tempore during the temporary 


J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D., of Washington, 


D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 
Mr. BLOUNT submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, 'That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate that the House has 
elected Hon, CHARLEs F. C RIsP, a Representative from the State of Georgia, as 
Speaker pro tempore during the te mporary absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Honse the amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (IH. Res. 201) to correct an error in 
an act making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is merely a formal amendment 
to insert the word ‘‘of’’ before the word ‘*California’’ where it occurs 
in the bill; and if there be no objection the amendment will be con- 
curred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3276) granting restoration of pension to Sarah A. Woodbridge; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST, LOUIS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore .also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3474) amendatory of an act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo., approved February 3, 
1887; which was read twice. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a similar bill to this has 
been unanimously reported from the House Committee on Commerce. 
The Senate bill strikes out the word ‘‘stockholder”’ where it is used 
in the House bill in connection with the holding of stock in other 
bridge companies. There is no objection, I understand, to it whatever 
as it has passed the Senate, and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
now taken up and considered. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the state of the House bill ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It has been unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS. And is now on the Calendar? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It is. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The request is what ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. To take up the Senate bill and pass it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I presume there will be an explanation of the bill if 
consent is given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Letan explanation be made first, reserving the right 
to object. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It will be remembered that in the bill 

during the last Congress there was a ‘proviso—I refer now to the 
bill granting the right to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at St. Louis, passed last winter, for the purpose of enabling the mer- 
chants of that city to build a bridge to compete with the present bridge 
structure there—which proviso prohibted any of the stockholders from 
being also interested in the stock of any other bridge company. It has 


Is there objection to the request of the 
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been found that by the insertion of the word ‘‘ stockholders ”’ in that 
connection it will be difficu]t if not impossible tosecure this competing 
bridge for the reason that the owning of stock in any other bridge com- 
pany by any of the stockholders of the proposed company op:2rates as 
a forfeiture of its charter. 

The House will understand that the merchants of St. Louis are the 
prime movers in the demand for this bridge. The incorporators and 
stockholders comprise many of our best citizens. It is they who ask 
for this amendment, and I am willing to aid them in removing any 
obstacle to the building of this bridge and giving our people the relief 
from the excessive tolls of the present bridge company, and also fur- 
nish ampler sacilities for the handling of freight. 

I earnestly hope there will be no objection made, and this the last 
obstacle to the buildingof this additional commercial highway thereby 
removed, 

Ali the rights of the people in regard to protecting them in the con- 
struction of this bridge and tolls thereon appear to be amply covered 
without it, and that provision which the Senate proposes to elimi- 
nate interferes with the placing of the bonds and the building of the 
bridge. I repeat, it is unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I join with my colleague from Missouri in express- 
ing the hope that there will be no objection to the consideration of this 
bill. It is quite important not only to the people of St. Louis, but to 
theState of Missouri. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman believe that the other provisions 
embodied in the bill are ample to secure protection ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it a high bridge? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of the act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River at St. Louis, Mo.,’’ ap- 
proved February 3, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, amended by strik ing out 
the words “stockholder or” wherever they occur in said section, so as to make 

said section read as follows: 

“Sec. 11. That whereas a principal reason for giving authority to build the 
bridge herein contemplated is to secure reasonable rates and tolls for corpora- 
tions and individuals for passing over the same, the St. Louis Merchants’ 
Bridge Company, or its successors or assigns, shall not agree or consent to the 
consolidation of this bridge with any other bridge across the Mississippi River, 
or to the pooling of the earnings of this bridge company with the earnings of 
any other bridge company on said river, nor shall any person who is or may be 
a director or manager of any other bridge over said river be a director or man- 
ager of the bridge herein provided for: Provided, That if this provision of this 
act shall at any time be violated in any of these particulars, such violation shall, 
without legal proceeding, at once forfeit the privilege hereby granted, and said 
bridge shall become the property of the United States, and the Secretary of War 
shall oe possession of the same in the name and for the use of the United 
States.’ : 

Sec. 2. The right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 


Mr. ‘0 NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the previous question, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri aquestion. Was not the word ‘‘stockholders’’ incorporated orig- 
inally in the bill which passed the House as a safeguard agaius! any 
monopoly in respect to the new bridge company against the old, which 
has been regarded as a monopoly? I would like to know from the 
gentlem’n why the word ‘‘stockholder’’ is now to be eliminated. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. For the reason that they find it very 
difficult to build a bridge and place the stock with such a provision 
that if any person owning stock in the new bridge should own any 
stock in any other bridge company it would forfeitthe charter. They 
say that it leaves the charterin this position, that the very parties they 
are trying to prevent from interfering could by simply having one share 
of stock in this bridge—that fact would destroy their charter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Why was there not aqualifying expression used, 
such as ‘‘shall not hold shares in any competing bridge company ?”’ 
That would cover the ground. Now, I understand the people of St. 
Louis desire this as a competing bridge, and the safeguard by the use 
of the word ‘‘stockholders’’ in that connection was embodied in the 
bill, and was thought originally to be one of the very strongest points 
in favor of giving the right to build the bridge when the House bill 

was sent to the Senate. It is manifest, if this change is made, that 
the protection sought to be thrown around it will be entirely elimi- 
nated, because at the end of a year they will have a new board of di- 
rectors, and by securing control of the stock that board may be able 
to control both bridges. In other words, they can change the present 

management. I simply ask for general information. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I think, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, the very thing he refers to is in their power. The managers of the 
competing bridge by purchasing even one share of the stock in the new 
bridge could succeed in destroying the charter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the new bill exclude them from the right 
of purchasing? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No power can do that when bonds are 
openly sold. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then, having bought the shares, they can, of 
course, by buying enough have control of both. 











septate 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Yes; but if they buy one share under 
the bill they would destroy the charter, and that provision prevents 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the merchants of St. Louis from going forward and constructing the | 


bridge. 

the one company owned by Gould. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
a competing bridge. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then the friends of the bridge favor this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It is my understanding that the mer- 
chants of St. Louis are asking that this change be made. The Senate 
passed this unanimously, and the House Committee on Commerce has 
reported unanimously in favor of it. Itis entirely acceptable to our 
people who are building the bridge. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam glad to understand that. 
information. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is it the understanding that this bil 
will prohibit the company from owning stock in another bridge ? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is, and there is ample protection in 
the bill against pooling the earnings. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
it works the forfeiture of the charter of this company. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The gentleman will see that it is absolutely essential 
that this provision should be stricken out, because if it is not stricken 
out the power to buy one share implies the power to buy one share 
more than the majority. Therefore there should be some provision in 
another part of the bill against their pooling. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is amply protected in other pro- 
visions besides this. 

I now move the previous question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O’NETLL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 
No. 11249, similar to the Senate bill just passed, will lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GALLINGER, for this day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ARNOLD, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
To Mr. MCKENNA, for four days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FRENCH, for to-day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Srmmons, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BowDEN, for one weck, commencing from Monday next, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. GAY, for two weeks, on account of ill-health. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of 

A bill (H. R. 10556) making appropriations for the 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1839, and for othe® p : 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. he 

A message from the Senate, by one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill H. R. 1661 for the erection of an appraisers’ warehouse in 
the city of New York, and for other purposes. 

POLYGAMY LAWS, 

Mr. KILGORE, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of privilege. I am directed by 
the Committee on the Judiciary to report back the resolution request- 
ing the Attorney-General to furnish certain information in¥eference to 
the pardon of persons convicted under the anti-polygamy laws, and ask 
that the same lie on the table; and also to report a substitute favor- 
ably, which they ask be adopted at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be requested to furnish to the House of 
Representatives the number of convictions for polygamy, adultery, and unlaw- 
ful cohabitation had in the Territories of Utah and Idaho under the provisions 
of the anti-polygamy law of 1862, and the act of 1882 amendatory thereof, and the 
act of March 3, 1887, and the dates thereof asshown by the records of the Depart- 
mentof Justice, together withthe amount of fines, forfeitures, and costs collected 
from said prosecutions, with the date of judgments under which said several 
sums were collected; a list of pardons granted by the President of the United 
States to persons convicted of such crimes of polygamy, adultery, and unlawful 
cohabitation, respectively, in the said Territories of Utah and Idaho, giving the 
name. date of sentence, time of imprisonment, amount of fine,date of pardon, 
and the reason for granting the same in each case. 


Mr. ROGERS. The Clerk has read the substitute. 


And our business men are trying to build 
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The Clerk informs the Chair that he 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 

has reported the substitute. 
Mr. ROGERS. I think the ori 
Mr. PETERS. I would like to 
Che Clerk read as follows 


inal should be disposed of first. 


hear the eriginal resolution 
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Mr. ROGERS. Lask for the reading of the accompanying report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration the resolu- 
tion ‘requesting list of persons pardons Ilwhohad been convik 1 of } yer 
amy,’’ report the same back, and recommend that it be on the b 

And the committee also report a substitute in lieu of said resolution, and re« 
ommend the passage thereof 

rhe reason that induced the committee to report the substitut is that the origi- 


nal resolution limited the inquiry to a very narrow ficid. not even embrace 


‘th 
j 


the several crimes created and made punishable under the anti-polygam y law 





whereas the committee thought that if the information which the resolution 
ealls for was desirable, and they thought that it was, that the field of inquiry 
should be so extended as to put the House in possession of all the facts relating 





to the enforcement of the anti-polygamy laws and t pardon of persons con- 


victed thereunder in the Territories named in the resolution 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I furnished on yesterday morning to 
the representative from Idaho Territory, who is the author of the orig- 
inal resolution, a copy of the substitute resolution, which I understood 
from him was satistactory, but he desires to make a brief statement 
to the House, and in order to enable him to do so I will now yield him 
five minutes, or ten if necessary. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire a little more time than five minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ten minutes ? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Perhaps ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I retain the floor and yield the 
gentleman ten minutes, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee saw fit to enlarge the scope of the resolution which I had the 
honor to introduce. 1 am satisfied that a great deal of valuable in 
formation will be furnished asa consequence of the adoption of the reso- 
lution. In addition to the request which was embodied in my original 
resolution, that a list should be furnished of the pardons which have 
been granted to those convicted of unlawful cohabitation, adultery, and 
polygamy, the committee have added a request that the number of con- 
victions had for these various crimes shall also be furnished, This in- 
formation will absolutely and utterly refute a statement which has 
been brazenly made and reiterated by the agents of the Mormon Church 
here that only 14 per cent., or less, of their people are in polygamy. 

When you talk about people being in polygamy you do not refer to 
babies in arms or to children of tender age. Only those of such an age 
as to assume the duties and responsibilities of married life can be con- 
sidered as fit subjects of discussion in regard to polygamy. The in- 
formation which will be furnished in accordance with the resolution 
as enlarged by the committee will show that more than 14 per cent. 
have been convicted of these crimes in the Territory of Utah. When 
aman is convicted of polygamy or unlawful cohabitation that means 
that three persons at least A man can not be in 
polygamy without having at least two wives, so that, as I have said, 
for every conviction there are at least three personsin polygamy. Now, 
there are not more than sixty thousand adult Mormons in Utah Ter- 
ritory, and the information called for by this resolution will prove be- 
yond question that more than the number which they persistently state 
are in polygamy have been convicted under the law, and no man who 
has any regard for truth and veracity will undertake to say that one- 
twentieth of those who are in pelygamy have been convicted. 

The number of indictments ont is larger than the number of convic- 
tions, and it is notorious that those people resort to every means to 
evade the law. ‘Those who are indicted flee and hide, and a great 
many who are not suspected are in thisrelation. Istand by the state- 
ment which I had the honor to make before the Senate committee, that 
about one-half of the adult Morm: in Utah are in polygamy. As 
revards Idaho, I had the evidence before me as United States marshal 
of the Territory to demonstrate that at least one-third of the adult 
Mormons in that Territory were in polygamy. The enlarged resolu 
tion also asks for a statement of the amount of fines and forfeitures 
collected. Forthat I thank the committee. The Mormon Church has 
known for years that it was contrary to law for a church to hold prop- 
erty in excess of $50,000. Since the passage of the Tucker-Edmunds 
law the Government has wrested from them several hundred thousand 
dollars which they had wrung from the poor dupes of their church in 
order to fasten the shackles on them more firmly. You will find, too, 
that whereas in almost all cases of conviction for unlawful cohabita- 
tion a fine of $150 or $300 is imposed in addition to the sentence, 
scarcely one of the parties convicted pays the fine. 

They hold that a man has to be exalted in a certain degree in order 
to enter into this relation; that he must be picked out for some special 
merit, and the opinion is prevalent that they never take a second wife 
unless they can provide for her. There is not one in twenty of those 
convicted who, at the expiration of his term, does not go before the 


are in that relation. 
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proper office: 
escape further imprisonment under the ‘‘ poor man’s oath.’’ Those 
men have two or three families, and yet they are not able to raise $300 
with all their property! These facts will be shown when this resolu- 
tion is answered, because I speak from the record, and the records will 
confirm what I say. What sort of families can such people bring up? 
What sort of a crime is it for men to raise families in such poverty? 
The number of pardons which have been granted to Mormons who have 
violated the Edmunds and the Edmunds-Tucker law is quite large; and 
I should say that in Utah nearly 10 per cent. of them have received Ex- 
ecutive clemency. The effect of this is to encourge them in their im- 
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and swear that altogether he is not worth $300, and thus | 


moral practices, to fill them with false hopes as regards the disposition | 


of the Governmenttowards their institution. The judges in Idaho and 
in Utah have adopted a practice of asking a Mormon, who is convicted 
of unlawfal cohabitation, what his intentions are in the future in re- 
gard to obedience of the law 

If he promises to obey the law sentence is suspended. This is the 
invariable custom in both these Territories. The judges insist that 
this promise to obey the law does not prevent parties from taking care 
of their second or third or other families, but that it is their duty to 
do so. They must cease, however, to hold out their plural wives as 
wives in public orin private, and must soact as to make it known that 
they do not regard them as wives. 

The intention of the judges and other officers in Utah and Idaho is 


and has been to be lenient and charitable, and to encourage the devotees 
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but one side of this question, and that clemency has the effect to en- 
courage and not to check polygamy. I trust there will be no opposi- 
tion to the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. ROGEKS. I now yield twenty minutes to the Delegate from 
Utah Territory [ Mr. CAINE]. 

Mr. CAINE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of those who originated this 
resolution was plainly political. As to the resolution as reported from 
the Judiciary Committee I not only have no objection, but 1 most earn- 
estly favor its adoption. The information it calls for will show con- 

] peen shown to ¢ onvic ted persons 





clusively that undue leniency has not 

in Utah and Idaho, and at the same time it will demonstrate unde 
whose administration the laws in question have been most rigidly en- 
forced. 


The President, by the sixth section of the anti-polygamy law of 1882, 
was given authority to grant amnesty to certain classes of offenders 
guilty, before the passage of said act, of bigamy, polygamy, or unlaw- 
ful cohabitation. During the debates in Congress upon this bill while 


| on its passage it was clearly foreshadowed that the then existing status 


of this very peculiar institution to break away from their criminal or- | 


ganization and obey the laws. As I have said, it is not necessary for 
one of them togo to the penitentiary. All that he has to dois to prom- 
ise to obey the law and he will escape. 

One of the objects of punishment forcrime is toreform. Executive 
clemency should never be granted, except in unusual cases, unless the 
criminal at least promises repentance and shows a disposition to Jead a 
better life. Nothing was further from my intention in introducing my 
resolution than to ascribe improper motives in the matter of these 
pardons either to the President or to the Attorney-General. I receive 
inquiries very frequently from Utah and Idaho asking why this or that 
person should have been pardoned, and by whom the pardon was recom- 
mended, It is also inquired of me if efforts are being made to get cer- 
tain persons released, how many have been pardoned, etc. This isa 
matter of very great concern to the law-abiding citizens of Utah and 
Idaho, who have been battling there on the frontier these many years 
to maintain the law and break down this polygamous institution. I 
have no doubt that plausible reasons have been given in each case, and 
that no protests of an adverse kind have been filed in individual cases. 


It may be that some of those pardoned have asked pardon on a written | 


promise to obey the laws in the future. I myself cheerfully recom- 
mended a pardon based on the ground of future obedience to the law. 


motive on the part of President Cleveland. 

‘The representative of the Mormon Church on this floor, the distin- 
guished gentleman from Utah, is very energetic in all matters affecting 
his Church, and is indefatigable in his efforts to secure pardons for this 
class of criminals, both in hisown Territory and mine. Noone would 
object more strongly than he, however, if one of these poor fanatics 
wished to promise to obey the Jaw, and thus escape punishment in the 
first place. 

The Mormon emissaries who have been lobbying here all winter have 
made very many cunning statements and empty promises in behalf of 
their church; and I imagine that many of these statements will be 
found indorsed on the applications for pardons. The truth is that there 
is no sign in Utah or Idaho that the Mormon Church has abandoned 
or intends to abandon polygamy. They do not teach and proclaim it 
so publicly as in past years because of the severity of recent laws and 
because of an ill-founded hope that they may deceive Congress into 
granting them statehood for Utah. In the Territory which I have the 
honor to represent, the Gentiles—Democrats and Republicans—united 
in the Legislature in passing a law which takes away the right to vote, 
to sit on a jury, or to hold office from any one who belongs to an or- 
ganization which teaches or practices or encourages polygamy. I will 
read a part of our law referring to the oath which an elector must 
take: 

I do further swear that I am nota bigamist or polygamist; that Iam not a 
member of any order, organization, or association which teaches, advises, coun- 
sels, or encourages its members, devotees, or any other person to commit the 
crime of bigamy or polygamy, or any other crime defined by law, as a duty 
arising or resulting from membership in such order, organization, or associa- 
tion, or which practices bigamy or polygamy, or plural orcelestial marriage, asa 

trinal rite of such organization; that I do not, and will not, publicly or pri- 
, or in any manner whatever, teach, advise, counsel, or encourage any 
person to commit the crime of bigamy or polygamy, or any other crime defined 
by law, either as a religious duty or otherwise. 

Mr. Speaker, that law disfranchised every Mormon in Idaho Terri- 
tory. It has been in force during four years. It has been passed upon 
by the courts and sustained, and not one of those Mormons has taken 
that oath. 

I have seen in various newspapers harsh criticisms of President 
Cleveland based on the frequency with which he grants these pardons. 
I believe his motives are misunderstood, and I believe also that he sees 
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|} for any reply from me. 
I am satisfied that the information asked for will show no improper | 


of the polygamists in Utah would be recogmzed and amnesty granted 
to those living in thatrelation. Bygones were to be bygones; the past 
was to be forgiven; the people were to be granted an opportunity to start 
anew. I need not say that no such opportunity has been afforded. No 
amnesty to classes has been granted; all alike have been prosecujed. 
Out of the hundreds convicted in Utah and Idaho very few have been 
granted pardons, and only to those who have served a portion of their 
time in the penitentiary. None, however, have been pardoned except in 
cases of extreme old age, sickness, or for other good reasons. No such 
pardon has been granted except upon the recommendation of the United 
States distric$ attorney who prosecuted the case. Some petitions have 
been favorably indorsed by the judges who tried the cases, and some- 
times the governor of the Territory, the United States marshal, and 
other Federal officials have joined in the request. 

The petitions for executive clememcy which have been presented 
through me, have been mostly signed by non-Mormons, the bankers, 
merchants, and other prominent business men of Utah, who while 
strong advocates of the enforcement of the anti-polygamy laws, do 
not consider it necessary to the safety of the nation and the perpetuity 
of American institutions that men over seventy years of age should be 
imprisoned for unlawful cohabitation. 

I will not attempt to notice any criticisms made upon the President 


for his action in granting a few pardons to sick and aged men in Utah ° 


and Idaho. I believe that the President is abundantly able to take 
care of himself, and if this resolution is adopted the Attorney-General 
will give such reasons for the President’s action in these matters as will 
be entirely satisfactory to this House and to the country. 

The intemperate remarks of the gentleman from Idaho do not call 
The whole history of the Mormon people— 
what they are, what they have donein Utah, Idaho, Arizona, and else- 
where—turnishes the refutation for stale slanders Jike those he has 
treated us to. Facts speak louder than words. 

But, Mr. Speaker, with the indulgence of the House I propose briefly 
to show what efforts the peopie of Utah have made within the last two 
years to settle the so-called Mormon question, and to bring that much- 
abused Territory into harmony with the rest of the nation. ‘To do so 
satisfactorily.to myself, and intelligibly to the House, I must go back 

ihe’causes which lead, up to the existing state of things 








Sars ago a body of people, abandoning their homes, sct 
‘ ibiding place where, unmolested by mob violence, they 
might rear their tabernacles and temples and worship God in peace 
and earn an honest living by the sweat of theinbrows. In all the history 
of mankind there is not,the record of another undertaking comparable 
to that of the pilgrimage from Nauvoo, on the banks of the Mississippi, 
to the valley of the Great Salt Lake. Ten thousand people within a 
little more than two years transplanted themselves from the immedi- 
ate neighborhood of the Mississippi River to a desert region more than 
2,000 miles distant. The migration, considered in all its aspects, I re- 
peat, is without parallel in the annals of the human race. The exodus 
began in the dead of winter, the pioneer band crossing the Mississippi 
River onghe ice. Save a few hundred miles the way was through a 
country possessed by savages, never friendly and often hostile to in- 
truding white men. The road had to be marked out, bridges built, 
and means of crossing great rivers provided. The hostile Indians had 
to be conciliated, settlements formed, crops planted and grown to pro- 
vide provisions for the thousands who followed. From the beginning 
to the end perfect discipline was maintained. There was no collision 
with the wild Indians. There were hardships and sufferings endured, 
but none died of hunger. Disease, exposure, anxiety, toil, homesick- 
ness did their work, and the graves of loved ones marked every rest- 
ing-place along that 2,000 miles of pilgrimage. a 
Triumphing over every obstacle, heroically overcoming every difli- 
culty, the desert valley, on the shores of the Great Salt Lake, was 
reached. The region was not then the domain of the United States; 1 
was the territory of Mexico, with which we were at war. One of the first 
acts of the pioneer band was toscale a lofty mountian peak, unfurl the 
Stars and Stripes, and take possession in the name of the United States. 
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many others of your Territories; a community where the percentage of | 
illiteracy is the 1¢ as that of the State of Conner ticut; a community 
where the general morality, th idustry, the sobriety, the thrift of 
the people have excited the admiration of every unprejudiced Old World 
traveler who has visited Utah; a community where 90 per cent. of 
the heads of families own their homes. 

Where on this earth will you find another people of whom thi 
be There is not an almshouse nor the necessity for one in 
etilement where my peo] le alone are found. We have no labor prob- 
lem, no socialistic tendencies, and the dread specter of anarchism do« 
not disturb us in our waking’ or sleeping moments. We are largely an 


agricultural and pastoral people; our possessions are chiefly lands 
herds, and flocks, and the distribution thereof per capita presents none 
of the inequalities which elsewhere, even in our country, cause just 
alarm among reflecting men. Among my people the rich are not grow- 
ing richer and the poor poorer. For more than forty years the public 
affairs of a greatand growing community have been administered with 
& wise conservatism which ought to excite your highest admiration. 
The opportunities an arid country, where cultivation of the soil de- 
pends up irrigati on, 's the few for self-aggrandizement mus 
apparent to every thinking man. Water sources are easily secured by 
the fi ers, and incorporated companies can easily monopolize con- 
trol of water rights. Point me to another region in the Ws ste rm coun 
try where the system of irrigation is a ne 
soil are not dependent on capitalists who _ water by the inch. 
My people have dug their own ditches, made their own canals by a 
ystem of c 1ity co-operation, and ~e ewe have no land nor water 
monopolies. ‘he public works of —— our roads and b1 
Territorial institutions, will compare favorably with those of any of the 
Territories. We havea commas i- sshaaia system which is non-sectarian, 
and the excellence of wl hich has been highly commended by your 
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Commissioner of Education. We have not incurred obligations for the 
future, but have paid our way from current receipts. There is nota 





dollar of county, municipal, or Territorial bonde d inde htedness, save 
in Salt Lake City, where bonds were issued in a relativel ly small amount 
to build an testiine canal more than 20 miles long, for the benefit of 
the municipality. This indebtedness has been largely anticipated by 

redemption of the bonds before they were due. The aggregate assess- 
ment of the property in the Territory is $38,000,000, while its actual 
value is over $250,000,000. The rate of taxation is very low, being 
only 6 mills on the dollar for Territorial and school purposes, not to 
exceed 6 mills for county expenses, while the cities have not assessed 
over 5 mills for municipal purposes. 
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1882, entitled “An ¢ amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’’ and that! will also obey 
the act of Congress of March 3, 7, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in ref. 
erence to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ approved March 22, 1882,” in respect 
of the crimes in said act defined and forbidden, and that I will not, directly or 
indirectly, aid or abet, counsel or advise any other person to commit any of said 
crimes defined by acts of Congress as polygamy, bigamy, unlawful cohabitation 
incest, adultery, anc ution, 


wt to 


fornix 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this ——— day of ———., 188 


If the registrars choose they can require the applicant to take this | 


additional oath: 


I — —, further swear (or affirm) thatI am not a bigamist, polygamist, 
or living in unlawful cohabitation, or associating or cohabiting polygamou ly 
with persons of the other sex, and that I have not been convicted of the crime 
of bigamy, polygamy, unlawful cohabitation, incest, adultery, or fornication. 


The only male citizens who can participate in political affairs in 
Utah are those who can pass the ordeal of the above oaths. They are 
the great majority, because only a small fraction of the Mormon men 
have ever practiced polygamy. 

Mr. Speaker, the monogamous Mormons, those who not only have 
never practiced polygamy, but have solemnly sworn that they will 
obey the law of March 22, 1832, and that of March 3, 1887, and, fur- 
ther, that they will not directly or indirectly aid or abet, counsel or 
advise any other person to commit any of said crimes defined by acts 
of Congress as ‘‘ polygamy, bigamy, unlawful cohabitation, incest, 
adultery, and fornication,’’ have made and accepted a constitution 


under which they ask the admission of “Jtah as a State in the Union. 
That constitution provides, section 12 of Article XV: 


Bigamy and polygamy being considered incompatible with ‘a republican 
form of government,” each of them is hereby forbidden and declared a misde- 
ae oneal who shall violate this section shall, on conviction thereof, be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than $1,000 and imprisonment for a term not less 
than six months nor more than three years, in the discretion of the court, This 
section shall be construed as operative without the aid of legislation, and the 
offenses prohibited by this section shall not be barred by any statute of limita- 
tion within three years after the commission of the offense; nor shall the power 
of pardon extend thereto until such pardon shall be approved by the President 
of the United States, 

This section of the constitution can not be altered or amended with- 
out the consent of Congress and proclamation by the President of the 
United States. Section 1 of Article X VI provides: 

That section 12 of Article XV shall not be amended, revised, or in any way 
changed until any amendment, revision, or change as proposed therein shall, 
in addition to the requirements of the provisions of this article, be reported to 
the Congress of the United States, and shall be by Congress approved and rat- 
ified, and such approval and ratification be proclaimed by the President of the 
United States, and if not so ratified and proclaimed said section shall remain 
perpetual, 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the convention which framed this con- 
stitution under which the people of Utah are asking admission to the 
Union, I repudiate with scorn the accusation which, in effect, is made 
against the men who framed that constitution and the thirteen thousand 
and odd hundred people who voted to ratify their work, that it was the 
result of a conspiracy hatched for the purpose of deceiving the people 
of the United States. I denounce as an infamous slander the insinua- 
tion that it was an attempt to gain admission to the Union under false 
colors and upon false pretenses. 

Four several times the people of Utah have presented, in regular 
form, their application for admission tothe Union. In numbers it was 
not questioned that they were sufficient, nor was it denied that the 
importance and extent of their territorial interests entitled them to 
statehood. The one obstacle which stood in their way, the one objec- 
tion which was raised, was the practice of plural marriage or polygamy 
in the Territory. They were told that until this obstacle was removed, 
until this objection ceased to exist, they could not hope to secure ad- 
mission to the Union. 

When the Mormons insisted that plural marriages were sanctioned 
by their church, and that, according to their religious belief, such mar- 
riages were not sinful, the reply was that the practice was deemed det- 
rimental to public morals, and hence came within the legitimate legis- 
lative domain. The State, while it could not prescribe or proscribe 
religious beliefs, could forbid practices which, although sanctioned by 
the Old Testament, and permitted by a new revelation, were deemed 
immoral. They were told, time and time again, that it was not a 
question of their religious belief, of their creed, of their church polity, 
of their ecclesiastical organization, but simply and solely the practice 
of polygamy. Indeed, they could have been told only this. The re- 
ligious belief of a people, the creed of a church, its ecclesiastical organ- 
ization, are subjects with which Congress could not and can not deal. 
The Constitution of the United States expressly and emphatically de- 
clares that all such questions are and must remain without the domain 
of legislative enactment. 

Therefore the people of Utah had the right to believe that if they 
came with a constitution which prohibited polygamy, and made it an 
offense, and inflicted punishment therefor, and gave reasonable guaran- 
ties that in this respect they would not alter and amend it, they would 
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be conceded the boon of statehood. I declare it to be my honest belief 
that the people of Utah, in perfect sincerity, adopted section 12 of the 
fifteenth article, prohibiting polygamy and making it punishable by fine 
and imprisonment, with the full knowledge of all that the language of 
that section implies and imports; that they did deliberateiy and un- 
reservedly accept that section as part of the organic law under which 
they desire to live; and further, that it was and is their intention to 
enforce, without fear or favor, the infliction of the penalties therein 


| prescribed against bigamy and polyyzamy. 


amy ”’ 


And I declare that it is utterly false, without one element of truth, 
that the Mormons attach a meaning to the words ‘‘ bigamy and polyg- 
different from their common acceptation. The constitutional 
convention dealt with *‘ bigamy and polygamy ’’ as you and the people 
of the United States understand the words. It accepted them in the 
sense in which they are employed in the laws which Cougress has en- 
acted in reference to the offenses they describe. It accepted them as 
describing an offense which is constituted by a male person who, havy- 
ing one lawful undivorced wife, marries another woman. 

It is the merest balderdash to insist that the Mormon Church has 
maintained, does maintain, or may hereafter maintain that plural 
marriage is one thing and bigamy and polygamy are other and entirely 
different things. ‘The members of the constitutional convention who, 
as a committee, draughted section 12 of article 15, who voted to in- 
corporate it in the constitution, and the people who voted to ratify the 
work of the convention did so without any mental reservation whatso- 
ever. They knew perfectly well what they were doing. They in 
tended that bigamy and polygamy should be made offenses in the future 
State, punishable by heavy fine and imprisonment, and they not only 
fixed the offense in the organic law and _ provided the penalty for the 
infraction thereof, but they provided that in this particular the con- 
stitution should not be ‘‘amended, revised, or in any way changed ”’ 
without the approval of the Congress and the President of the United 
States. 

Why should we be accused of insincerity? Why should we be sus- 
pected of had faith? The whole history of the Mormon people gives 
the lie to the assertion that they are hypocrites. Even the majority 
of the Utah commissioners, men who have no love for us, are compelled 
to declare that ‘‘the Mormon people can not be called hypocrites.”’ 
Of the 16,640 votes cast at the last election in Utah, 13,195 were for 
the ratification of the constitution with section 12 of Article XV, pro- 
hibiting polygamy and preecribing penalties for its infraction, and only 
502 against it. Of the 16,640 voters who went to the polls, only 
2,943 refrained from voting for or against the constitution. The 13,195 
voters, I insist, were honest and conscientious men. They never had 
been polygamists. They never had violated the law against polygamy 
or against unlawful cohabitation. They had not accepted the revela- 
tion concerning plural marriages as mandatory and obligatory upon 
them. They had taken the stringent oath I have read; had solemnly 
sworn that they intended to obey the laws, and that they would not— 

Directly or indirectly aid or abet, counsel or advise any other person to com- 
mit any of said crimes defined by acts of Congress as polygamy, bigamy, un- 
awful cohabitation, incest, adultery, and fornication. 

It is a preposterous proposition to insist that a whole people have 
deliberately torsworn themselves. You must bear in mind that every 
man who sat in that constitutional convention, every man who recorded 
his vote in favor of that constitution, had, with uplifted hand, in the 
presence of his God, solemnly sworn that he was not a bigamist or polyg- 
amist, that he would obey the laws known as the Edmunds and the Ed- 
munds-Tucker laws 1. respect to the crimes in said acts defined and for- 
bidden, and that he would not, directly or indirectly, aid, abet, counsel, 
or advise any other person to commit any of said crimes defined by acts 
of Congress as polygamy, bigamy, unlawful cohabitation, incest, adul- 
tery, and fornication. 

‘here has been no act in the lives of the men who took this oath 
which justifies the monstrous calumny that they swore to a lie. l’ar- 
don me for saying that the man whowill proclaim in print, or verbally, 
such an accusation against over thirteen thousand men, who, individ- 
ually and collectively, are worthy members of a community that has 
a high standard of general morality, deserves to be branded the monu- 
mental slanderer of his time! 

Why should these men be suspected of such crimes*as perjury, of 3 
purpose to gain the admission of Utah by wholesale fraud and deceit’ 
They have never broken the law against bigamy or polygamy. Some 
of them, indeed many of them, had the opportunity to take more than 
one wife wlien there was no law forbidding them so todo. All but the 
youngest of them might have married repeatedly had they so desired, 
when the anti-polygamy law of 1862 was practically a dead letter upon 
the statute-books, no attempt being made toenforce it. They alistained 
from so doing. Why should they be suspected of a secret purpose to 
do so now or at some future time? 

Mr. Speaker, the faction responsible for the misrepresentation an‘ 
the misconception of the facts in regard to the sincerity and good faith 
of the great majority of the Mormon people have abandoned their in- 
sistance that the danger of the revival of polygamy is the ground 0! 
their opposition to Utah’s admission to the Union. Their opposition 
is upon altogether different ground. In answer to an invitation to 
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take part in the formation of a constitution for Utah, the Republican 
Territorial committee said: 

We are free to say (and we oppose the State organization and admission on 
that basis) that in so far as the institution of polygamy bas been an obstacle in 
the way of the success of the scheme of statehood, we suppose that your organi- 
zation is prepared to surrender to the public sentiment of the country and 
abandon it. 


As the basis of their proposition they insisted that— 


The masses of the people of Utah are adherents of an ecclesiastical system | 


which forbids all harmonious relations with any system of civil government 
founded on the right of man to govern himself. The central idea of your sys- 
tem is that all lawful government emanates by revelation from God to His 
priesthood, and that it is the duty of all its followers to be advised by that priest- 
100d on all subjects of a governmental as well as spiritual character. 

The so-called Democratic organization in Utah, speaking by the 
chairman of its Territorial committee in response to a like invitation, 
declared: 

Your party is the dominant church, and that church, as a political organiza- 
tion, constitutes your party. Nothing contained in one is wanting in the other, 
and neither contains what is not tolerated in the other. They are one and the 
same in their membership, so that independent political action by an individ- 
ual can never occur except with apostasy from the creed. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, it will beseen that our local obstructionists who 
want Utah kept in Territorial bondage while admitting our ‘‘ surrender 
to the public sentiment of the country’’ on the subject of polygamy, 
nevertheless insist that so long as Mormons “‘ shall in numbers be su- 
perior to the non-Mormon population, Utah ought to be kept in bondage 
and Mormons deprived ofall civil rights.’’ They insist thatthe Mormon 
Church must be reorganized, that its present ecclesiastical system is 
incompatible with their notions of church government. 

This objection, reduced toa simple proposition, is ‘‘ the Mormon 
people are united, and, being in the majority, will control the State 
government; hence we oppose the admission of Utah into the Union as 
a State, Fora time polygamy served our purpose, but that being re- 
moved we raise the howl about the union of church and state.’ 

Mr. Speaker, the men who insist, for a purpose, that the Mormon 
people are in favor of a union of church and state know better. They 
know that when the Mormon people, in 1849, formulated a constitution 
for the state of Deseret, they declared in their bill of rights, among 
other things, that: 

All men shall have a natural and inalienable right to worship God according 
to the dictates of their own consciences; and the general assembly shall make 
no law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof, or disturb any person’in his religious worship or sentiments; provided 
he does not disturb the public peace nor obstruct others in their religious wor- 
ship; and all persons demeaning themselves peaceably, as good members of 
the state, shall be equally under the protection of the laws; and no subordina- 
tion or preference of any one sect or denomination to another shall ever be es- 
tablished by law, nor shali any religious test be ever required for any office of 
trust under this state. 

The constitution which has been presented to Congress, the work of 
the convention of 1887, declares in its bill of rights, Article I: 

Src. 2, All free governments are founded on the authority of the people, and 
instituted for their equal protection and benefit. 

Sec, 3. There shall be no union of church and state, nor shall any church 
dominate the state. 

Sec. 4. The right to worship God according to the dictates of conscience shall 
never be infringed, nor shall the state make any law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; nor shall any control 
of or interference with the rights of conscience be permitted. No religious 
test or property qualification shall be required for any office of public trust, nor 
for any vote at any election, nor shall any person be incompetent to testify on 
account of religious belief, or the absence thereof. 

It is not true that the Mormon Church is an ‘‘ ecclesiastical system 
which forbids all harmonious relations with any system of civil gov- 
ernment founded on the right of man to govern himself.’’ The book 


of Doctrine and Covenants, which, with the Bible and the Book of 


Mormon, form that church’s standard of faith and practice, prescribes 
the following rule as to the relations of the church to the state: 


We believe that governments were instituted of God for the benefit of man, 
and that he holds men accountable for their acts in relation to them, either in 
making laws or administering them for the good and saféty of society. We 
believe that no government can exist in peace except such laws are framed and 
held inviolate as will secure to each individual the free exercise of conscience, 
the rightand control of property, and the protection of life. 

We believe that religion is instituted of God, and that men are amenable to 
Him, and to Him only, for the exercise of it, unless their religious opinions 

yrompt them to infringe upon the rights and liberties of others. Wedo not be- 
ieve that human law has a right to interfere in prescribing rules of worship to 
bind the consciences of men, nor dictate forms for public or private devotion: 

that the civil magistrate should restrain crime, but never control conscience: 

should punish guilt, but never suppress the freedom of the soul. 

We do not believe it just to mingle religious influence with civil government, 
whereby one religious society is fostered and another proscribed in its spiritual 
ag oy and the individual rights of its members as citizens denied. We be- 

ieve that all religious societies have a right to deal with their members for dis- 

orderly conduct according to the rules and regulations of such societies, pro- 
vided that such dealings be for fellowship and good standing, but we do not 
believe that any religious society has authority to try men on the right of prop- 
erty or life; to take from them this world’s goods, or put them in jeopardy 
either of life or limb; neither to inflict any physical punishment upon them. 
They can only excommunicate them from their society and withdraw from 
them their fellowship. 


Is there one declaration in this promulgation by that church of its 
relations to civil government which any man can object to? Does it 
not conform in every particular to that famous embodiment of princi- 
ples wherein Thomas Jefferson defined the respective limitations of civil 
and religious authority ? 


XIX——198 
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Mr. Speaker, I admit that the Mormon people are united, but I deny 


that their unity is due to ecclesiastical authority. Irishmen are united 
| Is their unity due to the fact that they are Roman Catholics? No 

It is due to the fact that they are determined to regain the right of con 
munity self-government, which they were wrongly deprived of, and 
| which is unjustly denied them. The Mormon people are united because 
| there has been, and there is, a settled purpose on the part of a small 
| but persistent minority to deprive them of the right of local commu- 
nity self-government. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored thus briefly to show what the mono- 
gamic Mormons of Utah have done to place themselves and the Terri- 
tory in accord with public sentiment and to solve a troublesome prob- 
lem. Entertaining as they do the highest veneration for the institu- 
tions of their country, as well as a due respect for the opinions of the 
majority, they deliberately determined on the course they ought to 

pursue. They put their hands to the plow. They drew the furrow 
broad and deep. They will not look back. 
Mr. ROGERS (having yielded one minute additional to Mr. CAIN} 
said, at the conclusion of thattime: Mr. Speaker, the members of the Ju- 
| diciary Committee, so faras I am advised, have no disposition to makeany 
| observations in relation to what has been said either by the gentleman 
| from Idaho [Mr. DuBors] or the gentleman from Utah [Mr. CAINE] 
Nor am I advised that any other member of the House desires to be 
heard on this question. As there are other matters pressing which 
prevent me from extending further the time of the gentleman from 

Utah, I ask unanimous consent that he may be permitted to extend 

his remarks in the RECORD. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
Mr. ROGERS. I now move the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution reported by the Judiciary Committee as a substitute 
for that which was referred to them. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution reported as a substitute was adopted. 
| 








Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the original 
resolution will lie on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees, coupling the motion with the usua 
request that gentlemen having reports to make may file them with the 
Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Missouri ? 

| There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS 
| The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

ADULTERATION OF FOOD. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back the 
| H. R. 10320) to prevent the sale, manufacture, or transportation 
of adulterated articles of food, drink, and drugs manutactured or made 
in one State and intended to be sold in another, or intended for export 
or for sale in the District of Columbia, or any Territory or reservation o 
the United States, and to prevent the exportation or importation of 
adulterated food, drink, or drugs, and for creating a pure-food division 

in the Department of Agriculture; which was laid upon the table 

| Healso, from the same committee, reported back in the nature of a 

substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 11266) for the establishment 

| of a pure-food division in the Department of Agriculture, to provide 

| for the inspection of live stock about to be slaugh‘ered at slaughter- 

houses, canning, salting, packing, and rendering establishments, the 

| carcasses or products of which are intended for human consumption 
in any State or Territory other than whereslaughtered, or for exporta- 
tion to foreign countries; to prohibit the introduction of adulterated or 
misbranded food or drugs into any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia from any other State or Territory or foreign country, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

W. H. COLLARDS AND OTHERS. 

|} Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 

| reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7534) for the relief of W. H. 

| Collards, John A. Elsaser, Peter Johnston, George Shade, M. G. Brown, 

; Jonas F’. Reitz, and L. H. Boyd; which was referred to the Committee 

| of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany 

| ing report, ordered to be printed. 

| HENRY SETZER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11227) for the relief 

| of Henry Setzer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


reported back avorably the bill (H. R. 
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Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point of order that a quorum has not 
voted on the motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 


| quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 


Jobn Ebert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered | 


to be printed, 
ARAH A. HARRISON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of 
mions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension 
toSarah A. Harrison: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be print d. 
JOHN TURST. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7018) granting a pen- 
sion to John Hurst; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


flouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- | 


dered to be printed. 
LAWRENCE DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9813) granting a pension 
to Lawrence Dougherty; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JONAS DOERING. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (8. 3141) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jonas Doering; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

. MARY ALICE WHITE. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Mary Alice 
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 





the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, N. J. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10754) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building at Camden, 
N. J.;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES RITCHEY. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10503) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Ritchey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE TEEGARDIN. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10827) for the relief of Catharine Tee- 
gardin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

EASTER GAVEN. 
Mr. YODER, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 11005) granting a pension to Easter | 


Gaven; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri to 
withhold that motion until the time I suggested on yesterday, that is 
to say, Tuesday next at 1 o’clock, and I renew now the proposition I 
then made, I find that a great many interested in this question are 
absent; and an inspection shows that of those who are absent from the 
jfouse now there are at least forty more absent on our side than on the 
side the gentleman represents. If he will postpone the matter until 
Tuesday next both sides will have an opportunity to be here. Some 
gentiemen are on their way now. I ask, therefore, that the course I 
have suggested be taken. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro t 


Regular order. 
The regular order is the motion of the 


mpore, 


gentleman from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken: and on a division there were—ayes 62, 
noes 0, 


Mr. BURNEs and Mr. DipBLE were appointed tellers. 

Che House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, noes 0, 

Mr. DIBBLE. No quorum. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, as there has been no vote in the nega- 
tive, not even that of my colleague appointed to count the members, 
I feel constrained to demand acallof the House. Imake that motion. 

Che motion for a call of the House was agreed to. 

Che roll was accordingly called, and the following members failed to 


Allen, Mass. 
Atkinson, 


Baker, N. Y. 


Boutelle, 
Brower, 


| answer to their names: 


Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 


Felton, 
Finley, 


growne, T.H.B., Va Fisher, 


Kennedy, 
Lagan, 
Landes, 


McAdoo, 
McClamuiy, 
McComas, 


Reed, 
Rice, 


Robertson, 


Barry, De Lano, Latham, Rowell, 
Belden, Dingley, Lawier, Russell, Mass. 
Belmont, Dorsey, Long, Kusk, 
Biggs, Dougherty, Maffett, Scott, 

| Bingham, Dunham, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Mason, Shaw, 


Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 


Browne, Ind. Fitch, McCullogh, Snyder, f 
Brown, Ohio Ford. McKenna, Sowden, 4 


Brumm, 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 


Funston, 
Gaines, 


Galiinger, 


McKinley, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 


Spinola, 
Spooner, 
stahlnecker, 


suckalew, Gay McShane, Stephenson, 
Burnett, Glover, Milliken, Stewart, Tex 
Burrows, Goff, Mills, Stewart, Ga. 
Butterworth, Granger, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 


Campbell, F.. N.Y. Greenman, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Campbell, Ohio Grosvenor, Morrill, Taylor, E. B., Ohie 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Grout, Morse, Caylor, J. D., Ohie 
Candler, Guenther, Nichols, Thomas, Ky. 
Carlton, Hare, Norwood, Thomas, IL. 
Catchings, Harmer, Oates, Tillman, 
Chipman, Hatch, O'Donnell, Wade, 
Ciardy, Hayden, O’ Ferrall, Warner 
Clark, Hayes, O'Neill, Mo, Veber, 
Cockran, Hemphill, Outhwaite, West, 
Cogswell, Hires, Owen, White, N. Y. 
Collins, hogg, Patton, Whiting, Mich. 
Compton, Holmes, Peel, Whiting, Mass. a 
Cooper, Hopkins, Il. Perry, Wickham, ; 
Cothren, Hopkins, N. Y. Phelps, Wilber, 4 
Cox, Houk, Pidecock, Wilkins, a 
Crain Howard, Pliamb, Wilson, W. Va. ¢ 
Cummings, Huadd, Post, Yardley. - 
Cutcheon, Johnston, N. C. Pugsley, 
Dalzell, Jones, Randall, 
Dargan, Kelley, Rayner, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The doors will now be closed and th 
names of the absentees called, on which call excuses are in order. 2 
The names of the absentees were called, as follows: $ 


Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts: No excuse offered. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No excuse offered. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York: No excuse offered. 


Mr. BARRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELDEN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Biaas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BINGHAM: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BLANCHARD: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BouTELLE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Brower: No excuse offered. 


Mr. THomas H. B. BROWNE: No excuse offered. 


Mr. ‘Browne, of Indiana. 


Mr. CHEADLE. 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. 


cused on account of indisposition. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. Brown, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BruM™: No excuse offered. 


3ROWNE, be ex- 





Mr. BRYCE: No excuse offered. ; 
Mr. BUCHANAN: No excuse offered. § 
Mr. BuCKALEW: No excuse offered. F 
Mr. BuRNETT: No excuse offered. : 
Mr. Burrows: No excuse offered. x 
Mr. BuTTERWORTH: No excuse offered. 2 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 


Mr. Timorny J. CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 


Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CARLTON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CaTcuinas: No excuse offered. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman from Michigan [Mr 

CHIPMAN] asks leave of absence for this day. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CLARDY: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CLARK: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. CocKRAN: No excuse offered. Mr. Lon vo excus ed 
Mr. CoGswELL: No excuse offered. Mr. Ma r N ered 
Mr. CoLuins: No excuse offered. | Mr. M \ ered 
Mr. Compton: No excuse offered. Mr. M NO exe ed. 
Mr. Cooper: No excuse offered. Mr. M No ¢ ed 
Mr. CoTHRAN: No excuse offered. Mr. Met p ] 
Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. | Mr. Met YO « g 
Mr. Crain: No excuse offered. Mr. Mct 
Mr. CUMMINGS: No excuse offered. | Mr. M« NNA 
Mr. CurcHeron: No excuse offered. M MO OW x t e, h M 
Mr. DALZELL: No excuse offered. ; cus ] d tain¢ ‘ 
Mr. DARGAN. | Mr. CHEADLI [ 1 l ( st t 
Ir. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. | Che $ AK j He has |} granted 
DARGAN, be excused. He has been absent on leave, but possibly the | Mr. McK vo execu ered 
leave has expired within the last day or two. Mr. E No « s ered 
Mr. PAYSON. Unless the gentleman is ill, I object. Mr. Mch N: No exe ‘ red 
Mr. DIBBLE. I move that he be excused for this day. } Mr. M i No ex : 
Mr. PAYSON. I would like a statement asto why the gentleman’s| Mr. M1 x: No« 5 ered 
colleague is absent. Mr. Mi No excuse offered. 
Mr. DIBBLE. My colleague is absent on business, and I suppose} Mr. Mi No ex 1 
had leave of absence for so many days. Iwas told on yesterday that | Ir. M y: No 1 
it was just out; but I have no doubt that the business on which heob- | Mr. Mi I 
tained leave has detained him. Mr. ANDERSON, of M Heag Mr. M 
Mr. PAYSON. I suggest that the gentleman ought not to be ex- the House t t out on im n 
cused, and I suppose that this is as good a time as any to state the | I ask that he be « sed l 
reason why. A hundred and fifty of us are in constant attendance upon Mr. PAYSON. I objec 
the sessions of the House, and the point of no quorum is made because | Mr. M No excuse « ed 
those who are in what may be called an organized raid upon the Treas- Mr. NI No excuse offered 
ury decline to vote. Nofriend, therefore, of thegentlemanoughttobe| Mr. N oop: No ex: offered 
excused ex¢ ept for valid reasons. Mr. OA’ No ¢ otlere 
Mr. DIBBLE. Ido not know how the gentleman would vote if he | Mr. O'DONNELL: No excuse offered. 
Were present. Mr. Q'I RAI No excuse offered. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DIBBLE, it was re-| Mr. 0’) L, of Missouri. 
jected Mr. HEARD. TIask that my colleague, Mr. O’ NEIL e 1 
Mr. DARLINGTON: No excuse offered. i I have pe nal knowledge that he was sent for by the head of « 
Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. | the bureaus on important business, and I ask that he be excused 
Mr. DAvibson, of Alabama: No excuse offered. | Mr. PAY IN. Wasitona unt of public business 
Mr De LANO: No excuse offered. Mr. HEARD It was oflicial business, and he will b x 
Mr. DorsEy: No excuse offered. | time. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY: No excuse offered. [he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to M1 
Mr. DUNHAM: No excuse oflered. being excused ? 
Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. Mr. BLAND. I understand that he was sent t lepa 
Mr. FELTON: No excuse offered. ment. 
Mr. FINLEY: Nd excuse offered. Mr. BLOUNT. On the assurance of the gentleman [ Mr. : 
Mr. FISHER: No excuse offered. that his colleague is likely to be here soon I withdraw the objection 
Mr. Fircu: No excuse offered. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthere further objection? The Cha 
Mr. Forp: No excuse offered. hears none 
Mr. FUNSTON: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GAINES: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GALLINGER: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GAY: No excuse offered. | Mr. 
Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. Mr. 


Mr. Gorr: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GRANGER: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. GROSVENOR: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Grovt. Mr. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Mr. 
GROUT] asks leave of absence for this day. Mr. 
Mr. PAYSON. I object, unless the reason is sickness. Mr. 
Mr. GUENTHER: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HARE: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HATCH: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HAYDEN: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HAYEs: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hires: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hoaca: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hotmes: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hopxkiys, of New York: No exeuse offered, Mr. 
Mr. Hovux: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Howarp: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. JouHNsTON, of North Carolina. Mr. 
Mr. COWLES. My colleague, Mr. JonnsToN, is absent on account Mr. 
of sickness, and I ask that he be excused. ee > 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is infurmed that the gentle- Mr. 
man has leave of absence. Mr. 
Mr. Jongs: No excuse ofiered. Mr. 


Mr. KeLiey: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. KENNEDY: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. LANDEs: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. LATHAM: No excuse offered. Mr. 
Mr. LAWLER: No excuse offered. Mr. 
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OUTHWAITE: No excuse oflered 
OWEN No excuse offered. 
PATT« No excuse offered. 
PEEL: No excuse offered. 
] No excuse offered. 
"HELI No exe use offered. 
-IDCOCK No excuse offered. 
-LUMB: No excuse offered 

08ST: No excuse offered. 

" No excuse offered. 
RANDALL: No excuse offered. 
RAYNOR: No excuse offered. 
REED: No excuse offered. 
Rice: No excuse offered. 
ROBERTSON: No excuse offered. 
ROWELL: No excuse offered. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts: 
Rusk: No excuse offered. 
Scott: No excuse offered. 
Seymour: No excuse offered. 

SHAW: No excuse offered. 

SHERMAN: No excuse offered. 

SHIVELY: No excuse offered. 

SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

SOWDEN: No excuse offered. 

SPINOLA: No excuse offered. 

SPOONER: No excuse offered. 
STAHLNECKER: No excuse offered. 
STEPHENSON: No excuse offered. 
STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 
STEWART, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 
STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 
STONE, of Missouri: No excuse offered, 
Ezra B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered 
JosErPH D. TAYLOR: No excuse offere 
THomAS, of Kentucky p 
THOMAS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 
TILLMAN: No excuse offered. 

WADE: No excuse offered. 


] 
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Mr. WARNER: No excuse offered. for the making of pairs between members, but there is a rule which 
Mr. Wexver: No excuse offered. recognizes the existence of the practice, and it is a part of the common 
Mr. West: No excuse offered. law of this body that gentlemen of opposite political parties do enter 
Mr. Wuire, of New York: No excuse offered. | into this pairing arrangement, which is recognized tacitly if not by the 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered. express terms of our rules. But the difficulty is that gentlemen who 
Mr. WHITING, of’ Massachusetts: No excuse offered. are absent for purposes of pleasure, and for such purposes alone, make 


Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WICKHAM, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LYNCH. My colleague, Mr. BUCKALEW, is absent, and I 
would ask that he be excused. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. Simmons, 
has gone home on account of sickness in his family, and I ask that he 
be excused. 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. My colleague, Mr. Hovey, is temporarily absent, 
and I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and fifty gentlemen have 
answered to their names. 

Mr, PAYSON. I rise to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


pairs with gentlemen who remain in constant attendance here, and 
when those gentlemen who remain here are asked to vote and besought 
to vote to make a quorum they say, ‘‘As a matter of honor I can not 
vote; Iam paired with A, B, or C, who is at Atlantic City or up at 
Oakland, and I can not vote.’’ 

I insist that the burden of public duty does not rest, or ought not to 
rest, with any more weight upon me than upon gentlemen who are 
away for their own pleasure; and when they come back here to draw 
some more money from the Sergeant-at-Arms and go away again 
{langhter] and say, ‘‘We have had a very pleasant time,’ I do not 
receive thatsort of statement with any sort of complacency. [Laughter 
and applause.] It is the business of the Representatives of the Amer- 
ican people to stay here and transact the public business, instead of 
leaving the House to go through such a performance as this [applause], 
for it is only a performance that we have been going through here day 
after day. 

What good are we doing by sitting here and answering to roll-calls 
when one gentleman on the other side, representing a lot of claim- 
ants against the Government, and those who side with him sit back 
and refuse to vote? We are sitting here going through what is worse 
than a performance. I use breader and stronger language yet. I say 
it is ashame and disgrace to the American Congress that this thing 
can be carried on day after day. I am ashamed of the part I have 
been compelled to take in it, in sitting here unresistingly while others 
are away solely for pleasure, and I give notice now that I take part in 
it no longer and that there will be a quorum present here to transact 
the public business if gentlemen who think as I do will join with me 
in demanding itand will stand by that demand, as I think I have the 
courage to do. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the second part of the resolution is necessary, 
because it is a part of the common law of this body that gentlemen 
enter into pairs, and the House recognizes them. That is proper 


Resolved, That the leaves of absence now in force, except for illness, be re- 
voked, to take effect at the meeting of the House on Monday next, and thaton 
aud after that day, until further order of the House, no pairs will be filed or 
recognized in cases except where the absence of one of the members making 
the pair is on account of illness and leave granted therefor. 


Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield so much time as the gentleman from Iowa 
may desire. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope that the resolution will be adopted, and I 


welcome the gentleman as an able ally. enough under ordinary circumstances; but as we are now situated it is 
. , To y TT . . . . . 
Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman enlisted at the first call. an abuse, and it is to prevent gentlemen who remain here being put in 


Mr. STEELE. I want to know whether this is the regular order. 
It is not the regular order. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the regular order. 

Mr. STEELE. This is to revoke leaves of absence already granted. 


the position I have described that I now propose that after the meet- 

ing of the House on Monday next no pair shall be recognized, unless 

one of the gentlemen paired is compelled to be absent by illness. Why 

; Eds should we continue to permit this? What business has a member o! 

The question is Congress away from here for purposes of pleasure or for any other pur- 

‘The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has announced that 152 gen- | pose, neglecting the sessions of this House and leaving one hundred 

tlemen have answered to their names and that less than a quorum is and fifty or ove hundred and sixty men to sit here idle, with a Calen- 
| 





present. dar crowded with business which ought to be considered and acted 
Mr. SENEY. Many of those absent may be still in the city. upon one way or the other ? 
Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of order. Mr. BLOUNT. _I wish torenew my suggestion, with this remark—— 
Mr. BLOUNT, I raise a question—— Mr. PAYSON. For what reason should this clause be stricken out 
Mr. COBB. _I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. of the resolution? I should be very glad to make the modification, if 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. any good reason were presented; but I confess I see not the shadow of 
Mr. TAULBEE, I desire to make the point of order against the | one. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount] as 
resolution which has just been read, that it is not in order. many minutes as he may desire, reserving the balance of my time. 
Mr. PAYSON, I present that asa privileged matter. Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair has already announced that he has some 
Mr..TAULBEE. We are proceeding under a call of the House. doubt in relation to the latter portion of the resolution, and I can 
Mr. PAYSON. There is no question that we are proceeding under | eonceive a reason for that. It changes a rule of the House, and I think 
acall. I was about tosay that the Speaker passed upon this very ques- | my friend from Illinois, even if he differsfrom me in this regard, might 
tion when it was presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] | very well offer two separate resolutions. Let us first dispose of the 
some days ago. But, aside from precedert, there can be no doubt about | proposition to revoke leaves of absence—about which the Chair has no 
it as aquestion of principle that the House has power to revoke leavis | doubt—and then we may take up the other resolution about which the 
of absence. | Chair entertains some doubt. I wish to have the matter presented in 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no difficulty as to the | this shape, because I desire that no gentleman, in voting on the propo- 
first portion of the resolution being in order, that portion which pro- | sition to revoke leaves of absence, shall be restrained by any suggestion 
poses to revoke leaves of absence heretofore granted to members; be- | that there is any part of the resolution we may not act upon in this 








else it would be unable to discharge its constitutional duty with a 
quorum; but upon the latter part of the resolution the Chair is not so 
clear, 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to be heard for a moment before the 
Chair decides the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
the latter part of the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from II- 
linois that he modify his resolution by omitting the part about which 
the Chair has doubt, as practically nothing can come of it any way, be- 
cause members can abstain from voting, and the gentleman accom- 
plishes a very large part of his purpose by the first portion of the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. PAYSON. ButI submit to the gentleman from Georgia that 
striking out the last part of this resolution will not meet the difficulty, 
for this reason: Gentlemen pair only because they are permitted to do 
so by the rules of the House, and if a pair is pronouaced improper and 
is not recognized by the House, then of course I assume that members 
will not enter into pairs. There is no rule in express terms providing 


I am in thorough accord in thought and feeling with all that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has uttered in regard to our present situation as 
to the transaction of public business. I say it isa mortifying spectacle 
that, in spite of the late stage of the session, we have been endeavoring 
for days to pass the general deficiency bill and have been restrained 
from doing so by reason alone of the fact that there are certain claims 
which are brought in question and that we are told those gentlemen 
who are favoring these claims ought to be sent for. 

Again, sir, the President of the United States has seen fit to call the 
attention of both Houses of Congress to our Canadian relations. The 
Committee on Foreign Affairs has had referred to it the President's 
message with a bill relating to that subject, and by reason of the ex- 
igency of the situation leave has been granted the committee to report 
on that subject at any time. Yet in so grave a condition of affairs we 
find ourselves without a quorum to transact business. Under these 
grave circumstances, the point of ‘‘no quorum”? is raised because of 
certain claims pending. Sir, shall the machinery of the Government 
be stopped? Nearly two months of the new fiscal year have already 
passed; and are we to be told that we are not to pass the general appro 


cause the Chair thinks the House must necessarily have that power, or | way. 
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priation bills, that we are not to take into consideration this question 
of great public concern in regard to our relations with Canada, that our 
business is to stand perfectly still until certain absentees known to be 
in favor of these claims now brought in question shall have time to 
reach here ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a juestion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The point of order is made because of aruling which 
affects the question whether asolemn order of the House has been super- 
seded or not. Thatis the question on which the point of ‘* no quorum ”’ 
was raised by me, because I deem it just that those who voted for the 
order should be present in at least as large proportion as those who voted 
againstit. And this isa question which should be decided by a quorum 
of the House, inasmuch as 163 members voted for the order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I put to the gentleman the question whether that 
“‘solemn order ’’ is so solemn that by its solemnity our relations with 
Cangda are to be affected, and biils providing for the general expendi- 
tures of the Government retarded ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Michigan will take care of Canada. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not willing to leave that matter to Michigan. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Ioffered my proposition to take up the deficiency bill 
on Tuesday, because it would obviate all this difficulty. 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has of- 


fered a resolution looking to a relief of the present situation, and let 


who will oppose it. For one, sir, I have endeavored to be moderate | 
| 


hitherto in relation to absentees, but the time has now come when I will 
co-operate with other gentlemen to see that there shall beaquorum of the 
House present, so that the absence of a quorum shall not offer an ob- 
struction to the consideration of important public interests. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that in conse- 
quence of my own illness and illness in my family I have been absent 
from the House, and that by reason of the absence of others as well as 


myself,for various reasons, the House has recently found itself frequently | 
without a quorum. I am in favor of adopting such measures as will | 


induce members to attend the meetings of the House and secure the 
presence of a quorum for the transaction of business. But I do not 
consider the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYsoNn] or 
those of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] pertinent in the 
main to the question of order which I raised against the resolution. 
My point did not extend to that portion of the resolution which looks 
to the procuring of a quorum, but to that portion which proposes to 
interfere with the pairs made under the rules and practice of the House. 
If we adopt this resolution in its present form I do not understand that 
it can amount to anything in respect to these pairs. Members have a 
right to pair or not, as they choose; and if I understand the rules, 
members have the power not to vote even when present. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman will allow me to make a suggestion 
which may obviate furtherdiscussion. I modify my resolution by strik- 
ing out so much of it as relates to pairs and will offer that later usa 
separate proposition. This will save all present difficulty about the 
point raised by the gentleman. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I should like to have the resolution read asit has | 


been modified. Perhaps it will save further controversy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read as modi- 
fied. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatall leaves of absence now in force, except for illness, be revoked, 
to take effect at the meeting of the House on Monday next. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor. One suggestion and I 
am willing the matter shall be acted on. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know of no right of this House which will com- 
pel a member to vote. 

Mr. NELSON. We can punish a member for contempt in refusing 
to obey the orders of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. True we havearule to that effect, but in the event 
he does not choose to vote, although he is present in his seat, I know of 
no process under the rules of the House by which the House can com- 


pel him to vote. If you have a right to compel a member to vote you | 


have the right by the same rule to indicate how he shall vote. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is enough if a member is in attendance, for the 
rules require him to vote; and if he is present and declines to vote 
then the question is between him and his constituents. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam in favor of the passage of the resolution as 
it has been modified; and ifit is necessary to do so I will withdraw my 
point of order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would suggest to the gentleman to strike out 
**Monday’’ and insert ‘‘ Tuesday,’’ and I do it in behalf of members 
who are absent under leave of the House, and who can not reach here 
by Monday next. 


Mr. HEARD. Ihope the gentleman from Illinois will accept the | 


modification. I agree with the gentleman from Indiana that it will 
be impossible for many members who are absent in the West to return 
to their seats by Monday next. They can not be here by Monday, 
and the time should be extended. 

Mr. PAYSON. Many members are at neighboring watering places, 
whe can get here by Monday next. 


| 





here so busin ss can coon at that time. As to rentlem h WwW ) e 
remotely located that it is impossible for them to reach bh \ 
day next, when that excuse is made for them the House w 

mously erant it. I insist in the interest of the transaction of the pub- 
lic business the resolution shall be adoptec 

Mr. Hl ARD, buat we ought not to ad pt ui order which will ren- 
der it impossible for members who live at so 1 te a distance from 
the capital that it will be impossible for them to be here at the time 
indicated Cries of ** Vote !”’ 

Mr. CANNON. I very much doubt, Mr. Speaker, whet nd- 
ing the Sergeant-at-Arms throughout the city to it up : itees 
will accomplish anything, and I doubt very much t ssage 
of this resolution will have the efiect to get m ‘ l v of 
but one way to get them here, and that is this: for the m ty that 
organized the House and controls legislation and is responsible it to 
realize its responsibility now as it should have done months ago, and 
get its members here, and when you get them here, my word for itt 
Republican minority will be on hand. 

Mr. WEAVER Do you think it is a good excuse for a member to 


make to state that he does not belong to the side responsible and for 


that reason absents Irimself from the sitting of the House? 
Mr. CANNON. No; I donotthink it is a good excuse for one elected 
as a member o: the House to be absent from the sitting of the House 


unless called away on account of sickness or in case of some important 
emergency; nor is there any good excuse for this long session. If the 


majority had been reasonably efficient this session would have ad- 
journed weeks ago. You contro] the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. The absentees control it now. 

Mr. CANNON. Getthemhere. But you will not do so by sending 
out the Sergeant-at-Arms after absentees. 

Mr. WEAVER. We can make it unpleasant for them to be absent 
and leave the House without a quorum. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word in reply to my 
colleague on the Committee on Appropriations from the State of I1li- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. In my judgment he misstates this question 
This is not a political matter; this is not a party question, and I thank 
God for it. It is a question higher than party, higher than any consid- 
eration which influences men ordinarily. 

Mr. PAYSON. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him aquestion ? 

Mr. BURNES. Wait amoment. In 1882 one of the most distin- 
guished statesmen known in the annals of legislation took occasion in 
his place to tell us who it was that was responsible, and his remarks 
are so applicable to our present condition I beg to remind my friend 
from Illinois that it is not the Democratic party that is responsible for 
this condition of affairs on this bill; that itis not the Republican party 
who is responsible for the state of affairs by which we find ourselves 
surrounded, but it is because, in the language of a great American 
statesman whose name I will communicate to any gentleman who may 
desire it—— 

A MEMBER. Who is it? 

Mr. BURNES. It isno less distinguished a gentleman than the Hon. 
JOHN SHERMAN, who said, for forty-nine years this question had been 


| maintained by an army of nurses in Washington, and not only an army 


of nurses, but, to use his own language, an army of wet-nurses at that. 
[ Laughter. ] 
This may be the cause of our troubles, and this may point somewhat 


| to the party responsibility. The gentleman who has established his 


| siderations alone can determine 


bureau up in the galleries of this House, and who seems to have that 
interest in our proceedings that the most extraordinary pecuniary con 





Mr. DAVIS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 


| for a question, and it is this: Whether the friends of the spoliation 





It is necessary they should be | House. 


claims are responsible for the absepce of the members of this House? 

Mr. BURNES. I blame no member of this House, whether upon that 
side of the House or upon this; but it is our misfortune that we are di- 
vided, not as partisans, but because of the army of nurses who for forty- 
nine years have maintained their establishment in this town, and, as 
JOHN SHERMAN has put it, ‘* wet-nurses at that.’ 

Mr. CANNON. A word in reply to what the gentleman has just 
said. I did not propose to discuss the French spoliation claims or any 
other claims at this time. Each member of this body is responsible 
for his own actions and votes touching them. They stand upon their 
own merits, if they have any. I do not think the kind of declamation 


} the gentleman from Missouri has just indulged in wil] either strengthen 
| him in his own views or influence the views of anybody in the House 
| or out of it as to the wisdom or unwisdom or justice or injustice of the 


proposed legislation. 

My remarks had reference to the public business, so far as legislation 
is concerned, the condition thereof and the responsibility therefor 

It is notorious as a matter of fact in this House, and the country 
will take note of the fact, and possibly demand an explanation of it, 
that for at least thirty days our business here has been done J 
by unanimous consent. The great appropriation bills for the public 
service for the yearcommencing the Istof July last are not yet enacted. 
Much important general legislation has not yet been considered in the 
Already this is the longest session of Congress for a generation, 
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and nothing can be now done practically except by unanimous consent. 
The Democratic majority does not keep a quorum here and close up 
the business of the session, and the Republican minority is powerless 


Mr. PAYSON, 
question ? 
Mr. CANNON, I say to my colleague, the Republican minority 


is not responsible for the status of legislation in the House. I will 


What occasion is there to bring politics into the 





for myself assume any responsibility for it. So faras I have power 

n the Democratic majority for its inefliciency in the perform- 
its duties, in its control of the House, in its failure to enact 

the general appropriation bills, and in its failure to consider and enact 


important Jegislation. The Democratic majority is responsible forthe 


condition which confronts us to-day, and it will be arraigned for its 
19 Of commission and omission before the country and ought to be, 
| Il believe will be condemned by the country. 
r. PAY N Before moving the previous question—— 
| Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment to allow 
an amendment to be read which I wish to offer ? 
-PAYSON. Iwill yield long enough to permit it to be read and 
hat it q 
Mr. DUNN. It is to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to notify absent 
members by telegraph immediately of this order. 
, PAYSON. Ll have no objection. 
! PEAKER prot 0 rhe proposed amendment will be read. 
Cierk read as follov 
tf t-at-Arms be di ted to notify all absent members of this 
ord i tel i ately 


Mr. PAYSON. Before moving the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, Mr. Speaker, I desire at this time to express my 

sret that it has been thought necessary by my colleague from Illinois 
[ Mr. CANNON], who is nearly always right —— 

Mr. STEELE. And he is right at this time. 

bir. PAYSON. And possibly right now, to embark upon the sea of 
politics with reference to the resolution which is before the House. 
‘The question of absenteeism, I am bound to say, is as much applicable 
to this side of the House as to the other, and is equally bad on both. 

Mr. CANNON. But we do not have control of the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the remarks I make here to-day apply as well 
to my party associates as against members who snould be occupying 
the vacant seats on the other side of the House. The motive that in- 
spires me in the introduction of this resolution is simply one of a busi- 
ness character, and that alone, without regard to parties or sides of the 
House. 

No man has a right to say that because he is a Republican, and that 
the Democrats are in a majority in this Chamber, that he can absent 
himself from the performance of his public duties because of his party 
relations, and because his party is not responsible for legislation. It 
is the business of all gentlemen who occupy seats to be here. It isa 
duty they owe to their constituents and to their fellow-members, It is 
the business of the gentleman who sits just here on my right, Gov- 
ernor LONG, of Massachusetts—and I refer to him by name because he 
is within reach of my hand, and because I am a larger man, physically, 
than he is and am not afraid of him [laughter]—to be here in his seat 
unless he is excused on account of illness by the House, just as much 
as it is the duty of the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee to be here, who is this afternoon addressing the ‘‘ unter- 
rified ’’ in the city of Chicago in my own State. [Renewed laughter. ] 

it is not a question of party politics, but it is a question of progress 
in the transaction of the business of sixty millions of business people 
under the oath of office that we took and for the salary that is paid us 
and for which we agreed to come here, and I hope gentlemen in vot- 
ing on this question will not be diverted from the point in this resolu- 
tion because they favor or are opposed to the French spoliation claims. 
That cuts no figure one way or the other. This is a very business 
feature. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. This is a matter as to whether pension legislation, 
general or special, matters from the Public Lands Committee, which 
matters alone could occupy the attention of this House for ten days or 
two weeks, shall be considered which are now on the Calendar. Yet 
bevause under the rules of this House one gentleman has the power 
by the use of two words to make-the point of ‘‘no quorum,’’ it is im- 
possible to do any business, and we have to sit idly by. Itis not a 
matter of politics, or whether the gentlemen on the other side are in a 
majority of 13 or of 70; it is the business of Representatives, if not ill, 
to be here and assist in and make possible the transaction of business. 
The responsibility is on both sides, 

I reserve the balance of my time, but I will yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrBBLe]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
inform the House how long he has been back? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir, and quickly. The gentleman from Illinois 
is able to say what perhaps very few other gentlemen in the House can 
say: This is my fourth term here, seven years of service, and, with the 
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| exception of twice that I have been to Illinois on account of death, and 
| once, during the present session, when I was absent for a few days, | 
| have been outside the limits of the city of Washington but three times 
in all these years from the time I came here at the commencement of 
each session until the adjournment of the House sine die. How many 
gentlemen can say that? ; 
Mr. WEAVER. I can say that. 
Several other MEMBERS. So can I. 
Mr. PAYSON. I can say that with the exception of five days that 
I was in Chicago, and during which time the question of ‘‘no quorum 
was not raised, and when it was the understanding between gentlem«¢ 
on both sides of this House that they might go to the national conven- 
tions and that the point of ‘‘no quorum’’ would not be raised, I can 
say that I have not missed five roll-calls. Can the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON] say as much? I would be glad to an- 
swer any other question. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. DIBBLE. I simply wish to say that I hope the resolution will 
pass, and as a remark has been made here relating to ‘* wet nurses,’’ I 
hope there will be such an attendance of the members of the Heuse 





as 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask the gentleman not to go into that. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam not going to be led into any controversy. I 
hope there will be such an attendance of the members of the Hou 
that there will be found to be a quorum when this matter is decided. 
There is no constituency in this country but what is intelligent enoug 
to send members here that do not require any ‘‘ wet nurses’’ to define 
their position, and that have the manliness to maintain the positions 
which they believe to be right. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield toa 
question ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Certainly. 


| 
Mr. DUNN. Did nota quorum appear here yesterday, and did not 





the gentleman submit the question to a vote, and when there was no 
quorum did he not move to take a recess and avoid a vote after the 
quorum appeared ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I moved to take a recess, and I stated the reasons 
then. I believe that the gentleman and every gentleman in the House 
understood them. My proposition was that a vote on this question, 
which is a question involving the dignity of the House, and one of far 
higher privilege than that of the question of claims, that it should ba 
the imperative duty of members to be present, and I asked thata vote 
be taken on it at 1 o’clock on Tuesday, by which time a quorum could 
be present. That proposition was declined. But I shall be very glad 
when a fair proportion of the members of this House are here that the 
question shall be decided, and to that decision we will cheerfully sub- 
mit, whatever the decision may be. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say but a few 
words. I believe this House and the country should know the reason 
for the interruption of all business. It is not for want of a quorum, for 
we have a quorum of this House in the city. On yesterday, when we 
reached the point of taking a vote on the question of paying these 
French spoliation claims 

A MEMBER. Merely on the question of order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. We were ready to proceed directly to 
a vote on the question when the point of ‘‘no quorum ’’ was made by 
the friends of this measure. We then hada callof the House which 
showed a quorum present. When passing through the House, I heard 
the friends of the measure suggest that they would not vote, but that 
they would “‘ break the quorum”? until they could get their friends in. 
And when a few minutes later a vote was taken the quorum was broken 
in pursuance of that plan. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Ideny that proposition as to yesterday, so far as I 
am concerned. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not say that the gentleman from 
South Carolina did this. I have not intimated, nor do I, that he has 
done aught else than his duty as he understands it, fearlessly and 
ably. 

But I do say here, Mr. Speaker, on my responsibility, that the 
quorum was broken in the manner and for the purpose I have stated. 
I heard the remarks which I have repeated made by members whom 
i can name. 

The amount involved in these claims is very large, some say as high 
as $30,000,000 or $40,000,000; no one can tell just how much. But 
it should be understood that it is the men who seek to get so deep into 
the public Treasury that are interrupting the business of this House. 
I know no reason why this measure should be so pressed to the detri- 
ment of the important interestsof the country. Certainly not because 
such a number of lobbyists appear.to be sodeeply interested. Unless | 
am mistaken, and unless all sigus are misleading, these lobbyists are the 
parties most interested. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
NON] has spoken about legislation being done here without a quorum 
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and about important legislation remaining ul! msidered. The first 
Congress I had the hor to serve in was Republican Congress, and | 
the Revised Statutes were passed in this House in that Congress at night 
without a quorum and when there were exceeding twenty members | 
in the House. The legislative approy tion bill and other important 
bills were considered here at night when there was noq rum present 
That has happened often. Chere i ( here nd it appeared on 
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And that the Sergeant-at-Arms be d lto notify al bers of this 
order by telegrapi imn y 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
CHEADLE] proposes to amend the resolution by striking out ‘‘ Monday 
and inserting ‘*Tuesday.’’ The question is first upon that motion. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, before that is put, is it in order to 
offer a substitute for the whole resolution ? 
The SPEAKER empoi Itis not. The pr us question has 


been ordered. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 


Indiana | Mr. CHEAD to strike out ‘‘ Monday,’ and insert ‘* Tues- 


day. ;é 


The House divided; and there wete—ayes 42, noes 44. 


So the motion was rejected. 


fhe question recurring on the amendment of Mr. DuNN, it was 
agreed to 


The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now offer, under this call, the 
send to the desk. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Res d, That the Speaker of the House issue the usual writ to the Serg 


” 
at-Arms for the arrest and productio a’ the bar of the House of suel 
{fin \ 





r j ‘ 
tnembers as are now a t from S si l 


g wit put its leave, as shown by the 
last call | 
Mr. DUNN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that he had | 
better not press this proposition. I think the resolution just agreed 
to will accomplish every purpose. 
Mr. PAYSON. We are now operating under a call of the Hous 
without a quorum; 
fer absentees or adjourn. 
Mr. DUNN. Butas I understand this resolution applies te mem- 


‘ 
bers whose leave of absence has just been revoked. 


and we can only do one of two things—eithe 


— 


sena 





Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; the resolution adopted a few moments ago 
does not take effect until noon on Monday. This resolution appli 
only to those members absent at this time without leave. 

Mr. DUNN. We know at any rate that nothing can be ac 
plished to-day. | 

Mr. BLOUNT. We can stay here and see. 

Mr. BURNES. I believe a quorum is present in the House now; 


and if the Sergeant-at-Arms will gather in those members who are 
present in the city we shall probably have a quorum for the trans- 
action of business to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I move to amend this resolution by | 


striking out the words ‘‘as shown by the last call.’’ 
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at this time of the claims. 
essary to resort to has 


question 
. ty and harsh legislation in summoning members 
here, when, after all, we have no guaranty that it will solve the trouble. 
Mr. PAYSON Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 
Mr. DRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Mr. PAYSON, Is 


Bie 
offered when the object is to secure the transaction of the public busi- 


ness? Is not this the only way in which it can be accomplished ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think it is harsh and hasty. 
Mr. PAYSON. What does the gentleman suggest instead of it? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would suggest that the 


action we have taken repealing leaves of absence is sufficient for the 
present. Members are out over the country and they will return, and 
that is all that is necessary in addition to the customary mode of pro- 
ceeding for obtaining a quorum; and better still is to try and defer the 
consideration of these claims to some time when we may reasonably 
expect a fall House and the public business will not suffer by delay. 

Mr, PAYSON. But that is not quite the situation at this moment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I do not understand the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘There is this question of the want of a quorum press- 
ing at this time, and it merely directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to compel 
the attendance of absent members. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. DoI understand the gentleman 
to say that this merely proposes to compel the attendance of absent mem- 
bers who are now in the city ? 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move that my colleague [Mr. HUNTER], 
on account of illness, be granted leave of absence. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask by unanimous consent there may be another 
callof the House. Gentlemen are satisfied a quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that 158 members are recorded as present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask by unanimous consent that indefinite leave 
of absence be granted to Mr. MCKINLEY, who has been summoned 
home on account of the illness of his wife. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair is in doubt whether indef- 
inite leave of absence can be granted at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I ask that Mr. MCKINLEY be granted leave 
of absence. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I move that leave of absence be granted 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] who was called away 
by the illness of his daughter; and also that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. WHITING] be granted leave of absence as he was called away 
to get up a speech for the Thurman meeting. [Laughter.] I move 
each of those gentlemen be excused for one week. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. GEAR, Task unanimous consent that leave of absence be granted 
to my colleague [Mr. KERR]. He has met with quite a misfortune by 
the burning of his two houses, printing press, and other property, night 
before last, and it is necessary that he should go home to adjust the losses 
with the insurance companies, I ask that he be excused for ten days. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of getting out of the pres- 
cnt embarrassment, I ask unanimous consent that the deficiency bill 
be recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that in the con- 
dition in which the House now finds itself that request would not be 
in order, 

Mr. DUNN. I have asked unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that even by unan- 
imous consent, in this condition of the House, no business can be trans- 
acted, 

Mr. BURNES. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
personally I have no objection to his request. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 89, not vot- 
ing 189; as follows: 


I have no objection to that. 
The question is on the adoption of the 


YEAS—46. 


Abbott, Gest, Lee, Rockwell, 
Alien, Mich. Grimes, Lehlibach, Romeis, 
Anderson, Kans, Haugen, Lodge, Russell, Conn. 
Bowen, Hiestand, Lyman, Sawyer, 
Brewer, Hooker, Lynch, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hovey, McCormick, Turner, Kans. 
Butler, Jackson, Morrow, White, Ind. 
Cheadle, Kean, O'Neill, Pa, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Kerr, Parker, Woodburn, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Perkins, Yost, 

Davis, Laidlaw, Peters, 

Dibble, Laird, Richardson, 


In view of that I think it is unnec- | 


not this the ordinary resolution which has been | 


pc 
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NAYS—89. 
Allen, Miss. Elliott, Lind, 
Anderson, lowa Enloe, Macdonald, 
Anderson, Miss, Farquhar, Maish, 
Anderson, IL. Flood, Mansur, 
Bacon, Foran, Martin, 
Baker, DL Forney, Matson, 
Bankhead, French, McRae, 
Barnes, Fuller, Morgan, 
Bland, Glass, Neal, 
Blount, Heard, Nelson, 
Bunnell, Henderson, N.C. Newton, 
Burnes, Henderson, Ll. Nutting, 


Cannon, Hermann, 


O'’Neall, Ind, 
Osborne, 
Payson, 
Penington, 
Phelan, 
togers, 
Rowland, 
tyan, 
Sayers, 
Seull, 
Sinith, 


NOT VOTING—189. 


Caruth, Hitt, 
Caswell, Holman, 
Clements, Hopkins, Va, 
Cobb, Hutton, 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind. 
Crisp, Ketcham, 
Crouse, Laffoon, 
Davidson, Fla, La Follette, 
Dockery, ane, 

Dunn, Lanham, 
Adams, Cummings, 
Allen, Mass, Cutcheon, 
Arnold, Daizell, 
Atkinson, Dargan, 
Baker, N. Y. Darlington, 


Barry, 
Bayne, 


Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 


Belden, De Lano, 
Belmont, Dingley, . 
Biggs, Dorsey, 
Bingham, Dougherty, 
Blanchard, Dunham, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, 
Boothman, Felton, 
Bound, Finley, 
BKoutelle, Fisher, 
Bowden, Fitch, 
3reckinridge, Ark. Ford, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, 
Brower, Gaines, 


Browne, T.11,B.,Va.Gallinger, 


Browne, Ind. Gay, 
Brown, Ohio Gear, 
Brumm, Gibson, 
Bryce, Glover, 
Buchanan, Goff, 
Buckalew, Granger, 
Surnett, Greenman, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, 
Butterworth, Grout, 
Bynum, Guenther, 


Campbell, F.,N. Y. Hall, 
Campbell, Ohio Hare, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,N.Y.Harmer, 


Candler, Hatch, 

Carlton, Hayden, 
Catchings, Hayes, 
Chipman, Hemphill, 
Clardy, Henderson, Iowa 
Clark, Herbert, 
Cockran, Hires, 

Cogswell, Hogg, 

Collins, Holmes, 


Compton, Hopkins, Ml. 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Cothran, Houk, 

Cox, Howard, 
Crain, Hudd, 


liunter, 


Johnston, N, C, 


Jones, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Lagan, 
Landes, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Long, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McCullogh, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Patton, , 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Phelps, 
Pidcock, 


, Plumb, 


Post, 
Pugsley, 
Randall, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. ADAMS. 
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Stewart, Ga, 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Taulbee, 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wise, 

Yoder, 


Rayner, 
Reed, - 
Rice, 

tobertson, 

Rowell, 

Ruasel!, Mass, 

Rusk, 

Scott, ‘ 
Seney, 3 
Seymour, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, a 
Shively, t 
Simmons, : 
Snyder, : 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 

Stewart, Tex, 

Stewart, Vt. 

Stone, Mo. 

Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomes, Ill. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga, 
Wade, 
Warner, 

Weber, 
West, 
White, N. Y. 
Whitirg, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley. 


Gi inl AAO 











Dab RD Ec ehhh 





I am paired with a gentleman who is absent, but | 


consider that the pair does not apply to a motion to adjourn. 


Mr. HERBERT. 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. HAYDEN]. 


does not arise. 


I withdraw my vote; I am paired with the gen- b 
I have been voting, as 3 
under the pair when the question of a quorum was raised that right 


was reserved. But in this case Lunderstand the question of a quorum f 
1 
é 


On motion of Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 


names was dispensed with. 
Mr. ADAMS. 


Mr. BYNUM. 


Iam informed that some gentlemen suppose there 
is some connection between this vote and the French spoliation claims. 
I therefore withdraw my vote, although I do not see the connection. 

Iam paired with my colleague frum Indiana, Mr. 
Owen, and withdraw my vote, the question of a quorum not coming 


The following pairs were announced on all questions until further 


up here. 
notice: 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. ATKINSON. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. GAY with Mr. HIRgs. 


LANDES with Mr. MoRRILL. 
SIMMONS with Mr. ARNOLD. 


Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

The following were announced as being paired on all political ques- 
tions until further notice: 

Mr. HAYEs with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. BRoWER. 

Mr. ByNuM with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. MILLs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
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SC AbD oe 


pL Opt 


Sipimeaeatttepe 








Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. McComas. Mr. A» nN, of Iowa, with Mr. Drs on tl li 
Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. BooTHMA. ims f pr Mr. DIN Y would v f s; M 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY. NW i te st them. : 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. DE LANo. with Mr. SHaw on the French spoliation cl 3 f 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. McKINLEY. 1 | yte for the claims, Mr. Rx iwainst the 
Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. | } ALLEN, of M setts, on ( 1 Spo- 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. MILLIK i cial Mr. ALL ld \ for t ypria 
Mr. Jones with Mr. Crouse. | t | a 
Mr. MAHONEY with Mr. HTESTAND | [r. ¢ i ition « 3 it 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. I ON i vote! Mr. ( would 
Mr. RussELi, of Massachusetts, with Mr. COGSWELL. ; 
Mr. Rice with Mr. WEBER. 2 1 Mr. WASH N I iation 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. WICKHAM. cla ir. O'] if present, v 1 vy d VAS 
Mr. Pipcock with Mr. PHELPs. ING ; 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Moore. Mr of M sota, with Mr. DALZ LL on t I o- 
Mr. CANDLER with Mr. FINLEY. | liation Mr. DALZELL would vote for the 
Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr. WoopBURN. Mr. W 
Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. Burrows. Mr. Ns on the French spoliation claims. If 
Mr. BUCKALEW with Mr. BAYNE, on all political questions and on pre S¢ Mr. ¢ I 3 would vote for the claims, Mr. HA against 
the French spoliation claims. them. . - - - s 
Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Hopkins, of New York. | Mr. LANDes with Mr. Wuire, of New York, on the Ft h spolia- 
Mr. FeELIx CAMPBELL with Mr. CooPpER. ition claims If present, Mr. WHITE would vote for the claims Mr. 
Mr. Hupp with Mr. ARNOLD. | LANDES against them. sl ’ a 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. Seymour. | Mr. Hubb with Mr. Frrci on the French spoliation ¢ is fr 
Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. Hupp wou i vote against the bill and Mr. Firen for it 
Mr. BARRY with Mr. DALZELL. | Mr. ROGERS. lam announced as being paired. The pair extends 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. PUGSLEY. 1 ¢ nly to the Fre nch spoliation claims, - , 
Mr. Yost with Mr. SNYDER. } Mr. WASHINGTON, Iam paired with Mr. O’FERRALL on the spo- 
Mr. Hoaa with Mr. HoOLMEs. tion claims alone, but not to interfere with the right to vote to make | 


Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. Trmotuy J. CAMPBELL with Mr. BOWDEN. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. MorrFrirt. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. PLUMp. 

Mr. HOWARD with Mr. Hopkins, of Illinois. 

Mr. CrispP with Mr. RowE Lt. 

Mr. CoLLiINs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. DorsEy. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WEsT. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. Hatcr with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. ADAmMs, until Tuesday 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Funston, on ali questions for this day. 

Mr. SToNE, of Missouri, with Mr. Grout, on all questions for to-day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, on all political 
questions for to-day. 

Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. LoNG on all political questions for two 
weeks. 

The following are paired on all questions until further notice: 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. REED. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. WuHItING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAviIpson, of Alabama, with Mr. PATTon. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. THomas, of Illinois, 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. Browne, of Indiana. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. BiaGs with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. FisHerR with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HAYDEN with Mr. HERBERT, on all political questions until 
further notice, not to apply to taxation questions or naval affairs. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BAKER, of New York, on all political questions, 
except the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. MASON, on all political questions, except 
the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. THomaAs H. B. BRowngE, until further no- 
tice on all political questions, also on French spoliation claims. If 
present Mr. BROWNE would vote for the claims, Mr. SOwDEN against 
them. 

Mr. Russeii, of Massachusetts, with Mr. BAcon on the French 
spoliation claims. If present, Mr. RussELL would vote for, and Mr. 
BACON against the claims. 

Mr. GiBson with Mr. MACDONALD on French spoliation claims. If 


next. 





present, Mr. GIBSON would vote for the claims and Mr. MACDONALD | 


against them. 
Mr. LEE with Mr. Peer on French spoliation claims. If present, 
Mr. LEE would vote for the claims, Mr. PEEL against them. 
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Mr. BACON. Iol 


ind Mr. Russeir, of 4 
spoliation claims. I des 
ipply only to the vote d 
Mr. WISE. It is 
from Main Mr. B 
have the right to vote 


Mr. MACDONALD. 
paired with Mr. G 


that pair to be di 


iation claims. 








Mr. HENDERSON, 
that the 
rhe 


7 
oraer at 


take a 
AKER 
lls time. 


Mr. KEAN I und 


House 


SPI 


\ 


erve that the Clerk read a pair betw 


[assachusetts. We are paired o 
ectly upon these claims 

unced that I am paired with th 
ELLE]. Under our agreement, 


to adjourn 


30N. 


Th SPEAKER } rt mpore. 


( 


I 


I understand that I was announ 


posed of. 


re to say that I understand that that 


n the French 

was to 
e gentleman 
I feel that I 


1 as b 


We were paired last week, but lunderst od 
The pair read was only upon the French 


he result of the vote was announced as above reported 


10us CO 


ff North Carolina I ask unanil 
ecess unt | Monday at 11 o'clock 
ove. The Chair will state that is ne 


tand tliat a pair 


not paired with any one to my knowledge. 


Mr. COWLES. I[1 
be dispensed with. 
The motion was rej 


Mr. HOVEY. In 


ove that all 


ceedings u 


further pr 


cted. 
»ve that the House do now adjourn. 


‘ 


The question was taken; and the Speake r pro tempore 


the ayes seemed to hav 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
The yeas 
The question was 
ing 194; as follows 





Let us have t 


and nays were ordered—avyes 20 


it. 
he yeas and nays. 


ws 


wo 
noes ix. 


taken; and there were—yeas 64, nay 


YEAS—#4 
Allen, Mich D le Kilgore, Re 
Anderson, Kans Foran Laffoon, he 
Bayne Ire bh, Lat im, R 
Bound, Ge Lee Saw 
Bowen Grimes La yvach, St 
Brews Ha Lodg =y 
B ‘ J.R., Va Hauge Lyma I 
Bi Hi erson, N. ¢ Mansur I 
Cannon He inn McCor I I 
Caswell, Hiestand, Mor W 
Cheat It ke Newt \ 
( } Ii b oO a. Vi 
Cow J son Par v 
Culbers Kean Ve tg vi 
David Fla K i ¥ 
Davis K ham e ¥ 
NAY 

Abbott Crouse La Ss 
All Miss Docke Lane : 
Ar son, lowa. I tt i a 

Anderson, Miss Enloe M 

Anderson, I Farquhar, M - 
Baker, I Flood Ma & 
Bs ad I f Mat I 
Bi Fuller McRa i 
Bl: G Morg 

Blot ( Nea \ 
Breck I A H N \ 
Brecki ige, k Hi rson, I Nut g \ 
| Bunnell H ©’ Nea ! \ 
Burne H ur Cahn 
| Caruth Ho #, Va P 
| Clements, Hutto: Rowland 
' Cobb, Johnston, Ind Saye 


was read in my name 


der the eall 
declared that 
3 >not vote 
hio 
' 
' 
1, 
‘ 
¥] ne. 


n myself 


nsent 





Ing 


yt In 
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T VOTING—1M%, 
Lagan, Rice 

Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 


., Ohio 
D)., Ohio 


Norwood, OI pso! 
bates, Tillman, 
O'Donnell, Turner 
© Ferrall, Vance, 
hic lerso! i Neill, Mo, Wade, 
Herbert Outhwaile, Warner, 
Hires, Owen, Weber, 
Hogg, Patton, West. 
Holmes, Peel, White, N.Y. 
Hopkins, I) Whiting, Mich. 
Hopkins, N. Y. n, Whiting, Mass. 
Hlouk, *helps, Wickham, 
Howard, Pidcock, Wilber, 
fudd, Plumb, Wilkins, 
Hunter, Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Johnston, N.C. Pugsley, Woodburn, 
tandall, Yardley. 
tayner, 


toed, 


on, in 


Izell, Kens ody, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 
On motion of Mr. JACKSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

rhe result of the vote was announced as above reported. 

Mr. BURNES. I have become perfectly satisfied, so far as I am 


mings Jones, J 
) I 


concerned, that a further struggle for a quorum to-day would be inef- 


fective. Iam not in favor, therefore, of attempting to obtain a quorum 


to-day, and I ask unanimous consent to move that the House do now | 


adjourn. 

Mr. TRACEY. I shall vote against that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? Is there 
objection to the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. [After a 
panse,] The Chair hears none. 

The question was put and the motion was agreed to; and acccord- 


t 


gly (at 3 o’clock and 38 minutes) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

by Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11267) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 11268) for the reiief of John G. 
htose—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11269) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny P. Murfree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 11270) for the relief of Rebecca 
S. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, aud referred as follows: 

by Mr. BLAND: Petition of Frank Richardson, of Gasconade County, 
Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEAR: Affidavits in the case of Ellen D. Scott, for a pen- 

n-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of citizens of New York relating to 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYNCH: Petition of 76 citizens of the Twelfth district of 
Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania, for 
amendment to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, petition of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics of 
Taylorport, Pa., to make February 22 a legal holiday—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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| quette to Ontonagon, in said State, to report it with amendments. | 
| give notice that within a few days I shall ask the Senate to proceed 
| to the consideration of the bill. 





AUGUST 27, 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. W. C. PD. BRECKINRIDGE: Of W. U. Averill and other citi- 

ns of Kentucky. 

following petiti e per diem rated service-pension 
1 on the principle of } ig all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
for each day they were 
» Committee on Invalid Pension 


. : * 
fens Of Hteuben County, Ne 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 


} 
rm 2 fF +} - 
Che Journal of the proces 


| proved. 


PETITIONS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens ot 
Mitchell County, Kansas, praying for the passage of a bill providing 
for the payment of claims for Indian depredations to citizens of Kansa 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Montcalm County, 
gan, praying for the passage of certain amendments to the inters 
commerce act; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com 
merce, 


Michi 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of lun , to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1098) for the relief of the Sisters of the 
Holy Cross in the city of Washington, D. C., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3357) referring the claim of William F,. Wi 
son to the Court of Claims, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


| (S. 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan, reported it without amend- 
' 
| ment. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2996) to confirm the title of the 
heirs or legal representatives of Henry Volcker, deceased, to a certain 
tract of land in the Territory of New Mexico, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H 
R. 6394) for the relief of Hayem & Taylor, reported it with an amend 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of S. T. Marshall, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to tli 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Mar- 


1 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


| endar. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


| referred the bill (S. 239) confirming titles to certain lands in Columbia 


County, State of Florida, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be postponed indeli 
nitely; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred a petition of the State Agricultural College ot 


| Florida on the same general subject as the bill just reported, to report 


it with the recommendation that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration and that the petition lie on the table. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (8S. 1585) providing for the location of scrip issued 
under the acts of August 31, 1852, and June 22, 1860, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HALE. I desire, for the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], who is absent, to file a report in his behalf to accompany 
the bill (S. 744) providing that the law regulating the pay and retire- 
ment of warrant officers in the Navy shall be construed to apply to the 
thirty-four officers serving as mates in the Navy, heretofore reported by 
him. I ask that the report be filed with the papers accompanying the 
bill and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


Gee 2 INS delat) pees A. 
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not appointed conferees, whereas there are perhaps thirty-four amend- 
ments that are neither disagreed to nor agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are two messages from the 
Jiouse bearing the same date. Both messages will be read, so that the 
matter can be fairly presented to the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 23, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to fhe bill (IL. R. 10234) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1389, and for other purposes. 


In THE Hover or RErPresENTATIVES, August 23, 1888, 
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sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 


| 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report will be printed 
in the RecorD and also separately as a document. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10540) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 


| June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 


Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- | 


7 29 


ments 26, 27, 23, and 35 to the bill (H. R. 10234) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1589, and for other pur- 
poses, and asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House having non-concurred in 
the report of the committee of conference, theamendments are all open, 


have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 18, 22, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 48, 51, 61, 63, 70, 71, 72, 73, 82, 83, 
117, 125, 192, 139, 140, 144, 150, 151, 159, 167, 198, 202, 211, 218, 220, 225, and 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


927 
die 


| ate numbered 1, 3, 4, 10,13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 34, 35, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 52, 53,55, 


the same, the Chair thinks, as if no report had been agreed on by the | 


former conferees. The Chair thinks it is entirely competent for the 
Senate to agree to the request of the House of Representatives for a con- 
ference on the four amendments named in the message. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
action of the House upon the other thirty-odd amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It shows that the report of the com- 
mittee of conference dealing with those amendments was disagreed to; 
therefore the Chair thinks that the whole thirty-five amendments are 
open between the two Houses. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The present request for a conference is only on 
four amendments that are named by number. 

Mr. ALLISON. The message from the House discloses that they 
still insist upon their disagreement to four particular amendments in- 
serted by the Senate. Now, what becomes of the other amendments 
that were inserted by the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Houses. 

Mr, ALLISON. They are still open between the two Houses? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are still open between the 
two Houses. The Chair thinks it is entirely competent for the House 
of Representatives to ask for a conference on the four amendments, 
leaving the others to be disposed of hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon its 
amendments, not only the four amendmenis, but all of them, and 
agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate still further insist upon all the amendments made in the 
Senate to the bill of the House of Representatives, and agree to the re- 
quest of the House for a conference upon the four amendments that 
have been enumerated. It will be so ordered if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will add to the motion that the Senate re- 
quest a conference on the remaining amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate request a conference with the House of Representatives upon 
the amendments not enumerated. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. Upon the four amendments on which the conference is re- 
quested by the Senate, how shall the managers on the part of the Sen- 
ate be appointed? [‘‘By the Chair.’”?] The Chair appoints Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. PLuMB, and Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And on the others? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the others I suppose the same conferees will be 
appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
same managers are appointed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, being House bill 10540, and I ask that it may be 
printed in the Recorp. I give notice that to-morrow morning I shall 
ask the Senate to consider this report. I will say to Senators that if 
they will take the House print of the bill and compare the numbered 
amendments with the report, they can see what the conferees have done 
with respect to the amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senate had better have the confer- 
ence report printed as a document as well, because we can get it in that 
way earlier than we shall in the Recorp. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
It will be so ordered, if there be no 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The message of the House had better be read, so 
that the Journal will show that the bill is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read 
and the conference report announced, and it will then be printed with- 
out reading, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. . 

The Cu1gr CLerK. A bill (H. R. 10540) making appropriations for 


They are open between the two 


Upon the other amendments the 


57, 58, 59, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69, 81, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 95, 108, 109, 120, 126, 131, 135, 136, 
137, 138, 142, 143, 145, 146, 147, 152, 155, 156, 157, 158, 160, 173, 195, 197, 200, 201, 206, 210, 212, 
214, 215, 217, and 224, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed in said amendment insert ‘* $75,000,” 
and strike out of said amendment the word ‘‘completion”’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ** commencement ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to Senate amendment numbered 19, and agree to 


| the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said 


| 
| 


: insert ** $50 ’ 
But so far asthe record goes, it does not show any | ee insert “$50,000, 


’ 


and add after snid House amendment the 


** For court-house, custom-house, and post-office at Brownsville, Tex.: For pur- 
chase of site and completion of building, $50,000. 

* For court-house and post-office at Charlotte, N.C.: 
completion of building, $85,000, 

‘For post-office at Ottumwa, Iowa: For purchase of site and completion of 
building, $40,000, 

‘* For court-house and post-office at Statesville, N.C.: For purchase of site and 
completion of building, $75,000." 

And the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “ establishing and completing;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recode from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $15,000,’ and add 
at the end of the amended paragraph the following: ‘' Provided, That no oil- 
house erected hereunder shall exceed $500 in cost;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with amendments 
as follows: Strike out from said amendment the words “ first-order”’ and in lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ** $50,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $16,- 
000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $925,000; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word * Louisiana,” in line 5, page 15 of the 
bill, insert the following: ‘‘At Chicot Pass and tomark navigable channel! along 
Grand Lake, Louisiana;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $2,700;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**31,800;"’ and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
**$1,800;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' $130,905; ”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreeiment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $37,500; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Strike out all of said amendment after the word ** Co 
lumbia” and insert in lieu of the matter so stricken out the following: *‘sha!! 
be occupied, as at present, jointly, by the United States Commission of Fish and 
Fisheries, and the National Museum ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of said amendment insert the following : 

“For the construction and completion of an infirmary building for the sick, 
including all heating and ventilating apparatus for the same, $25,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out from said amendment all after the word 
*dollars’’ where it first occurs, and after the words “ per capita”’ in said amend- 
ment insert the following: “‘ undersuch regulations for the protection of minors 
- may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior;’’ and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate number 134, and agree to the same with anamendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert the following: 

“Kaskaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw Indians: For the payment per 
capiia under such tions for the protection of minors as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior to the kaskia, Wea, Peoria, and Piankeshaw 
Indians, $40,000; to be charged tosaid Indians on the books of the Treasury and 
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the bonds representing the amount paid sh 
States. 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 149; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the sume with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: ** For completing magazine Ne. 4, $18,000; for repairing 
magazine No. 1, $1,150; in all, $19,150; and the Senate agree to the same. 


ll become the property of the United 


Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


161, and agree to the same with an 
id the 


the amendment of the Senate numbere 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $150,000;"" ¢ 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 162: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 162, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$150,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $50,000; ”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 164: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 164, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 

*$30,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

4 ndment numbered 165: That ihe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
* $30,000; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 166: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word “ post "in said amend- 
ment, and insert in lieu of the matter so stricken out the following: ‘*$3,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That a gocd and sufficient title 
to the property shall be first vestedin the United States;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 168, That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$25,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same, - 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 190, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$16,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same with «an 
amendment as follows: Strike out from said amendment the following: “0 
by a committee to be selected by him for that purpose and the Senate agree 
to the came. 

Amendment numbered 203: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 203, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $92,800;"’ and the 

“enate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 204,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in the amended paragraph 
insert * $50,000;’’ and the Sen:te agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 205: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmen?’ of the Senate numbered 205, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘‘For additional buildings required at the 
Pacific Branch, $10,000; in all, $90,000; ’? and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘* $2,088,944.60; "’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 209: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 209, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Strike out the word * For,”’ where it first occurs, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ** Towards the construction of an;’’ and in lieu of the 
last sum named in said amendment insert ‘ $55,000;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

Amendment numbered 214: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 214, and agree to the same with an 
imendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $10,000;’’ and the 

ienate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 219: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with ar 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$5,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all after the word * Representatives”’ where 
it last occurs in said amendment and insert in lieu of the matter so stricken out 
the following: 

“And hereafter payments made upon vouchers approved by the aforesaid re 
spective committees shall be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared, 
to be conclusive upon ali the Departments and officers of the Government: Ir 
tited, That no payment shall be made from said contingent fundsas additional 
salary or compensation to any officer or employé of the Senate or House of Kep 
resentatives,’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 105, 106, 107, 110. 116, 118, 119, 121, 127, 128, 221, 223, 23 
234, 236, 238, 239, 240, 242, 243, 244, 248, 254, 255, 256, and 257 the committee of confer 
ence have been unable to agree. 


















W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. H. FORNEY, 

JAS. N. BURNES, 

THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the Heuse. 

ALLEGED TIMBER DEPREDATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Chair lays before the Senate 
i - 


another resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SrEWAR1 
August 23, 188, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish the Senate without delay with copies of all reports 


affidavits, and communications upon which he based the statements in his let- 
ter to Hon. JAMES N. BurNeEs, of the House of Representatives, dated August 
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rl 1 of th ev ppro ed this act sha © use he 
vestign , any case o l ros i anv } m the mir y reg ’ 
of the | States for cutting, for m er domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed nber « commercial value 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. rhe question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
Mr. BECK. lave no objection to the resolution if the words are 
Mr. BECI I } tl v . 
added ‘‘if not inconsistent with the good of the public service.’’ 


Mr. STEWART. Iam opposed to the insertion of any such words. 





Mr. BECK. I have no doubt the Sena s 

Mr. STEWART. Iam certainly opposed to it I do not believe it 
is possible for it to be inconsistent with the public service to have this 
matter thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. BECK. All I know about it, if the Senator will allow me, is 


that a communication came to me asa member of the committee of 
conference on the sundry civil appropriation bill the other day which 
I handed to Mr. BURNEsS, of the House, and I have not got it with me 
now, in which the Commissioner of the General Land Office said that 
he had commenced two suits against two great corporations, and that 





| if the information required by this resolution was given out it would 
just develop all the claim that the United States had and put it in the 


hands of two great corporations, one of them a foreign corporation, to 
break down the case. He said he might as well abandon the suits as 
to develop all the ground that he had for the prosecution against the 
corporations, and he insisted that it was not r to the United States 
to make him lay before the country and before the corporations he is 
sueing the facts upon which he relied; and if that was done he would 
have to abandon the cases. 

That was stated in his official communication, which I handed to 
Mr. Burnes. I did not know this matter would come up this morn- 
ing and I have not got the communication with me now. 

Therefore I say the words ‘‘if inconsistent with the good of the 
public service ’’ ought to be inserted, because we ought not to break 
down the case of the United States in advance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Kentucky is right in 
the substance of his statement, though I should not wish to put it in 
that form. I will move to amend by inserting 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to be heard before any action is taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill make my motion, and then the Senator can 
be heard. I do not think the Senator from Nevada will object to the 
I move to insert after the word ‘* communica- 








amendment I propose. 
tions,’’ in line 3, the words ‘‘except such as in his opinion ought to 
be withheld for the purposes of justice.’ 

Mr. BECK. That is all the Commissioner wants. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 3, after the word *‘ communications,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘* except such as in his opinion ought to be with- 
held for the purposes of justice;’’ so as to read 


Resolved. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is 





The proposed amendment will first 








hereby, directed to furnish the Senate without delay with copies of a ports 
affidavits, and communications, except such as in his opinion ought t re with 
held for the purposes of justice, upon which he based the statements in his let- 
ter to Hlon. JAmMrEs N. Burnes, of the House of Representatives, dated August 
18, 1888, with regard to the following amendment tothe sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill 

‘That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used i: 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining rt 
the United States for cutting, for mining or domest purposes, dw 
scrubby timber, unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercia 





Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, in support of that amend- 

ment I wish to say a single word. 

The putting in a resolution of this kind of an exception like this is 

not new in the Senate. ns In former years in- 

f tion of this character has been moved for from some Department 
other, and when there was a sug 


On two or three occas! 





gestion made by any Senator that 
matt in the course of judicial administration were still pending and 
depending upon that information, we have always thought it right for 
the interests of the United States and of justice to leave it to the De- 
partment ofticer to withhold such papers as were still confidential and 
were necessary to be kept confidential in order that the purposes of 
ustice might be subserved. It might happen—very likely it is not so 
in this case, but we ought to act upon the principle—it might happen 
that some of these very affidavits that are referred to, if there be any, 
being disclosed would lead to the escape of the culprit whom they a 
now getting ready to arrest, or would enable, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky says, some great corporation to get rid of the witnesses who had 








1 











given the affidavitsin advance. It seems to me, therefore, obvious that 
we ought not to compel the administrative department of the Govern- 
ment to e test that it has in preparation for the trial 
ol aca 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this is the third raid made upon 
the miners in the last twenty-five years. In 1865~’66 a scheme was 


1 


very popular in somesections of the country, laboring entirely under 
prehension, to sell the mines at auction, treating the miners 


ip} 
who had located upon them as criminals. It was proposed to sell the 
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mines at auction and pay the national debt. After the miners had, by 
their own exertions and under the non-action of Congress, built up the 
country and established rules and regulations, and a common law had 
grown up among them which had been recognized by the courts and 
by the legislatures, it was proposed to raise a large army and send it 
into the mining regions and eject the miners from their claims, and a 
resolution was passed by the House of Representatives by more thana 
two-thirds vote instructing the Committee on the Public Lands to pre- 
pare a bill for that purpose. But after a discussion it was found that 
the miners were not criminals, that they had some rights, and the 
scheme was defeated. 

In order that the question now under consideration and its merits 
may be understood, it is necessary to make a short statement of the 
history of the situation in which those miners are, and the action of 


the Government towards them, to show under what circumstances a | 


general prosecution is now proposed against all the miners who have 
cut timber on the public lands for fire-wood. 
In 1866 this question of the rights of the miners, whether they should 


be treated as criminals or whether their situation should be recognized | 


and accepted, was thoroughly discussed in the two Houses of Congress. 
One proposition was, and that was the proposition of Mr. Julian, ot 
Indiana, chairman of the Committee on Public Lands of the House, to 
raise a large army and sell the mines at auction by legal subdivisions, 
without regard to the rights of those who had discovered them. The 
debate was lengthy. A portion of my remarks were incorporated in 
the appendix to the Supreme Court Reports in 3 Wallace, and I will 
read a few extracts from the remarks I made then: 

After the admission of California as a State, in September, 1850, Mr. Frémont, 
then Senator from that State, introduced a bill, the purpose of which was to es 
tablish police regulations in the mines. It imposed a small tax upon the miners 
to defray the expenses of the system, Many Senators, when the bill came up 
for discussion, expressed the opinion that the mines ought to be sold, or some 
means devised by which a direct revenue might be obtained from that source. 
Various amendments were offered to effect these purposes. But Mr, Benton 
took a leading part in the discussion, and contended throughout that good policy 
required that the mines should remain free and open for exploration and de- 
velopment. Mr. Seward sustained Mr. Benton. 

The arguments of Senators in favor of free mining finally prevailed, and all 
amendments looking to sale or direct revenue were voted down, and the bill 


‘ 


finally passed the Senate, without material amendment, in its original form, | 


but failed in the House from want of time to consider it. Before the meeting 
of the next Congress the fact became known that the miners themselves had 
adopted local rules for their own government, which rendered action on the 
mart of Congress unnecessary ; and from that time to the present non-action has 
oe the policy of the Government, with one single exception. The solemn 
deciaration, however, just mentioned, on the part of the Senate, in favor of a 
just and liberal policy to the miners, was hailed by them as a practical recogni- 
tion of their possessory rights, and greatly encouraged and stimulated mining 


enterprise, and laid the foundation forasystem of local government now in full | 


force over a vast region of country inhabited by nearly a million men. 


lhe Legislature of California, at their following session, in 1851, had under con- | 
sideration the subject of legislation for the mines, and, after fulland carefulinves- | 


tigation, wisely concluded to declare that the rulesand regulations of the miners 


theraselves might be offered in evidence in all controversies respecting mining | 


clairos, and when not in conflict with the constitution or laws of the States or 
of the United States should govern the decision of the action. A series of wise 
judicial decisions molded these regulations and customs into a comprehensive 
system of common law, embracing not only mining law (properly speaking), 
but also regulating the use of water for mining purposes. The same system 
has spread over all the interior States and Territories where mines have been 
found, as far east asthe Missouri River. The miner's law isa partof the miner’s 
nature; he made it, and he loves it, trusts it, and obeys it. He has given the 
toil of his life to discover wealth, which, when found, is protected by no higher 
law than that enacted by himself, under the implied sanction of a just and gen- 
erous Government. Miners asa community devote three-fourths of their ag- 
grezate labor to exploration, and consequently are,and ever will remain, poor, 
while individuals amass large fortunes, and the treasury of the world is aug- 
mented and replenished 

This view of the case, that it would unjustly disturb the people, pre- 

railed, and Congress was so strongly impressed with the facts that a 
bill passed both Houses, after a full discussion, fully recognizing their 
rights. 

It was supposed as a matter of course that the right to mine as they 
were then doing carried with it the right to cut the necessary timber in the 
mining regions, which practice has been pursued without interruption, 
and it was presumed that it was lawful under the general laws for sell- 
ing the mines and giving the right to work them. It was claimed that 
-onlirming the miners’ rights, providing for their obtaining patents, and 
recognizing the system carried with it all the necessary incidents, and 
one was to cut the necessary timber to work the mines. 

This proceeded uninterruptedly until 1878, when Mr. Schurz was 
Secretary of the Interior, and he undertook a system of reform. 
started a reform administration, and as a part of the machinery of re- 
form he sent his agents all over the Territories arresting miners for 
cutting wood with which tomine or to cook their meals. He had them 
arrested in the various Territories, and finally in the dead of winter he 
went to Montana and stopped the cutting of wood when the ther- 
mometer was at 35° below zero and the people could not live with- 
out it. He went there at that time, I say, and stopped the cut- 
ting of wood. : 

(sn that occasion, through the efforts of Mr. Sargent and Mr. Blaine, 
a law was passed which it was supposed was entirely sufficient to cover 
this question. Senators sometimes marvel why Mr. Blaine became so 
popular in the Western country. I willtell you why. It was for two 
speeches. One was his speech when he recognized the fact that the 
people on that coast could not live in company with Chinese, that 
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where the Chinese came they destroyed American civilization. He 

recognized that fact and proclaimed it. When the people found that 
| they were to be deprived of wood in the dead of winter by a new con- 
| struction of what was supposed to be their right, he again came to their 
rescue and defended them in a speech which I have here. Before read- 
ing extracts from the speech of Mr. Blaine I shall first call the attention 
of the Senate to the report of the Committee on Public Lands of theSenate 
which resulted in the passage of the law allowing the miners to cut tim- 
ber for mining and domestic purposes: 

The committee have carefully considered the subject of timber and timber 
lands, and, after mature deliberation, with the view of devising the best methods 
of preserving, cultivating, and disposing of the same, have come to the conclu- 
sion that a distinction should be made between such trees as grow upon the 
mountains in the mineral districts and the forests of pine, oak, and other timber 
that grow in the more level portions of the country. 

While the lumber of the latter is a regular and important article of commerce 
| and is constantly being cutand transported in large quantities to ready markets, 
| the character of the former renders the timber unfit for commercial! purposes. 

Even were this otherwise, it is usually found in such inaccessible places as to pre- 

clude its transportation to market, Consequently it is used by the prospector, 
the miner,and other members of mining communities for domestic and other 
practical purposes incidental to the development of mineral districts. The com- 
mittee do not believe that it would be wise policy on the part of the Govern- 
ment to seek to profit directly by the sale of this kind of timber nor to tax the 
pioneer by compelling him to purchase it. Except as a source of revenue by 
sale to the settler, it never can be of any value to the Government. Should the 
experiment be tried of requiring payment for it, it would be found that the 
| cost of keeping agents for its sale and officers to prevent or punish infractions 
of the law at remote and widely separated settlements would largely consume 
all sums received for his timber by the Government. Thus, while it is practi- 
cally of but little value to the Government, itis essential to the settler and indis- 
pensable to his occupation and development of the mineral lands, It has been 
the custom of Congress to encourage the exploration and development of the 
mineral regions of the United States; and in this connection it should be borne 
in mind that itis mainly to the indomitable energy, hardihood, and daring of 
the pioneer that we are indebted for the discovery and development of the rich 
gold and silver districts of the country. What would be the condition of this 
country to-day had it not been for our product of gold and silver during the last 
quarter of acentury? The $100,000,000 annually added by the United States to 
| the world’s stoek of bullion will amply pay for the use of the scattering timber 
found in those localities. Instead of imposing this timber as a tax upon this 
important branch of industry, the committee are of opinion that, under the re- 
| strictions provided in this bill and on the grounds of equity and public policy, 
| the Government should allow its free use by the actual settler for the purposes 
alluded to herein. 

In 1866 Congress, by express statute, authorized the occupation and use of 
these mineral lands, as follows: 

** Be it enacted, elc., That the mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed 
and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and occuc 
pation by all citizensof the United States and those who have declared their inten 
tion to become citizens, subject to such regulations as may be prescribed by law, 
| and subject also to the local customs and rules of miners in the several mining 
districts, so far as the same may not conflict with the laws of the United States.”’ 

This is an express grant by the Government to the people who occupy this 
portion of the public domain. There was no law by which settlers could pur- 
| chase either the timber necessary for such occupation or the land upon which 
that timber is found. It is a well-settled principle applied to grants that the 
grant carries with it all the incidents necessary to enable the grantee to make 
the grant available. It is absolutely necessary for settlers to have tir ber for 
domestic use in order to enable them to occupy these mineral lands. it would 
have been a mockery to make this grant without including such use of timber. 
It can not be said that it was ever intended the occupants should pay fer this 
timber, since no provision has ever been made for its sale or purchase. The 
Government is more than paid for its value by the increased wealth added by 
mining operations to the grand total of taxable property. In view of these con- 
siderations the committee recommend the passage of the substitute, which con- 
tains limitations and guards for the protection of undergrowth and such other 
restrictions as seem just and equitable. 


The language of the law, so far as material to this case, which was 
passed in pursuance of this report is as follows: 


That all citizens of the United States and other person’, bona fide residents of 
the State of Colorado, or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico, 
Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all other mineral 
districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, authorized and permit- 

| ted to fell and remove, for building, agricultura!, mining, or other domestic pur- 
poses, any timber or other trees growing or being on the public lands, said lands 
being mineral, and not subject toentry under existing laws of the United States, 
except for mineral entry, ia either of said States, Territories, or districts of which 
such citizens or persons may be at the time bona fide residents, subject to such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe for the pro- 
tection of the timber and of the undergrowth growing upon such lands, and for 
other purposes: Provided, The provisions of this act shall not extend to railroad 
corporations. 

The aggravating circumstances under which this law was passed show 
that the present case is but a repetition of the persecutions then inau- 
gurated by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The remarks of Senator Blaine are too long to read in full, but Ishall 
| read a few of them to show the then condition of things and the out- 
rages which are again proposed to be repeated. He said: 

That gentleman did me the honor— 

He is referring to the Delegate from Montana, Mr. Maginnis— 

That gentleman did me the honor to give me one of a series of petitions, sev- 
eral of which he has presented to the House of Representatives, signed hestates 
by between four and five thousand adult male citizens of that Territory, ad 


dressed very peculiarly (I suppose from the terror that the Secretary of the In- 
terior was creating out there they were addressed in this wise) : 


** To the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth Congress of the United States.” 


You remember that Dogberry was very particular as to which name shou!d 
be put down first, and the Secretary is here put down first: “To the honoral 
the Secretary of the Interior, the Senate and House of Kepresentatives of tl 
Forty-fifth Congress of the United States,” the major premise first. The doc 
ment may be a trifle overwrought in poe of style, but I am going to detain 
the Senate to read this entire memorial : 

** Your memorialists would respectfully represent that" — 
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I read this for the purpose of showing what the condition was then. 
I am about to compare it with the condition now— 


“Your memorialists would respectfully represent that 
. - 








‘* Whereas the citizens of Montana have during their residence in this Territory 
exercised the same pr leges as settlers up« » public don 1 as have bee 
sanctioned and recognized by the Government and time-honored « toms since 


the first settlement of land ‘a the United States; and 
** Whereas in the occupancy of the land in a new country, where markets are 
not established in which to purchase the real ne fuel, building 
material, etc., it is as natural to procure these in the most convenient place as It 
is to breathe the free air of heaven; and 
‘** Whereas in distant Montana, while the settlers are improving and making 
valuable the public domain and use the wood and timber for domestic purposes 
only, a tax of $1 per cord on wood and $2 per thousand on lumber is levied and 
collected by the Government officials among us, which is onerous, unjust, anda 
burden to all alike; and 
‘* Whereas it has been represented to the Governmer 
were satisfied with and acquiesced in the taxes above enumerate¢ 





essaries, su is 











The tax was intended to stop it— 


I believe the Secretary of the Interior’s repor hich the honorable Senator 


from Ohio read « itained a dispatch om t i nited tates distric attor 


there that they were perfectly satisfied with it 

The petition goes on 
‘we positively deny thatany such satisfaction exists, and, on the contrary, assert 
that there isuniversal compl: and widespread dissatistaction, and, believing 
the tax exorbitant and distressing to the general « 
that the order for the levy be rescinded, and in all cases where the tax has been 
paid that the money be returned; and 

** Whereas the orders, as interpreted by the officials here, work a total prohibi- 
tion to cut wood and lumber hereafter, we respectfu 
structed to g tus same privilegesand rights int 
tofore prevailed in this and inall new Territories; and 

‘* Whereas itis necessary in Montana to cut wood in the winter, when the tim- 
ber is frozen, for the n onsumption, the prohibition to cut wood for 
any purpose, as now er in another season, leave the people without 


hem warm and the mills and mines profitless for want of fuel and 





sumer, we respectfully ask 





ask that they be In- 


e premises as have here- 





fire to keep t 
l im be r; and 
*““Whereas the 


: } it ‘ of 
onion to cul nboer igne 


} es and makes it impossible to 





comply with the prov yns of the pre-e1 n lawsin acquiring agricultural and 
mineral lands, where fencing, buildings, and occupancy are necessary to obtain 
title (and these cannot be done without timber from the public lands), works a 
great hardship to et rants who come expecting to settle and make homes on 


the public domain in Montana, we respectfully and most earnestly remonstrate 
against any tax whatever on fuel and lumber while the people here are strug- 
gling for existence in a country cut off from the conveniences and cheap living 
in the States. As well might His Majesty the King of Denmark levy a royalty 
upon the blocks of ice with whic! st cts in Upernavick construct their 
humble dwellings as to hamper by s or lack of legislation the pioneers who 
carve out and make valuable to the Government of the United States vast areas 
of land which, without their industry and heroi 
sold and profitless forever; and 

“ Whereas the timbered lands of Montana are mostly unsurveyed, and are 
mountainousand not suitable for tillage,they are unlike thosein the prairie 
States, which need but to be cleared to make them more productive, while ours 

e found on precipitous mountain sides, totally without any value except for 
their rocks and fire-wood; and 

‘* Whereas we are left without any law by which we can either pre-empt home- 
stead or procure title to any timber land, it is evident there must be relief 
that soon, orelse we will be obliged to give up our homes, quit the country, an 
abandon the great and growing West for aretrograde movement upon the over- 
crowded communities of the Kast. 

“And, as in duty bound, we will ever pray.’ 
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struggles, might remain un- 





Mr. Blaine goes on to give the history very well. Now, as to the 
history of this transaction: After this law was passed it was supposed 
the question was settled. The miners went on to cut timber from then 
until this particular raid was inaugurated. And I want my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to listen to my statement on thissubject. Last 
January some Italians were cutting fire-wood in the high mountains in 
Lander County, Nevada, in the mining region. They were arrested 
and taken to the United States district court at Carson. They em- 
ployed Mr. MacMillan, a lawyer living at Winnemucca, a gentleman 
of character and who was the Democratic candidate for Congress at the 
last election, to defend them. Mr. MacMillan wrote to me what had 
occurred and spoke of this statute that had been passed and stated that 
the arrest was in conflict with their idea of the law. I told him that 
the law of 1878 was the only law on the subject, and that my idea was 
that the statute covered the case completely and that the Italians were 
noi liable, and that the court would so decide. The case was brought 


up before the district court at Carson and the prosecution was unable | p ents to the 


to prove that these Italians had cut anything but brush, which was a 
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Mr. STEWART. Mr. | if 1 s 
ever known an officer of the ¢ 


the purpose of abusing a S« 


me, that he made an attack nm i I 1 ore t 
may see how u alled for |] ! 
misrepresented the facts, I must sta 
tle further 

Che gent! en led to t i 
to the Commissio » la ( 
sake a id i ( i M LA y M j 
S Lou ( M i l J 
me ot! ( 
the cir | ‘ 
t of tl lit ny no 
the court, and this co tie y y 


panies in ius ul i 

Eureka, the place alluded to by the Commis } t ( 3 
to whether they were trespas or not having been 1 Mr. |] 
said that as the corporations which he represented wou!d soon 

solved when the mines were worked out, and as h 1 ) it t 


would 


harassed with litigation when nobody el 


wanted to prom for what his compar ; had used for f 

Mr. Baker and Mr. Dorsey came with the accounts of the amount of 
wood, etc., the companies had used in their mining operations and of- 
fered to pay 50 cents a cord I told them I did not think the « ompa- 


4 1 


| nies were liable, but they stated that they would rather pay and bi 


fact, and the court immediately dismissed the suit as no case, and the | 
question whether they had a right to cut any kind of timber that grew | 


in that region could not be decided. The court said these men are not 
guilty, and disposed of the case properly without going into any ques- 
tions that did not arise in it. 

I told Mr. MacMillan, however, that I would see the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and would try to effect what was wanted by 
some arrangement, so that the construction of the law would be cer- 
tain and so that there would not be any mistake of that kind after- 
wards occurring. I had a talk with Mr. Stockslager about it. I did 
not understand that he disagreed with me. About March last a trans- 
action occurred, however, to which Mr. Stockslager alluded in another 
publication, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CRITICAL SENATOR STEWART—LAND COMMISSIONER STOCKSLAGER'S SUGGESTIVE 
REPLY TO HIS CHARGES. 
WASHINGTON, August 22, 1888, 


Commissioner Stockslager to-day, inspeaking of Senator SrEWART’s criticism | 


of the management of the General Land Office in the Senate yesterday, said : 
** If the Senator will examine the interview referred to by him and my letter 


out of trouble than take the chances of beir 
them to Mr. Stockslager, as they asked me to do, and I made t 


the statement that I am now making. He stated that he declined to 
accept the proposition, and would send ont a special ag to examine 
the facts. I told him that under the law they were but they 





wanted to settle. I showed him the law unde1 
had a right to cut timber for mining purposes, and told him that | 
thought this was rather a generous thing on their part, and if they 
would pay the money I thought he could aiford to take it. He said 


the compant 





he would send out a special agent. I told him the special agent could 
not find out anything but what these people would show him, be: 
the fuel had been cut from isolated points about 40 miles around Tus- 
carora, and it would be impossible to find out anything in the mount- 
ains where they had cut the sticks. He sent out his agent 

On the 7th of July last, when the Committee on Appropriations wer 
in session, I went before that committee, and, among other amend 


sundry civil bill that I offered. I presented the following 


and the committee will remember that I offered it, namely 


That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in t 
vestigation of any case or the prosecutio Any pe ) th r reg 
of the United States for cutting, for mining or domes purpose iwarf 
scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of « mercial 


This amendment does not, as alleged by Mr. Stockslager, prevent t 


~ oi 


prosecution of railroads or ot corporations f ittir er ¢ 
public lands, and his tirades against corporationsare w vy grat 

It simply prevents the Commissioner from using the money appro- 
priated by Congress for prosecuting citize ood and 
brush that can not be sawed or hewed f ng and 
mestic purpose Every letter and pu n m by the Commis 


sioner is a gross misrepresentation of the character of the am« 
and a disgrace to the ofiicer who made them. 


| The committee did not adopt it, but said that I might offer it 

| Senate. After I had appeared before the committee I 1 t re} 

| of the San Fran » Chronicle, and he asked 1 vhat I d be 

j doing in the e« mittee-room s rej rt I a 
about the irrigation amendment and ) t 1 ndment in 





question. He telegraphed this to the San | o Chronicle. The 
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first time I had learned that an agent had gone to Eureka or of the con- 
templated suits against the Richmond and Eureka companies was by 
the following dispatch in the San Francisco Chronicle: 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office has received a telegram from 
the special timber agent on duty at Eureka, Nev., to the effect that he had 
mailed a report of depredations on public lands by two corporations amount- 
ing to $10,000,000, The efforts to prevent appropriations to carry on these in- 
vestigations, he says, should be checkmated. 

This dispatch was in the San Francisco Chronicle of July 15. It 
reached me about July 22, two weeks alter I had appeared before the 
Committee on Appropriations. Still the Commissioner has the audac- 
ity to oflicially state that the amendment was offered to stop these pros- 
ecutions, when, as I have shown, I did not know and had no means 
of knowing that any such proceedings were contemplated until two 
weeks after I had offered the amendment in thecommittee. The above 
dispatch undoubtedly was brought out by the other dispatch to the 
Chronicle stating that I had presented the amendment to the com- 
mittee. 

It would have been becoming and decent of Mr. Stockslager, when 
he got that dispatch from his agent, to have informed me of the fact 
that his agent had recommended these prosecutions, and that my 
amendment was, in his opinion, objectionable. He did not do so, but 
rushed into the papers and telegraphed it to San Francisco notwith- 
standing he knew | was trying to do what was right in the matter. 
On August 31 I offered my amendment in the Senate, and it was 
adopted. I offered the amendment because the people in the mining 
regions have the right to cut wood for mining purposes under the law. 
Then Mr. Stockslager, without coming to me or anybody that I know 
of, instead of attempting to ascertain the facts from the representatives 
of mining regions, attempted to make a politcial question out of this, 
and addressed a letter to Mr. BURNES and sent a copy of it to the 
Democratic member of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, Mr. 
Breck, and in it he uses the most severe and forcible language in re- 
lation tome. I read the following from his letter: 

Iam warranted in stating that it— 

The amendment— 
originated in the desire to prevent the prosecution of anticipated suits which 
have since been ordered upon the recommendation of this office against the 
Richmond Mining Company and the Eureka Consolidated Mining Company, 
owning mines in Nevada, for the recovery of $9,917,461, the total value of wood 
and charcoal derived from timber cut by and for these companies upon the 
public lands, aggregating 1,305,964 cords of wood, from a portion of which were 
derived 28,704,662 bushels of charcoal. 

‘These two companies alone have literally laid bare the hills, mountain ranges, 
and cafions within a radius of 35 miles from Eureka, not sparing the under- 
growth, but taking everything from 3inches and upwards, not simply “dwarfed 
and scrubby timber,’ but mahogany, cedar,and pine trees. Even the stumps 
of the trees have been removed. . 

Then he goes on in a wild harangue against railroad corporations in 
his long letter, although he knew there was nothing in the amendment 
to prevent him from prosecuting railroad corporations to his heart’s con- 
tent or any other corporations or persons for cutting timber fit for com- 
mercial purposes. Hedid not restcontent with this, but gave these false 
charges the widest possible publicity by an interview in the New York 
Herald, which I read in my remarks the other day. 
deceiving the Senate. The article was headed ** A nigger in the wood 
pile,’”’ etc. There was an editorial in the same paper, based upon the 
interview which I also read, and which is in the RecorD of the 22d in- 
stant, in which I am denounced by the editor of the Herald. When I 
stated the facts in the Senate he immediately rushed into print again. 

I undertake to say that Mr. Stockslager had no right to infer that 
my amendment had any reference to any particular company. I say 
that it is false from beginning to end; that I did not know that he had 
sent out any agent to Eureka; did not know that he had made ‘this 
recommendation with regard to the Eureka and Richmond companies 
at the time I presented the amendment to the committee, and had 
never dreamed of it. He was very careful not to let me know the 
secret intrigues of his department with spies and blackmailers. I 
presented it on account of the arrest of those Italians, and the fear in 
my State that these prosecutions were to become general, and on ac- 
count of the large appropriations of nearly $300,000 in the sundry civil 
bill which could be used for such unworthy purposes. I desired to 
avert these calamities from my Stateand from the Territories that had 
been raided before under the Schurz administration, in consequence of 
which a law had been passed to protect them; which law fairly con- 
strued would cover this very case. 

It is construed, I believe, now in the Department that it only refers 
to timber that grows on the mine itself. If that be so, the law has no 
meaning whatever, because very seldom timber grows on mines. If 
there should be any timber on the mine, it would belong to the miner, 
because he had the title to the mine and a right to cut the timber with- 
out the law, and consequently the act would have no meaning what- 
ever unless timber in the mining regions off of the mines may be cut. 
This law was passed after deliberate discussion. It has been consid- 
ered for more than ten years as a warrant for cutting this timber. I 
say it has no meaning whatever if Mr. Stockslager’s construction was 
right. I introduced the amendment to prevent this very thing that 
was going on, and now he says I did it to protect railroad and other 
corporations. That is a very easy thing to say, and a very wicked 
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thing to say when he knew that the amendment I offered could have 
no such operation; that it only prevented malicious prosecutions of 
persons in the mining regions for cutting fire-wood which was unfit for 
all commercial purposes, to be used for only mining and domestic pur- 
poses. ; 

Every man who has built a fire in Nevada under his ruling is liable 
to be arrested, and because he has commerced proceedings against 
these corporations is there any virtue in that? His first proceeding 
was against these Italians, and they were taken about 200 miles from 
home, poor men, without having committed any offense. They were 
acquitted by the court and had to pay their own expenses. That was 
the moving case. Now he says that Iam doing this to protect cor- 
porations. I will say of him that he is deceived, that the information 
he has got is false, that the law is against him. Whatever these peo- 
ple have done they had a right to do, and I want to know the in- 
formation and I ask for it here. Has he any special discretion to keep 
such information ? 

If the cutting of timber is a public thing does he think the people of 
Nevada are going to leave that State to avoid a criminal prosecution, 
because it applies toall of them? ‘There is no timber, properly speak- 
ing, that comes within the prohibition in the State of Nevada, which 
is east of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. There is a small portion of 
Nevada that extends up the east side of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. 
There the timber has been sold, the land sold, and the timber cut off. 
The timber used about Virginia City comes from California, from the 
heavily-timbered Sierra. Butwhen you get 30 miles east from the west- 
ern line of Nevada there is notimber. There never was a saw-mill 
in that region; there never was a saw-mill within 100 miles of Eureka; 
I do not think within 200 miles, unless there is one in Utah within 
that distance, where the timber is heavier. What scrub and sage-brush 
there is about Eureka nobody ever regarded as timber, and the people 
have cut it freely. 

The Commissioner complains of these people for takirg up the 
stumps. People do not dig the stumps where wood is plenty. The 
wood that they get in those mountains would never be used if there 
were no mining there. For 30 miles around Eureka there never would 
have been a farm opened or an attempt made to cultivate the land if 
it had not been for the market the mines afforded. The timber that 
is cut grows above in higher altitudes than farms can be cultivated. 
The timber line is on an average about 6,000 feet above the level of 
the sea in that region. It grows in the crags of the mountains, and 
any man who has seen it will agree with me that if the miners will go 
and develop the country and use this scrubby wood they ought to be 
left alone. 

They not only use scrub wood but they take sage-brush. There have 
been thousands of avres of sage-brush cleared in that country for fuel 
and roots pulled up for mining and domestic purposes. A visit to Tus- 
carora, the other mining camp where Mr. Price’s companies are, will 
show that nine-tenths of all the fuel they have used has been sage- 
brush. They have taken it for milesand milesaround. These are the 
extremities to which these people are driven, and they have cut some 
of this scrubby wood and Mr. Price offered to pay for what had been 
taken simply to avoid the trouble of a prosecution. I went with his 
counsel to an officer of the Government, supposing I had a right to go 
there and represent my constituents. He goes into the New York 
Herald and attacks me for doing so. Has it come to this, that officers 
of the United States will attack gentlemen for doing their duty in the 
Senate? Does anybody want a practice of that kind inaugurated? If 
Mr. Stockslager had called upon me when he got this report from Eu- 
reka, I could have given him important information. He had no right 
to assume that I would do wrong. He had no right to telegraph to Cal- 
ifornia that Iwas doing wrong. If you get to the bottom of this trans- 
action you will find that it is a conspiracy of some men who want to 
blackmail the Richmond company and the Eureka company, and want 
to be employed as lawyers or as spies to make somebody disgorge, as 
they say. And that is the scheme, and this agent has fallen into it or 
he is the victim of it. 

Mr. Stockslager says that he has reputable witnesses; that he has 
citizens of the United States, reputable men and officers of the Gov- 
ernment, who have given him this information. I say that if any man 
has found cause for bringing suits in that region he has made a dis- 
covery that the people ought to know. If any man has found a reason 
for commencing a system of prosecution against all the people in my 
State and the people in all the Territories, let us know it, for if any- 
body has made the discovery that the Government has been robbed out 
of ten millions, I want to know by what process he does so, and the 
people of my State want to knowit. Can it be for the interests of pub- 
lic justice that a man who has made such a discovery shall not be known? 
There is no danger of a lack of people in my State to prosecute. The 
timber will not be replaced. The roots are dug up. 

I tell you this is a scheme to waste the public money to blackmail 
citizens of my State. It is a corrupt, outrageous scheme, and the in- 
formation the Commissioner has acted upon is false, and he ought to 
be lawyer enough to know that this law covers the case, that the peo- 
ple had a right to cut this scrub timber. But to ask for three or four 
hundred thousand dollars to prosecute these people and have it granted 
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duct in this transaction shows that he is not fit to be trusted with the | mines un es and regulations nt by 
use of anv mo ey, 1S preposterous, He show no discretion at all. l y we te cious that rights s l 
Think of a man who does not know better than to prosecute all the | them d sales at auction. 1 presented ; id 
E people of Nevada! And if he acted impartially he would prosecute sue wit t 1 to politics After ( inted that re 
all the peo; of Arizona, Montana, and Idaho. He must have the 1 again 1 Mr. Sel rtook to tram} i thei rl 
people of this whole region prosecuted when they have violated no law, | prosecute 1 | ted t sar id Nobody l 
4% and when there is an express statute authorizing them to do just what | whether h ican or Dem t He 
4 they have done. he was W that the pe le should be t: 1 t l r 
Why the necessity of this haste to prosecute them now? He says | he was in favor of stopping tl cutt i t f 
if there is any delay great injustice will be done; that the Government | winter and arresting men when the { { { but 
4 will lose those ten millions of money. It has gone on now for almost | building up h ind developing t 
7 ten years—yes, for thirty years, because before the passage of this law | the same about 
z it was held that the right to mine carried with it the necessary incident When t vy of 1878 was passed the men w 
of cutting this timber without which men could not mine at all. That | in getting it through became the idols of the p nd now in t 
% I say was the construction before this law. He ought to have the fat | of the | ind against justice this man, without giving any person \ 
9 of Schurz before him. No harm has come to the country. It is true | the Pacific coast whom the people trust an opportunity to explain, 
a the miners have cut wood, but there was very littie of it, and none has } goes into the ney 1 atte s to arraign a Senator who | 
& been wasted atall. It has all been used even to the roots, and I say | treated him civ 1e beginn who never did him wrong « 
z that any appropriation whateyer for this is wrong, and Congress ought | said a word in dis it of him, for « ations were plea 
3 not to sanction it for a monient. wud why should he attempt t rid Now r Cong to giv i 
} One thing more. I offered some evidence the other day of the views | $350,000 in his discretion to punish these people would be an out! 
5 of a gentleman who is as able to judge as any member of this Senate | that ought not to be tolerated in any civilized country, and I 
4 or the other House, and who is well known in the Capitol. He repre- | think it will be in either House of Congress when the facts are ki 
# sented Nevada during two terms of Congress, and was till recentlya}| Mr. BECK. Does the Senator desire a vote on this resolution 
a bank commissioner under this Administration. He is now a candidate | Mr. STEWART. I should like to have it acted on now. 
a for Congress, and is the editor of the Eureka Sentinel. He is one of | Mr. BECK. I stated ashort time ago that a communication had 
% the most prominent Democrats in our State, and a vefy popular man | been sent by the Commissioner of the General Land Office stati 
) af there, too. Here is what he said about this transaction. He has not | the effect of this resolution, if it were passed as presented, would : 
: Me heard of this last newspaper raid, but he has heard of the scheme to | to prevent the United States from any possibility of succeeding 
} 4 blackmail the citizens of Nevada. He says: pending suits. Mr. BURNEsS has it. I sent for it, but he tells m 
left it at home and I can not get it this morning 





a NOT MUCH IN IT. : . a 1 ' 
4 Mr. STEWART Chere is a copy of it in the REcorRD. 
a 


[Eureka S i irust 18 ad . ‘ . 41 
[Eureka Sentinel, August Mr. BECK. Oh, no. The letter I refer to is bearing on‘tl l 


: The story telegraphed from Washington that the Richmond and Eureka Con- | tion. not on the other. 
solidated Mining Companies are to be sued for $10,000,000 for cutting Govern- ‘DOW . 1 
; seashell ae oss The: Se ete eee cs | Mr. STEWART. Another letter? 
ment timber is nonsensical in the extreme. There is no ground for any such | caatated - : : ’ ; 
suit. Ifanybody at Washington imagines there is any Democratie polities in Mr. BECK. Woes the Senator cesire avote on the resolution to-« 


this sort of thing they are to be pitied for their stupidity We incline to believe | without that commupnication ? If he does I have no objection, but | 
that the Department has been mis!ed from t send ofthe line. The agent who 


came here (another importation from Iowa) knew nothing abo the condition 
; ; 


think it would be better for the resolution to go over until to 





















































of Government timber nor anything else in ! la. Heseemsnoteven t ; row. 
had a decent conception of the pr visions of the y under which he was sup- | Mr. HEARST. I think the Senator from Nevada had better consent 
: posed to be acting. The cutting of timber for mining and domestic purposes is to the resolution going . 
especially permitted by the statute in the mining regions. o une res oe ~ EOInE, Over. . : ' 
The cutting of timber and the conversion of it into charcoal with which to Mr. STEWART. l want the information laid before the comm 
smelt the minerals out of the ores is as much a use for *‘mining purposes,”’ | jn time for action. 
within the spiritof the act, as is the appropriation by the miner of sticks to cook ' ICE . 1 7 he matt . . . 
his pork and beans a use for *‘domestic purposes.”’ One is as much a violation : Mr. BEC K. Ve oe, ne S the Mater gO on, then I can sa, 
of the law as the other, both being especially allowable under thelaw. Thishas | few words what [ desire to say. 
always been the doctrine held by everybody in the mines for twenty-five years, Mr. STEWART. I have no objection toits going over if the 
and it is ridiculous to place any other construction on the law. Nothing will ‘ . BS Rican iaihit en a a he . : 
come of the proposed suits. No jury in the State could be found who would | 2) tte¢ w Las Ge ay action until the 1 MOFMAUOR COMES 1. 
not kick these cases higher thana kite inthree minutes, No sane man believes Mr. BECK. That does not bear on this at a!l I do not care 
that there has been any violation of the true spirit of the law. It looks a little | thing about the resolution going over now. I will state in a mo 
like the Iowa agent may have been inspired in his report of this enormous hat T have ; , 
trespass by some one who hoped to gain by harassing these companies with what nave to say. a es : , 
litigation. We would not give the Government 10 cents for its ten million suit, The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMERin thechair). Thequ 
a , » ar ‘ : ; tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from \ 
‘ When the people of Nevada see this enormous pronunciamiento from | pont (Mr. EpMuND | 
‘ ae ce 1 . . : mii r. LL.M \ DS 
K the Commissioner of the General Land Office and these publications Mr. BEC Let 1 mendment be } 
5. . : > . - 7 ce i - DL j tne amenament de read, 
in the New York Herald and the consternation which this thing pro- | The Curler CLE! In line 3. afte th word ‘ muni 
. > I rf LERK. I Ine 0, ailtel ne wort com nications 
duced in the other House—of course I do not blame members of Con- ‘t is Dro} 1 to insert: isan 
. : 5° . ‘ . : ° . S opposed nsert: 
gress for getting excited over a thing of this kind, following the Com- ns er aoe eee held for t! 
say ° ‘ ¥e . . . . inxcept such as in his opinion ought to be wit eld the purposes <« 
missioner of the General Land Office, for the presumption is that he is | viet oy Mp a ; a 
. ‘ : : ; iP . ) ' aak » Seevretary ad what the Commission: 
correct—they will be astonished. I tell you there is no politics in it. | Mr. BEA K. Task the§ —_ ry to read what the Commissionet 
. Pe - . » was sing i ia le > r Rory BQ } nar ¢ | I 
If any political party undertakes to carry out these prosecutions, I do he wa doing in his letterto Mr. Burnes, that part of it, and t , 
not think it dare run a candidate in the State. No political party is | Wi! make a short statement. | 
responsible for it, and all are agreed that there ought to be no politics Che Chief Clerk read as follows 
in it. The proposed legislation is purely in the interests of re and wea : Zz 
‘ i . B 2 . corporations, foreign as well as native, an: t es i r- 
I agree with Mr. Cassidy that Mr. Stockslager is very much mis- | porations who have in many portions of 1 ‘ it 
taken. If anybody attempts to force these prosecutions our people | wood cutting and charcoal industries 
. . : n Warr: sd in stating t} ricit ed in the des tor . 4 — 
will resist the manifest wrong, as any people naturally would and | ; aoe rs and pre ee wre dn eggar meetigg- bee pros- 
~ Z ~ “ . cutior anti ale Suits cl na e | t ‘ ° 
ought to, as it is manly for them to do. No sensible, decent man mendation of this office against the : iM ‘ snd the } 
would think of doing this thing, and Mr. Stockslager, if he had taken | reka Consolidated Mining Company, owning mines s, for t 
; - . 1 covery of $9,917,461, the tot: od and « i t 
; the trouble to consult me and get the information, or my colleague | CO; Sood for these « ; . os ‘ oa pone 
: 5 ; eut by and f ese companies upon the publ l rgregating | », O04 
y here, or my colleague in the other House, or the honorable Senator | cords of wood, from a portion of which were derived 25,701,062 bushels of 
from California [Mr. Hearst], who knowsall about this, five minutes’ | coal. 
. . - e ese two companies alone have literally! mare { , ‘ 
talk with him would have settled the whole question. He knows all a.» aes inks w. oienadl ano — + bn - : 
. . . -~ f “i Ss W ull re is Of ») IMmilies If n ireka t 
about it, and can explain it to the Senate better than I can, because | growth, but taking everyth m3 inches and upwa urfed 
* . . . . , 
he is thoroughly practical in his ideas about these things, and knows | r, but mahogany, cedar, and | tr Even the stumps 
just exactly what miners have done for the last forty-five years. aiiiat oite hide tn ana dion ean 





| I say that the information was at hand, and instead of being imposed | R hmond Mining Cor ipany is exclusively a fore > British corporati. 
, j upon by a man who was sent out and stuffed by somebody who wants | organized in London, England, having for its manager an alien who isa Br 
to levy blackmail, if he had consulted any of the representatives of that | connected with the Dulse of Northumi ite stocks is ox 

country or the Delegates from the Territories, they could have told . 








ends, amounting to man 





, = k : ventec ears e dec The only « tizen shareholders are ar 
him that there was no politics in this; the people woald rebel against | employés the com; ym afew shares have been assigned to ¢ 
; : } th rs tion a show of legality “hus do the profits r Ame 
anybody who would attempt to prosecute them in that way, no matte oe one Suhow of bgmmy. Saas ote me . 


sd iim go to enrich the already wealthy lords, 1 ! ind 





a whether Republicans or Democrats. They would be all the same on | foreign lands at the expense of our own citizens, actual s¢ 
° this question as on the Chinese question. They are the same on this | dren, for whose bi rae ¢ lands should be saved a esa of 
question that they were from the beginning when they first commenced | *°7 oT ee eee rine care f mente 
. > hurek mnsolidated Slining Company is a corpor i res 1 UAL 





to struggle to have their rights acknowledged that they had acquired 





fornia and reaps all the benefits of the timber in Nevada, 


XITX——499 


CONGRESSI 








Wiiat the com) } lone i “x done by other mining compa- 
nies } dt attendant charcoal burners and smelters, who have 
been f ; ten years or more, and yet continue, felling the timber upon 
the } ) } sweeping clean large tracta of every vestige of timber, ** small 
ana rt ough it be 

( plaint sinst this class have frequently been sent to this office by the 
hor ona seltlers, among them appeals from the most respectable and | 
worthy citiz f that State; and upon these complaints and appeals for the | 
nid of this «¢ e towards suppre g such complete havoc of their supply of 
timber, which, though small ar inferior, is all they have to depend upon for 


and it 


fuel and othe: 














domestic needs s frugal use is therefore rendered al! tlhe 
more essential, 1 directed a special agent to look carefully into the matter and 
report thereon What he found and reported has, in substance, been above | 
stated and fully justific l laints which have been made, and is also 
corroborated by facts perso sunicated to me by a reliable gentleman 





vada,‘ 





h character and 


hers of | 


of h 
and of ce character are bei 

Mr. BECK. AI I have to add is, that these suits have been brought 
solely against those two great corporations, and information is now in 
the hands of the Commissioner that he thinks warrants him in saying 
that he will recover. The Senator from Nevada himself has said that 
a compromise was offered by the attorneys for some of these corpora- 


ho reports that these depredations 
daily perpetrated. 





tions, which was declined, of 50 cents a cord, and, according to the | 


number of cords they used, that amounts to $620,000 and odd. 

Now, when the United States has brought suit against these corpora- 
tions, it is proposed that the Commissioner shall be required, atthe re- 
quest of the Senator from Nevada, and the Senate shall make itself a 
party to the transaction, to furnish all the affidavits, all the statements, 
all the papers, and develop all the facts on which he has proceeded, 
which can have no other effect—I will not say object—than to let the 
defendants understand what the case of the United States is, and en- 
able them to run off all the witnesses, as Mr. Stockslager says they 
can, and break down the United States in the suits. 

If the Senate is going to lend itself to any such purpose I shall be 
very much surprised. 

All we ask is that we may have all the information, and these for- 
eign corporations may have all the information, the disclosure of which 
is not inconsistent with justice or the public interests, but that the 
Senate will not bring private papers here upon which suits are brought, 
to develop them to the defendants, so that they may beat the United 
States—that is the proposition which is now made—and to allow the 
Commissioner to retain such papers as he thinks will destroy the case 
of the United States if made public—— 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator a question—— 

Mr. BECK. The amendment of the Senator from Vermont obviates 
the difficulty, and I will call for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
that amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to ask 
him aquestion. If this matter was to be kept secret why did the Com- 
missioner telegraph to San Francisco from here telling what had been 
done and how much timber had been cut? Why did he publish it in 
the New York Herald, and why does he continue to publish it? I 
undertake to say he has no such information. 

Mr. BECK. Ali I know is that it was of sufficient importance for 
the Senator from Nevada to introduce lawyers of some of those corpora- 
tions, who went and offered to pay 50 cents a cord as a compromise, as 
the Senator saidawhile ago. When that compromise was declined, and 
an investigation was made and the suits are pending, is it right that 
ihe Senate of the United States should be used as a medium to break 
down the United States in such a case, and to develop the facts upon 
which the Government relies ? Surely such a course never was pursued 
before and was never asked before in any court or offered in theSenate, 
as far as lam advised. It can have no effect whatever, except to aid 


two great foreign corporations who are charged by the United States as | 


wrong-doers in avoiding punishment by getting rid of the witnesses on 
whom the Commissioner relies, as he says in the communication sent 
to me asa member of the committee of conference, and given to Mr. 
BURNES, 


Mr. HEARST. Will theSenator from Kentucky allow me a word ? 


Mr. BECK. Certainly. 
Mr. HEARST. ‘TheSenator speaks of these as foreign corporations. 
There is no foreign corporation there as I understand. 


Mr, BECK. There is one. The Richmond Mining Company is a 
foreign corporation and the Eureka Company is foreign to Nevada, 

Mr. STEWART. There is no Eureka corporation in Nevada. 

Mr. BECK. The Richmond corporation is foreign to the United 
States. 

Mr, STEWART. 
BECK. 
present its case without the Senate of the United States being called 
upon to make it develop its case in the interestof the defendants? Such 
a thing never was done, never ought.-to be done, and never was asked 
Te ‘ e 


No, it is a corporation in Nevada. 


Mr. 


case down and enable these corporations to ran off the witnesses and 
destroy any chance we have to recover, through the action of the Senate 
claiming that the Senate wants to look at the papers! The papers will 
do the Senate no good. The Senate ought not to make itself a party 


to this ease in the interest of these corporations against the United 
Htates; and the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is so obviously 
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The whole question is, has the United States a rightto | 


and I am amazed that the Senator from Nevada or any one else | 
should ask that the United States should be required to break its own | 
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| correct that I shall be astonished if the Senate votes it down, and there- 
| fore I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw any objection to 
| Senator from Vermont, and let the Conimission: 


the 


amendment of the 
r conceal the names of 
| these persons if he wants to. 

Mr. BECK. Conceal them from the defendants. 

Mr. STEWART. If there is anything secret about them, why did 


| 


| the Commissioner publish what he has in San Francisco, why did he go 
into the New York Herald and publish al! the details, and why has he 
| given it publicity, if it were a matter so secret as that ? 


Does he think all the people in my State are going to run out of it? 
I say that he has no reliable information as he says he has. I under- 
take to say if he has it is not wortha cent, because the people under the 
law had the right to cut the timber; and I say it isa matter of bun- 
combe, going into the newspapers and publishing the matter, and then 
desiring to keep it secret for public purposes. He can use everything, 
put it in the newspapers, assail Senators, tell falsehoods about them, 
draw false inferences about them, charging them with what they have 
never heard of or thought of, and he says he does it on responsible and 
reliable evidence. He can publish that all over the world and then 
say ‘‘The evidence I have got is secret; these people convict Mr. Srrw- 
ART; respectable citizens convict him; they convict him of trying to 
impose upon the Senate; but their names and what they say is a 

secret !’’ 
| Why did he publish the other, then? Why did he go into the news- 
papers and make a blackguard of himself and attack a Senator? Are 
there no privileges here? When a Senator is doing his duty, is it the 
rightof a departmental subordinate to circulate slanders about him in 
the newspapers, and then when we call for the information on which 
these slanders are based the Commissioner says the people of Nevada 
will run away; there is danger to public justice; and a ten million dol- 
lar suit is involved for taking away the scrub timber around Eureka. 
The whole proposition is too absurd. Everybody knows the Govern- 
rent does not expect ever to getacent. Everybody knows, who knows 
| anything about this transaction, that it is simply a scheme of black- 
| mail, and that the Commissioner has lent himself to an unworthy and 
an outrageous scheme which will reflect dishonor on the Government 
and on him, All the people of my State know it, Republicans and 
Democrats alike. 

I will accept the amendment of the Senator from Vermont and let 
| the resolution pass, and see what answer it will bring. 

Mr. BECK. I thought the Senator would accept the amendment. 
I doubt whether he could get a vote against it but his own. 

I desire to say, what the RECORD will show, that when the Senator 
speaks of the Commissioner of the General Land Office as making him- 
self a blackguard and attacking him, the Commissioner states in the 
most courteous language that he disavows any such intention and never 
used the Senator’s name except in referring to his amendment, for 
there is not a word that reflects on the Senator, and the position taken 
by the Commissioner from beginning to end is solely that of a man en- 
deavoring to do his duty by bringing suits and endeavoring to with- 
| hold information from the defendants in the case which would destroy 
‘the case of the United States. There is not one word-beyond that. 

The interview in the Herald does not disclose anything that consists 
of an attack on the Senator. The Commissioner is acting as a good 
business man and a good officer would, and I have no reason to believe 
that the Senator is actuated by any other motive than to prevent what 
| he thinks are persecutions, but the effect of his resolution to have the 
information called for without the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont would be to destroy any chance the United States has to recover, 
| and to give the corporations thus sued an opportunity to run off every 
| witness and to break down the case of the United States in advance. 

I do not say one word as to the merits of the matter, and have never 
said a word concerning them. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like toask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, when this work has been going on for twenty years in the pres- 
ence of the people of the State of Nevada, does he believe there is any 
secret about it? Does he believe there is any fact about it that is se- 
cret? 

Mr. BECK. 
formation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, PALMERin the chair). -The ques- 
tion is on the resolution of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. BECK. There is no objection to the resolution now as it is 
amended. » 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
| withdraw his call for the yeas and nays? 
| Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 








I only say that the defendants have no right to this in- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont being accepted by the Senator from Nevada, the question is 
on the resolution as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Nevada to modify the res- 
olution so as to make it a call on the Secretary of the Interior instead of 
the head ofa bureau. We do not usually call upon subordinates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr, STEWART. I will do that, 
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from Iowa. This abuse went on until the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office who preceded Mr. Stockslager came into office, a gen- 
tleman that I suppose succeeded in making more enemies to the square 
inch, as they say in the Western country, than any public man in this 
country. He attacked this enormous abuse in Montana. I believe 
him to be an absolutely honest man. 
a lady of his acquaintance, he was an absolutely honest and good man, 
but he had more winning ways to make people dislike him than any 
man J have ever seen in a public position, unfortunately. 

He attacked this abuse among others, and issued an order that this 
improvement company should be prosecuted in the United States courts, 


and called upon the law department of the Government to institute the | 


prosecution, and at the same time that no more timber should be cut 
upon the publiclands. Immediately liberty lay bleeding in the forests, 


not in the streets, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
himself was attacked all over the Territory because he had prohibited 


the people from going upon the public lands in order to cut timber for | 


their own use in the mines and for domestic purposes. 

Now I come to the point of what little I propose to say. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa says the people ought to be permitted to go upon these 
public lands to cut such timber as they need. Thatistrue. It isim- 
possible in a great many Territories for them to enter the land, the 
only way in which they can get timber for mining purposes—the land 
is not surveyed, as the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] behind 
me suyyrests—and they are compelled to have timber to build houses, 
and as firewood in winter, and for mining purposes, and they must 
obtain it off the public land; but the difficulty is in defining what tim- 
ber shall be used for these purposes in order to keep out those specu- 
lators who have denuded all the cafions along the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road in the eastern part of the Territory of Montana. The difficulty 
is in that single point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must inform the Senator 
from Missouri that the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being 
the bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the 
Union of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
the Senator from Missouri to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. VEST. I have very little tosay, not so much as to even ask for 
the extension of half a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wanted toemphasize this point, that the diffi- 
culty of this whole question comes in when you attempted to give to 
the people of the Territories what they should have, the right to cut 
timber for their own use, and at the same time to keep out these spec- 
ulating companies who have enriched themselves without any regard 
for the interests of the people and have put money into their own pockets 
and abused the orders of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the laws of Congress in their own interest and to the detriment of 
the public. 

It is very true that the Secretary of the Interior modified the order 
that was made by General Sparks, but it excited widespread indigna- 
tion. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
to the amendment so that he can talk directly to the point. This is 
not the case he is talking about. The amendment provides: 

That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used in the in- 
vestigation of any case or the prosecution of any person in the mining region 
of the United States for cutting, for mining or domestic purposes, dwarfed or 
scrubby timber unfit to be sawed or hewed into lumber of commercial value. 

Not used for railroads, but for mining and domestic purposes. Then 
the House this year have passed a very carefully prepared bill, and I 
was guided, although I did not have it before me at the time, by my 
recollection of the language they had used with reference to reserva- 
tions for mining. They had a proviso in the bill that passed the House. 
This is the House provision of this session: 

Provided, That itshall be lawful for the residents of either of the States of 
Colorado or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, 
Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, and Montana, to cut and remove timber on the public 
domain under existing law and the regulations thereunder for the period of six 
months after the passage of this act. 

Mr. BECK. Is that in the bill now ? 

Mr. STEWART. That is in the bill as it passed the House, and I 
will call the Senator’s attention to what they describe as timber. The 
description of timber would not make it unlawful to cut that kind of 
timber, any way. It has no reference to scrub timber, that can only be 
used for mining and domestic purposes. 

Mr. VEST. As tothat, I agree heartily with what the Senator from 
Nevada has said in regard to it. There ought to be no order, no law of 


There being no objection, the Senator 


Congress that prohibits people from using timber that is fit only for 
firewood, and there should be no order or law which interferes with the 
people in using such wood as is necessary for their purposes in building 
houses, and in mining, and for firewood; but the line ought to be drawn 
between that sort of use of timber upon the public domain and the 
speculative purposes which have obtained in some Territories, and per- 
sonally, within my knowledge, in the Territory of Montana. 


As a friend of mine once said to 


I hope the regular order will be laid aside to allow | 





Lumber was cut up there, not used in the Territory but sent out- 
| side, and enormous dividends were declared by these companies be- 
cause of the facilities for transportation they had by reason of their 
connection with the Northern Pacific Railway Company; and from the 
fact that they were not molested by the public servants at all they 
succeeded in carrying out vast quantities of lumber and selling it in 
other places. 

Mr. TELLER. I rise to suggest to the Senator from Missouri, who 
has just addressed the Senate, that in behalf of the Committee on Pub- 
| lie Lands this morning I reported a bill to meet the very case that he 
suggests, and I ask the attention of the Senate to it for I desire to call 
it up at avery early day. The senior Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] and myself have given it a good deal of attention, and 
while it is not satisfactory perhaps to either of us and perhaps will 
not be satisfactory to the Senate, it was the best we could evolve. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator state its general features? 

Mr. TELLER. Its general feature is that, under some regulation to 
be made by the Secretary of the Interior, licenses may be granted to 
cut timber on the public lands. We had in view the very suggestion 
| made by the Senator that the people should be allowed to cut for their 
| own use what timber they wanted. Then we had also in view the fact 
that there are regions of country where the land can not be bought, 
where the timber can not be brought into private ownership under any 
circumstances, and where people must live; and even where they can 
make title to their farms, having no timber on their land, the timber 
being in the mountains, there is no method by which they can get a 
title to the timber. To save all questions of this kind, we have at- 
tempted to evolve out of a good many suggestions that we had from 
various sources and in various bills a measure that we think will par- 
tially at least meet the case. If not, we can amend it from time to 
time. I only call the attention of the Senate to it so that Senators 
may look at it. 
| Mr. BECK. I am glad the Senator has reported such a bill. I 
| have seen men living on the great plains,where they had no timber, 
and there is no timber except in the mountains, which are almost in- 
| accessible and never can be located, of course, by homestead or pre- 
emption, and some man would put up a little sawmill at the mouth 
of a cafion and the farmers would haul their logs to him—that is al- 
| lowed I suppose under the bill; but every man can not erect a saw- 

mill. There should be some place, however, where they can be al- 
| lowed to have the timber that they cut from the mountains to use for 
their houses and fences and other things of that kind without being 
punished for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that we have put a provision in the bill 
that every settler may get permission upon the payment of a dollar, 
which is simply to pay the fee of the land office, to cut timber on cer- 
tain lands to be designated for his own use; and I reported the bill 
this morning. ‘Then, in addition to that, if a man desires to cut wood 
to furnish a town, for instance, he may take 40 acres, paying one dollar 
and a quarter for the Jand, and haul the timber into town and sell it. 

I have lived for twenty-seven years in a community where there was 
no possibility of making title to timber. Isaw many yearsago a pros- 
ecution of the very poorest men in the community for cutting timber 
| on the public lands, and when they were brought in the judge said to 
the prosecuting attorney: ‘‘ How can you prosecute these men? With 
what grace can I sit here and try these men for cutting timber when I 
know that for the school-house in this town, the church in the town, 
the court-house in which I sit, the timber has been cut off the public 
land? And can I punish these men for this, although it may be within 
the strict technical rules of the law?’’ Those men were almost all ot 
them men who had come out of the great war ruined in property, who 
left largely the State of Missouri and came to our community, and were 
poor and trying to make a living, and yet the Government had several 
hundred of them arrested. 

In 1882 it was discovered in the Interior Department that one pros- 
ecuting attorney had five hundred affidavits made on which he intended 
to arrest five hundred different people in one of the mining Territories— 
a mere matter of fees. He knew and everybody knew that the com- 
munity would be driven out if they could not cut timber. He knew 
that a community that was producing a large amount of buliion would 
be a desert so far as human habitation was concerned if they could not 
cut the timber. There is the inducement, the temptation for a public 
officer to make fees at the expense of the people. The then Secretary 
gave the law a construction that it has not borne in all time, either be- 
fore or since, and there was nofurtbertrouble. This trouble has arisen 
recently by a return to what I think isan erroneous construction of th: 
statute of 1878. 

I hope I may be able to call up in a day or two—and I propose to 
ask its consideration at the first opportunity after it is printed—the 
bill to which I have alluded, and I trust Senators will look at it, so 
that suggestions may be made if there is any error in it, as there may 
be, and that we may speedily pass the bill and send it to the other 
House, where it may yet pass and become a law, and relieve not only 
the people, but relieve the Department, because I do not believe the 
Department seeks to disturb the business or the interests of the peo- 
ple. The Department officers believe it isa duty put upon them by 

















statute, 
the law, and they send out these agents, and the door is open for the 


and therelore they are trying to enforce what they think is 


frauds in 
agents under any administration 
be under any that may ever come 
a large number of men some 
end do the most outrageous things. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from Colorado will bring 
yithin the next three or four days and that we shall act upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will bring it up as soon as it is printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrewaRrT] as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
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DISTRICT TAX SALES. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk. announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 


turn to the | 
sales and for notice 


in which 


requesting the President of the United States to re 
the bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the times f 
sales of property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes; 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate that the resolution 


just received from the House of Representat 3may be laid before the 
t . 


ouse 


or ol 


Senate. It is important that it go to the President before 3 o’clock to 
day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Iask the Senator to explain what is the matter 
about this business. 

Mr. HARRIS. House bill which has gone to the President 


Ina 
there is a mistake in a date. The House has sent this concurrent 
olution asking the President to return the billin order that the cor 
rect date may be incorporated. 


res- 





The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ifthere be no objection, the reso 
tion will be now considered. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE HovUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 27, 1888 
Resolved by the Hou the Senate concurring), That t Presid t of Un d 
States be requested to return to the House the bill (EH. R. 10060) pre ring the 
time for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for 


overdue taxes. 
The resolution was considered and concurred in. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted an amendment 
proposed by him to the fortification appropriation bill; whi 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TOLUS ON EXPORTED CANADA. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar], further caliing on the President for certain information, 
and ask that it may be placed with the resolution when it comes up 
to-morrow for the action of the Senate. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be received and 
printed. 


intended to be 


h was re- 


GOODS TO 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
August 27, 1888, approved and signed the following acts and joint res- 
olution: : 

\n act (S. 2116) to provide aid to State or Territorial homes for th« 
support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States; 

An act (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, 
Oregon; 

An act (S. 2106) granting 


( a pension to William Kelsey; 
An act (S. 2118) granting 

( 

( 


a pension to Richard H. Vrn Dorin; 

An S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude K. Lyford; 

An S. 1162) granting a pension to Susan E. Alger; 

An S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 

An 3219) to increase the pension of Keyes P. Cool; 

An 509) authorizing an increase of pensions in cases of deaf- 
ness; 

An act (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of 
the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 62) in recognition of the services of Joseph 
Francis. 


act (S. 
act (S. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; and 

A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd. 

JACKSON, MISS., MUNICIPAL ELECTION. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In pursuance of the notice which I gave on 
Friday last, I now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Calendar number 1922}, being the resolution reported from the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary in respect to the municipal election at Jack- | 


son, Miss. 
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became parts of the Constitution, in the 





i Dee é i aru ca 
order stated, on the following dates, namely, December 18, 1865; July 
21, I March 30, 1870 

It will be observed that spr » care was had, in the preparation and 
ad n of these amendme! that their due enforcement never should 
be obstructed by disputations concerning the power of Congress to leg- 

te in the prem uch contention had taken place all along the 
J of the nation’s progress in respect of the power of Congress to leg- 
islate on subjects not emb ed in express delegations or incontrovert 
ible implications o CY It was resolved that there should be no 
repetitions of these putations so far as the three great subjects e: 
braced in the amendments I have quoted might be concerne Riess 
the expres deleg l to Congt to enforce said amend 
ments by appropi Lion. 

l‘reedom, citizenship, and the right to vote, each for itself, possesses, 
by the most definite delegation of power to Congvess, the ai to de- 
mand protection against all assaults, and whenever Congress shall fail 
to make proper and effective response to this demand it will be recreant 
to the most solemn duty imposed on it by the Constitution, and how- 
ever much political parties may have differed in respect of the wisdom 
of the policy and purpose which placed those amendments in the Con- 


stitution, the fact remains that they are present parts of that instru 
ment to be respected and enforced. They are as supreme asany other 


provision of our national charter. They are above and beyond the field | 
of the contentions of political parties. When the States ratified them 
tire aes of obedience at once attached itself to every citizen. 


. President, it is a matter of history that the Democratic party of 


the United States opposed the adoption of those amendments. In Con- 
gress, in State Legislatures, in its conventions, in its press, by every 
means in its power that party resisted their adoption. But in spite of | 
all such opposition the will of the people and of the States prevailed, 


and freedom, citizenship, and the right to vote were no longer subject 
to the limitations of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, 
All that these great rights imply was embraced in the express and un- 
qualified text of the ¢ ‘onstitution, and no Senator or Representative in 
Con: or member of a State Legislature, or executive or judicial 
officer of the United States or of a State can enter upon the occupancy 


Tess, 


of his office until he shall first have taken an oath or affirmation to | 


support the Constitution in which these amendments are embedded 
and as supremely parts as any other of its provisions. 

ut here we are presented with a Democratic example of history re- 
peating itself. That party opposed the adoption of the amendments; 
and now that they are parts of the Constitution it objects to their en- 
forcement. But itis entitled to the credit of having served official 
notice that it would do so whenever and wherever it might have op- 
portunity so todo. It did this boldly and officially. It gave the coun- 


try full and explicit warning that when power might come to it it would | 


disregard the amendments I have quoted and exclude the colored citi- 
zens from participation in political affairs. This is not my mere asser- 
tion. Itis a historical fact, supported by official evidence, as I will 
now proceed to demonstrate. 

The Forty-second Congress appointed a joint select committee ‘‘ to 
inquire into the condition of affairs in the late insurrectionary States, 
so far a3 regards the execution of the laws, and the safety of the lives 
and property of the citizens of the United States.’ The committee 
made an exhaustive examination of thesubjects committed to it. The 
result was a report from the majority of the committee composed 
of the Republican members thereof, and one from the Democratic mem- 
bers dissenting from the conclusions of the majority. These reports 
were made in the House of Representatives on February 19, 1872 

The minority report was signed by Frank P. Blair, T. F. Bayard, 
JAMES B. Beck, P. Van Trump, A. M. Waddell, J. C. Robinson, and 
5 Houks, Democratic members of the committee. This report is 
very lengthy, and gives very definite expression of the Democratic views 
of the subjects and rights embraced in the amendments of the Consti- 
tution to which I have directed the attention of the Senate. And as 
an official declaration of Democratic purpose in respect of the obliga- 
tions imposed on the United States, the several States, and all officers 
and citizens by said amendments, I present a passage from the said mi- 
nority report. In commenting on the conditions existing in South Car- 
Olina, the views of the asinaciey are expressed in these words, namely: 

As we have st remarked, we do not propose to discuss at large the question 
of negro government in eens pages, but we feel that it would be a dereliction 
of duty ou our part if, after what we have witnessed in South Carolina, we did 
not admonish the American people that the present condition of things in the 
South can not last, It was an oft-quoted political apothegm, long prior to the 
war, that no government could exist “half slave and half free.” The para- 
phrase of that ee is equally true, that no government can long exist 
‘half black and half white.”” Ifthe Republican party, or its all-powerful lead- 
ers in the North, can not see this, if they are so absorbed in the idea of this 
newly-discovered political divinity in the negro that they can not comprehend 
its social repugnance or its political dangers, or knowing it have the wanton, 
wicked, and criminal purpose of disregarding its consequences, whether in the 
present or in the future, and the great mass of American white citizens should 
still be so mad as to sustain them in their heedless career of forcing negro su- 
premacy over white men, why, then “farewell, a long farewell” to constitu 
tional liberty on this continent and the glorious for m of government bequeathed 


to us by our fathers. 
The mind of every thinking man is troubled about our future. He knows 
Ina 


that a conflict of races must be the inevitable result of such a policy. 


struggle for the political power of the State this conflict is already as cleariy | 
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marked as white is from black, The line of separation between pa t 

| to-day is not only one of color and distinctive races, naked and unbro 

| but it isa question of supremacy, of exclusive tenure to offi of ul ! to 
govern, anda separation of representation from taxation. Such ar 1honhia 1 
state of affairs as one race ruling another has never existed in any f iof go. 
ernment, republican or monarchical, except by force and coerciot i 
be neither sympathy nor harmony in any polity where such antagoni 
tempted to be overcome by law. God's law is higher than man’s Man’s 
puny statutes can not ee or nullify the immutable ordinances of t} A}. 
mighty. Those whom God } sepa ntogether. Th an 
be partition of power, nor are kerecise of poweramong such 
discordant bodies of men. One or th st have all or none, 

It is the very acme of fol] woe fa icism to suppose, in this day of enlig! 
eniment and its consequent pride of feeling among the su r that there 
can be a reproduction of the ancient fable of tyingthe living and the dead to 
gether without causing the death of both. Who would have dreamed fiftee 
years ago, what highest and 1 tia eeing intellect nong tl gz tmen who 
est hed this Government upon the basis of homogeneity of race and color 
could have imagined thé 1 the first century of its « snee African freedmen, 
of the lowest type of ignoran and brutal v iid rule a sovereign State of 
the Union and be the arbiters of the rights and property of a race who have 
ruled the destinies of nations ever since government was known among men ? 
Such a state of things may last as long as the pariy shall last which had the 
power and audacity to inaugur: it, and no lo But when that party shall 
go down, as go down it will at sometime not lon ” n the future. that will be the 
end of the political power of the negro among white men on this continent. 


Mr. ident, it does not require the aid of a forced construction to 
the lines of this official Democratic declaration of doctrine and 
purpose a denial of every right guarantied to the colored citizens of the 
United States by the terms of the three amendments to the Constitu- 
tion that I have presented to theattention of the Senate. Those amend- 
ments were all in force when this official utterance was placed upon 
the records of the nation and given to the world. They were 
preme then as were any other articles or sections of the Constitution. 
But the official report from which I have quoted denied their supreme 
character, and it appealed to God and His higher law in justification of 
the denial. It didall that I have stated, and did it not byimplication, 
| but in express terms. And that we gather their full force and 
realize how emphatic they are, I here separate a few sentences from 
the body of the quotation I have made, but preserve their consecutive 
connection with each other. They are as follows, namely: 
s law is higher than man’s law. Man’s puny statutes can not repeal or 
nullify the immutable ordinances of the Almighty. Those whom God has sepa- 
rated let no man ther. There can beno permanent partition of power 
among h discordant bodies ofmen. One or the other must haveall or none. 


What does this mean? It does not seem to be in accord with that 


as su- 


may 





join toge 


suc 


| soulful proclamation of the Declaration of Independence which said to 


the world: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, that among 
these are life, liberty, and the pursuits of happiness; that tosecure these rights 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from ‘the 
consent of the governed. 

This is the doctrine on which our Republic and its institutions were 
founded, and it is the doctrine of the constitutional amendments. Let 
it be observed by all of our people, and the color line in our politics 
will be obliterated. This would assure peace and contentment through- 
out all the borders of all of the States. It would lead to an era of 
good feeling between the races which would put an end to the barbar- 
ities that have so long been practiced in some of the Southern States 

t would do more to upbuild the industries and develop the resources 
of those States than can be done by color-line, race-hating politicians 
in centuries of time by following the lines of political action on which 


they now move. Such results would delight the people of the North- 
ern States. They have not been nursing hate towards the people of 
} 4 

the South. 


Chey have been mourning over the follies that have pre or in that 
section. ‘They would rejoice, as no people ever have rejoiced, if that 
good feeling whic h alone comes from an observance of justice in the 
affairs of governments and the relations of men could replace the 
wretched conditions that obtain in some sections of the South. Nor 
would this spring from mere motives of selfish desire. Nosuch miser- 
able forces as these nerved them to the sacrifices which they made in 
their determined struggle to subdue armed rebellion, preserve the 
Union, and perpetuate our free institutions. They fought to efiect 
the purpose so tersely declared by the founders of our Government in 
the preamble of the Constitution, wherein it is written: 

We, the people of the United States, 





of 


in order to form a more perfect Union, 


establish justice, insure domestic tranquillily, provide for the common dei ense, 
promote the general welfare, and seeure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of 


America. 

For these purposes, the purposes of the Constitution, they fought 
and it was to make these more securethat the amendments were piace« 
in the charter of the Republic. They won the fight and saved the lii 
of the nation. They had been sorely tried, but they endured all a 
triumphed. And when they returned to their homes from the fields 
of triumph where their victories had been won, not for themselves 
alone, but for the nation, they carried no hate in their hearts, nor is it 
in their hearts now. But they had memories, and these they took bac! 
to those homes, and there they abide to-day. The facts, the incidents, 
the sacrifices, the transactions, the mediate and immediate results ot 
that great struggle went with them from those fields to those homes 
and have been livi ing recollections through all the years that have passed 
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since peace supplanted war. They remember how 
took high resolve that what had been saved in t 

flict of arms should not again be endangered, 
was written in the Constitution in the text of 





an S 
They wanted no repetitions of the great trials and sore experiences 
of the years they had devoted to the conqueri armed rebellion. 
They wanted no grounds left on which disputations could ever again 
plant themselves in contentions in respect of the status of the colored 
citizens of the Republic. They remember that for re nt 
stitution was amended, and that this great v ot the offspr 
of hate, but the child of justice, and with tl ) 1 tions active 


their minds they are determened that justice shall nm 
in this Republic. They make no new exa 
impose duties and obligations on others that 


assume and discharge themselves. Obedien 








the laws is what they practice and demand i » mo 
mentous questions involved in the strife that its 
to which I have directed the attention of the Senate, and when the; 
are told, by sucl icial utte I have quoted, t , in ) 
of the equality of rights guarantied by said amend its— 





so long as the party shall last which had t 





Such a state of things may 














power and audacity to inaugut and no lon But whenever art 
shal » down, as go down it will ome time long in the futu that 
be the end of the political power of the negro among white men on this conti- 
nent 
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Their reply 18 rea ly in the ial lage ol the VUonstitution, wh l 
says 

Th's Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made in 
purs:iance thereof, and all treaties m : or which shall be ler the au 
thority of the United States, shall be thessupreme law of the and 
iudges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the consti on or 
laws of any State to the contrary n hstanding 

Mr. President, this answer is conclusive, but it is not new It i 


one of the original provisions of the Constitution. Withoutit the Con 
stitution would have been an unreliable contrivance with which to con- 
duct the affairs and enforce the powers of this nation. It stood by th 
side of the Democratic members of the joint select committee of Con- 
gress when they placed on the records of the nation the minority re- 
port from which I have quoted. With them stood the entire 
Constitution, including the amendments to which I have referred. It 
was in that presence that it was written in said report in respect of the 


colored citizens of this Republic that 








There can be » permanent partition of power, nor any it exer- 


cise of power, among such discordant bodies of men or the other must have 
all or none, 

Did the authors of that decl ion expect to induce the people of 
this country to strike from the Constitution the grand amendments 
which they had but just ingrafted on it, guarantying equal rights? 
No such expectation was then expressed, nor would any political party 
dare to go to the country on a definite proposition to repeal those amend- 
ments now. What, then, was the office of that report? Its declara- 
tions were positive. | 
direct. Its invocation of the higher law was definite. This latter ele- 
ment must have seemed like an obtruder to those formulators of Dem- 
ocratie faith, in view of their then but recent denunciations of it when 
suggested by one not of their political creed. But it is there in com- 
pany with the other remarkable things grouped together in that report. 
Taken altogether it is a strange chapterin our recent political history. 
But it must have had some purpose underlying it. 

As we look back over the years that have come and gone since 1872, 
when that report was written, we can read in the events that have 
transpired in some of the Southern States its true character, and when 
tried by this test it seems to be resolved into a kind of chart of political 








Its propositions were explicit. 
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action. The unlawful, not to say barbarous, practices to which the | 


colored voters in certain States and sections of the South have been 
subjected seem to have moved quite closely along the lines indicated 
on that chart. The movements have all tended in one direction. 
They all converge to the common point of exclusive possession of all 
political power, and at which there will be— 





An end of the political power of the negro among white men on this conti- 
neni 
It is not my purpose to enter upon a review of the points that | 

been disclosed in the several investigations that have been had in re- 
spect of the unlawful means resorted to in various parts of the South 
for the suppression of the votes of colored citizens. The testi 
taken by the several Congressional committees charged with t 
of making such investigations, and the reports which they have sub- 
mitied to their respective Houses, disclose a condition of affairs shock- 
ing in all of its aspects, violative of the common humanities, and a re- 
proach to a country that boasts of the superior character of its free in- 
stitutions. In the records presented all manner of crimes appear, from 
personal intimidations to murders most foul. I take no pleasure in 
treating of these most shameful events. I most heartily wish that 


none of them had ever happened; and I devoutly hope that there may | 


never be repetitions of them. 


But I greatly fear that like occurrences will again transpire unless | 


the law-abiding people of this nation shall set themselves so resolutely 
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The vote on this resolution was the same as on the others—23 yeas, 
all Republicans; 17 nays, all Democrats. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





This record is in perfect harmony with the action of the Democratic | 


party in respec 
severally intro 
of the States, as required by the Constitution. 
both Houses 
States, 
eral States. The amendments are parts of the Constitution in spite of 
the determined opposition of the Democratic party, and the record it 
has made in respect of them shows that it is now as much opposed to 
their enforcement as it was to their adoption by Congress and ratifica- 
tion by the States. ‘These are facts which the people of this country 
can not afford to ignore. They are as much a partof the present Pres- 
idential contest as are any other facts and issues that will be considered 
during the current political canvass and be passed on at the polls in 
November next. 


That party opposed in 
of Congress the submission of the amendments to the 


The Democratic party is not loyal to the Constitution as the States | 


have made it. ‘This fact can not be excluded from the political con- 
tentions of this year. 
Kepublic entitled to vote. It is a minority Administration. 
been permitted to exercise their constitutional right in that respect, 
and their votes had been legally counted, the present Administration 
would not be directing the affairs of this nation. It can not be con- 
tinued into another term except by a repetition of the violations of the 
constitutional rights of citizens that were practiced in 1884. If con- 
tinued atall it will beas the representative of the minority of the voters 
of the country. Weclaim to be a government in which the will of 
the majority rules. This is the theory of our system of government, 
but the practice is quite the opposite. Shall this continue? This 
question must be answered at the polls in November. 
vital issues of the present national contest. Shall this work of ex- 
cluding the colored voters of this country from all participation in po- 
litical affairs and interests go on until we reach “the end of the po- 
litical power of the negro among white men on this continent?’’ This 
is the end to which the Democratic party is working. 

Mr. President, when on Thursday last 1 yielded the floor to the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] that he might make the motion to ad- 


journ, | was discussing the action of the Democratic party in respect of | 


the adoption and enforcement of the amendments of the Constitution. 
I had arrived at the point in my observations having relation to the re- 


sults that may be imposed on our country and its institutions if the | 


people shall fail to properly consider and correctly resolve the question 
[| had been discussing. I remarked that it was one of the vital issues 


involved in the present political activities which will assemble the | 
voters of this nation at the polls in November next, and I can but | 


assert my belief that if the Democratic party shall win success at the 


polls in the election then to transpire it will de more in the fature | 


than it has in the past in respect of the non-enforcement of the ,con- 
stitutional amendments. 

Its suceess at that election will, in all probability, put it in posses- 
sion of majorities in both Houses of Congress. 


the executive department of the Government. It will, in all reason- 


able probability, in one way or another, obtain a majority of the mem- | 
With these 


bers of the Supreme Court within the next four years. 


The present national Administration does not | 
hold its tenure of office by authority of a majority of the citizens of this 

Had all | 
of the legal voters of the several States who desired to vote in 1884 | 


It is one of the | 


It will be in control of 


t of the amendments referred to from the time they were | 
luced into Congress until finally ratified by three-fourths | 
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is almost certain in cases involving political considerations to lead to 
jurisdictional usurpation. Often it happens that the personal convic- 
tion is surrendered to the established policy of the political party to 
which a judge or other public officer may belong. The Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morcan], in his remarks on the fisheries treaty deliv- 


| ered in this Chamber on the 14th instant, gave expression to a very 


and it opposed their ratification in the Legislatures of the sev- | 





noble sentiment in these words, namely: 


I believe, what I fear many do not believe, that this Government was born in 
a revolution that was organized in the world eighteen hundred and eighty- 


| eight years ago, and I believe the King that gave to us our liberties Himself 


sacrificed to the children of men His imperial power when He was surrounded 
by legions of angels for the purpose of establishing His authority among men 
as He chose, in either His temporal authority or His spiritual authority. I be- 
lieve that revolution is the foundation of the system that we are practicing in 
the United States, and that it was the first declavation that was ever made by 


| supreme authority of the right of a human being to participate in his own govy- 
| ernment and of his responsibility to human as well as divine authority for his 


conduct in that particular. I believe that there is laid upon our shoulders in 
this country by divine command, not the divine right of kings to rule and the 
duty of obedience to the possessor of a strain of blood that may come down to 
us through certain veins or certain loins, but the divinity of manhood with 
which we should be clothed and which we have put in force and are to continue 
to act out through the most successful examples that have ever been set to man- 
kind in all the annals of government. 

That divinity is the right of a human being to participate in his own govern- 
ment and his responsibility to God and to man also for his politicaleonduct. I 
believe a sin against the Government of the United States, wilfully perpetrated 
by an American citizen who is conscious of the wrong at the time he does it, is 
a very high moral offense. I believe that the Constitution of the United States, 
as it is and as it will be after we have amended it bettertoconform to our future 
experience, places us under a moral! obligation which is almost the coequal of 


| any that could be mentioned in respect of any duty that is to reach away into 


' 





conditions established, what shall stay that overthrow of the amend- | 
ments so much desired by the ‘‘solid South,’’? which constitutes the | 


dominant wing and force of the Democratic party? And here itis well 
to bear in mind that one of the Senators who cast one of the Demo- 
cratic votes in this body against the resolutions I have quoted, pro- 
nouncing the validity of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments of the Constitution, and declaring for their proper enforce- 
ment, is now a Justice of the Sapreme Court of the United States. Let 
this he a warning to the people of this country against allowing the 
result of the approaching Presidential election to make probable the 
presence in that court of a majority of its members whose opinions in re- 
spect of said amendments shall concur with that held by the justice 
to whom I refer. 

Mr. President, I do not suggest this warning because I believe that 
the Supreme Court may constitutionally assume jurisdiction of the po- 
litical question presented by the contention relative to the validity of 
those amendments, for I do not so believe. But courts have done just 
what I suggest as one of the dangers involved in our present political 
contest, Some of them have assumed and exercised the political juris- 
diction about which Iam speaking. They have ignored the fact that 
under our system of government political questions committed to the 
political department of Government for action or solution when once 
by it determined excluded the intermeddling of the other departments. 
Such cases may repeat themselves. 

The personal views of members of the courts as to what our system 
ought to be in this respect may successfully assert themselves in oppo- 
sition to the adjustment made by the Constitution. Add to the force 


of personal views the pressure which the exigencies, real or supposed, 
of a political party may evolve, and a danger is at once present which 


| 


the depths of an unknown futurity. I have that sort of reverence for this Goy- 
ernment and for this Constitution which inspires me with the belief that when 
I serve, when I obey, and when I honor it, lam obedient atleast to that extent 
to the divine authority that rules amongst nations and also amongst men. 

If the doctrine here expressed were dutifully obeyed throughout all 
of the States where slavery once obtained, this country would be rid 
of the most troublesome questions and threatening contentions which 
now disturb its political conditions; but it is not treated with a de- 
cent respect in those States. The Senator from Alabama can find but 
few, if any, members of his party in those States to agree with him 
in respect of the divine right to which he referred, and in his declara- 
tion that— 

That divinity is the right of a human being to participate in his own govern- 
ment and his responsibility to God and to man also for his political conduct. 

I have great personal regard for that Senator, and can but express my 
regret that he is a victim to the unrelenting pressure which his party 
brings to bear in opposition to the noble sentiment that he uttered; and 
the pressure is so great upon him that his case is an apt illustration of 
the statement I have made relative to the danger which will confront 
this country in the matter of the usurpation of political jurisdiction by 
the Supreme Court should success attend the Democratic party at the 
polls in November and putit in possession of the possibility of securing 
a majority of its partisans in that tribunal. With hisclearly expressed 
conviction of the divine right of man to participate in his own govern- 
ment that Senator‘thas demonstrated that he can not withstand the 
pressure of his party when it demands that he shall follow it rather 
than his own personal opinions; for on the 5th of February, 1879, he 
recorded his vote in opposition to the resolution of this body affirming 
the validity of the constitutional amendment which declares that no 


| citizen shall be deprived of the right to vote because of race, color, or 


previous condition of servitude. 

He went down under the force of party pressure; and if this could 
happen in his case, what may we not expect of a partisan judge con- 
cerning the same question, should it by any means whatsoever be pre- 
sented to him for determination? The State which he in part repre- 
sents in this body is earnestly enlisted in the manufacture and prac- 
tical application of this partisan pressure. This appears in the elec- 
tions held in that State. In 1886 the total number of votes cast in the 
eight districts of Alabama for candidates for Representatives in Con- 
gress was 86,654, being an average for each district of 10,831. The 
First district cast the smallest number of votes, 4,236 being the total. 
The Fourth district cast the greatest number, the total being 20,958, 
Now, let me compare this with the result in Iowa at the same election. 
Iowa has eleven Congressional districts. ‘The total number of votes 
cast in these districts for Representatives in Congress at the election of 
1884 was 337,431, making an average for each district of 33,742. The 
lowest number cast in an Iowa district was 26,277. This was in the 
Eleventh district, which embraces the most sparsely settled portion of 
the State. But it will be observed that the number of votes cast in 
this minimum district of Iowa is 22,041 greater than was returned for 
the First district of Alabama. 

But, Mr. President, this is a better showing than some of the other 
States of the Sonth present. If we turn to the case of the State of 
Georgia we find that at the Congressional election of 1884 there were 
cast in her ten districts for a corresponding number of Representatives 
in Congress a total of 27,580 votes, being an average ot 2,758. The 
highest vote cast in any one of the ten Georgia districts was 6,680. 
The lowest total vote cast in any one of the eleven Iowa districts was, 
as I have already stated, 26,277, or 23,519 more than the highest num- 
ber cast in any one of the Georgia districts. 

The total number of votes cast in the seven Congressional districts 
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of the State of Mississippi, at the election in 1886 for Representatives 
in Congress, was 45,354, making an average to each district of 6,436. 
The highest number of votes cast in any one of those seven districts 
was 12,117, or 14,160 less than were cast in the minimum Iowa dis- 
trict. 

South Carolina has seven Representatives in Congress, and of course 
has a corresponding number ofCongressional districts. At the election 
in 1886 there were cast in her seven districts a total of 39,072 votes for 
Representatives in Congress, or an average of about 5,585 to the dis- 
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trict. ‘The greatest number of votes cast in any one of these districts | 


was 12,444, or 13,833 less than the lowest total of any Iowa district. 
The four States of Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, and South Carolina 
have thirty-two member of the House of Representatives. Now let us 
look at the results of the methods of the Democratic party in these 
four States from another standpoint, keeping in view that the oflicially 
. »~ r > 
declared purpose is to effect— 
The end of the political power of the negro among white m on this con- 
tinent. 


The grand total of the votes cast at the Congressional election in 





1886 in the thirty-two districts of the four States mentioned was 19s,- | 


660, or 138,771 less than were cast in the eleven districts in the State 
of lowa at the same election. The average number of votes cast for 
ach of the thirty-two members of Congress in the four Southern Dem- 
ocratic States was about 6,189, while the average for each of the eleven 
members from the one Northern Republican State was 33,742. And 
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right at this point let us remember that corresponding results are likely | 


to occur at the national election next November, both in respect of the 
selection of members of the Fifty-first Congressand Presidential electors, 
except that in regard to the latter the number will be forty instead of 


thirty-two, owing to the fact that the number of Presidential electors | 


to which these States are entitled equals the total representation of each 
in both Houses of Congress. Hence, if the vote cast in November next 
shall correspond with that stated for 1886, the average number which 
each Presidential elector in the four Democratic States will represent 
will be about 4,966 against 35,742 in the Republican State of Iowa, 
and the result in all of the other Northern States will be practically the 
same. 

Mr. President, are not these facts and figures worthy of serious con- 
sideration by the American people? If the conditions of political af- 
fairs which they represent are to continue, what will become of that 
equality of the States in respect of which there has been from time to 
time so much fervid eloquence expended by Democratic orators in this 


country? Have they lost all regard for the equality of the States in 


chances of party success? If so, it is quite time for the American 
people to take into serious account all of the facts and possibilities in- 
volved in the political canvass now in progress in this country. Not 
to do so will be criminal neglect of the highest duty of citizenship. If 
present practices and conditions are to continue, how long will it take 
to permanently establish the rule of the minority in this Republic? 
We have it now in the executive department of the Government and 
in the representation of the States in that branch of Congress whose 
majority is the result of the facts to which I have called attention. 

If this is to continue through another four years of minority control, 





which were that there had been a total suppression of the v 
colored voters of Jackson, and that the United States of 





nated in the resolution directing the investigation had participat \ 
the methods used in such suppression. A minority of the « 
| dissented and presented its views to the Senate in writing This dis 
sent has also been printed by order of Senate 

Not only did the committee arrive at the conclusion which I have 
stated, but it became impressed with the belief 1 there rely 
| been a case of interference with the right of voters to vote \ ch had 
less justification than the one in question. It doubtful if there is 


during which the membership of the Supreme Court may, by the course of | 


nature or by legislation, be so changed as to plate it on the side of this | 


drift towards a revolution in our system of government, how will the 
nation ever recover its lostground? A majority ofthe present members 
of this body will have no difficulty in recalling an incident that occured 
in this Chamber when, during the second session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, one of the present justices of the Supreme Court, then a mem- 
ber with us here, declared with great vehemence: 


No man shall in my presence call Jefferson Davis a traitor without my respond- 
ing with a stern and emphatic denial. 


Who can say that the sentiment of this utterance may not, at some 
time, be found incased in a decision of the tribunal of which its author is 
now a member if the present quiet but resolute revolution of our system 
of government shall go on until the minority shall be in full possession 
of all of its departments and the court shall bave usurped political juris- 
diction ? 

The Constitution says that— 

Treason against the United States shall consist in levying war against them, 
or in adhering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

If Jefferson Davis did not place himself within this definition of 
treason, then no man ever did or ever can; and it is not pleasant to 
contemplate the fact that the time may come when a majority of the 
Supreme Court of the United States may hold to the view of one of its 
present members in respect of the crime of treason; and if the time 
shall ever come when a majority of that court may be of the opinion 
indicated, and its declaration can be of service in such an exigency as 
was forced on this nation in 1861, we may be now assured that it will 
be made. This isa possibility not more unlikely to transpire than 
was that other one which greeted the inauguration of President Lincoln 
with an actually existing state of war. 

Mr. President, it will not dispose of the facts and suggestions I have 
presented to say that they are out of place and have no relation to the 


another city or town in Mississippi that can make as good a showing of 
desirable results of municipal government as were realized by the city 
of Jackson from January, 1874, when J \ firs 
mayor, down to January, 1888, when he was defeated at the election 
which has beeninvestigated. During the fourteen consecutive years here 





in McGill was first elected its 


indicated he exercised the powers and performed the duties pertaining 
to the office of mayor of the city of Jackson in a very eflicient manner. 


The affirmative beneficial results of his administration of the affairs of 


the city are sufficient to explain his long continuance in office. Heen- 


| tere d upon the administration of the city government in January, 1874. 
the Union? Have they subordinated everything of this kind to the | ] 


At that time the city was in bad financial condition in all respects. It 
was in debt to the amount of $50,000 on accouat of municipal expend- 
itures. The credit of the city was at ruinous discount, its treasury 
warrants rating at about 30 per cent. below par. Its tax rate was 22} 
mills on the dollar of valuation. 

The streets were unlighted notwithstanding there were gas-works in 
the city. The streets were in bad condition, no grading had been done 
on them, and sidewalks were almost unknown in the city. In about 








every other respect the city was in bad condition. All of this was 
changed during the fourteen years of Mayor McGill’s administration 
The debt of the city was all paid off. The streets were lighted with 


gas, and several of them graded and graveled. Sid ilks appeared 
throughoutthecity. Needed bridges, other than the over the Pear! 
River, were built. The city credit was restored to par, and the t 
rate was reduced to 10 mills on the dollar of valuation. In every 
respect the city improved. 
During these fourteen years the right of each voter in the cit 
1) 


lg 
1 


A 


cast his ballot was unobstructed. he colored and white voters \ 

| about equal in number. There was no division on the color line. So 
well satisfied was a pronounced majority of the voters of Jackson with 
the progress of the city and the conduct of its affairs that no 
opposition could be organized against the man who had been so effi- 


| bashed in the presence of the most orderly communit 
| ocrats in the State of Mis 


cient in the management of the interests of the city For seven 
cessive terms of two years each John McGill had been elected may 
There was no race conflict between the white and colored voters 
Jackson induced thereby. On the contrary, most amicable relations 
existed between the two races. This is clearly established by the 
testimony taken by the committee. No one will contend that this 
nottrue. It is established by the sworn testimony of Republi 
and Democrats who appeared before the committee. 

The record made by the colored voters of Jackson during the four- 
teen years that John McGill was mayor of that city can stand una- 
y of white Dem- 
sippi. Indeed, so good was this record 
that the Democrats of Jackson despaired of ability to successfully at- 
tack it by the lawful methods of a peacefulelection. But they watched 
and waited for opportunity to assert in the city of Jackson the offi- 
cially disclosed Democratic doctrine that the colored race shall exer- 
cise no political power on this continent. It was a tedious process 
and it was severely trying to the political patience of the Democrats 
of Jackson. The colored voters would be orderly citizens, would obey 
the law, would attend to their own affairs, would refrain from giving 





cause of offense to the impatient, hot-blooded Democrats of the city, 
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would persevere in a 
worthy to po 38 the right to vote. ° 

T} it ird on t yeomocrats of Jackson. They could not afford 
to It this right of the orderly, law-abiding, and peace colored 
citi of Jackson without some pretext behind which to hide the real 
purp Che testimony taken by the committee proves beyond doubt 
the excellent character and conduct of the great mass of the colored 
citizens of Jackson. Indeed, there is a significant agreement between 
the report of the committee and the views of the dissenting minority, 


bmitted in writing to the Senate in this report. 
‘The report of the committee states that 


Nothing appears in the record of the testimony taken by this committee tend- 
ing to show that the colored citizens of Jackson were not as observant of law, 
as devoted to good or as peacefully inclined, as circumspect in conduct as 
we white citizens 

This statement is not controverted by the minority of the committee. 


Indeed, it is emphasized by the views of the minority submitted to the 
Senate, and from which I make the following quotation, namely: 


There had been, even away back into the era of slavery, the kindest feeling 
betwcen the tworaces in Jackson (see Spellman’s testimony). The mass of both | 
races, a8 stated by Mayor McGill, were of the best and most orderly of all peo- 
ple. ‘The whites, though about equal in numbers to the blacks, bad for four- 
teen years acquiesced in a government based mainly on negro suffrage. 
Though there were discontent and complaints, yet there was no organized op- 
position. Mayor McGill was proceeding with certainty to his eighth term as 
mayor of the city with the acquiescence of the great body of whites and with 
the nctive support of many who were not Republicans. 

This is not a plea of confession and avoidance by the minority. It 


is a confession of the truth of the entire case as presented in the report 
of the committee in respect of the administration of the municipal af- 
fairs of the city of Jackson during the fourteen years ot the occupancy 
of the mayoralty of John McGill, and of the conservative, law-abiding, 
and peaceful character of the colored citizens of the city. No excuse 
could be found in these respects upon which to organize an opposition 
to tlie re-election of McGill to another term as mayor. He was, as the 
minority of the committee admits— 

Proceeding with certainty to his eighth term as mayor of the city with the 
acquiescence of the great body of whites, and with the active support of many 
who were not Republicans, 

It, would be a very severe reflection on the character of the citizens 
of Jackson, both white and colored, for any one to say that this con- 
dition of acquiescence was the result of bad government and corrupt 
prac tices. 
by the committee and reported to the Senate establishes, and even the 
minority of the committee admits in respect of McGill that— 

It was known to be diffienlt tobeat McGill. His financial administration had 
been reasonably satisfactory. He was clever and popular; had been to a great 
extent non-partisan in his administration. 

It was not for objections to the character of the municipal govern- 
ment as conducted by McGill, nor yet to that of the mayor himself, 
that the Democrats of Jackson were waiting and watching. ‘‘ He was 
cleverand popular.’’ His government could not be successfully assailed. 
Something far different from these features of the case must be found. 
The task seemed hopeless; even the colored citizens of Jackson would 
not give cause or excuse to the restless spirits of the local Democratic 
leaders to raise the race issue. These colored citizens would insist on 
s0 conducting themselves that even the minority of the committee felt 
itself compelled to concede that they were ‘‘of the best and most or- 
derly of all people.’’ This was a disheartening state of affairs for the 
Jackson Democrats, who wanted to redeem their city from Republican 
rule 

Butan exemplification of that much quoted saying that “‘itis the un- 
expected that happens’’ came to theirrelief. Christmas eve of 1887 trans- 
pired. It brought the opportunity to draw the color line, and it came 
aboutin this way: Anumher of young white menof Jackson sodeported 
themselves on that particular Christmas eve as to bring about a con- 
flict between some of their own number and acolored man. The white 
men were the aggressors. The result was that a young white man 
named MecWillie Mitchell and a colored man called Bob Whitesides 
were killed. Concerning this happening the report of the committee 
makes the following statement, namely: 

The excitement which followed the unfortunate events of Christmas eve was 
seized — and turned to political account. MceWillie Mitchell had been killed 
by a colored man known as Bob Whitesides, and the latter was kifed by a 
white man, It is not pretended that the colored citizens of Jackson were any 
more to blame for the killing of Mitchell than were the white citizens for the 
death of Whitesides. Very few membersof eitherrace were in any way involved 
in the unfortunate transaction, and none of either race, so far as the testimony 
shows, gave it approval. None of the actors in the merry-making of that 
Christmas eve anticipated the results that transpired. Mayor McGill, in his 
testimony before the committee, said: 

‘Christmas eve and Christmas day with us is the day above all others of good 
feeling and rejoicing, and, among some, carousing and a good deal of disorder, 
more so than any other day in the year. Itis observed more than any other 
holiday. Everybody stops work and everybody has a good time that is able to 
have it. Everybody has the best time they can, and people who are in the 
habit of drinking, if they drink at all, will drink on Christmas or Christmas 
eve night. We always have more disorder on Christmas eve night than any 
other night in the year. I know from fourteen years’ experience that I always 
dreaded Christmas eve night and Christmas day following (p. 105).”’ 

From such conditions come the acts that led on to the killing of the two men. 

MeWillie Mitehel was a young man greatly liked by his associates. His 


death caused great excitement amongst the young white men of Jackson. 
They at once took steps to organize the White League. as hereinbefore stated. 


That the facts are all the other way the testimony taken | 
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Quickly followed the political movement of the Democrats of Jackson, which 
] d candidates for mayor and aldermen in the field, and the appointment of 
the committee of one hundred. The guiding actors in the movement seem to 
have concluded that the existing excitement could be intensified to such a de- 
ee as to afford the opportunity by a suppression of the colored vote of reliev- 
themselves of what they denominated “a just reproach upon them for so 





g suffer ng a Republican administration in the capital city of a Democratic 
State. 

In this affair the Democrats of Jackson saw their opportunity. The 
testimony taken by the committee shows how thoroughly it was 


It was turned to partisan account. On Tuesday night, De- 


| cember 27, the Young Men’s White League adopted a series of resolu- 





} 


| tions, 


amongst which was the following 


g, namely: 

Driven by no sudden passion or blind impulse, but actuated by a firm and de- 
liberate sense of the duty we owe to ourselves and to our race, we hereby warn 
the negroes that if any one of their race attempts to run for oflice in the ap- 
proaching municipal election he does so at his supremest peril; and we further 
warn any and all negroes of this city against attempting, at their utmost hazard, 
by vote or influence to foist on us again this black and damnable machine mis- 
called a government of our city. 


This was a definite and emphatic declaration of the establishment of 
the color.line, and it was adhered to and practiced on to the extent of 
the suppression of the colored men’s vote in the city of Jackson. This 
is the rugged part that can not be put out of the way by the special 





| pleading and specious argument contained in the views of the minority 


of the committee. 

On the same night that the resolution I have quoted was adopted by 
the White League the Democrats of Jackson held a convention and pre- 
sented their case in a preamble and resolutions, which were published 
in the newspaper organ of their movement, as follows, namely: 
Democratic white line resolutions, adopted by the Democratic convention at 

Jackson, Tuesday night, December 27, 1887. 

Mr. Chairman, your committee on resolutions ask to present the following: 

Whereas the Democracy of this city, recognizing the just reproach upon them 
for so long suffering a Republican administration in the capital city of a Demo- 
cratic State, and having determined to no longer submit thereto: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the Democrats of the city of Jackson, in mass mecting assembled, 
That we to-night nominate candidates for mayor and aldermen, and hereby 
avow our purpose to elect them. 

Resolved, That, in general terms, we assert that the present city government 
has been inefficient, unsatisfactory, and objectionable ; and especially has its 
police department been inefficient in the protection of both life and property, 
and we refer to the occurrence of the past few days in proof thereof. 

Resolved, That the chairman of this meeting appoint a committee of one hun- 
dred to see that the ticket is elected. 

Resolved, That all citizens of Jackson, without regard to past political affilia- 
tions, are invited to co-operate in the election of the candidates nominated by 
this meeting. 

R. E. WILSON, 
SAM’L LIVINGSTON, 
D. P. PORTER, 
JOHN T. TAPLEY, 
THOS. P. BARR, 
FRANK JOHNSON, 
L. BRAME, 
Commitlee, 

It will be observed that the editor of this Democratic organ under- 
stood that his party was moving on the white line just as was the White 
League. It will be further observed that the preamble and resolution 
were the deliberate work of a committee that had been appointed to 
perform that particular work, and in order to place its authenticity be- 
yond all doubt the several members of the committee signed their 
names to the report, two of them, Wilson and Livingston, being two of 
the United States officers mentioned in the resolution of the Senate 
directing the investigation in this case to be made. In the preamble 
we find the reason stated for the movement in which the Democrats of 
Jackson were then embarked. What was that reason? I repeat it 
here just as that Democratic convention expressed it and published 
it to the world. It was as follows, namely: 


Whereas the Democracy of this city, recognizing the just reproach upon them 
for so long suffering a Republican administration in the capital city of a Demo- 
cratic State, and having determined no longer to submit thereto: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc. 

Such is the high, public, political, and moral ground on which the 
Democratic party of Jackson planted itself! There is no denial that 
was the reason given by the organized Democracy of that city for the 
movement in which it was engaged. There is no pretense that it did 
not state the exact truth ofthe matter. Nor can it be denied that the 
purpose avowed would have been a dismal failure had it not been for 
the result induced by the co-operation of the White League and the 
Committee of One Hundred, which was the suppression of the votes of 
the colored citizens of Jackson. Now, let the men who put forward 
that reason as a justification for their action stand by their own work; 
and if they do they will not extend a vote of thanks to the minority of 
the Committee on the Judiciary for its endeavor to formulate a differ- 
ent case for them from that which they deliberately made for them- 
selves. 

The work of the White League and the committee of one hundred 
produced the desired result. The colored voters had registered with 
intent to vote at the approaching municipal election. There were 
about as many colored voters in Jackson as there were of white voters. 
A considerable majority of the colored voters were Republicans, They 
did not sympathize with the reason given by the Democratic conven- 
tion for its desire to rid the city of Jackson of its Republican admin- 
istration. That the white voters did not all concur in that reason for 





18838. CONG 


political action is clearly shown by the result of tl] ite cast at the 
election. ‘The whole numberof votes cast, all being deposited by white 





men, was 392. Of these the Democratic candidate had 220 and John 
McGill 127. Had the colored men been allowed to vote McGill wo 
have had a pronounced majority of the aggregate vote. The wl 
line Democrats understood this from the start, and for that reason <« 
operated with the White League in a common endeavor to prevent th 
colored men from voting. \ reign of terror was instituted and cart 

to such extent that the colored voters held a meeting on Wednes 
evening, December 28, 1887, and adopted the following preamb 


resolutions, namely: 
Whereas the colored people have beet 














that tl i? 

club or committee of Jackson have iny vari j 
and adjoining counties to be here on electi 
the colored voters from voting or participating 1 ‘ ‘ L 
January 2, 1888: Therefore, . 

Re it resolved, That in the interest of peace and harmony and 
of life and property, that the colored people refrain from voting 
participating in said election. 

Resolved further, That the colored candidates ior aldermen are hereby \ 


drawn. 
Was this the voluntary action of men who for yarns had regular] 
registered and voted? Did they by 


y some udde n change in their 
tures and inclinations conclude that aiter all th: 


they had su 








jected themselves to in respect of getting on the register of 1887, 
order that they might vote at the near approaching election, it wer 
better that colored men should not vote, and that ical power in 


the city of Jackson should be possessed by the white promoters of the | 


movement to suppress the votes of colored citizens? The character of 
voluntary action here involved is like unto that which the highy 
man induces the peaceable and unarmed traveller to practice when } 

places a revolver against his head and demands his money. Of cours 
the money is surrendered; for the traveler would rather part with that 
than with his life. But who would think of calling that voluntary 





action? No more was the action of the colored voters of Jackson vol- | 


untary. This is attested by a very intelligent colored citizen of Jack- 
son who testified before the committee and who said in respect of the 
action of the colored voters in the adoption of the resolution I have 
quoted: 


ve could have voted with 


If we had been assured at any time, however 
out molestation, that we would have been prot« lin the right to vote, we 
would have voted; but we felt that there was no protection whatever, and the 
consequence was we felt that the safe course for us to pursue was to withdraw 
entirely. That meeting was attended by all the repr ative colored men, 
what are known as leading colored men, members representing various branches 
of industry there, societies, and so on. 















But, Mr. President, no such assurances were gi 
voters either before or after the meeting at which the 
lutions withdrawing their candidates, and avowing their purpose to 
abstain from voting. On the contrary, they had been informed that 
they would not be permitted to vote. This information was both di- 


1ey passed the reso- 


ven to the colored 


rect and by deduction. That which came by the latter method was | 


well defined by one of the colored men who gave testimony before the 
committee. From that part of his testimony in respect of the absence 
of the colored men from the polls I make the following quotation, 
namely: 

Q. Did they vote at the last city election 


A. They did not. 
Q. Why did they not vote? 


A. Well, sir, on account of the reign of terror that existed at thattime. They | 
5 


abstained from voting for fear that their lives would be sacrificed if they 
tempted it, That is the only reason. 

Q. State, if you know, what caused them to believe that they would be inter- 
fered with if they should attempt to vote. 

A. The utterances of the little squibs in the New Mississippian, andthe ex- 
pressions of the speakers at the capitol, and the invitation that the New Mis- 
sissipian extended to votersto come there and carry the election. Now, people 
that don't live in Mississippidon’t know so well how these gsare, but when 
they say they are going to carry the election we know what that means; the 
colored people understand that. That is sufficient. 

Q. What toms it mean? 

A. It means that they are bound to carry the election by fair means or foul. 
We know it; we don’t want any more than justthat. You don’t need to shoot 
a man’s head off to make him believe a thing. 


Whoever will take the trouble to read the reports of other commit- 
tees of the Senatgon election outrages in Mississippi will readily com- 
prehend the force of statements and deductions of this witness. The 
colored people of Mississippi have come to know by hard experience 
what such expressions, facts, and declarations as he refersto mean when 
applied to their race on the eveof anelection. The correctness of thi 
witness’s deductions is verified by the deplorable and barbarous fact 


it- 








which crowd the pages of the reports to which I refer, and when we 


consider in connection with this deductive information that which 
came direct as to the purposes of the promoters of the white-line move- 
ment, we will not wonder at the extreme conservatism of the colored 
voters of Jackson. A part of this direct information consisted of 

port of a declaration made by the secretary of the committee of on¢ 
hundred, in one of the meetings held by that committee in respect of 
the methods to be used in preventing the colored citizens from voting 
It appears in the testimony that while that meeting was in progress 
some one in attendance asked the secretary, Chiles, how he would pre- 
vent the colored men from voting, and his response was— 


When they come up to the polls to vote take them By the nape ot the neck | 1 
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crowded with them all day long. Only one colored man presented himself to 
vote at that precinct. He was an old crippled man, When he wentin a young 
man took him by the back of the neck and hustled him outinahurry. He told 


him,‘ Damn it, this is a white man’s election, and you have no business in 
here That was the extent of the offer to vote on the part of the colored peo- 
pie, so far as I know. 


This single instance gives force and point to the belief of the colored 
voters that the committee of one hundred and the White League had 
adopted the suggestion of L. F. Chiles in a meeting of the former body, 
of which he wasa member, that if a colored man should offer to vote— 


Just take him by the nape of the neck and march him away from the polls. 


Mr. President, it is proper at this point of the discussion that I 
should notice a complaint made by the minority of the committee in 
its views of dissent from the report of the committee in respect of this 
man Chiles. That such a complaint should have been made is a mat- 
ter of surprise to me, and it has no support in the true history of the 
case. ‘The complaint is embraced in the following language, namely: 

And here we may say that expressions by Mr. Chiles looking the other way 
are not shown to have been participated in by others, and it is but due to him 
and those attempted to be injured by his alleged statement that we should here 
state that Mr. Chiles was denied the privilege by the committee of confronting 
his accusers and explaining his own meaning and language. 

What are the facts? On the 17th day of April, 1888, it was given 
in evidence before the committee that L. F. Chiles was secretary of the 
committee of one hundred, and that at one of the meetings: 


lie suggested the idea that the negroes be prohibited from voting. Someone 
asked him how he would prevent them. Mr. Chiles said, ** When they come 
up to the polls to vote, take them by the nape of the neck and kick them away 
from the polls, and if they resent, why, then, let the trouble commence.”’ 


On the 20th of April the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr] 


presented to the subcommittee conducting the investigation a list of 


seven names of persons he desired to have subpoenaed as witnesses. 
One of the names presented was that of L. F. Chiles. A subpoena was 
issued for the entire list of witnesses, and a deputy Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate proceeded to Jackson to serve it. He had no difficulty 
in finding all of the persons whose names were in the subpcena except 
L.. F. Chiles, who was a resident of Jackson, and deputy sheriff of the 
county in which that city is situated. 

Two or three days were wasted by the officer of the Senate in efforts 
to find Chiles that he might serve him. He then communicated with 
me for instructions. I waited on the Senator from Mississippi to as- 
certain what might be his wishes in the premises, and explained the 
situation tohim. The result was that he requested me to telegraph 
to the deputy Sergeant-at-Arms to erase the name of Chiles from the 
subpeena, and to substitute that of L. F. Montgomery. This was 
done, and nothing more was heard of any desire to have L. F. Chiles 
subpcenaed as a witness until after the testimony before the committee 
was closed; and then the suggestion that he be sent for did not come 
from him, but from one L. Brame, in a letter not addressed to the com- 
mittee, but to the Senator from Mississippi, of date July 6,1888. The 
truth of the matter is, as I believe, that the said L. F. Chiles had no 
desire to appear before the committee as a witness, and he certainly 
never made any request to be called. These are the facts in the case 
of L. F. Chiles, and yet the minority extend their complaint in respect 
of him in the following remarkable paragraph, which I quote from the 
views it presented to the Senate, namely: 

The undersigned deem they have just reason to complain of this action of the 
subcommittee and of the whole committee. They impute noimproper motives 
to either; but whatever may be the motive the result is that a witness of char- 
acter, whose language has been misreported and who would explain it so as to 
make it entirely valueless as evidencing a design to interfere with the negro 
vote, has been without just ground therefor, refused an audience. Moreover, 
important record evidence, in possession of the witness, impeaching the assumed 
fairness of the financial administration of McGill bas been suppressed. If this 
were a lawsuit between private parties concerning a matter of mere property 
right this action of the committee would, in the opinion of the undersigned, be 
reprehensible; but when we consider that this proceeding attacks the character 
of men of fair standing, and also the good order and conduct of a whole com- 
munity, it seems that a proper sense of justice would have forced an examina- 
tion of this witness, 

Mr. President, is it not remarkable, in view of the facts I have stated, 
the truth of which can not be successfully controverted, that the mi- 
nority of the committee should state that this man Chiles was ‘‘ re- 
fused an audience?’ He never applied for an audience. Hence it 
could not have been refused him. A subpoena was sent for him and 
he could not be found. His name was erased from that subpoena, as 
I have stated, at the instance of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GrorGeE], and that of L. F. Montgomerysubstituted therefor. If this 
be a refusal of audience to him, then it is for the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to explain why he did it. And I here utterly deny that there is 
any foundation in fact to support the charge contained in the quota- 
tion I have just read from the views of the minority, wherein it is al- 
leged that— 

Important record evidence in possession of the witness, impeaching the as- 
sumed fairness of the financial administration of McGill, has been suppressed, 

The committee has done no such thing. No such record evidence 
was presented to it by Chiles or any other person. If he or any other 
witness had such evidence in possession why was it not presented? 
The record of the case forces me to believe that the minority of the 
committee was imposed on by this man, who could not be served 
With the subpcena that was sent for him, and that no such record evi- 
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dence exists. And I am inclined to believe that the minority agree 
with me in this respect, for in the earlier part of the views presented 
by it the statement is made that— 


It was known to be difficult to beat McGill. 
been reasonably satisfactory. 


How could this be if there were ‘‘ record evidence im- 
peaching the assumed fairness of the financial administration of Mc- 
Gill?”’? The admission and the imputation do not harmonize. 

Mr. President, this reflection on the committee and on the adminis- 
tration of McGill had their origin in the necessities of the men who 


His financial administration had 


* * *% 


| found themselves called to account in the investigation ordered by the 


| Jackson city election. 


Senate in respect of their criminal practices in connection with the 
When by their criminal practices they had sup- 


| pressed the votes of the colored citizens of Jackson, and by this crime 


against the American ballot had rid themselves of what they had de- 
clared in their nominating convention to be ‘‘a just reproach upon 
them for so long suffering a Republican administration in the capital 
city of a Democratic State,’’ they found themselves confronted by this 
investigation; then they began to invent excuses for their unlawful 
conduct. Hence the testimony given before the committee by the im- 


| plicated parties and their friends is crowded with the complaints they 


| 
' 


had never thought of during the fourteen years of Mayor McGill’s ad- 
ministration. One of the leading complaints was the inefliciency ot 
the police force of the city. It is complained that two murders other 
than those commiited on Christmas Eve had occurred in the city, and 
it is said that reformation in this regard was the prime purpose of the 
movement to change the city government. <A great reform was needed 
and would come with the change. 

Well, the change was made by suppressing the colored votes. Did 
the reform come? On the Ist day of May last, John H. Martin, editor 
of the New Mississippian, a newspaper that had supported William 
Henry for mayor in opposition to McGill, and General Wirt Adams 
met on one of the public streets of Jackson, and being prepared for of- 
fensive and defensive operations, as most persons in that section of the 
country seem to deem necessary, opened fire on each other at once. 
The result was that both werekilled. Martin had been one of the most 
extreme partisans in support of the candidacy of General Henry. Gen- 
eral Adams was one of the most conservative and respected citizens of 
Jackson. He had manfully endeavored to arrest the madness of the 
white line movement at the late city election, and, in answer to a ques- 
tion put to him by the committee relative to General Adams, Mayor 
Henry stated under oath— 


Hie is one of the best men I ever knew. 

The reform had not yet arrived. Nor does it seem to have arrived 
as late as the 20th of July last, when the following Associated Press 
telegram was sent out to the country, namely: 

Jackson, Miss., July 26. 

On Monday last Roderick Lowry, a nephew of Governor Lowry, went to the 
residence of Mayor Henry, where his wife had gone for protection. He gained 
access to his wife’s room, and on his wife refusing to listen to proposals for 
reconciliation he seized her by the throat and choked and bit her in the most 
tigerish manner. He then seized a heavy water pitcher, which he broke over 
her head, and continued striking her in the most savage manner as long asa 
fragment of the pitcher remained. He then seized a quart bottle and broke that 
also by a blow on her face. This was supplemented by savage kicks as the 
woman was lying onthe floor. Leaving her for dead, Lowry fled to the swamps, 


A posse of forty mounted men have so far failed to arrest the fugitive. Mrs. 
Lowry’s condition to-day is somewhat improved. 


Mr. President, suppose these things should have transpired during 
the last half year of John McGill’s administration instead of in the 
first half year of William Henry’s occupation of the office of mayor of 
Jackson, what do you suppose the law-respecting, conservative, con- 
scientious men who organized the movement to gain a partisan success 
by suppressing the votes of the colored voters of that city would have 
said about them? It may well be doubted if amongst all the crimes 
that have ever been perpetrated in Jackson another one can be found so 
brutally barbarous as the one described in the telegram I have read. 
If it had been perpetrated in the residence of John McGill when he 
was mayor the changes that would have been rung upon it would have 
been without number and without end. 

But it did not occur in his house. It transpireéin the residence of 
Mayor Henry. Was he responsible for it? I do not say that he was. 
He was in the house in which it transpired, but in a part other than 
that in which it occurred. He isentitled to the benefit of the presump- 
tion that he was not cognizant of it. But he was nearer to it than 
John McGill ever was to any of the crimes that have been used to ex- 
cite prejudice against him, and to justify the vote suppressing crime 
that defeated his late candidacy. The truth of the case is that the 
great outcry about the few crimes mentioned in the complaint of the 
suppressors of the votes of the colored men of Jackson is a mere pre- 
text behind which to hide their own greater crime against the free 
ballot. 

Crimes such as are complained of by the men involved in this inj 
vestigation are more or less frequent in many communities wherein 
public order generally prevails, and where the customs of the people 
do not invite lawless acts, and it is irrational to expect better condi- 
tions to exist in those where the carrying of deadly weapons on the 
person is a common practice. This of itself induces crime. And it is 
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well to bear in mind that the crimes comp] d of in this « were 
not infractions of the municipal ordinances of the city of Jacl bt 
of the laws of the pry Mississippi. H« it was t of tl 
Democratic officials of the Democratic county of Hi to t 
matter of Aercercayh dy aa ‘its to justice rh > minority of the « 
mittee says of the effect of the killing of McW Mi lon the cit 
government that— 

Appalled and stunned at the crime and its « sequences, it st lin! 
imbecility. It could neither protect life nor punish a murd 
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Arms of the Senate visited Jackson to sin ia him to appear bef 
the committee in this case as awitness. Of course the city authorities 
could not punish a murderer. That function of justice belonged to th 
authorities of the State of Mississippi and of Hinds County. If the; 
had acted promptly and efficiently it might have _ ‘ked the excite- 
ment which the crime occasioned, and thus have deprived the white- 
line movement of one of its chiet supports. 

Mr. President, no one can read, with unprej ord 
of the testimony presented to the Senate in thi 





ceienses, and 


excuses, 
palliations interposed in behalf of the unlawf i suppression of the votes 


n 
tee without coming to the conclusion that th 





of the colored citizens of Jackson at the late election are frivolous. 
There is one incontrovertible fact in the case that has not been and 
can not be suppressed. No white man was interfered with when he 


tendered his vote at that election. No matt rw what his views were in 
respect of the candidates being voted for or against; no matter whether 


he was a Democrat, a Republic an, a Prol sibi nist, or Anti-Prohibi- 
tionist, or anything else, when he offered his vi it was taken with- 


out question. But no colored man voted at that election. As I have 


already stated one old colored man offered his vote, and was at once 
ejected from the polling-place by a young white man, who, as he 
forcibly turned him away from the polls, remarked: 

Damn it, this is a white man’s election, and you have no business here. 


And it is clearly shown by the testimony taken and reported to the 
Renate that the several United States officers mentioned in the resolu- 
tion of this body directing the investigation participated in the methods 
which brought about this result. Therefore the committee stated the 
exact truth in its report when it said: 

Two subjects were committed to the committee f. 
were (1) the alleged suppression of the votes of 
Miss., at the recent municipal election in that « 2) the varticipation 
in such suppression by the United States district attorney, and by a deputy col- 
lector of internal revenue, and a deputy United States marshal 


winquiryand report. These 


Jackson, 
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colored citizens of 














In pursuance of the duty imposed on the com! nittee, and the power given to 
it by the resolutions of the Senate, a thorough investigation of t two subjects 
above stated has been had. Many witnesses Shave been examined, and the tes- 


timony of each is submitted to the Senate with this report. 


The conclusions of the committee in respect to the two subje ets committed to 
it for investigation are affirmative in both branches of the inquir 

There was a suppression of the votes of colored citizens at the recent munic 
ipal election of Jackson, Miss. The suppression was not partial but total. No 
colored citizen voted at said election. For the 


This was exceptional, 
on. This is an admitted 
n by the committee that tends 


years th 
colored voters of Jackson had voted without obstruct 
fact. There is nothing in all of thetestimony take 
to controvert it. 


Mr. President, the minority of the committee found it difficult to 
meet these conclusions and determined to interpose a demurrer to the 
jurisdiction of the Senate. This it did in these words, namely 


The undersigned deem it their duty to call attention to the recommendation 
of the committee, and make some comments thereon, and on the legal attitude 
of these proceedings. The recommendation gives character to the whole pro- 
ceeding, and shows the purpose of the investigation. This appears to be to 
secure a removal of certain United States officials or employés. To institute 
and carry on an inquiry for such a purpose is not only a grave assumption of 
power, but it is more. It isa deliberate proceeding on the part of the Senate 
to disqualify that body from performing properly a high constitutional fun 
tion. The power of impeachment rests alone with the House of Representa- 
tives. As to them the Senate has the jurisdiction only of judges, sitting and 
acting under oath to be fair and a. Manifestly, therefore, wh a 
proceeding in the legislative branch of the Government looks to the re 
of an officer of the United States it should be by impeachment, that*being the 
only constitutional means of legislative action in that way. Any action taken 
by the Senate in that direction without articles of impeachment is therefore 
not only a clear usurpation of power, but a grave error in the disqualification 
coming from a partial trial arml the formation of opinions which would unfit 
Senators from being impartial judges. 


The Constitution provides that— 


The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers of the U 
be removed from office on impeachment for and conviction of 
or other high crimes and misdemeanors. 
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The testimony in this case shows that J. B. Harris, mplica 
United States district attorney, resigned his office before t] 
gation was ordered. He is not a civil officer of the United St \ 
to him, therefore, the demurrer of the minority must be < ile 


The same result must follow in respect of Livingston and Wil 
the minority specifically says: 

As to Livingston. the deputy marshal, he is not even an officer of the Un i 
States, 

And— 


As to Wilson, the committee are equally at fault. He,like Livingston, is not 
even an officer of the United States, but the mere agent of the internal-reyenue 
collector of that district. 
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dthat it be investigated. This new force is called the trust. It 
asserted itself in many departments of business. We hear of the 
the Standard Oil trust, the sugar trust, and of many others. 
These trusts are being most vigorously denounced as unlawful 
col against the public welfare, as they undoubtedly are, be- 
cause they tend to such concentrated control of all branches of business 


which they have asserted themselves as to render individuals, com- 
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panies, partnerships, and corporations engaged in like pursuits prac- | 
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tically helple J 
tating the terms under whi 
stroying the element of competition, and eliminating individual enter- 


prise. Very resolute demands are coming up from the people for the 
suppression of these trusts, and these demands will at no far-away day 
be heeded. Business will be emancipated from the trust domination 


and methods will be devis 

the individual cit that 

out paying tribute to a trust 
But, Mr. Pr the busines 


izen, SO 


he may pursue his lawful calling with- 


ssident, 3; trust is not the only one that should 


attract attention and in respect of which remedial legislation should be | 


enacted, ‘There is one other quite as hateful and injurious as the busi- | 
ness trust. This is the political trust. This, like the other, disregards 
the general welfare and individual rights. Consider the facts and 
lig ; that I have presented relative to elections in the several States 


of the Union to which they pertain, and no difficulty will obstruct the 








indgment in determining its character and detecting its membership. 
It has produced wonderful results already. The data which I have 
presented show that this political trust-has discovered how to produce 
a iaximum result from a minimum investment. The example that 
demonstrates this statement is presented by the fact that the trust 
with 198,660 votes in the States of Alabama, Georgia, Mississippi, and 
South Carolina elected, in 1886, thirty-two members of the House of 
Representatives, when at the same election the Republican State of | 


Iowa polled 337,431 in the selection of eleven members. 
can not have resulted from a lack of voters in the four States. 


hey are absorbing the business of the country, dic- | 
h any branch of it may be conducted, de- 
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fill the measure of the supreme duty that will confront each citizen 
who shall east a vote at the November election. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, it seems now to have 
prominent feature in the system of Republican party tactics to bring 
before the Senate of the United States from time to time the interna! 
affairs of the Southern States for discussion. On such occasions there 
ually a fierce arraignment of the Southern people for alleged offenses 
clearly outside the sphere of Federal legislation; and they are some- 
times bitterly assailed for the existence of conditions in their midst 
which, if all their assailants say were conceded, can not be ameliorated 
by the exercise of any Federal power. ‘These attacksare unaccompanied 
by the suggestion of any practical plan of remedy or redress, and 
hitherto they have borne no fruit but crimination and recrimination, 
and have had no effect but to delay the era of good-will among a re- 
united people, which happily has come in spite of them. But still the 
attaeks are periodically renewed, and are always most expected when 
some important political campaign is pending or approaching. 

Sometimes the pretexts for them have been in the shape of proposi- 
tions to ‘‘investigate’’ alleged wrongs in the South by committees of 
the Senate, sometimes to confer upon a Federal judge duties akin to 
the functions of a mere coroner, and sometimes to prescribe peculiar 
regulations for Federal elections in some Southern States which are not 
to apply to elections in any other quarter of the Union. But in what- 
ever form these pretexts have appeared, the sole purpose apparently 
has been to gain for the dominant party here some advantage in a po- 
litical campaign by the dissemination among the people of |} 
tional speeches delivered on this floor, or of partisan reports which 
never served, if indeed they were intended as the basis of any legisla- 
Significant illustrations 


be come a 


yitter sec- 


o 


| of this are furnished by what has transpired in this body in the past 


Now this | 


in relation to the State which has honored me with a seat on this floor, 


and I bespeak the indulgence of the Senate while I review some of the 
measures which from time to time have been adopted or discussed here 


| as to that State, seemingly with no end in view but the supposed ben- 


‘The number of persons resident in said States who were entitled to 
vote at said election was greatly in excess of those possessed of that 
right in Iowa. Why did they not vote? Simply because the political | 


trust which dominates 
the political power of the negro among white men on this continent.’’ 


mn 4 


crue, the fifteenth amendment of the Constitution gave them the right 
to vote, but the trust holds that that amendment is invalid, and re- 
solved that one vote in those States should be equal in political effect | 
to three votes in Iowa and other Northern States. The execution of | 
this lution of the trust assured the Democratic party the majority 
it now has in the House of Representatives. 


li will endeavor to renew that majority in the next Congress, and at 
the same time elect forty electors of President and Vice-President of the 
United States. Suppress this political trust and give to each legal 
voter a fair chance to cast his vote and have it counted, and that would 
put an end to the political power of the Democratic party in the United 
Let this result come and the rule of the solid South would be 
broken, and a day of most hopeful promise would dawn upon this 


country. We might then expect to see the color line and race issue 


States, 


depart, and the voters of all of the States form their party associations | 


in accordance with their views concerning the legitimate political ques- 
tions and issues that may agitate the public mind from time to time. 

‘ir. President, the one thing most needed in this country now is just 
t.catment to all of its legal voters. Whatever legislation is needed to 
eflect this result should be enacted. This will interfere with no citi- 
zen’s right, but, on the contrary, will assure the rights of all. The 
rich man, the poor man, the white man, and the colored man will be 
best served by putting into impartial practice that theory of our sys- 
tem of government which declares the equality of all men before the 
law. ‘Then we may expect to re-establish and maintain the control of 
the majority now crushed under the feet of the political trust, which 
knows no law and regards no rights that obstruct its movements in 
perpetuation of the rule of the minority now in force, induced by its 
operations. We will not do our full duty if we stop short of giving 
our best endeavors to the enactment of such legislation as-will tend to 
effect the end I have indicated. 

The people of this country will not do their full duty to themselves 
until they shall have decreed that the political trust that has been so 
dominant in our public affairs shall be displaced from its seat of power, 
and that every citizen shall be protected in the full enjoyment of his 
constitutionally-declared rights without regard to his station in life, 
his condition of fortune, or the color of his skin. Nor can we safely 
allow this question to be obscured by any other one. It is present in 
our affairs, and it will remain to either bless us or plague us as weshall 
elect. How soon it shall bless us or how long it shall plague us the 
people will have opportunity to determine in November next. Their 
true interest and duty, hand in hand, will meet them at the polls and 
remind them of the supreme character of this question. I have confi- 
dence that they will not mistake the importance of the issue and that 
they will decide it right. They have the power to dissolve the politi- 
cal trust which has subjected this Republic to the rule of the minority. 
They can restore it to the controlof the majority. Noother result will 


in those States was working to put an ‘‘end to | 





efit which would inure to one of the great political parties of the coun- 
try. 

‘In the month of March, 1876, when it was apparent the Republic- 
ans were to be hard pressed in the Presidential election then approach- 
ing, the Senate passed a resolution providing for the appointment of a 
committee to investigate the election in Mississippi of the year before. 
The committee, composed of three Republicans and two Democrats, 
were directed to report to the Senate before the end of the session. 

This involved the prolonged absence from their posts of duty here, 
when important public business was being considered, of prominent 
members of the body, but it insured the publication of the reports in 
time for the fall campaign. 

This committee commenced their Jabors in April and concluded 
them in time to submit in August their voluminous report, which, 
with the testimony taken, much of it wholly irrelevant, tills two vol- 
umes of about one thousand pages each. Even before the report was 
ready it was ordered fhat it be printed, and thus no delay could occur 
in sending it out to be scattered broadcast over the Northern States. 

The majority of the committee reported, among other things, that 
negro voters were overawed by organizations of armed men, and elec- 
tion outrages were perpetrated in twenty-two named counties in Mis- 
sissippi; that ‘‘the Democratic victory in the State was due to the out- 
rages so perpetrated,’’ and that the Legislature of Mississippi was ‘‘ not 
a legal body, and that its acts are not entitled to recognition by the 
political department of the Government of the United States,’’ etc. 

The report concludes with three recommendations, one in these 
words: 

2, States in anarchy, or wherein the affairs are controlled by bodies of arme:| 
men, should be denied representation in Congress. 

Now, sir, if amy consequence was attached to this report even by 
the political friends of the majority of the committee, except for the 
campaign uses it might serve, and if the investigation was really or- 
dered that it might be seen whether the power, whose existence in 
Congress was implied in the resolution ordering it, should be so ex- 
ercised that the colored people in Mississippi might have the equal 
protection of the laws, how could Congress, or at least the Senate on 
its part, do less than put forth that power to secure those people the 
free enjoyment of their constitutional rights? It might have been 
supposed that promptly on the coming in of this report, which had 
cost so much of time and money, and laying aside less important duties, 
the Republican Senate of the Umited States, who sent out this strong 
committee to inquire into the alleged wrongs and report to the Senate 
before its adjournment what legislation was necessary in the premises, 
would have been eager to recognize the laborious and protracted en- 
deavors of the majority of the committee to meet Republican expecta- 
tions by prompt and stringent legislation to right the wrongs com- 
plained of in Mississippi. ‘ 

The domestic affairs of the State had been laid bare for the commit- 
tee’s closest inspection and scrutiny. There had been ample oppor- 
tunity for the fullest investigation, and the report was most elaborate; 
but no action whatever was taken or in the Senate. There 


had been a general arraignment of the white people of Mississippi in 
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discussing the resolution providing for the committee; this 
to the country; the report followed as 

both did their work in the President é tion, t 

foot the movement ostensibly to a rtain whet 


rights of the 
tent. 


negroes 1n that Siacte were t 


\t the next session Cong { 
at length and went into th 

Hayes had been ins ucted to ol ’ va I rt had rved 
party purpose, and a Senator elected by the Legis! re W h t 
committee had reported was not a |] l 
which lacked but one of being unanimous; and no question was eve 
afterwards rai 

and force to which the election of the Le lature wh 1 elect l 
was charged in the report to 

day has that voluminous report cut any figure here, and ne el 
where except as a pretext for slanderous denunciations ol 
people in stump speeches and partisan newspape! 

But in 1884 another Presidential election occurred, in vy h the R 
publicans foresaw the danger of defeat, and early in year 
their preparations for the contest. Among them was the 
this body, in the month of January of a preamb! i resolution 
viding for an investigation, by the Commit Py and 
tions, of the election held in Mississippi in the preceding tall, and thi 
time the State of Virginia was also ine} l e preamble 
eral was somewhat in the form u ly employed when a pretext is de- 
sired for looking. into th 
nection with an election, but in the « li ypi the s} 
ter recited was a newspaper rep \ 1 election in I 
1883, in Copiah County 

There was an organized m 1en ym fo arty 
bers of another party from voting a ub « ym nd toy 
discussion and expressi f ! t 
into execution by org 

And that a white man on 
a conspiracy by the members of one ty 
other; that no effort was made to punish the murderers, and that the 
killing was approved by a public meeting composed of members of one 
party. 

The resolution providing for the investigation of these charges was 
introduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and he discussed 
it at some length. In reference to what he termed ** the allegations as 
to Mississippi’’ he said: 


Still, if these allegations are true, it would be a cowardly sh king from th 


1 upon the merits ¢ his ¢ as aliecteda DY 


be entirely due. And nev ) 





unized plans of rorand vio et 


gravest public duty to allow such events to deepen into precedents which w i 
subvert the foundation of republican institutions and convert our elections into 
organized crimes. I do not say these allegations ¢ true, but tl ‘ e to 
with such apparent seeming of truth that we s ind to rtain t 





or falsehood by the most careful and impartial inquiry 


And in referring to the events in Copiah County he said: 

But if these individual crimes involve the greater one of an organize 
spiracy of a party, or a race, to deprive another party, or race of citizens, of t! 
enjoyment of their unquestioned rights, accompanied with overt acts, with 
physical power sufficient to accomplish their purpose, then it becomes a na- 
tional question which must be dealt with by the National Government. 

The ‘‘truth or falsehood ’’ of these charges must be ascertained, the 
Senator said; there must be no ‘‘ cowardly shrinking from the grave 
public duty,’’ and if there was such an ‘‘ organized conspiracy ’”’ as that 
referred to, it ‘‘ must be dealt with by the National Government,’’ and 
it seemed desirable to facilitate the investigation proposed, so that if 
the charges were true thestrong arm of the United States Government 
might in some way be employed to redress the grievances complained 
of. Accordingly, on the 4th of February, 1884, it was resolved that 
the investigation might be made by the committee named, or any sub- 
committee thereof, and— 

» nal : otis : 

That said committee, or subcommittee, shall be authorized to proceed to said 
States, or either of them, and sit wherever it may nd necessary for the 
purposes of said investigation, etc. 

Promptly thesubcommittee for Mississippi was appointed, consisting 
of three Republicans and two Democrats, and by a party vote it was— 

Resolved, That the committee proceed to New Orleans, La., for the purpose of 
taking testimony. 


And we are doubtless expected to believe, if we can, that that point 
was selected as affording the greatest facilities for acquiring information 
as to the affairs of Mississippi, though 200 miles away from the scene 
of the alleged disturbances. 

As I believe, there was no shadow of constitutional authority for thi 
investigation, wherever conducted, and no justifi 
precedents of the Senate. 

The Mississippi election investigated in 1876 was a Federal election, 
being for Congressmen as well as State officers and members of t] 
islature, and that fact was emphatically set forth in the pream 
the resolution which provided for the investigation, and, as origina 
offered by Mr. Morton, the preamble recited that the— 

Legislature then chosen will have the election of a Senator to represent that 
State in this body. 

And it was claimed that the Senate, being the sole judge of the election 
returns and qualifications of its own members, was competent to insti- 
tate an inquiry into an election which involved the return of aSenator. 
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legations were unfounded which the report stated to be true, or a 
known lack of constitutional authority to make the investigation. 

I have referred to these investigations of 1876 and 1884 that it may 
be seen and known how and why they were conducted, and that it 
may be fally understood that in both cases when the partisan purpose 
which seemed to be in view had been accomplished nothing was done 
and nothing attempted in the direction indicated as the pretext for 
the investigations. 

But this is not all. There was an election for Congressmen in 1886, 
and it was given out before the campaign opened that a great strug- 
gle was to be made to reverse the majority in the House, so that the 
Republicans might have control there as here. Preparations for the 
coming conflict were begun early in the spring, and on the 26th day of 
March the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, abandoning the plan 
of ‘‘investigation,’’ for reasons which he explained, introduced his 
Federal inquest bill, which never came to a vote, either at that session 
or the next, and died at the close of the Forty-ninth Congress, to be 
resurrected, however, at this session, and it may yet be made to do 
duty in another campaign. Inthe remarks which he submitted at the 
time he introduced this bill that Senator did not attempt to conceal 
that the measure, though general in its terms, had special reference to 
the State of Mississippi and to the Democratic party in that State. A 
deplorable race disturbance at Carrollton, in no way connected with 
politics or with any election so far as could be learned then or since, 
was seized upon as the pretext for this extraordinary measure and for 
the Senator’s remarks, from which I extract the following: 

Such occurrences have’ unhappily been too frequent in our history. When 
they are investigated by the Senate or the House of Representatives the inves- 
tigation is very apt totake a political turn, and the persons who defend, or apol- 
oygize, or extenuate the occurrence say that it has no political significance, it is 
an accident, or it is sporadic, or itis not approved by the community where it 
occurred, However that may be, one significant fact remains, that these things 
happen sometimes early in the year just before an important election, some- 
times just as the campaign is beginning, and sometimes at the election itself, 
with one uniform result: It is allone way. In every one of these homicides the 


political opponents of the Democratic party are the victims and some Democrat 
is (he murderer, 
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The time for holding elections in Mississippi is fixed by a public 
Jaw which was in reach of the Senator when he made this statement. 
liad he sought the information he would have found that when the 
occurrence transpired of which he was speaking, there was no election 
pending in Mississippi and none appointed to occur for nearly eight 
months to come; that no political campaign was beginning or about 
to begin; that no conventions or primaries were being initiated or dis- 
cussed; that out of the last election in that State, then several months 
past, had grown no strife nor animosity, and attending it and the cam- 
paign preceding it there was no political excitement. 

When the Senator’s remarks were made with deliberation and meas- 
ured phrase there was not a scintilla of evidence offered and none, as I 
believe, existing—no fact stated in any reputable newspaper of either 
party showing that the Carrollton tragedy had its origin in politics or 
was traceable or due to any election, past, present, or tocome. And 
it is a noteworthy fact that in a speech on this bill which he delivered 
during a debate on an adjournment resolution in the closing hours of 
the session and when it was absolutely certain it could not then become 
a law, the Senator read an extract from a pamphlet which he said was 
‘‘printed in Washington in 1886 by Mr. Frederick Douglass, the most 
distinguished and conspicuous colored man in the country,’’ distinctly 
stating that the occurrence in question took place ‘‘in the absence of 
all political excitement,’’ and ‘‘ when there was no pending election.”’ 

Yet, in the face of this proof offered by himself, and in face of the 
fact which can not be disputed, that this occurrence was a race dis- 
turbance, and in no sense political, the honorable Senator has seen fit 
to let his broad declaration stand with all its unjust and damaging im- 
plications that— 

In every one of these homicides the political opponents of the Democratic 
party are the victims, and some Democrat is the murderer. 

And whatever party advantage could be made to accrue to the Re- 
pablicans in the North from the perversion of a great calamity result- 
ing from race diversity in the South, into political oppression by the 
Democrats in that section, the Republicans enjoyed it in‘the campaign 
of 1886, though obtained, I respectfully submit, at the experse of the 
real trath of the case. 

And when we consider the partisan uses that have been made in the 
past of the misfortunes and afilictions of the Southern people growing 
out of the great race problem which confronts them, we had no reason 
to be surprised at much that we have witnessed here during the present 
This is a Presidential year, and the last hopes of 
Republican party are depending upon the result of the approaching 
election. Judging from the past it was to be expected thateven earlier 
in the session than usual measures affecting the Southern States only 
should be introduced here, and that some Republican Senators, while 
offering no practical remedy for wrongs which they allege to exist, 
should make opportunities in season and out of season to discuss South- 
ern affairs, and appeal to the bitterest and most unworthy sectional 
prejudices for political effect in the Northern States. 

The production of a Senator's credentials from the State of Louisiana 
was made the pretext for the introduction of a resolution to investigate 
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the late election in that State by a committee whose chairman had al- 
ready furnished a number of reasons against that plan of proceeding. 
And in the discussion of that resolution in advance of the investigation, 
and in the absence of the facts which it is the professed purpose of the 
resolution to ascertain, the Senator from New Hampshire has sought 
to have the case prejudged, and for a large part of two days he bela- 
bored us with his scrap-book of Southern outrage items, which he seenis 
to have been collecting from the time James K. Polk, a Southerner, 
was nominated for the Presidency down to the present day. 

And when it was reported that ata mere municipal election in Jack- 
son, Miss., plainly involving a question of race, in which the white 
voters, who were chiefly Democrats, prevailed, negro votes had been 
suppressed—as it has been reported that at an important State election 
held since then in the North, where the Republicans prevailed, white 
votes were openly and shamelessly bought in the market with money— 
a pretext was promptly found for an investigation of that unimportant 
election which occurred in a Southern State in which there was a tri- 
umph for the white race and for the Democracy, which comprises most 
of that race in that section. 

The investigation has been completed, and the majority of the com- 
mittee who made it have submitted their report to the Senate. That 
report furnishes no groundwork for any Congressional legislation and 
offers no practical suggestion of a remedy for any evil it recites, but 
when freely circulated it may engender prejudice and thus serve a 
party purpose in the presentimportantcampaign. Let us consider the 
matter of the Jackson election and the action taken upon it here and 
that which is proposed. ‘ 

The Senate on the 12th day of January last instructed the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to inquire into the suppression of the votes of col- 
ored citizens at that election, and the alleged participation therein of 
a United States district attorney, a deputy internal revenue collector, 
and a deputy United States marshal, ‘‘and to report the facts to the 
Senate.’’ Promptly that able and dignified law committee of this 
body, through a subcommittee, entered upon the labor of collecting 
here the facts connected with a town election in a State remote from 
the capital, and after the investigation had extended through more than 
six months of the present important session of Congress, on the 23d of 
July they submitted the report of the majority. 

This with more than four hundrei pages of printed testimony, rele- 
vant and irrelevant, accompanied by the views of the minority, is now 
before the Senate. As the voluminous testimony is discussed in the 
reports, and the facts as before us speak for themselves, I shall not in- 
flict upon the Senate any lengthy recital of details or particulars. 
Without quoting at large from the witnesses I shall content myself in 
the main witha presentation, as brief as I can make it, of the substance 
of the proofs, showing the conditions and occurrences at Jackson, and 
Senators who are interested to know the real truth of the case can test 
the accuracy of my statement by reference to the pamphlet before them, 
in which is embodied all the testimony that was admitted. 

There is some conflict in the testimony, and under the circumstances 
this was to be expected, but the weight and effect of it amount to this 
in substance: For fourteen years, prior to December last, John McGill 
had been mayor of Jackson, Miss., in virtue of elections held bienni- 
ally in that city, the capital of a Democratic State. 

In the language of an intelligent witness, who has long been his 
friend and supporter— 

He was a Republican, but he has never been elected as a Republican. 

And another witness, himselfa Republican, says McGill— 

Has never run as a Republican. 

His administration had been fairly good in respect of the city finances, 
but unsatisfactory and most inefficient as to the enforcement of police 
regulations against vice and immorality, the preservation of good order, 
and the suppression of crime. Concerning these there were serious and 
repeated complaints, and his maladministration in these respects went 
on from bad to worse, until, atthe election held in 1884, there was an or- 
ganized movement to defeat him with a ‘‘citizens’ ticket.’? Some lead- 
ing white Republicans were prominent in this movement, notably Hon. 
W. H. Gibbs, who had been a high officer of the State when his party was 
in power, and some leading colored Republicans, including ministers 
of the gospel and the head of the colored school in the city. In the can- 
vass white and colored speakers severely arraigned McGill for the tol- 
eration of open immorality and for his failure to execute the laws and 
preserve the peace and order of the city. 

It is a rare condition when any white man can hold the colored vot- 
ers against the appeals of their preachers; but McGill had this power, 
and by adding the bulk of this vote to his white support he defeated 
the citizens’ movement by a decisive majority. Ex-Chancellor Brame 
thus commented on this result in his testimony before the committee: 

So far as numbers are concerned, the city government in Jackson has always 
had the advantage, because it combined the saloon-keepers, the gamblers, and 
those who were directly interested in the city offices, and could, as a rule, influ- 
ence the negro vote. I say that these influences were combined on that side ; 
I mean in the main that is true. 

McGill had many elements of strength. He was plausible, sensible, 
and a shrewd politician. He had patronage to bestow, and some o! 
this he conferred upon his political opporents. He was the foreman 
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of a fire company and belonged to the Knights of Labor and various 
other organizations, including, as one witness understood, ‘‘a colored 
benevolent society.’’ His hold upon the body of the colored voters, 
the testimony shows, was well-nigh absolute, and he had some friends 
among the best men of the city. 

After the election of 1884 some of the most active friends of law and 
order, as the last hope of ridding the capital of the State of the rule of 
so objectionable an officer as they considered McGill, appealed to the 
Legislature to repeal the city charter, and the testimony shows their 
efforts were successful to the extent of securing a favorable report from 
the judiciary committee of the house of representatives, though the 
Democratic Legislature declined to adopt so extreme a measure of re- 
lief. Upon this subject a witness says: 

About four years ago the condition of the city under Mr. McGill's adminis- 
tration had become so bad that an application was made to the Legislature to 
repeal the charter of the town, and there was a good deal of feeling manifested 
about that. Bawdy houses were licensed everywhere (that is, permitted) 
lewd women made their appearance upon the streets anywhere, at any Seared 
the day; there was drunkenness, and no attempt to suppress it: there seemed 
to be no return whatever for the taxes which were paid. And then it was that 
an appeal was made to have Mr. McGill turned out. 

Failing in all else, a Jaw-and-order league was established, to aid by 
open and peaceable and legal means in the enforcement of the law. A 
prominent Republican, a leading member of this organization, testifies 
that it was necessary to form it, because the city administration would 


community, and that it had ‘‘ most, if not all, 
town as members.’’ In reference to one of the open and constant vio- 
lators of the law, whom the city administration seemed especially to 
favor, this witness said: 

It was a notable fact that he had right there on the public street a saloon and 
a room adjoining that saloon, and this room had a window opening out on the 
pavement, and lewd women were seen there time and again, cursing, swear- 
ing, playing cards, and drinking, and we held that that was a disorderly house. 

From these extracts, and many more might be quoted, some idea 
may be formed of the burdens the people of Jackson were bearing 
under a city administration fastened upon them mainly by colored 
votes; but graver calamities, including the bloodshed of some of their 
best citizens, were in store for that long-suffering community. 

In the month of August, 1886, under the local-option law of Mis- 
sissippi, there was an election in Hinds County, in which Jackson is 
situated, to test the sense of the voters in the matter of prohibiting 
the sale of intoxicating liquors. 

Up to that time there had been the kindest relations and friendliest 
feelings between the races in Jackson, and in that election, and in 
all preceding it, there had been no interference with the colored voters 
and no pretense that their votes had not been always fairly counted. 
This is abundantly established by white and black witnesses alike, 
and is not disputed but expressly conceded in the report of the ma- 
iority. J.J. Spellman, an educated colored man of Northern birth, a 
Republican politician, and an editor who has lived twenty years in Miss- 
issippi, and has held various high positions in both the State and Fed- 
eral Governments, when his party was in power, testified as follows: 

It has been a matter of pride with me, in my travels throughout the North, 
when people have asked me howiit is that I have}managed to live in Mississippi, 
I have told them that I enjoyed as much freedom in Jackson as I did in Massa- 
chusetts or in any other Northern State. There was areal good feeling there. 

This witness says the first struggle between the two races was on the 
prohibition question. 

The prohibition contest was in no sense a contest between the two 
political parties, and in the nature of the issue it could not be. Dem- 
ocrats and Republicans were on either side. With the Prohibitionists 
were the ministers, white and colored, and a majority of the white peo- 
ple. Andof the opposition were some prominent whites, most of them 
friendly to McGill, McGill himself and his administration, and the 
body of the colored voters, who in this instance, as once before, could 
not, as Spellman testifies, be controlled by their colored preachers. 

The campaign was heated and bitter to the last degree. As going 


to show the temper of the people and how the peace of the city was en- | 


dangered, see what the witness Barr says in relation to an anti-Prohibi- 
tion meeting: 

This meeting was very largely attended by both sides; I went to the meeting 
myself, but I did not getin the room. It was a notable fact that the ammuni- 
tion and arms belonging to the penitentiary had been brought down there 
and stored in the city hall, so that in case there was a riot there they could be 
used against the Prohibitionists. 
the police, the saloon-keepers, the gamblers, etc., who were all armed and took 
no pains to conceal their arms. They were heavily armed and ready for an at- 
tack. These policemen and other city euthorities were there as participants 
and not as preservers of the peace. Their action all along during that campaign 
had been just in that line. They had been partisans and not preservers of the 
peace. I say there was apprehension on the part of everybody around there 
that there would be trouble. 


In the election the Prohibitionists triumphed in the county at large, 
but were defeated in the city, mainly by force of the colored vote. 

While the campaign was in progress a newspaper called the Sword 
and Shield, edited by Roderick Gambrell, was the Prohibition organ 
and the New Mississippian, published in the same building, edited by 
John H.‘Martin, who was Gambrell’s personal friend, vigorously co- 
operated with the Sword and Shield in warmly supporting the prohi- 
bition cause, 


That building was surrounded that night by | 





The editors were both young men 
earnestness of character 


of capacity, courage, and much 
They were the zealous and fearless champ 
ibition, and in their ardent advocacy of the cause they had at 
heart they sometimes dealt ly with those who differed from them 
in action and opinion. 
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the prohibition election had passed, and 


some prominent opponents of the movement were criticised unspar- 
ingly, and, as many thought, un ustly. Among these was Col. Jones 
S. Hamilton, a friend and supporter of McGill and the chairman of 


the anti-prohibition committee, 
the State 


@ prominent Democrat, a member of 
ite, and a man of standing, influence and ability. The 
ppearance of what is described in the testimony as a very violent ar 
ticle in the Sword and Shield assailing him, resulted in a meeting be- 
tween him and Mr. Gambrell, in which Gambre}l was killed and Ham- 
ilton desperately wounded; and since this investigation began Mr 
Martin and General Adams, one of the oldest and most prominent cit- 
izens of the city, and master, have met and kiiled each other, 
the outcome of articles offensive to General Adams which appeared in 

the New Mississippian. 

The testimony shows that many believe the deadly conflict between 
Gambrell and Hamilton could have been prevented if McGill's police 
had been vigilant and efficient, and some charged, though it has not 
been established, that the chief of police was implicated in the homi- 
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not enforce the laws, that it was composed of the best citizens of the | cide. 


the ministers of the | 


I refer to these matters because they figure so extensively in the 
testimony that what the witnesses say concerning them can not be 
ignored, and many newspaper articles are brought forward and play a 
prominent part in the investigation, especially those taken from the 
New Mississippian. 

John H. Martin, the editor of that paper, was a bold and brilliant 
writer, and the witnesses describe him as a man of extreme views, 
given to intemperate expressions; he was a decided Democrat and an 
uncompromising prohibitionist. 

Naturally, such a man had a following. He wasa lawyer by profes- 
sion, and when Hamilton was charged in the courts with the murder of 
Gambrell, Martin was one of the attorneys for the prosecution. The 
preliminary investigation at Jackson, and Hamilton’s jury trial, which 
on the State’s application, was had in an adjoining county, excited the 
people of Jackson but little less than the prohibition election had done, 
The friends of Gambrell claimed that he had been murdered, and the 
friends of Hamilton claimed that he was innocent of any crime, and that 
the pursuitof himin the courts amounted topersecution. Hamilton has 
been acquitted bya jury since this investigation began. The excite- 
ment was kept alive and intensified by the prolonged investigations of 
the case, which were had, first, at Jackson on the preliminary inquiry, 
and afterwards in a neighboring town where the jury trial occurred, 
and also by the freest discussion in the press. 

After Gambrell was killed, according to the testimony, the articles 
in the New Mississippian were even more intemperate than I 

The 2d day January, the time fixed by law for the 
mayor’s election in Jackson, and that community had been under a 
constant and painful strain of excitement for more than a year from the 
causes to which I have alluded. McGill was a candidate, and those 
who opposed his election, whether because he was an active anti-pro- 
hibitionist or because they thought his administration afforded but 
little protection to life and property, had no purpose to present a can- 
didate against him. It seemed hopeless to do so, in view of his influ- 
ence, especially with the negro voters, though the condition of the city 
seemed to call loudly for some radical change in the admi 
its affairs. 

That condition as it existed on the day before Christmas is graphic- 
ally described by a Republican witn« os, Mr. Baldwin, who was a warm 
supporter of McGill, on pages 123 and 124 of the testi 
the Advertiser, a paper which was edited by one of McGill’s stanche 
Republican friends. 

Various other witnesses describe it and aver that neither life nor 
property was safe in the city. According to the testimony ruffianism, 
vandalism, and general lawlessness prevailed, and it is not pretended, 
though McGill and his chief of police both testified before the commit- 
tee, that any arrests were made or even attempted. 

That night the community, in which there had been no cessation of 
extreme excitement for more than a year, and from causes with son 
of which, in the opinion of many of the white population, McGill had 
been identified, and for others they considered him directly resp: 
was horrified by the brutal murder in the dark of a young w hite man 
by a negro butcher, abetted, as was charged, by two other negroes, one 
of them a policeman under McGill’s administration. McWillie Mitch- 
ell, the young man so murdered, belonged to one of the oldest and most 
respected families in the State, and was connected by blood or marriage 
with a large number of the best citizens of the city. He was popular 
with all classes of the people, and the young men especially de- 
votedly attached to him. 

Straightway, wrought up to the intensest degree 
the sight of the bloody body of their comrade and by the details of the 
brutal murder, as they were recounted in their presence, some of these 
young men, under the leadership of a pronounced Republican whe had 
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been repeatedly called by his party to positions of trust and distinc- 
tion in their organization, formed what they termed the Young Men’s 
White League, of which this Republican, Mr. L. F. Montgomery, was 
unanimously chosen the captain. The first act of this league was to 
pass a resolution for the‘appointment of a committee to ascertain the 
whereabouts of the two negroes supposed to be implicated in the mur- 
der of their young friend, the object of the league being, as Captain 
Montgomery dexcribed it, ‘‘ to avenge the death of McWillie Mitchell,”’ 
and the purpose was to do this if not by law then without law. 

This league was an oath-bound society, and its membership was to 
be strictly concealed from the world. Witnesses differ as to its num- 
bers, but a member of it called by the majority, who testified with a 
list before him, was not able to furnish the names of more than twenty- 
two who ever attended one of its meetings. 

The proceedings of the White League, of limited membership, and 
composed of some young men under great exasperation, must not be 
confounded with the action of the body of the white people of Jack- 
son. ‘To confuse them will be to ignore the most important features in 
the testimony, and to do the grossest injustice to a very large majority 
of those people who, the testimony shows, openly condemned those 
proceedings, both individually and in a public meeting. I will revert 
to the action of these young men hereafter, and turn now to that of 
the main body of the people. 

Young Mitchell was buried on Monday. There had been no inquest 
held to investigate the circumstances of the killing, McGill had the 
power under the law to hold this inquest and his attention was called 
to the matter, and in the murder of Mitchell, as he well knew, his own 
policeman was suspected of complicity. Two reputable white men 
living in the town witnessed the tragedy, but the chief of police was 
content to confine his ‘‘ investigation ’’ to talking to three colored men, 
oné of them the policeman charged to be an abettor in the murder, two 
colored women, and two other parties not shown to have been present 
at the killing. 

It conid not be expected that the excitement in the city would very 
soon abate which had been created by the murder of young Mitchell 
by an enraged and powerful negro, who approached him from the rear 
and held him with one arm around his body while he cut his throat 
with a butcher knife. As the details of this atrocious deed were dis- 
cussed it served but to intensify the indignation of the people. That 
the negro policeman abetted the murder of young Mitchell there seemed 
to them no doubt, and in the testimony no room for doubt is left. Some 
of the best men in Mississippi, intelligent and conservative, as their 
statements show, have proven that many of the people believed that 
neither life nor property was safe under that city government in which 


negroes held positions of responsibility and authority, and repeated acts | 


of lawlessness and bloodshed had been committed which they believed 
were due to the inefficiency of the administration. 

Under these circumstances of aggravation and insecurity, what won- 
der is it that the body of the white people, finding upon examination 
that they had a decided majority on the books of registration, were 
moved to take steps to secure McGill’s defeat, that they assembled for 
this purpose and appointed a campaign ‘‘ committee of one hundred,’’ 
and that the movement was put upon a footing where white men of all 
parties might stand together—Democrats and Republicans, Prohibi- 
tionists and anti-Prohibitionists, those who loved their own race better 
than any other, reformers and all the friends of peace and law and order. 

And it should be no matter of surprise that Republicans as well as 
Democrats were willing in that exigency that the revolt against what 
they considered bad government should be conducted under any party 
banner and with any political battle-cry which would serve best to rally 
the white voters of the city and draw from McGill that contingent 
of white support without which he must be defeated, though the 
solid negro vote were cast in his favor. Mr. Barr, a Republican, who 
had previously voted for McGill because he was his friend, speaking of 
the programme of the campaign committee, of which he was a lead- 
ing member, as he had been one of the most active of those who inaug- 
urated the movement against McGill, says: 


My understanding of it was that we were to organize our forces, raise the 
Democratic standard, and force in all the Democratic voters. A‘great many of 
tiose, you understand, had been anti-Prohibitionists, and in many cases before 
had voted for McGill. The committee discussed that and determined to raise 
.he Democratic standard and force all Democrats to come out, at the same time 
Inviting all Republicans and anybody else who saw fit to participate in the elec- 
tion to come in. 

He further says: 

We discussed the popularity of our candidates. Mr. Henry was an anti-Pro- 
hibitionist, but he was not objectionably su, and we knew that we could con- 
centrate the Prohibition vote on him—because he was not objectionable as an 
anti-Prohibitionist : we thought he was not committed to that cause—we knew 
that we could concentrate the Prohibition vote on him; we felt that he would 
also carry a certain class there—Hamilton’s friends; Henry was in some way 
connected with Hamilton, I believe, and had been in the office with him in the 
Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, assecretary—that he could carry that vote, which 
had formerly voted with Hamilton for McGill, This is why we wanted to raise 
the Democratic standard to force all Democrats in, and by doing that we felt 
sure we could carry the election. That is the way I felt about it, at least, 


And when reminded, in the course of his examination, that he was 
a Republican, participating in what was called a ‘‘ Democratic meet- 
ing,’’ he answered: 

A. Yes, sir. The greatest idea with me was delivering the city from a cor- 


rupt and inefficient administration. 
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And he testified to his unqualified approval of the resolutions which 
were passed. 

Among the Republicans who were in that movement, and some of 
them leaders in it, were several ex-Federal officers, a number of gen- 
tlemen who had represented their party in such positions as delegate 
to the national convention which nominated Blaine and Logan, secre- 
tary of the Blaine and Logan club, secretary of a Republican Congres- 


| sional convention, secretary of a Republican county executive commit- 
| tee, as well as the chairman of the present Republican executive Con- 


gressional committee, and others less conspicuous. 

It would have been strange indeed, under the exciting circumstances 
to which I have alluded, if there had not been some heated discussion 
and unguarded and intemperate expressions in the proceedings as 
they occurred. or as they were reported or commented upon in the New 
Mississippian, so often referred to in the testimony. Naturally the 
editor of that paper, zealously supporting the reform movement, 
exhorted his readers to stand by the nominated ticket; he strove to 
arouse and stimulate his followers and to that end employed pas- 
sionate expressions which others disapproved; and Republicans and 
Democrats, Prohibitionists and anti-Prohibitionists, alike appealed to 
the people to forget past differences and party affiliations for the time 
and join in the movement. 

Under the excitement prevailing in that community, where there 
had been no repose in the popular mind, and as many thought no se- 


| curity for many months, there may have been, and doubtless were, 
| some things said and done which will not square with our ideas of what 
| was fitting when we deliberately consider the occurrences from a great 
| distance and contemplate the scene and surroundings unaffected by 
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| withdraw from the contest for the peace and safety of the city. 


the considerations which operated on the outraged community. Still, 
the proof makes it clear that the action of the people was in sub- 
stance no more than to nominate a ticket to defeat a mayor under 
whose rule they did not feel safe, and to take steps through committees 
and otherwise to bring out the white voters to elect it. 

The effort and intention, as the testimony shows, were not to sup- 
press the negro votes, but to overcome it by a solid white vote. But 
the feeling of race antagonism, awakened by the murder of a white 
man by a negro, abetted by a negro officer, was running high in the 
community, and it is not surprising that the most sedate and thought- 
ful men in the city should have feared that the assembling of large 
bodies of whites and blacks on election day would lead to a race col- 
For this reason such men, with the good of the community at 
heart, advised McGill, who had the negro vote at his command, to 
This 
wise and timely counsel, though it came from his personal friends, he 
rejected, and proposed instead that the negroes themselves, over whom 
his control seemed absolute, should take no part in the election either 
as voters or candidates; and that thereafter no negro should be placed 
on duty as a policeman. 

This proposition the campaign committee rejected as ‘‘ impracticable 
and containing stipulations which they do not think any one is author- 
ized to make and carry out,’’ and a counter-proposition to submit the 
claimsof the candidates to the white voters at a primary election which, 
unlikearegular election, is governed wholly by agreement, was rejected 
by MeGill, 

The negroes, after McGill had conferred with their leaders, formally 
resolved, on Wednesday before the election, that they would not vote 
and withdrew their candidates. And on the day following the publi- 
cation of their resolutions the ‘‘red circular,’’ purporting to be the 
resolutions of the White League, which cuts a prominent figure in the 
testimony, made its appearance on the streets. 

This circular, which was issued and distributed through the town, 
apparently without any responsible authority, the testimeny has since 
shown is attributed to John H. Martin, the editor of the New Missis- 
sippian and a member of the campaign committee, who, as it after- 
wards appeared, was also a member of the Young Men’s White League. 
The testimony shows, and McGill himself says, the circular— 

Was not the cause of the colored people coming to their determination. 

And Mr. Clifton, his friend and supporter, says: 


That was a matter entirely separate and apart from any movement to oust 
Mayor McGill from office. - 


This circular was promptly and repeatedly disavowed and condemned 
by the supporters of General Henry, who was nominated against McGill, 
and on the evening of the day it appeared a citizens’ meeting, two- 
thirds of it composed of Henry’s supporters and presided over by one 
of them, in which, a Republican supporter of McGill testifies, three- 
fourths or four-fifths of the property of the city was represented, unan- 
imously passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That this meeting has no sympathy with, but strongly disapproves 
of any movement looking to the use of intimidation or violence at the ensuing 
municipal election ; that it is the sense of this meeting that if amy such move- 
ment is on foot it is the outcome of immature thought, and would be indefensi- 
ble in any forum of law or morals, and that we implore any citizens who may 
contemplate it to pause, reconsider, and abandon it. 

McGill was defeated at the election by a large majority, though he re- 
ceived a respectable vghite vote owing to causes which have been alluded 
to and in spite of the appeals for united action of the whites which had 
been made. The majority of the committee report that the negro vote 


was suppressed at this election, and endeavor by argument to fix the re- 
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sponsibility for what was done upon the Democratic party. Todo this S res} t uw. Whe us 

they are driven to eontend that some identification has been established eae . ? a ops 

between the White League and the body of citizens, chiefly Democrats, tas t 

who organized to defeat McGill, from whom the existence of the league | *!re to kee] : functions 
was concealed by the &w who knew of it, and to utterly ignore the mass | | ‘ree a 

of testimony which shows that many of the leading spirits in the move- | has no , int 
ment were Republicans devoted to their party. ; . : : 


To support their conclusion they refer to inflammatory articles in 



























the New Mississippian, a Democratic paper, when it appears that the an , i 
course of that paper was disapproved by the supporters of General | ‘ m of the President \ suded by t \ n people 
Henry. They even refer to a head-line printed above a notice which n th ' ot 3 
appeared in that paper as ‘‘ an effective connecting link between it and | | ry in the & ( 3 re 
the resolutions of the White Leacue,’’ when the author of the notice | COUTSe and a fair ¢ 1tion oO 3 et ) gre 
swore positively that the head-line, unobjectionable as he wrote it, was | Sse Tesolbubions must prove vain and wl ' ! uitisd t 
changed after it left his hands and the word ‘‘ white-line’”’ inserted by S cont t ZZ 3 t le! se 
the printer or some other person. oo iS one ‘ 
To support their charge that ‘‘ the two organizations were working | /€S@tions the Demo 3 rty, W charged throu 
in perfect harmony and to acommon end’’ the majority emphasize the the Nor t vill ul bilit L con 
fact that Martin, the editor of the New Mississippian, was the author | Sequences oF what was beSS | ( come of race diver- 
of the resolution known as the Red Circular, when the testimony shows | S!¥Y—* pHase oF that et Hem With \ tis the doom of t 
that fact was not developed until this investigation began, and certainly | -O¢tern p to ‘ t conte! ult! i 
those who were ignorant of it can not be prejudiced by it. And they | ™&@ny causes conspired to produce a cor t Jackson ¢ ive to an 
lay great stress upon the alleged circumstance that ‘‘many members | CUlDUTSEOT | rexcit vel ‘ room fo1 ubt that tl 
of the White League were also members of the committee of one hun- | CU/Mnation sprang directly out of race } vel iby the atro 
dred,’’ when the witnesses named but few who belonged to both or- | C\OUS Murder of a white man & negro, abetted by a ro officer of 
ganizations (and some of these dispute the fact), and it is proven, that the peace. All through the testimony this ] ly appears, es ul 
the members of the White League were bound by an oath to conceal | ' the intemperate resolutions of the Young Men’s W hite Leagt 
their membership from all other persons older cit s discountenanced and deplored, in every line of vi 
Referring to the resolutions of the White League and the New Mis- | SP!Tlt OF race antipathy) iddenly aroused, is breathed in heated a1 
sissippian, the majority say passionate ex] but nowhere int resolutions does the 1 
The spirit manifested in those resolutions and evinced by the artic] d Democrat ppeal 7 / 
lished in that paper seem to have permeated the entire mo rent that suy veal ws Hot icter ana t rs 
ported the candidacy of Mr. Henry. that they o1 ited wit nv political pa or , tended to s 
And they add: serve any polit or party purpos rat « yn 
This is made clearly apparent by the evidence taken by the t A st f t 
when it appears all through the testimony, if men of t An r, € | ! 
character can be believed, that both the resolutions and 1 few 1 
were disapproved by those engaged in the movement. intense excit t, was practically to I the negro vot 
Claiming to have established the suppression of the colored vote, the |; that city at t single election, their treat1 tof t ters 
majority proceed to argue that the oflicials, Harris, Wilson, and Lit out law was no harsher than ether negro had lin this 
ingston (the first having resig21 and the other two being mere depu- | very city through the forms of law, without t ume pl ition 
ties), whose conduct in respect 7 the matter they were authorized to | extenuation. The inviolability of negro { y 
investigate, participated in the supp-ssion, though they all appeared | majority to rule are recognized by all parties | é 
and made their sworn denials and were supported by every witness ex- | of the Republican party for negro suffrage as sacred 
amined who was with them in the movement to defeat McGill. be? Ifsolet me ask, whydid a Republican ¢ 
The majority go further, and class with these officials mentioned | District of Columbia? 
two postal clerks named Fitzgerald, whose conduct they were not au- Why did they strike down the right the majority to ruler 
thorized to pass upon—for one of whom an alibi was distinctly proven, | here in the shadow of the national Capitol. The experiment of negro 
and the other denied, under oath, what is now charged against him | suffrage was tried in this District under more favorable « in neces 
and was supported by witnesses who can not be impeached. to its complete success than is possible any wher eon eal ere 
The majority did not stop here; but under a resolution in terms lim- | the blacks occupy a higher plane of civilization than in a 
iting their authority to an investigation and report of ‘‘ the facts,’’ they | Southern States. There are more men of intellige: | moral cl 
venture to volunteer the advice that the officials named should be | acter, more rich men among them here than in any other 
promptly dismissed the service, and they invite the Senate, by passing | on the continent of America. There were more safeguard 
the resolutions which they propose, to join them in this and to send a | mistakes in the exercise of the right of suffrage and t : 
copy of the report to the President for the purpose, apparently, of in- | which might follow, in the power of Congress to revise 
structing him in the duties of his high office. such legislation. There were advantages and assurances 
‘This gratuitous and, as it appears to me, unlawful action of the ma- | evil to result from negroes voting here which no St l 
jority, is so thoroughly exposed in the views submitted by the minority | Yet, sir, the Congress of the United States- a Republican ( 
that I desire to call attention to an extract from their report: | with a single blow abrogated negro suffrage and destroyed tl 
As to Livingston, the deputy marshal, he is not even an officer of the United | Stence of local self-government here in the Distr alse Dla 


States, He is a mere representative of the marshal who appoints him and who | may have been necessary—I am not discussing 





is responsible for all the deputy’s acts, It certainly can not be necessary to re- | there are interests of property and society 1 Repub i 
mind the Senate that no man can be an officer of the United States unless he be hick I ’ aes n¢ 5 as at eno : ; 
appointed by the President, ora head of a Department or a court of law. Liv- | {!8eT than the negro S gn to vote or the majorit 

ingston, then, being a mere agent of the marshal, and responsible to him for his | And here I desire to call attention to the fact, and em, t. that 
acts, is beyond the power of the Senate or the President to remove. He would | the only reactionary measure on the subject of negro suffrag ‘ 

be removable alone by his principa), the marshal, but for a statute, which au- | Cor etn: mai, Bane ' a’ ' 

thorizes the judge of the circuit or district court in which he serves to remove | VOVETNMEn’ action dep! nian 0 “ , b 





him. (See Revised Statutes, section 780.) So it appears that the Committee on | ready vested in his race I sure of f wl 
the Judiciary, in directing these resolutions to be sent to the President, has mis- | Senate and the House. as well the President. wer¢ publican 
1 
| 








taken not only the power of the President, but has undertaken to interfere with . . — leat oa 
nail’ : ed ee : No sacred regard for the inviolability of suffrage and the rule of t 
the exercise of power vested in a judge. Possibly, the persecution of this man + ee 5 . , , ' , ae f ~ : 
is not so important a thing as to warrant the Senate not only in transgressing | Majority can explain the investigations and the wholesa lenumne 
the bounds of its own jurisdiction, but also in invading the sanctity of the ju- | tions which we sometimes hear of alleged election wrongs in D 
dicial department itself. Po tic Stat the Sout] ee t “4 = 
yr : . eel . | ere . £ — ] » u > ores mes rains . ot if 
As to Wilson, the committee are equally at fault. He, like Livingston, is not | CTAtic State = Sao ee vo a grease Crimes against ta “2 
even an officer of the United States, but the mere agent of the internal-revenue | are to believe all we hear which comes to us with tl pear 
collector for that district, who appoints him and is responsibleforhisacts. (See | trnth—are committed in Republican States of the North and 
Revised Statutes, section 3148.) That an officer, responsible for many thou- noticed het | ¥ fae] able to d } ‘ 
sand dollars of the revenue of the Government, should be entitled to select his | POUCE oe! — » GO BO SK pe 
own agents, for whose acts he is responsible on his bond, asis declared by the | Of this country why it is that elect i iad oO i 
statute above cited, seems too clear fordispute. Upon what principle,then,can | gro in a Democratic State in the muth } 
his superior officer, the President, undertake to dictate to him as to whom he 7 s 4} 
1ere as a rmsore damning crime thansucha 1d committed upon a 


sha!l employ and whom heshal! dismiss? So far asthe President is concerned, : : 
the recommendation of the committee is that he shall, as the committee has | Man in a Republi 1 State int Nortl is the timidat 
done, usurp a power denied to him by the Constitution and laws, and to imper- | has been charg i 
tinently intrude his office into disturbing the relations between a public officer 
and his employé, for whose fidelity the public officer is responsible on his bond 





than the corruption and bribe ‘ et ipo! 





The Fitzgeralds are probably, what neither Wilson nor Livingston is, United | tisans and shrewder Clé manage ‘ é 
Stat: s officers. But as to them the President has no power of appointment or | [[Inion? Is not its en less la 
removal. See section 4025.) This can be done only by the Postmaster-General. | ] ae fa] etal . 
A Cabinet officer is a constitutional and legal officer. The President, it is true, | ©!5€ of a Legisiat y arich y 
appoints him, and may remove him; but as toany power vested by law in him the financial contri ons ol weaitl 
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On the 30th of April last the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said 
on this floor that great election frauds had been committed in his own 
State in 1486, and that— 


Itis now conceded by men of all parties that those were shameless, scandalous, 
monstrous frauds, as bad as any that were ever committed in the South, 


He charged that they were— 
Purely the work of the Democratic party. 


But it is the same party whose conduct in Copiah he made the pre- | 


text for his resolution to investigate the Mississippi election in 1843. 
Why, when he was able to prefer so grave a charge on his own re- 


sponsibility, couid he not have a Senatorial committee organized to in- | 


vade Ohio and look into the internal affairs of that State in 1886, as he 
had done upon kindred accusations based upon mere hearsay in the 
case of Mississippi but three years before ? 

What is there that gives the Congress of the United States power 
over a sovereign Statg in the South, which no statesman is audacious 
enough to claim for it, when a Northern State is involved? Who will 
affront the intelligence of the American people by avowing the real 
ground of such discrimination to be that Mississippi is a Southern 
State, and Democratic, and Ohio is a Republican State in the North ? 
And, Mr. President, how does it happen that the taking of human 
life, by a body of armed men, in violation of State laws, when it oc- 
curs in a Southern State, and negroes are the victims, gives rise to the 
introduction of a measure here which has no counterpart in the legis- 
lative history of America? If it be the province of Congress to deal 
with mobs, why was not its power turned upon the people of Cincin- 
nati a few years ago when good order was subverted, and the founda- 
tions of society were shaken by a mob to a degree never known in any 
Southern State; where libraries were sacrificed, public records burned, 
and the blood of white citizens made to flow like water in the streets 
of the city. 

How did the people of Chicago escape Senatorial investigation in the 
spring of 1886, when the mayor, in a public proclamation said there 
was— 

The open defiance of the guardians of the peace by a body of lawless men who, 


under the pretense of aiding the laboring men, are really endeavoring to destroy 
i , 
all laws. 


And where, according to the mayor— 


These men by the use of weapons never resorted to in civilized lands, except 
in times of war or for revolutionary purposes, caused great bloodshed among 
citizens and the officers of the municipality who were engaged simply in the 
performance of their duties. 


But, Mr. President, these monstrous crimes, and none such were ever 
known in any Southern State, were not committed upon negroes, and 
they can not, by any ingenuity, be associated with the political features 
of the negro question, and no fear can be plausibly pretended that pos- 
sibly they may touch the exercise of the elective franchise and deprive 
the Republican party of votes which they assume to belong to them 
because they are negro votes. It is considerations like these which 
seem to impel some statesmen to discriminate between crimes in the 
North and South. This explains why they treat the violation of the 
negroes’ rights of life and liberty as more to be condemned and more 
requiring the repressive action of the General Government than the 
violation of white mens’ rights from the ordinary motives of criminals, 
and explains too why they utterly ignore the peculiar difficulties and 
embarrassments by which they know the Southern people are sur- 
rounded and from which their brethren of the North are wholly ex- 
empt. 

Mr. President, the problem which confronts the Southern people is 
grave and serious enough to excite the sympathy and appeal tothe patri- 
otism of their fellow-citizens of the Northern States of every shade of po- 
liticalopinion. Itis a problem full of doubts and difficulties and dan- 
gers, and it can never be solved or appreciated so long as the embar- 
rassments which beset these people are overlooked or disregarded by 
those who would deal with the subject. It can not be solved through 
any of the agencies of mere partisan warfare. It is outside the do- 
main of mere party politics, and what its solution is to be no statesman 
can safely foretell. But however and whenever the solution may come, 
it must be clear to all men that it can only be retarded and delayed if 
we persist in attributing to political differences and to these alone those 
results which are plainly due to race differences, though they may some- 
times be developed in connection with elections. 

This subject is engaging the attention of thoughtful and patriotic 
people everywhere, and they are tiring of the partisan treatment it has 
too long received and of the illiberality that has too often characterized 
its discussion, 

I believe, sir, the people of this whole country—that the white people 
of the North, of whatever party, demand that there shall beno general 
condemnation here of the brethren of their own blood in the South 
without some consideration of their trying situation and their dangerous 
surroundings. 

They know, as we know, that the present condition growing out of 
the relation of the races there is of necessity not in all things what 
they or we would have it; but they must realize that it is better than 
the world expected or had a right to expect it would become so soon. 
All who have impartially looked on while we have struggled with the 
grave race problem by which we are confronted, have seen the bur- 
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dens we were bearing and the difficulties which beset us in establish- 


| ing our new relations with a population of ignoratt blacks who, hav- 
| ing been our former slaves, suddenly, and without training or prepa- 


ration, were not only set free amongst us, but set in power above the 
heads of their former owners, so far as a dominant political party 
could do this through any of the powerful agencies of the General 
Government. 

I believe that the fair-minded people all over the country are now 
ready and able to appreciate and acknowledge the full difficulty of what 
we have had to do, and the full value of what we have done, and that 
they are now prepared to hold the great majority party of the North to 
a strict accountability for their action in connection with our affairs in 
That this has not 
been so at an earlier day is largely owing to the passions and prejudices 
engendered by the war and afterwards kept alive by politicians to pro- 
mote their own fortunes in public life. 

But it has been partly due to the fact that people in those commu- 
nities, where the whole population is of the same blood, the same habits 
of social life, occupying the same plane of civilization and intelligence, 
and with the same aims and aspirations, are slow to appreciate fully 
how vastly and painfully different the conditions are in communities 
composed of two distinct and in all respects widely dissimilar races, 
Both these obstacles to a fair consideration of Southern affairs are now 
in large measure removed, one by reaction and the lapse of time, the 
other by travel and communication between the sections and by free 
and friendly interchange of views and experiences between the people 
of those sections, by business identifications, by observation, reading, 
and reflection. 

The white people of the South belong to the race that made this great 
country all that it is and will make it all that itis to be. No other 
race has ever stood before it or above it, and whether it be in this Re- 
public or a subdivision of it, in a large community or a small one, no 
other race ever can or ever should. 

This fact, accepted by all men as a fact, even though it may not jus- 
tify, makes probable and unavoidable, and without reference to party 
causes is sufficient to account for, occasional disturbances and even col- 
lisions when there is the presence of another race in larger numbers 
upon the same theater of effort, especially when much of the training 
of the inferior race has been in the direction of distrust, suspicion, and 
hatred of the other. 

The negro population of the South was brought among us as slaves 
from Africa when they were of the lowest order ofhumanity. At the 
end of a great war they were set free and invested not only with civil 
and political rights, but clothed also with political power, with no 
other fitness for such a change than they had gotten from a state of 
slavery. For years after the negroes were set free these two incongru- 
ous races with their diverse characters stood face to face in Mississippi, 
as in some other States, the blacks in the majority, backed up by Fed- 
eral power and with all their teachings as to their newly acquired 
political rights coming from alien white leaders, whose mission seemed 
to be to poison their minds against the white Democracy, comprising 
then ninety-nine hundredths of the white people of the State. 

These leaders, Republicans all, and most of them without character 
or standing in the States they hailed from, came among us to intensify 
the difficulties of our situation. The deluded blacks received them as 
missionaries from those who had set them free, and gave them their 
confidence, and by their votes, cast under the absolute dictation of these 
political adventurers, they made them the rulers of the State and 
placed them in all the positions of trust and profit within its limits. 
The government which these men, backed by their party here, gave to 
our helpless State was inefficient and corrupt in all its branchesand in 
all its departments, wicked and wanton in its shameless disregard of 
every interest of every class, and degrading beyond expression to the 
white people, the only class within the State who had either the means 
or the intelligence to govern it. 

After years of poverty and wretchedness, of humiliation and distress, 
added to four years of non-production and the waste of war, when the 
white people of the State had reached the very verge of despair, the 
wheel of political fortune turned and our alien and plundering rulers 
were hurled from the high places which they had disgraced. Since 
then, earnestly and honestly, temperately and discreetly as we could, 
we have been dealing with the perplexing problem before us, with its 
difficulties augmented and intensified by the evil teachings, the preju- 
dices, and antagonisms planted in the minds of the blacks by their false 
friends and selfish leaders. 

How far we have succeeded, while critics far removed from thescene 
have looked on to find fault; what progress we have made, while poli- 
ticians for a purpose have denounced occasional disturbances arising 
from the contact of two incongruous races as the wrongful conduct of a 
whole community, let the growing prosperity of our State attest and the 
vastly improved and constantly improving condition of the relation of 
two races to each other. 

The work we had to do could not be accomplished in a single decade, 
and it may require years to complete it. In fact the time may never 
come when these races will be so harmonious in all things and at all 
times that occasional interruptions of good order and even serious c@l 
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lisions may not arise out of the differences between them to which I 
have alluded. 

Some thoughtful Republican statesmen have not failed to appreciate 
the difficuities of our situation. Several years ago in the discussion of 
a kindred question these difficulties were considered and acknowledged. 

Here is what Mr. Blaine said: 


I supposed if there was any people in the world that had a race trouble on 
hand it was ourselves. I supposed ifthe admonit r own 1 
anything to us we should regard the race trouble as the one thing to be dreaded 
and the one thing to be avoided. Weare not through with it ye It cost us a 
great many lives; itcost usagreat many millions oftreasure. Doesany man feel 
that we are safely through with it now? Does any man here to-day assume 
that we have so entirely solved and satisfactorily settled on a permanent basisal! 
the troubles growing out of the negro race trouble that we are prepared to in 
vite another one? Ifso, he views history different from myself. If any gentie- 
man looking into the future of this country sees, for certain sections of it at 
least, peace and good order and absolute freedom from any trouble growing out 
of race, he sees with more sanguine eyes than mine 


on of o history were 








Mr. Booth, of California, in that discussion used these strong and 
striking expressions: 

We do not establish the distinctions of races and we can not obliterate them 
even by the most solemn political declarations; the laws of physical nature can 
not be repealed even by acts of Congress 

* * a” « « * . 

As statesmen, looking before and after, we can not ignore the fact of race an- 
tipathies. No more diflicult problem is ever encountered by any Government 
than the administration of acommon system « aws over diverse races. Itis 
a problem that is never peacefully solved. if the lessons of human experience 
are worth anything it never can be so solved. 


+ * ~ 7. * * * 


The darkest pages of human history have been enacted when alien races 
have been brought in contact. 


The distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs], in a finished 
speech of great power, said: 


The greatest war of modern times was the civil war of this country growing 
out of the existence here of two incongruous races, whites and blacks Che war 
was preceded by fifty years of controversy, always on the verge of open hostil- 
ities, concerning the proper relations which should exist between these races. 
it has been followed by fourteen years of divided counsels and excited passions 
as to the best method of reconstructing society and government w 
races are intermixed. No satisfactory solution has yet been had, and it may b« 
that another century will elapse before it is found. 


ere these 


The Senator last named treated lightly all ‘‘ sentimental abstractions 
concerning the universal brotherhood of diverse races,’’ and openly de- 
clared for his own race as better than any other. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs], in the same discussion, 
in advancing the opinion— 

That no republic can succeed that has not a homogeneous population— 


Used these words: 


That was what was for so long a time the curse of our Southern sister States 


It was the want of homogeneity that?they thought was mitigated and helped 
out by the fact that the different races occupied different positions—one domi- 
nant, the other servile. It did not accomplish it then, as they will all tell you 

ow, Mr. President, and the one great evil there now is, not that the white man 
is better than the black man or the black man better than or equal tothe white 
man, but it isthat there has not yet been time enough, if ever there may be, that 
in the real and best sense of a homogeneous order in a republic these two people 
can assimilate and coalesce so as to make sucha democratic state as lam speak- 


ing of. 

But we have stronger expressions from other high Republican sources, 
Upon the matter of white and black races here is what Mr. Lincoln 
once deliberately declared and said he had done so before, and I beg the 
Senator from New Hampshire to put this by the side of the little slip 
he read last Thursday attributing to Judge Thurman many years ago 
somewhat similar sentiments which the Senator denounced: 

There is a physical difference between the two which, in my judgment, will 
probably forbid their ever living together upon the footing of perfect equality, 
and inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that there must be a difference, I, as 
well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race to which I belong having the 


superior position. 
© * * . . * * 


I will say, then, that I am not nor ever have been in favor of bringing about 


in any way the social and political equality of the white and black races; that 
Iam not or ever have been in favor of making voters or jurors of negroes, nor 


of qualifying them to hold office or to intermarry with white people; and I will 
say in addition to this that there is a physical difference between the white and 
black races which I believe will forever forbid the*two races living together on 
terms of social and political equality. And inasmuch as they can not so live, 
while they do remain together there must be the position of superior and in- 
ferior, and I, as much as any other man, am in favor of having the superior po- 
sition assigned to the white race. 





Upon the views of Mr. Lincoln the honorable Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], as late as the year 1882, in this chamber made this com- 
ment: 


I understand that Mr. Lincoln never changed upon the question of the in- 
feriority and superiority of the races; but when in the logic of events it became 
necessary, absolutely necessary in my judgment and in the judgment of other 
people, that this class of men, our intellectual and mental inferiors, shou!d have 
protection at the hands of this Government, we determined that the only and 
proper way to protect them was to give them the advantages of citizenship in 
all its terms. It was not a desirable thing to do, and nobody knew it better than 
the great-hearted men who sat in the Senate and helped doit. Ther 
an intelligent American who looked upon that problem atthe time who did not 
fear that the result would be that the antagonism of the two races would event 
ually swamp this country. 


An earnest and able memorial was before the last Congress, prepared 
by Mr. John F. Swift, of San Francisco, whose high standing and ex- 
cellent opportunities for justly judging the subject he was dealing with, 
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people had come to our shores, and the immigration of Chinese labor- 
ers was forbidden. But while this very negotiation was pending the 
race feeling on the Pacific coast found expression in scenes of violence 
which have no parallel! in the collisions between the whites and blacks 
of the South. 

In Colorado the outburst of popular sentiment was such that a riot- 
ous assault was made upon a peaceful Chinese settlement, life was 
taken, homes were burnt and property destroyed by a mob numbering 
over five thousand, which for more than eight hours kept up its law- 
work. 

In the Chinese minister’s communication to the Secretary of State, 
dated January 21, 1581, he says: 





1 . 
iCSS 


The Chinege residents who were subjected to the wanton outrage of the mob 
came to this country under the right of treaties between China and the General 
Government of the United States, and not with Colorado or any individual 
State 

* e o o * EI * 

He says further: 

I beg to call your attention to the following verdict of the coroner's jury : 

* The evidence shows that the said mob could have been suppressed by the 
regular force had they fearlessly arrested the ringleaders, but which, owing to 
the disorganized condition of the police force of the city and the incompetency 
and inefficiency of its government by the proper authority and the failure of the 
county authorities to render the necessary aid and assistance required in such 
emergencies, the mob assumed a as culminated in the destruc- 
tion of human life and the disgrace of the city in not affording protection to life 
and property.” 

Chis verdict shows clearly that the local authorities had not brought into 
requisition all the means for the suppression of the mob. 

Where was the spirit of Senatorial indignation and investigation 
then? We heard of no Federal inquest bill at that time nor of any 
kindred measure. Does it happen that Colorado was not a Southern 
State? Was it because the Chinaman was not a voter? Was it less 
infamous to murder and abuse a man protected by a treaty made in 
pursuance of a constitution than to kill a citizen protected by a con- 
stitution? However that may be, when the Chinese appealed to the 
only Government they knew in this country, declaring that they had 
come under the faith of a solemn treaty with this great nation and not 
with Colorado or any other State, what was Secretary Evarts’s reply ? 

I will read you an extract: 

As to the arrest and punishment of the guilty persons who composed the mob 
at Denver, I need only remind you that the powers of direct intervention on 
the part of this Government are limited by the Constitution of the United 
States. Under the limitations of that instrument the Government of the Fed- 
eral Union can not interfere in regard to the administration or execution of the 
municipal laws of a State of the Union, except under circumstances expressly 
provided for in the Constitution. Such instances are confined to the case of a 
State whose power is found inadequate to the enforcement of its municipal 
laws and the maintenance of its sovereign authority; and even then the Fed- 
eral authority can only be brought into operation in the particular State, in re- 
sponse to a formal request from the proper political authority of the State. 

This sound declaration of constitutional law came from the acknowl- 
edged head of the American bar, then Secretary of State and now a dis- 
tinguished Senator in this body, who has joined in the report of the 
majority upon the municipal election at Jackson, Miss. The Ameri- 
can people who recognize his great powers might well, I submit, be in- 
formed how this wholesome doctrine can be reconciled with the idea 
that the Federal Senate or the Federal Government can invade a State’s 
authority and take charge of the matter of a town election for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether it was lawfully conducted. 

And the Secretary adds, what is not inapplicable to some deeds of 
violence for which the South has been roundly denounced: 

It seems superfluous to recall to your attention the fact, but too well attested 
by history, that on occasions, happily infrequent, often without motive in their 
inception, and always without reason in their working, lawless persons will 
band together and make up a force in the character of a mob of sufficient power 
and numerical strength to defy, for the moment, the denunciations of the law 
and the power of the local authorities. Such incidents are peculiar to no coun- 
try. Neither the United States nor China are exempt from such disasters. 

I have not referred to this case in order to force a strained analogy, 
but because it enables me to show the difference in the standpoint from 
which we look at the same question. 

But, sir, bloodier race-collisions have occurred elsewhere in the West. 
Why, in the very month of March, 1886, when the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts introduced his Federal inquest bill, which he said was ‘‘sug- 
gested by the reports of the recent occurrences at Carrollton, Miss.,’’ 
when there had been no opportunity for investigation, but he was pro- 
ceeding on mere newspaper reports, as he admitted, there was lying on 
his table or within his reach a special message from the President of 
the United States calling the attention of Congress a second time to a 
massacre of people of color at Rock Springs, in Wyoming Territory, 
where Congress has powers which it has not in any State, to which the 
most exaggerated representation of any Southern tragedy offers no 
parallel. 

In his first annual message the President had adverted to— 


The recent outbreak in Wyoming Territory, where numbers of unoffending 
Chiramen, indisputably within the protection of the treaties and the laws, were 
mudcred by a mob; and the still more recent threatened outbreak of the same 
character in Washington Territory. 


And had said that— 


All the power of this Government should be exerted to maintain the amplest 
good faith toward China in the treatment of these men, and the inflexible stern- 
ness of the law in bringing the wrongdcers to justice should be insisted on. 
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In this special message, dated March 2, 1886, he called attention to 
what he had said in his annual message, and said: 


The facts, which so far are not controverted or affected by any exculpatory or 
mitigating testimony, show the murder of a number of Chinese subjects in Sep- 
tember last, at Rock Springs, the wounding of many others, and the spoliation 
of the property of all when the unhappy survivors had been driven from their 
habitations. There is no allegation that the vietims, by any lawless or disor- 
derly act on their part, contributed to bring about a collision. On the contrary, 
it appears that the law-abiding disposition of these people, who were sojourners 
in our midst under the sanction of hospitality and express treaty obligations, 
was made the pretext for the attack upon them. This outrage upon law and 
treaty engagements was committed by a lawless mob. 


He further said: 


The note of the Chinese minister, and the documents which accompanied it, 
give, as I believe, an Unexaggerated statement of the lamentable incident, and 
present, impressively, the regrettable circumstance that the proceedings, in the 
name of justice, for the ascertainment of the crime and fixing the responsibility 
therefor, were a ghastly mockery of justice. 


And he called attention to ‘‘the palpable and discreditable failure 
of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to bring to justice the guilty 
parties. ’’ 

From the ‘‘unexaggerated statement ’’ of the Chinese minister I call 
attention to the following extracts: 


It appears thatseveral hundred subjects of his Imperial Majesty the Emperor 
of China, having entered the territory of the United States in accordance with 
treaty stipulations, had located themselves at Rock Springs, in the Federal Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming; had there erected houses,and for a number of years past 
had been engaged in the lawful pursuits of peaceful industry. On the 2d of 
September last these subjects, while quietly engaged in their usual avocations, 
were suddenly attacked, without any provocation on their part, by a lawless 
band of armed men, said to have numbered about one hundred and fifty per- 
sons. With scarcely any warning the Chinese were ordered by the mob to leave 
their homes, but before an opportunity was afforded them to execute these 
orders a deadly fire of musketry was opened upon them, and they were com- 
pelled to abandon their houses and all their property and flee to the mountains 
for their lives. 

In a short space of time all who were able had fled without offering any re- 
sistance, many of them being shot while in their homes or as they ran away 
from them. Fire was then set by the rioters to their houses, and the entire vil- 
lage, which constituted their chief place of abode, and all Chinese habitations 
outside the town of Rock Springs, were burned tothe ground. Asa result of 
the mob, twenty-eight Chinese were killed, fifteen more or less severely 
wounded, and a large amount of property (estimated at $147,748.74) was destroyed 
or appropriated by the rioters, 

* s * * ~ & * 


A second fact shown is, that the events occurred ‘‘in broad daylight.” One 
of the witnesses says, ‘I think nearly all the murderers can be identified, as no 
concealment was attempted, * * * but all donein daylight.” It does not 
appear that any civil or other authorities made any attempt to prevent or sup- 
press the riot. The judicial proceedings which followed the sad event are de- 
scribed as ‘*a burlesque.”’ The conduct of the coroner who investigated the 
causes of death seems to me strange, but with my imperfect knowlege of Amer- 
ican procedure I prefer not to criticise it. 

A further fact is stated by the consul at San Francisco. He says, “I am, after 
thorough investigation, firmly of the opinion that not one of these criminals 
who murdered the Chinese, burned and robbed them at Rock Springs, will or 
can ever be brought to punishment by the so-called Territorial or local author- 
ities. In this opinion I am sustained not only by my own convictions, but also 
by the governor and prosecuting attorney of the Territory, and scores of citi- 
zens, residents and non-residents.’’ This opinion would seem from subsequent 
events to have been well founded, as, according to the reports in the public 
press, all of those who had been arrested for participating in the riot have been 
released, and the grand jury of the county has refused to find any bills of in- 
dictment. 

ad . AZ * = +. 

In the first place, I desire to submit to the enlightened judgment of your ex- 
cellency whether the present case is not, in one material respect, different from 
the occurrence at Denver, Colo. In the latter Mr. Evarts called attention to the 
fact ‘‘ that the powers of direct intervention on the part of this Government are 
limited by the Constitution of the United States. elles the limitations of that 
instrument, the Government of the Federal Union can not interfere in regard to 
the administration or execution of the municipal laws of a State of the Union, 
except under circumstances expressly provided for in the Constitution.” And 
after referring to those circumstances as applied to the Denver riot, he con- 
cluded that action “ belongs exclusively to the government and authorities of 
the State of Colorado.”’ But in the present case, if I have been correctly in- 
formed as to the governmental practice of your excellency’s nation, the admin- 
istration of justice and the protection of life and property belong exclusively to 
the Government and authorities of the Federal Union, and the limitations re- 
ferred to, as hampering the immediate and direct intervention of the supreme 
Government in the Denver case, do not obstruct the action requested in this 
note. 


Yet, sir, with these official papers before him, showing the murder 
of twenty-eight unoffentling and law-abiding Chinese, when, as the 
President said, there was— 

No allegation that the victims by any lawless or disorderly act on their part 
contributed to bring about a collision. 

Showing that the— ; 
proceedings in the name of justice for the ascertainment of the crime and fixing 
the responsibility therefor were a ghastly mockery of justice, 
going to show, as the Chinese minister said, that the guilty parties 
might have been identified as no concealment was attempted, and call- 
ing attention as he did to the ftct that this crime was committed in a 
Territory where the control of the administration of justice by the Gen- 
eral Government was not hampered by the constitutional restraints 
which Secretary Evarts had said, as to the Colorado riot, prevented 
Federal interference. ~ 


In regard to the administration or execution of the municipal laws of a State 
of the Union. 


With all this fresh before the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
it required ‘reports of recent occurrences at Carrollton, Miss.,’’ to 
suggest to him a Federal measure for the protection of the lives of 
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investors to put their money in that State or settlers to cast in their 
lots with the fortunes of our people; but this is true no longer since 
intelligent, home-born citizens, identified with the best interests of 
the State, are controlling its destinies. 

In 1870 there were less than two thousand teachers employed in the 
public schools in Mississippi, while last year there were more than six 


thousand, and half of these, or more, teaching the children of colored | 


parents who contributed but a trifling proportion to the fund from 


which these teachers received their compensation. Taxation has been | 


reduced, property is secure, the public institutions of the State are 


flourishing, the relations between the races more satisfactory and ben- | 


clicial to both than they could ever have become under the government 
that formerly cursed the State. The evidences of improvement and 
prosperity are to be seen on every hand and the work of progress and 
development is steadily advancing. 

Travelers from the North who have visited that State will attest the 
truth of this, and Northern investers and settlers who have gone there 


to improve their fortunes, whether they be Republicans or Democrats, | 


will tell you that it would be acrime by any means, or under any 
law, to wrest the control of public affairs in Mississippi or any other 
Southern State, even if it could be done, from the hands of the only 
class who have the interest or the capacity to conduct them efliciently 
and honestly. 

When we consider the social disturbances, the grinding taxation, the 
shameless disregard of public interest or private right, the official in- 
fidelity and reckless waste which marked the administration of the 
government in Mississippi during the years to which I bave alluded, 
and then turn to the marvelous improvement which has since then been 
wrought ander Democratic rale, in all interests, and in the condition 
of all classes of the people, and all in the face of the p eculiar difficul- 
ties and dangers to which the incongruities of race exposed them, I do 
not believe there is a Senator who hears me,/whatever his politics, or 
wherever his home, who would see that great and growing Common- 
wealth remanded to the awful state from which it has emerged under 
Democratie guidance and control. 

I do not believe there is a Senator here who would not, if he lived 
in that State, put forth all his powers to avert the horrors of black su- 
premacy, and save his own people if he could from the calamities of 
such acurse. And I do not believe there is a white community in any 
Northern State who, if in our condition, would tamely and meekly 


submit to a reign of ignorance and venality under which honorable | 


white men of intelligence and substance would be excluded from all 


the high places of official trust in the State, and all the possessions and | 
most sacred interests of their race brought under the rule of unedu- | 
cated, undisciplined, and irresponsible negroes. I pray I may not live | 


to see the day when such a fate shall betall the people among whom 
my whole life has been spent, and on my faith in them I confidently 
build the hope that such a direful day can never come. 

. ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the 
bill (S. 12) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 


J. W. PORTER. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Several days ago on my motion the bill (H. R. 


4792) to pension J. W. Porter, which had been passed by the Senate, ° 


was recalled from the House of Representatives and returned to the 
Senate. J ask that the vote by which the bill was passed may be re- 
considered for the purpose of having it recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. § 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The votes by which the bill was 
passed and ordered to a third reading will be reconsidered, by unani- 


mous consent, and the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. | 


It is so ordered. 


BENJAMIN T. BAKER. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2825) granting a pension 
to Benjamin T. Baker; which was, in line 6, before the word *‘ dollars,”’ 
to strike out ‘“‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin T. Baker, late a seaman 
in the United States Navy, and pay him at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of 
that which he is now receiving. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 


the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A hill (H. R. 201) granting a pension to Edward Waters; 
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A bill (H. R. 10607) for the relief of Henry Rose; 
A bill (H. R. 1085) granting a pension to Thomas Rains; 
A bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Willborg; 
A bill (H. R. 2474) granting a pension to Joseph Lincoln Young; 
A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Johanna Geyer, widow of 
Gustave W. Geyer; 
A bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to J. W. Leight; 
A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Arlington M. Harrison; 
A bill (H. R. 5193) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Franklin; 
A bill (H. R. 6201) granting a pension to John Robeson; 
A bill (H. R. 6309) tor the relief of Mary A. Covey; 
A bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel Neikirk; 
A bill (H. R. 7457) granting a pension to Eleanor D. Heath; 
A bill (H. R. 7657) granting a pension to Mary Woodworth, widow 
of Ebenezer F. Woodworth; 
bill (H. R. 7912) for the relief of Frances P. Vernon; 
bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pension to Lydia Ann Wilber; 
bill (H. R. 9148) to grant a pension to Jane Robinson; 
bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to Ransom Riley; 
bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac Hurd; 
bill (H. R. 9169) granting a pension to Tempy N. Johnston; 
bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph Welsh; 
bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to William Fairbanks; 
bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. Mason; 
bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pension to Margaret Quinton; 
bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pension of Philip Thomas; 
bill (H. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter; 
A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
Kimball; 
A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pension to John Dauper; 
A bill (H. R. 10563) granting a pension to William 8. Latham; 
A bill (H. R. 10629) granting a pension to Washington Ryan; 
A bill (H. R. 10672) granting a pension to Mighill H. Patten; 
A bill (H. R. 10738) to increase the pension of George C. Quick; 
A bill (H. R. 10824) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Buskirk; 
A bill (H. R. 10907) granting a pension to Henry Mitchell Young- 
blood; 
A bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Victoria May; 
A bill (H. R. 11029) for the relief of Mary Vanbuskirk; and 
A bill (H. R. 11030) granting a pension to Susan E. Latture. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: $ 
A bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; and 
A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA-—-VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 288, entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
of a public building at S.oux City, Iowa,” 

On the 19th day of June, 1886, I was constrained to disapprove a bill embrax 
ing the same subject covered by the bill herewith returned, Furtherinvestiga 
tion on the second presentation of the matter fails to convince me that $150,000 
should be expended at present for the erection of a public building at Sioux 
City. 

Irom all the representations that are made in an effort to show the necessity 
for this building, I gather that the only two purposes for which the Government 
should furnish quarters at this place are a term of the United States court not 
specially crowded with business, and the post-office, which, though perhaps 
crowded, I am sure can get on very well for a time without a larger public 
building. 

As far as the court is concerned, it was agreed when a term was located there 
in 1882 that it might be held in the county building, which, from the descrip- 
tion furnished me, seems to be entirely adequate for the purpose and very well 
arranged. The term held in October, 1887, was in session for nine days. 

Lam decidedly of the opinion that if a public building is to be located at 
Sioux City, it better be delayed until a better judgment can be formed of its 
future necessity and proper size. 

I see some of the parties interested have such confidence in the growth and 
coming needs of the place, that in their opinion the work ought not to be en- 
tered upon with a less appropriation than $500,000. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive MAwnston, Washington, August 27, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass 
notwithstanding the objections of the President of the United States” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam constrained to move that the billand message 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


>> > 


> > > D> b- > > 


‘ 


‘ 


> > > 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 28, 1888, a. 
12 o’clock m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. allo wa is { pr 
ceh 4 s dis the s a to 
VT ‘ 4oO7 100 bctobe “64 t 
MONDAY, August 27, 1888. cieued aka 

ae ‘ °.9 . . . > ‘ —, ¥ : 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. ] SpFr | , ( } 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. | the bill? ‘The Chait rs 

Mr. CANNON | e 1 1) {lis 
WILLIAM F. HUDSON, ; } t 
n his s¢ 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present The SPEAKER. Will 
consideration the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. Mr. | moment. There is a bi 
William F. Hudson, the distributing clerk of the House, died suddenly Mr. CANNON, I understa 
on Saturday, and I ask leave to have the usual resolution in such cases Mr. TOWNSHEND, Ist 
considered , e SPEAK Nh. l i mous ¢ t S$ 1 

[he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair | eration of t bill. 
hears none. ; } ike the floor fora I do 

Che resolution was read, as follows ttention t ( 3 

rr : : 1 
l, That the Clerk of t) an i it i 

ai d to pay out of the c il t t r e ry l » Ol 
of William F. Hudson, deceased, i erk of the Hou a sum equal ir} 
tos months’ salary as such clerk, and also the expenses attending his last i , 
ness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $250. i gre I s{/Mr. Ca shes ‘ 

a . benjamin, and it is hig } er tha es i . 

Che resolution was agreed to. ss in their ipan ‘2 | . ‘ s 





Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution eather flo x together ihe gentie f il 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on record of General Harrison, his own re ‘ 


. } idate for the Pre len Il am of the o} r 
the table. : tleman busy this campa i to take ca ‘ . 
The latter motion was agreed to. In the Forty-sixth Congress Mr. Goode, a De \ , \ 
879, offered oO resolu n (H. Res » provi ‘ 
WILLIAM H. BOYD, eight-hour law On the 7t f Ma er of ( e 
i Labor re} ted the resolution tot I se W a far able re 


Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the | tion 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. rhe gentleman f s (Mr. Ca: opposed the pat : 
5888) for the relief of William H. Boyd, and that it be considered by ars ee ea ey a 
the House at this time. employed by the G of thal 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks that the Com- | the hours of labor he said 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from the further considera- ee 





cuted i 





i Wi { s they gett 

tion of the bill he has named. ‘The bill will be read, after which the | work eight hours thes ret ¢ ours’ pa Ine ‘ 
Chair will ask for objections. pay for what they ear Phat is, t uw is v being ex ; 

Tha } } » 1} i im con I al VN A § on int il WAV, | ‘ ) 

Che bill was read, as follows: Ga aiaktin of ; Sie asain en apr sears 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | 9°. Among those \ p wie cue genti ne smee' 
authorized and directed to pay H. Boyd, late a commissioned captain of | Ursuishea oe mIcaNnS: DAYN re syival oh. 
the Eleventh Regiment of | ates Colored Troops, the full pay and al — K of New fork, McKInu ae anne 2 
lowances of a captain, from Ma 4, 1861, to October 20, 1864, less any moneys New York Appiause on | v cra 5 
that may have been paid him bythe United States for services rendered during ne ; = as 
that tim Then there is an arraigument of the Republican | 

" vais keer inte as . says, among other things 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

1} « vy : ‘hey refused to exe te the ¢ - r v id te the re 
the bill? The Chair hears none. hey refused ; , FINW ONG CEMALER ENS I 
in » . . . ! its entol ut 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Let us have the report read ae» ote 
The report (by Mr. BROWER) was read, as follows: Now the gentleman finds this record, as he thinks—or as 
: think, for I believe I am justified in saving the latte 

The Committee on War Claims,to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5888) for ee . e+ ‘ i - 3% ; ‘ ‘ * x at 

the relief of W. H. Boyd, have considered the same, and submit the following | "€Te because Of t statement 16 contains RS SRS vs 





report andidate for the Vice-Presidency upon the Republi 1 t ! 



















































it; rs from the records of the War Department that W.H Boyd was pro as the gentleman has indicaied. So far as y own record 
moted 1 quartermaster-ser int in Second K isas battery to captain inthe : ' 4 é ‘ 1 I . ‘ 
Eleventh United States Colored Troops by Spe 1] Ord No. 90, War Depart- I am ready to take care of 1 wd wi ad ha Ca 
ment; and February 24, 1854, was mustcred out of the said service as such ser- | at this time to the remarks of the gentleman from |! j 
— to accept such promotion in accordance with the order, of which the fol- BYNUM] were it not that his statement is exactly cont 
OWilng i858 & COps J : : 
so faras Mr. Morton is concerned. I have in my hand 
“ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, Washington, February 24, 1864. record of the vote to which the gentleman referred, first 
“Sir: I forward herewith your appointment of captain inthe Eleventh Reg sixth Congress, May 8, 1879. If the gentleman con 
ment of United States Colored Troops, your receipt and acceptance of which . : Bee a : 
1 led ani dala seand ' : ‘ he should have consulted the Journal also, and i e | 
please a vledge without delay, report ng atthe same time your age and 1 
residence when appointed, the State where born, and your ful! name correctly would have found that instead of 127 there were only Vi } 
wr n. Fill up, subse ribe, and return as soon as possible the accompanyin vote and 90 navs. Mr. Morton. along with sixty-nine « 
oat duly and carefully exeeuted You will report in person for duty to Ma nei - 
Gen. J.G. Blunt, United States Volunteers, Fort Smith, Ark. voting. ; : , : 
‘lam,sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, } Again the gentleman from Indiana Ir. By M | ari { ( 
“C.W. FOSTER, publican-party for laying this resolution upon the table r. Speaker 
** Assistant Adjutant-General.”’ at that time the Democratic party had almost two-thirds « Ho 
Thereupon he complied with the terms of said order, and was, on the 15ih of | and it had a majority of eight 1 the Senate, and the re 1 when 
April next following, ass gned to detached duty by orderof General Blunt. The ’ | 
! om it 1 ed failed 1na Vemocratic anda Democratie ¢ ] 
following isa copy of the order: , ; 
ure : , the gentleman takes great « in | tatement not only to m ‘ 
Special Order No. 51.] iS oe ‘ S ; 
; sent Mr. Morton. but also not to speak of t ite upon t 
‘HEADQUARTERS RECRUITING COMMISSION, , +} j t ( In t 
on ' « ° Iw? S ses ‘ h « 
Fort Smith, Ark., April 15, 1864. ition i ) ‘ yn ‘ mu ! 
r ~ . af . . " , ft hy ‘ sec «(othe ‘ } , rTeRe he « ‘ 4 ey 
“Capt. W. H. Boyd, Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Troops, is n of that ¢ € t Forty th ¢ I the i lution 
hereby assigned tothe recruiting duty, and will, on receipt hereof, immediately | was passed nder su 1 of the rules. bv a vote eas 130 
proceed to Fort Scott, Kans ’ for the purp se of recruiting for said regiment vs Dl.a ratt \ , n thea tive i , 
If. On arriving at Fort Scott, Capt. W. H. Boyd will report to Col. Charles 4 : Canina . : 
W. Blair, commanding post at Fort Scott. ‘ Ir. Levi |} : t ; d session Fo ( 
“ By command of Maj. Gen. J. G. Blunt Tess, ] 3 1490 and 1491.. e 14. 188 
‘Lieut. Col. FRED. W. SCHAUSTE t r the lt of the fir t € } 1 In L 
** Superintendent in Charge of Recruiting, — . . 7 
** Eleventh United States Colored Troops.” tioned nan f oe 1 Republicans, | ] ca y | 
; } ) ntion tl names of aiarge! er ol ¢ rats W é é 
This order he obeyed at once, and he remained on such detached duty until , a ate 7 he 
ordered to report to the commandant of the fort at Mound City, Kans., for dut same way, amongst them I Ir. Clar as vi 
i e fiek This order he promptly obeyed, and was at once assigned tot ew Me Har tte 3 a. Harris Mr. Mil« i Siew 
in th k pts : a J , mY. Ll. Har I Li 
command of a company of irregular troops pressed into service by Major-t Mr M . ur ae ay eee “+ os 
eral Curtis to resist the invasion of the State by the Confederate General P ‘ i 
He remained on this duty until after the fore of Price had be \ l repea : not sen on th oO a fe 
the State His reziment having been consolidated with another, he was of d 1a< + the merits of t 3 proposition I w ba 
honorably disch xed from the service on thie th day of Octobe i ag oe T think 36 tn neneeees at TS as i and 
He was denied all pay and bounty asa sergea after his f ‘ - : 
motion, and because of such muster-out lie was never mustere lu n i .b »doa ao,ati s l 
der his cammission as captain, because he was nof with ] mand, but v k tha : ‘ | 
on detached service He was denied muster under the rovisio { tine ‘ } 4 . ‘ a ' ‘ 
: } , t recora ¢ 0 I | uc t record a is and no 
June, 1884, because his command did not have the requisite number of troops 


Your committee are of the opinion that Boyd should be paid the full pay and state 1t exactly contrary to 
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Reserving my time, I yield the floor for the present. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will 
examine the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 37, Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, first session, page 1161, he will find the following proceedings: 

Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote just taken— 


hat is, upon the motion to lay the resolution upon the table. 


Mr. Cox called for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 328, noes 126. 

Mr. Rice. I would like the Chair to state the question on which we are about 
to vot 

The SrRaAxer. The question is upon laying upon the table the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution and amendment were laid on 
the table. 

Mr. Cox, ‘Those in favor of the joint resolution will vote no. 

The SrpBakrr. And those who want to kill the proposition will vote ay, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 127, noes 90— 


And among those recorded as voting in the affirmative is Levi P. 
Morton, of New York, and Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 

That is the record upon which I made my statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman know that the daily Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD is not the highest evidence in a matter of that 
kind? [{Jeering laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. The REecorD is made daily and laid before members 
every morning, and they examine it with reference to their votes, and 
they never see them as they are recorded in the Journal. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to state that the Journals of the House 
speak the action of the House; and I ask the gentleman now if he did 
not quote Mr. Morton from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as voting in 
a certain way, knowing that the Journal showed the contrary? Will 
the gentleman answer that question? [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. BYNUM. Isay tothe gentleman that I took this vote from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and found it there just as I gave it; I 
examined no further. I was not aware that there was any variance 
between the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD and the Journal until the gen- 
tleman mentioned it just now, or I would have so stated when I first 
announced Mr, Morton’s vote. I believe, however, Mr. Speaker, the 
RECORD to be correct. Mr. Morton was present, as the roll-calls show, 
on the 6th of May; they do not show that he was given any leave of 
absence on the 6th, 7th, or 8th, or that he was paired on this vote. I 
believe the RecoRD to be the best evidence of who voted and how they 
voted. The yeas and nays in the RecorD are published the next morn- 
ing in the Rrcorp of the previous day’s proceedings—the vote as pub- 
lished from the original roll-call—while the Journal is not published 
till the end of thesession. The vote as published is taken from a copy 
of the original. The principle that a copy can not be used so long as 
the original is at hand is as old as the common law itself. Of course 
the Journals of the House are official records and as such are evidence 
of the facts contained, but as a matter of fact the votes recorded in 
them are but copies, while the Recorp contains the original. 

Mr. CANNON, Here is the Journal. I will show it to the gentle- 
man, and I ask the gentleman again if he did not know that the Jour- 
nal showed to the contrary of his statement? 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the Journalshow the yea-and-nay vote? [Cries 
on the Republican side of ‘‘Answer!’’ ‘‘Make him answer!’’] 

Mr. CANNON, It shows the yea-and-nay vote. Here it is. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the gentleman say that the vote on the motion 
to lay the resolution on the table is recorded in the Journal? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. BYNUM. Isay to the gentleman that the yeas and nays were 
not taken on the motion to lay the resolution on the table. They 
were taken on the motion to reconsider the vote. The REcoRD shows 
that there was no yea-and-nay vote on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Here is the Journal, and it shows not the 127 ayes 
as the gentleman stated, but 126, and Mr. Morton’s name is not 
recorded as voting as the gentleman stated he voted. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I say that the yeas and nays were not 
upon his motion to lay the resolution upon the table, but upon the 
motion to lay the vote to reconsider upon the table. While I am up 
I desire to call the attention of the House to a statement made in the 
RECORD——— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no, let us settle one thing at a time. 

Mr. BYNUM. Oh, I have settled that to the satisfaction of the gen- 
tleman, I think; and when he comes here and attempts to contradict 
the REcoRD with the Journal of the House, it is a question as to which 
is the best evidence of the fact. [Jeers on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has not answered, and I do not be- 
lieve he will answer that he did not know what the Journal showed. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have stated to the gentleman that I did not exam- 
ine the Journal, that I examined the REcorD only, and that I did not 
know that there was any variance between the Journal and the Recorp. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. That is not the question. 

Mr. BYNUM. Here is McPherson’s Handbook of Politics, publish- 
ing that same vote. ‘This is an official record, so far as the Republican 
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favor of laying the resolution on the table—the same as in the REc- 
ORD. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BYNUM. Page 178. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, the gentleman is now speaking of a vote taken 
the next session, the second session, of that Congress, when this same 
proposition was brought up; when Mr. Morton voted to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution. He voted ‘‘ay.’’ I have that Journal 
here and McPherson’s Handbook, and they agree. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman is correct, I notice from a closer ex- 
amination of the book which has just been handed me. Now, I de- 
sire to call the gentleman’s attention tothe record. The Journal which 
the gentleman reads from, I see, shows Mr. Morton as absent and not 
voting. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
vote or not. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; it is the same vote. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have not, of course, had time to examine whether 
Mr. Morton was present on that day or not; but I will examine the 
records as to that fact. In the REcoRD he is recorded as present and 
voting; he is notreported as being absent—showing conclusively to my 
mind that the REcoRD is correct on this point. In the Journal he is 
recorded as being absent on that day and not voting at all. 

As I have said, every member of the House sees a copy of the REcorD 
on the morning of its publication; and every member, so far as my 
knowledge goes, looks over the votes and corrects any vote if he is mis- 
represented or misrecorded. The Journal is never looked at by any 
member until after the session, because it is not published until then. 
While it may be an official record, I say to the gentleman it is not as 
good a record of the action of this House as the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD is. Another thing to which I wish to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion is the fact that the names of members voting on any question are 
never read when the Journal is read each morning. The space is a 
blank, and is never filled till the record goes to the Printing Office. 

So far as this matter is concerned, there seems to be some conflict be- 
tween the Journal and the Recorp. If there is any way to ascertain 
which is correct, [shall do so. I would like to know how this variance 
can be accounted for. That is all I have to say on that point at pres- 
ent. 

I notice inthe remarks of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Woop- 
BURN] the statement that the contract-labor law was repealed by the 
Forty-seventh Congress, not by the Forty-eighth Congress. The gentle- 
man did not makethat statement on the floor of the House, or Ishould 
have corrected him atthattime. I can only attribute this statement of 
the gentleman to the fact that he was overzealous in trying to obscure the 
facts in reference to the matter. But it is afact that the contract-labor 
act was repealed in the Forty-eighth Congress—not in the Forty- 
seventh. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois can not excuse himself before his 
constituents because he may have had some good company on the oc- 
casion referred to. The gentleman mustanswer to hisconstituents for his 
own vote; and Mr. Morton must answer for his vote: and every other 
leading Republican must answer to his constituents for his vote. It is 
not sufficient for the gentleman to come here and say that Democrats 
voted with him on that occasion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire again to say that the gentle- 
man’s statement touching the vote of Mr. Morton is not true. It fal- 
sifies the record. 

The statement that it so appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is 
mere pettifogging. The Journal of the House shows the action of the 
House, and shows, as I have stated, that Mr. Morton was not present, 
was not voting, and did not vote. 

Again: I state at the next session, the second session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress, as shown by the Journal which I have in my hand, 
the motion was made to suspend the rules and pass this same eight- 
hour resolution, and it received 130 votes—yeas 130, nays 51, not vot- 
ing 111, and amongst the 130 votes voting yea in that same Congress 
is the name of Levi P. Morton. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
There is the Journal. 

Now the gentleman says I can not creep out by trying to associate 
with respectable men like BLouNT and Morrison on his side of the 
House to justify my action by theirs. I have not tried to doso. Iam 
responsible for my votes without reference toanybody. Ihave defended 
this vote and successfully before the working people and farmers of my 
country and my district, and I will do so again or I will go to the wall. 
But I will never do it by rising in my place in this House or out of this 
House and misstating the record, and especially when it is brought to 
my knowledge, by then rising and pettifogging instead of rising in my 
place and acknowledging my mistake and begging the country’s par- 
don and Mr. Morton’s pardon for misstatement of the record. [Ap- 


That is McPherson’s Handbook of what year? 
Eighteen hundred and eighty. 
What page? 


That is what I have said. 
I have not examined as to whether itis the same 


party is concerned; and upon this question Mr. Morton is reported in | plause on the Republican side. J 
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Mr. BYNUM. Dol understand the gentleman to say that I hav These claims 
misstated the record of Congress? t I 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. BYNUM (holding up the RecorpD Here i he REcoRD, and 





+1 } 
the gentieman can not show it. 


I 
I will ask the gentieman another question. | 





} lave you ever examined 
the votes of the Journals of Congress to see whether you are recorded 
. tle e nat? Ty ) : } 
correcury or nov: ,Verisive iaugoter on the hepudi l Si | 
Mr. CANNON. I always examine the votes as1 led upon the 





Journal of the House when a vote is called in estion, and w 
am seeking to find out how any gentleman is recorded, because 
notorious the vote recorded in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is often 
roneous, and 
of his own rights and the rights of other members will make a sta 
ment as toa vote in a former 
Mr. BYNUM. So far as 
the RECORD another the member: ! 
tion, and it may have been changed in that way. 
Mr. CANNON. J CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this morning has 


riv ty i VA rk 


> Journal shows the true vote. Yo man who is care 
} 











an error of the print which covers one ed l fift es 
A MEMBER. Sunday morning’s ki RD 
Mr. CANNON. Yes; Sunday mornir 3 REcorD, which h " 


eorrected by an order of the House 
Mr. BYNUM. Have you examined t! J I i to find ou is Tt 
your vote? 
Mr. CANNON. The Journal is not printed and laid on our t 
while the Recorp is laid upon our desks every morning 


Mr. BYNUM. Certainly it is; and that is just what I have be This 











contending; a 3 € a as 1t1s ] 1, Ww 
no one ever | to see 1e 1 S as reco in the 
Journal until t ‘ 
Mr. RYAN. ts of the bill have been made quit 
clear by the ind therefore I call for the pre 
question. ' 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation tl 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed tim nd | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read tl 1 passed 
Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which t bill wa 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider | lon the | ~ 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to . 
JAMES TRABUE ET AL. ne eee 2 
post.andt : sw 
Mr. ROGERS. Iask for unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- | Pers by D's . 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. Set ae nr tal 
R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, Michael nd it is sufficiently esta 
Callahan, and the widow of John Waters, and put it upon its passag wren 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- | F 
jection. 
The bill was read, as follows: his ( 
i 4 , ‘i | gress, a I 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- | ¢))),..6 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | — fant AW 
appropriated, to the severai persons in this act named the several sums herein- ou a ee 7 
after stated, the same to be in full settlement of the claims of said parties f ae if » dwell No. 
use and occupation of property by the United States, namely co re it “ , a0 
To James Trabue, $600. Eergee 1 ‘ < 
> 99 } be 5 I ! 


To Thornton Thatcher, $93.33. 
To Michael Callahan, $113.66. 








To the widow of John Waters, $1,825. 
| f 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Stong, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: ; ; 
The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House Veparu 
Report No. 3959, of the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-1 i Cong settling j ng 
a copy of which is hereto appended and made a part of this report on 
Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the l 
and recommend its passage. s . 
_— ; + 
House Report No. 3959, Forty-ninth Congress, second session. } he returned the | 
. . o eae a ‘ ‘ a G 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 311) for the 
relief of James Trabue ef a/., have carefuliy examined the same, and find the : 
facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 29, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ‘ 
which report is hereto annexed and made a part of this report, and isas follows ; 


Senate Report No. 29, Forty-ninth Congress, first session 























We adopt the report hereto annexed, made by Mr. Grorer, from this com i os 
mittee, in the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, and recommend the tee through 
passage of the bill. teem - 

The Committee on Claims make the following report on this bill 

CLAIM OF MR. CALLAHAN. } 

This claim was before this committee at the second session of the Forty-fifth , 
Congress. We adopttheir report, which is as follows i 

“The claimant presents five certified quartermaster’s vouchers for rent ttee, a 
property at Huntsville, Ala., during the months of August, September, O 
and November, 1864, and January, February, March, April, May, June, August 
September, November, and December, 1365, amounting to $113.66. the bi 

“ The following is written on the face of the vouchers for the months prior to Me At VN, 
August 1, 1865: os 

» be settled hereafter as the Government may direct, the claimant being | question 
co red loyal.’ gether in one bil 
«weounting officers of the Treasury rejected this claim on the ground te ian : : 
that a5 among those prohibited to be paid by them under the act of Congress err was Sa, | 
of February 2', 1867. i of thera at least, 
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vouched for. I do not want to object to the consideration of the bill 


if I can help it 


Mr. ROGERS. My coileague, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, is much more 
familiar with the facts than I am I will answer the gentleman’s 
question to the last-named party in the bill, Mrs. Williams, now 


Mrs. Waters, that she was at that time a resident of Nashville, Tenn., 
but has since married Williams and now lives in Arkansas. He ¢ 
explain better than I can. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michig 
man from Arkansas will } 
loyalty of these parties is 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
stated very fully, if the 5s 


wre ntlem 
itire report. 


an 


I can shorten this matter if the gentle 
ermit me to ask a question as to whether the 


2 


prove ils 


in 


} 


\rKansas, 


Unquestionably; and that is 
in had been able to hear the reading 


of the er 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I could not hear the reading of the whole 
re port 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Bills for the relief of these 


parties have been passed three or four times by the House and by the 
Senate, but it happened that there was not concurrent action upon them 
in the same Congress, arising from one cause or another. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I have no objection to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be before the 
House for consideration. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I send tothe desk an amendment to be submitted 
to the bill in conformity to the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is already embodied in the 
hill. The report in the Forty-ninth Congress recommends an amend- 
ment, which appears to be embodied in the bill. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Chair will observe that 
there is a slight change in the amendment. This lady has been mar- 
ried since that report was made. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “‘the,’’ in line 14, and insert in lieu thereof the words “Annie M. 
Vv arms, late;’’ and insert after the words “John Waters,” in the same line, 
the word "deceased ;” so that it will read: *‘to Annie M, Williams, late widow 
of John W , deceased,’ 


Vil 
iter 


The amendment was adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Passe d, 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH L. LARIMER, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2563) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for im- 
portant services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek 
Station, Wyo., and for loss of property taken by Sioux Indians. 

‘The SPEAKER, The bill will be read subject to the right of objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow this bill to pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. I insist upon the demand for the regular order. 

Mr WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman not allow me a brief expla- 
nation ? 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is a good bill. 

ir. BLAND. It is a bad bill to begin with, but a good bill to de- 
mand the regular order to commence with. 


EXPLANATION, 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I believe the matter which 
I ask to submit to the Chair is one of privilege. By the Recorp of 
yesterday morning it appears that my colleague [Mr. RICE] is absent 
without leave of the House. Iwill state that he had leave of absence. 
and that he is away from the House in consequence of sickness in his 
family. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Che Chair will state in this connection that it seems to be the prac- 
tice in the publication of the official record of the proceedings of the 
House to state opposite the names of absent members called during the 
call of the House that no excuse is offered; and this statement is made 
frequentiy in connection with the names of gentlemen not only who 
have leave of absence, but those who are absent by order of the House. 
The Chair suggests to the Journal Clerk that if he can furnish to the 
Ofticial Reporters of the proceedings a list of the members absent with 
leave or by order of the House this apparent injustice could be avoided, 
and tue Chair will endeavor hereafter to see that this is done. 


bere era Egy r= eee Pere 
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LEAVE ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. HUNTER on account of ill health. 


OF 


WITHDRAWAL OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] asks 
to have the following resolution passed, to recall a bill from the Presi- 
dent, which seems to be necessary. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to return to the House the bill of the 
House No. 10060, prescribing the time for sales and notice of time of sales of 
property in the District of Columbia for overdue taxes. 

Mr. HEARD. On behalf of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, the chairman of which is temporarily absent, I ask at the re- 
quest of the District commissioners immediate action on this resolu- 
tion, because it is necessary that the Senate should also act upon it 
to-day as the time within which it must be disposed of by the Presi- 
dent expires to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HEARD. I would state that the object of this bill being to 
amend the law of the District of Columbia relating to the advertise- 
ment and sale of property for delinquent taxes, its recall is desired in 
order that certain dates therein may be changed so as to harmonize its 
provisions with those parts of the existing law which it is intended to 
perfect. 

The SPEAKER. 
sidered as agreed to. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


If there be no objection the resolution will be con- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has received anumber of telegrams from 
members of the House offering excuses for their absence, and asking 
to have their leave extended. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
lay these telegrams before the House. Some of them are sent from 
members who are sick, and some are from those who have sickness in 
their families. The Clerk will read them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WILLIAMSBURGH, Ky., August 27, 1883, 
To Hon, J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington: 


Can not be in city for some time. 
H. F. FINLEY. 
E. 8. MOSS, M. D. 

The SPEAKER. This telegram is signed by the gentleman him- 
self and also by his family physician. 

Is there objection to‘his being excused? The Chair hears none. 

A Member. The resolution of the House does not apply to these 
cases. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has not had opportunity to consult the 
resolution, but was of the opinion that leaves of absence were revoked 
of members who are not sick. 

Mr. JACKSON. The resolution only excuses members for sickness, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought it better to lay them before 
the House, Theresolution ofthe House does not embrace those who were 
excused on account of sickness at the time, but the Chair is unable to 
ascertain without examination of the record who were excused on that 
account. 

Mr. WEAVER. But where the sickness has terminated, the excuse 
ought not to be given. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


My family has typhoid fever. 


POLAND SpPrRInGs, ME., August 27, 1888, 
Joun LEEDOM, 
Sergeant-al-Arms House of Representatives : 
Can not come this week; am under care of physician and must remain. 
me excused. 


Have 
JNO. A. MCSHANE. 


Mr. MACDONALD. Is it proper now to ask that Mr. MCSHANE be 


excused ? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. MACDONALD. Then I ask that Mr. MCSHANE be excused, 
‘There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


o~ 


Wurst Hovse, New Jersey, Atugust 27, 1838, 


To J. P. LeEpom: 
Am unwell; can not come to-day. 
me or get me excused, Answer, 


Willas soon asI am able. Try and pair 


J.N. PIDCOCK, 
Mr. CRISP. I move that Mr. Prpcock be excused. 
Mr. TRACEY. Does Mr. Prpcock ask to be excused on account of 
sickness ? 
The SPEAKER. He says he is not well. 
Mr. WEAVER. I would like4o have the telegram read again. 
The telegram was again read. 









1888. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to Mr. Prpcock being excused ? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GAINESVILLE, Ga., August 27, 1888. 
Hon, J. P. LEEpom, Washington, D. C.: 


My daughter is critically ill. I can not leave her. 
of absence, 


I ask an extension of leave 


A. D. CANDLER. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that Mr. CANDLER be excused. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CRISP. Is the understanding that it is indefinite leave ? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Urica, N. Y., August 27, 1888, 


. P. LEEpom, 
Sergeant-at-Arms: 


Very serious sickness in my family renders immediate return impossible. 
J.8. SHERMAN, 

Mr. McCORMICK. I ask that Mr. SHERMAN be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1888. 


ONEONTA, N, Y., August 27, 
The SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 
House of Representatives : 
Am not well enough to come to Washington. 
DAVID WILBER, M. C. 
Mr. TRACEY. Iask that Mr. WILBER be excused. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1888, 


ARLINGTON, MD., August 27 


J. P. LEEDom, 
House of Representatives : 
Am not well; procure me leave of absence for few days. 
I. RAYNER. 
Mr. RUSK. Iask that my colleague, Mr. RAYNER, be excused. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


1888, 


ERIE, PA., August 27, 
J. P. Leepom, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives: 


Notice received. 
will permit. 


Mr. MAISH. Iask that Mr. Scorr be excused. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Will return to Washington soon as sickness in my family 


W. L. SCOTT. 


CANAAN, Conn., August 27, 1888 


Ifon. J. P. LEEDom, 
Sergeant-at-Arims, House of Representatives, Washinglon 


Dispatch just received. 


D. C.: 


Reasons by mail. 
M, T. GRANGER. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask that my friend Judge GRANGER be ex- 
cused. I know that he is ill and I have paired with him. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Not able to go. 


MANHATTAN Beacn, Coney IsLtanp, N. Y., August 25, 1888, 
J. D. O'Connor, 
Clerk Census Committee, House of Representatives 
Really too unwell to be in Washington Monday. Have written 
Ss. 8S. COX. 


Mr. BACON. I ask indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. 
Cox. I have seen a letter from him, and he states that his physician 
says it is impossible for him to come to Washington. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LOGANSPORT, IND., August 27, 1888, 


Hon. J. P. LEEpom, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives : 
I asked leave of absence on account of serious illness in my family. 
Mr. CHEADLE Tuesday requesting such leave. Answer if presence is ordered. 
W. D. OWEN. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I asked, as I thought at the time, indefinite leave 
of absence for Mr. OWEN, but I am told that the sickness did not appear 
of record. I ask that he be now given indefinite leave of absence. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
3URKEVILLE, VA., August 27, 1888, 
Col. J. P. LEEpom, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives : 
Telegram received; convalescent; can not leave home for ten days; exten- 
sion. 
W. E. GAINES. 
Mr. J. R. BROWNE. I ask that Mr. GAINEs have the leave he re- 
quests. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MovuntT VERNON, OnI0, August 27, 1888. 
Hon, A. C, THOMPSON, 
House of Representatives : 
Colonel Cooper is home sick under my care as his physician. 
J. W. RUSSELL, M, D. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that Mr. Cooper be excused. 
There was no objection. 
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of Kentucky. I do not object to the grant- 


ing of these leaves of absence, but, as we are excusingevery| would 
it be in order to move to rescind the resolution which was carried on 
| Saturday last after a great deal of passionate ihetoric ? 
The SPEAKER. That would be in order 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky It seems that t] eaves of 
our absent colleagues are so universal that that would rea be the 
effect of it. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Over one hundred and thirty telegrams esent 
to members, and these are a few from whom res ses ha een re- 


ceived, 

Mr. WEAVER. I think it would ym these telegrams that 
Washington is a much healthier place than any other part of the coun- 
try, therefore it would be in order to the 


appear Ir 


revoke leaves <¢ ibsence 


granted to our sick brothers, and ask them to come back here where 
they can be restored to health. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] made no motion revoking the order of last Sat- 


urday. I hope nothing of that kind will be done 
tant that we should have a quorum here this week 


Itis ve ry 





The SPEAKER Che gentleman did not make a motion of that 
character. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the tel ims 
The Clerk read as follows 
New | i ( 
JoHN S. HENDERSON, 
House of Keprese tives, Washington, D. ¢ 
Have telegram Sergeant-Arms. My wife very i Can not come Exempt 
me from resolution 
F. M. SIMMONS, 
Mr. CRISP. Iask that the gentleman be excused. 
There was no onection 
|} Mr. LYNCH. ‘The Recorp does not show that I was present when 
the roll was called on Saturday. I was present and answered to my 
name. 
The SPEAKER. A correction of the REcoRD has been ordered 
Mr. CRISP. I received a letter this morning from Mr. BLANCHARD, 
of Louisiana. That gentleman is now in the city and has been here all 
| thetime. He has been quite sick for ten days and confined to his room. 
He desired this statement to be made: and I request that he be granted 
| indefinite leave of absence from the House. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAISH. I have not noticed that any excuse or telegram has 
been received from Mr. RIcg, of Minnesota. It has come to my knowl- 
| edge that he was called home in consequence of the death of a daugh- 
ter, and I therefore ask that he be excused. 
| TheSPEAKER. Thegentieman from Minnesota[ Mr. W N ] does 
| not know whether his colleague was excused or not. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. My colleague was excused before he 


} 


| left, and it was not on account of sickness but death in his family. 
The SPEAKER. Then the REcoRD does not show it 
Mr. MACDONALD. I move that he be excused indefinitely He 
was excused on account of sickness in his family, and since then his 
| daughter has died. 
There was no objection. 
| Mr. MATSON. My colleague [Mr. HowArp] was granted leave of 


beeause of the critical illness of his d: 


I think his leave, which was for ten days, has expired. 
he would return here but tor his daughter’s illness, and I ask t 
be excused. 

| There was no objection, it was so ordered. 

| Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, does it appear that my colleague [ Mr. 
RANDALL] has been excused on account of » 


Ltughter. 


that 


ile 


absence some days since 


| know 


. 


at 


sICKnNnesS 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania[ Mr. RANDALL] 
was excused some time ago on account of sickness. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I find that in the list of members answering 


on the roll-call on Saturday my name is not recorded. I answered 
every time the roll was called. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The correction will be made. 


A MEMBER. Regular order. 


OF BUSINESS. 
is demanded. 


lor the introduction oO! Dili 


The SPEAKER. The regular order 
| order is the eall of States and Territories 


and resolutions. 


| 
ORDER 
| 


EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Mr. WHEELER offered the following resolution; which w ead, 
and referred to the Committee on Kules 

Resoli That Thursday, August 30, and Saturday, September 1, be set a t 
for the cons leration of bills report d from Committ on Expenditures 
rreasury Department 

CLAIMS OF THE CREEK INDIANS. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 11271) to authorize the Secre- 

tary of the Interior to investigate certain claims of the Creek tion 


of Indians: which was read a first 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ond tin relerred to the 


and si 
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CHANGES IN THE TARIFF LAWS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 11272 
to correct certain abuses arising under the present tariff laws relating 
to iron and steel railway bars; which was read a first and second time, 
refer:ed to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11273) to correct certain abuses arising under the present tariff Jaws 
relating to copper; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11274) to correct certain abuses arising under the present tariff laws 
relating to structural iron; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11275) to correct certain abuses arising under the present tariff laws 
relating to lumber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
11276) to suspend the operation of laws relating to the sinking fund 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, to what committee are these bills re- 
ferred ? 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BAYNE. I should not think that that would be aproper refer- 
ence of these bills. The Committee on Ways and Means have already 
reported a bill affecting matters coming under the tariff laws, and 
therefore to refer these bills to that committee does not strike me as 
the best way of securing action upon them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The bill to which the gentle- 
man refers, which was reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
and passed by the House, does relate to the duty on lumber, and one 
of the bills just referred embraces the same subject, and like provis- 
ions, but the indications are that the bill which passed the House will 
not be very sedulously pushed in the Senate. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do I understand my friend from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] to agree that the bill reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, generally called ‘* the Mills bill,’’ requires modifi- 
cation and correction ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not in the particulars referred 
to, and I am not suggesting any modification. 

Mr. BAYNE. In any particular? 


Mr. BRECRINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As I stated to the gentleman 


before-—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read clause 2 of Rule 
XI. 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows: 

Subjects relating to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This last bill relates to the bonded 
debt of the United States, and should therefore under the rule be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. The Clerk will proceed 
with the call. 

Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 11277) to provide means 
to exterminate the cottony cushion scale now threatening the destruc- 
tion of citrus-fruit culture in California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER NAVIGABLE STREAMS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 


11278) to prohibit bridges over navigable streams, bays, and harbors of 


the United States without the consent of Congress; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed, 
BANKS HOLDING GOVERNMENT MONEY WITHOUT INTEREST. 
Mr. MASON offered a resolution to investigate certain national banks 
which hold and use Government money without interest, and to ascer- 
tain how much, if anything, is contributed by said banks for the use 
of said money to the Democratic national campaign committee; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 


Resolved, That the Rules of the House be amended as follows : 

Rule X, clause 1, so that line 6thereof will read as follows: “the Committee 
on Appropriations to consist of nineteen members.”’ 

Rule XI, sothat clauses from 3 to 16 thereof, inclusive, will read as follows: 

3. to appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government: to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

4. to judicial proceedings, civil and criminal law: to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

5. to banking and currency: to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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6. to coinage, weights, and measures: 
and Measures. . 
7. to commerce, life-saving stations, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for Life-Saving Service and lighs-houses : to the Committee on Commerce. 

8. to the improvement of rivers Bid harbors: to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

9. to the merchant marine and fisheries: to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rme and Fisheries. 

10, to agriculture and forestry : to the Committee on Agriculture. 

il, to the relation of the United States with foreign nations: to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

12. to the military establishment and the public defense: to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

13. to the naval establishment: to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

i4. to the post-office and post-roads: to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

15, to the lands of the United States: to the Committee on Public Lands. 

16, to the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes: 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PUNISHMENT OF TRUSTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 11279) to define 
‘‘trusts,’’ and to provide for the punishment of persons connected with 
them or carrying them on, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF RED CROSS ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 5,000 copies of Senate Executive Document 
No. 231, first session, Fiftieth Congress, being letter of the Secretary of State 
transmitting a report of the fourth international conference of the Red Cross 
Association, and the report transmitted; said copies for the use of, and to be 


delivered to, the president of the American National Association of the Red 
Cross. 


tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


CANAL COMMUNICATION WITH CANADA. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not in his 
judgment incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the House 
copies of all communications, if any, addressed by his direction to the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, remonstrating with that Government against the wrongs 
and unfair treatment of our citizens by the action of the Canadian Government 
in refunding to vessels and cargoes which pass through the Welland Canal and 
other Canadian canals nearly the entire tolls, if they are destined to Canadian 
ports, while those bound for American ports are not allowed any such advan- 
tage, and the breach of the engagement contained in the treaty of 1871, whereby 
Great Britain promised to the United States equality in the matter of such canal 
trahsportation ; also copies of any demand made by his direction upon Great 
Britain for the redress of such wrongs, and the replies of Great Britain to such 
communication and demand. 


MONUMENT TO JOHN ANTHONY QUITMAN. 


Mr. STOCKDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 11273) to erect a monu- 
ment in the State of Mississippi to the memory of John Anthony Quit- 
man; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSIDERATION OF BUSINESS FROM LABOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, introduced the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, September 5, after the reading of the Journal, be 
set apart for the consideration of bills and resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The Committee on Rules have, I believe, the right to report 
at any time? 

The SPEAKER. They have. 

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11280) to reduce letter 
tage to 1 cent per ounce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
STATUE OF PERE MARQUETTE. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
217) authorizing the State of Wisconsin to place in Statuary Hall at 
the Capitol the statue of Pére Marquette; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS ON MAXWELL LAND GRANT. 

Mr. JOSEPHS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 218) for the pro- 
tection of the actual settlers upon the Maxwell land grant, in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico and the State of Colorado; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOSEPHS called for the reading of the joint resolution; which 
was read, as follows: 


Whereas, by virtue of the decision made by the Secretary of the Interior on 
the 3lst day of December, 1869, all the land lying and being situate in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico and the State of Colorado, and within the limits of what 
is now known as the Maxwell land grant, was opened to settlement; and 

Whereas, by reason of said order, individuals have occupied portions of said 
grant, believing in good faith that the same was a part of the public domain of 
the country, and have made improvements thereon and sought to acquire the 
same for homestead and pre-emption purposes, in accordance with the land 
laws of the United States; and 

Whereas it has been decided by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
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said Maxwell land grant has been no part of the pu lic domain since tl 
Congress in reference thereto, of the 21st day of June, 1860 rheref 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to forthw 1 @x- 


amine into the occupancy of the Maxwellland grant by those who hold adversely 
to the party or parties in whom the title thereto has been decided to be by 

Supreme Court of the United States, and to report to Congress vy unneces- 
sary delay the extent of each adverse holding, the value of the land embraced 
within such holding, and also the value of the improvements upon said holding, 
and also the time at which said holding was first occupied, and also the name or 
names of the party or parties who now possess the same, with the view 





10ut 





to In- 





demnify such adverse claimants for the expenditures which they have incurred 
in good faith. 

And be it resolved further, That during the pendency of such investigation and 
of the report thereon to Congress, all writs of ejectment be, and they are hereby 
temporarily suspended. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. I present a conference report upon the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on the sundry civil appropriation bill. I ask 





that the report (together with the accompanying statement as an ap- 
pendix to the report) be printed and that it lie over. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FoRNEY 


en h- 


mits a conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and asks 


that the report, together with the statement of the managers on the 
part of the House, be printed and lie over. 

Mr. FORNEY. I do not think it necessary to 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment form ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that th: 
report and accompanying statement be printed and lie over for the 
present. Is there objection to this request? The Chair hears none; 
and it is so ordered. 


have it printed in the 


locu- 


The gentleman desires to have it printed in « 


PROTECTION SETTLERS MAXWELL 
Mr. SAYERS. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the Committee on 
Private Land Claims have leave to report at any time on the resolu- 
tion referred to it on motion of the gentleman from New Mexico [ Mr. 
JOSEPH], as it involves a matter of great importance. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


OF ON GRANT. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 
+ 


The SPEAKER. This being the fourth Monday, it has been set 
apart by the rules for the consideration of bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam authorized to state in behalf of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia that, owing to the absence of several mem- 
bers of the committee, and in view also of the important general leg 
islation demanding attention at this time, that committee will not 
claim to-day for the consideration of District business. 

ORDER OF 

Mr. BURNES. Is it in order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BURNES. I make that motion, with a view of resuming the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House adopted at the present ses- 
sion provides that the second and fourth Mondays, after the call of 
States, shall be set apart for the consideration of certain business as may 
be presented by the Committee on the District of Columbia. Under 
that rule, if Monday is claimed for that committee, of course there is 
no hour for the call of committees; but not being claimed, there is a 
morning hour for the call of committees, unless it is dispensed with. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that it be dispensed with for to-day. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope that will not prevail, unless with the usual 
stipulation that members having reports may be allowed to file them 
with the Clerk. 

Mr. BURNES. There is no objection to that, and I will ask now 
by unanimous consent that members having reports may file them with 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. 


BUSINESS. 


The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
FILING REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


desk: 


OF 


NANCY P. BROWN. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with | 


amendment the bill (H. R. 10912) granting a pension to Nancy P. 
Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE PENSIONS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 1634) granting pensions in certain cases; which was laid on 
the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, in the nature of a 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H.R. 11281) granting a pension to 


certain officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service, and to 
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An act (H. R. 3329) to regulate the subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia 
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Mr. DIBBLE. I have asked the House to make the special order of 
the matter of the general deficiency bill for to-morrow at 1 o’clock, 
stating as a reason therefor that there were a great many members ab- 
sent, and that the vote would not, if taken, express the real sentiment 
of the House on the pending question of order. On a careful exami- 
nation and scrutiny of the record of absentees I find of those who voted 
for the resolution in December last which instructed the Committee on 


Appropriations to put the claims approved by the Court of Claims upon | 


the deficiency bill 46 more are absent than of those who voted against it. 

Mr. BURNES. I rise simply for the purpose of making a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and that is as to whether the motion I have made is 
subject to debate ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The Chair supposed the gentleman 
from South Carolina was going to make a suggestion in reference to 
the motion. 

Mr. DUNN. Regular order. 

Mr. BURNES. We have heard the remarks of the gentleman from 
South Carolina so often heretofore that they have become quite mo- 
notonous upon this subject; and I ask the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I was just going to suggest to the gentleman the 
propriety of postponing the question until to-morrow. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. If this motion is voted down, then we 
would operate under the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The morning hour has been dispensed with. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
of bills. 

The SPEAKER. 
enue bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Then thetransaction of business in that 
hour would proceed as usual if those motions were voted down, as I 
understand it. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Missouri. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is there not another hour to be devoted to the 
consideration of bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule tobe read. Under 
the rules of the House there is to be one morning hour, technically so 
denominated, which is the hour for the call of committees for reports. 
‘Then the hour follows for the consideration of bills which is provided 
for by a subsequent rule, or an amendment to the rule. The ninth 
section of Rule XVI provides as follows, which the Chair will direct 
the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9, At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in orderto 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or 
general appropriation bills, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will see that there are two classes 
of bills which have preference over the consideration hour, provided a 
majority of the House determines to consider them: the first, revenue 
bills, and the second, general appropriation bills. Either of these mo- 
tions if adopted has priority. If these motions are not made, or if they 
are made and not agreed to by the House, then the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills folléws under the other rule of the House. 

ir. BUCHANAN. [raised the question because that rule seems to 
be in conflict with the language of Rule XXIV, and desired a decision 
of the Chair upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. It does appear so; but the practice has been to 
harmonize the rules in that way, and allow the two motions to be made 
giving preference to the consideration of important public bills. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If this motion is voted down, then the rule re- 
curs, and there will be an hour for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There will be. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, the Chair desires to lay before the House certain requests for 
leave of absence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Hovey, of Indiana, asks leave of absence for fifteen days from and after 
the 30th instant, on account of important business; and 

Mr. Matson asks leave of absence for fifteen days, on account of important 
business, 

{ Laughter and applause, ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Inasmuch as the campaign of Indiana has been 
fought out for some time in this House, I move that it be transplanted 
to Indiana, and that the leaves of absence asked for be granted. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. 
absence? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WEAVER. 
reason for their absence than my own? 

The SPEAKER. From the 30th of the present month. 
objection? 


If that hour should not be antagonized by a rev- 


The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, what date is fixed for the leaves of 


The request is for fifteen days. 

I do not like to object; but I do not see any greater 
When is this leave to begin? 
Is there 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Is it in order to move to postpone the consideration 
of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri until to-morrow at 1 





o'clock? 


The SPEAKER. 


is to reject it. 
Mr. BAYNE, 


It is not. 


Is a motion in order to grant the leave of absence, 
which has just been refused, by unanimous consent to Colonel Matson 


and General Hovey ? 


The SPEAKER, 


imous consent but objected to. 


Mr. BAYNE. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, 
The SPEAKER. 


Then I move that it be granted. 
I have already made the motion. 
The gentleman from New Jersey moves that the 


The only way to get rid of the motion 


A SRI sts 


The request was submitted to the House for unan- 


request for leave of absence in these cases be granted. 


Mr. O’NEILL,'of Missouri. 


Would it be in order to amend that, so 


| as to include all other gentlemen who desire to go away for political 


I mean the hour for the consideration | 


penenatnnnignetenesion - euauiguasniieanees i 


reasons ? 


The SPEAKER. 


It would be in order to submit amendments. 


The motion of Mr. BUCHANAN was adopted, and the leaves of ab- 
| sence were granted. 


The SPEAKER. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question now recurs on the motion of the 


gentleman from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further consider gen- 
| eral appropriation bills. 


. “—_ 2 : 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 88, ' 
noes 4, : 

Mr. DIBBLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. DipBLE and Mr. BURNES were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the aflirmative—yeas 160, 
nays 4, not voting 160; as follows: 

YEAS—160. 
Abbott, Cowles, Hovey, Richardson, 
Adams, Crain, Hutton, Rogers, 
Allen, Mass, Crisp, Johnston, Ind, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich. Crouse, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Laffoon, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, lowa Davidson, Fla. La Follette, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Davis, Laird, Ryan, 
Anderson, Ill. Dibble, Lane, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans. Dockery, Lanham, Sayers, 
Bacon, Dougherty, Lehlbach, Scull, 
Baker, Ill. Dunn, Lind, Smith, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Long, Snyder, 
Barnes, Enloe, Lyman, Springer, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Lynch, Steele, 
Bingham, Flood, Macdonald, Stewart, Ga, , 
Bland, Foran, Maish, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Forney, Mansur, Stone, Ky. 
Blount, French, Martin, Stone, Mo. 
Bound, Fuller, Mason, Struble, 
Bowen, Funston, Matson, Symes, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gallinger, McCormick, Taulbee, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, McCreary, Thomas, Wis. 
Brewer, Gest, McCullogh, Thompson, Ohio 
Browne, Ind. Glass, McRae, Tracey, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Goff, Moore, Townshend, 
Buchanan, Grimes, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Morrow, Vance, 
Burnes, Hall, Neal, Vandever, 
Cannon, Haugen, Nelson, Walker, 
Carlton, Hayden, Newton, Warner, 
Caruth, Henderson,N.C, O’Neall, Ind, Washington, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ill, O'Neill, Pa, Weaver, 
Catchings, Hermann, Osborne, Wheeler, 
Cheadle, Hiestand, Parker, White, Ind. 
Chipman, Hogg, Patton, Whiting, Mass, 
Clements, Holman, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Holmes, Penington, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, Hooker, Perkins, Williams, 
Compton, Hopkins, Va. Peters, Wilson, Minn. 
Conger, Houk, Post, Woodburn. 
NAYS—4. 
Grout, Hitt, O'Neill, Mo. Yost. 
NOT VOTING—10, 

Arnold, a Bryce, Cooper, Felton, 
Atkinson, Buckalew, Cothran, Finley, 
Baker, N. Y. Burnett, Cox, Fisher, 
Barry, Burrows, Cummings, Fitch, 
Belden, Butler, Cutcheon, Ford, | 
Belmont, Butterworth, Dalzell, Gaines, 
Biggs, Bynum, Dargan, Gay, 
Blanchard, Campbell, F.,N. Y. Darlington, Gibson, 
Boothman, Campbell, Ohio Davenport, Glover, 
Boutelle, Campbeli,T.J.,N. ¥Y.Davidson, Ala. Granger, 
Bowden, Candler, De Lano, Greenman, 
Brower, Clardy, Dingley, Guenther, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Clark, rsey, Hare, 
Brown, Ohio Cockran, Dunham, Harmer, 
Brumm, Collins, Ermentrout, Hatch, 








